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REAPPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY.
JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT,

Brig. Gen. George B. Davis, Judge-Advocate-General, to be
Judge-Advocate-General with the rank of brigadier-general, for
the period of four years beginning May 23, 1909, with rank
from May 24, 1901. His present term of four years will expire
May 23, 1909,

PRroMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the navy
from the 13th day of February, 1808, to fill vacancies existing
in that grade on that date:

Robert W. Cabaniss,

Raleigh E. Hughes, and

Claude B. Mayo.

The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the navy
from the 13th day of September, 1908, to fill vacancies existing
in that grade on that date:

Carter L. Wright,

John W. Lewis,

Rufus W. Mathewson,

Willis W. Lawrence,

Irving H, Mayfield,

Philip H. Hammond,

Harvey W. McCormack, and

Ernest D. McWhagrter.

The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the navy
from the 12th day of February, 1909, to fill vacancies existing
in that grade on that date:

Bruce R. Ware, jr.,

Claudius R. Hyatt,

William F. Cochrane, jr.,

George (. Logan,

George H. Laird,

Henry G. Shonerd,

Harlow T. Kays,

Robert C. Giffen, and

Richard E. Cassidy.

Ensign Frank D. McMillan fo be a lientenant (junior grade)
in the navy from the 2d day of February, 1909, upon the com-
pletion of three years’ service in the present grade.

Lient, (Junior Grade) Frank D. McMillan to be a lieutenant
in the navy from the 2d day of February, 1909, to fill a vacancy
existing in that grade on that date.

The following-named citizens to be assistant surgeons in the
navy from the 14th day of April, 1909, to fill vacancies existing
in that grade on that date to correct the date from which they
take rank as confirmed on April 28, 1909 :

John G. Ziegler, a citizen of Pennsylvania ;

Glenmore F. Clark, a citizens of Kentucky ;

William M. Kerr, a citizen of New York;

George A. Riker, a citizen of New York; and

Tharos Harlan, a citizen of the District of Columbia.

POSTMASTERS.
ARKANSAS.

James W. Harper to be postmaster at Mansfield, Ark, Office

became presidential April 1, 1909,
MICHIGAN.

Fred P. Baker to be postmaster at Flint, Mich., in place of
James A. Button, deveased.

NEW YORK.

George A. Waterbury to be postmaster at Lyndonville, N, Y.
Office became presidential January 1, 1900.

OREGON.

F. O. Minor to be postmaster at Bend, Oreg., in place of

Charles W. Merrill, resigned.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 12, 1909.
CoLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS.
Edward T. Marvel to be collector of customs for the district
of Fall River, Mass.
Surcrons IN THE PuBLic HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE.
Passed Asst. Surg. Ezra K. Sprague to be surgeon in the Pub-
lic Health and Marine-Hogpital Service.
Passed Asst. Surg. Rupert Blue to be surgeon in the Publie
Health and Marine-Hospital Service.
Passed Asst. Surg. Charles H. Gardner to be surgeon in the
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service.
Passed Asst, Surg. James H. Oakley to be surgeon in the Pub-
lic Health and Marine-Hospital Service.
Exvoy EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY.
H. Percival Dodge to be envoy extraordinary and minister
plenipotentiary to Morocco. :
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ILLINOIS.

A. C. Doyle, at Cerro Gordo, Il
0HIO.

George T. Baughman, at Larue, Ohio.
Charles Doll, at Lorain, Ohio.
Adolphus D. Haney, at Morrow, Ohio.
Vernie E. Humphrey, at Fayette, Ohio.
John A. Kneisley, at Osborn, Ohio.
Thomas C. Lichty, at Antwerp, Ohio.
Ward B, Petty, at Sycamore, Ohio.
W. A. Ritter, at Napoleon, Ohio.
Charles E. Samuels, at New Paris, Ohio.
George H. Willis, at Bethel, Ohio.

SENATE.

Trurspay, May 13, 1909.

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.

Prayer by Rev, Ulysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Washington.

The Journal of yesterday’'s proceedings was read and approved.
BRITISH IRON AND STEEL INDUSTRY.

The VICE-PRESIDENT Ilaid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of Special Agent Charles M. Pepper
on the British iron and steel industry and the Luxemburg iron
and steel wages, together with a supplemental article on English
chain manufactures, by Albert Halstead, American consul at
Birmingham (8. Doe. No. 42), which, with the accompanying
paper, was referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered
to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Anna,
Cobden, Belleville, Dongola, Springfield, Vergennes, Matthews,
Edwardsville, Pinckneyville, Cutler, Carbondale, Cairo, Carter-
ville, Duquoin, and Sparta, all in the State of Illinois, praying
for the repeal of the duty on hides, which were ordered to lie
on the table. |

Mr. DICK presented a petition of Bradford Grange, No. 877,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Madison County, Ohio, praying for
the repeal of the duty on raw and refined sugars, which was
ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Toledo,
Ohio, praying for the retention of the proposed duty on print
paper and wood pulp, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Georgetown,
Cincinnati, Ripley, Shelby, Peebles, Portsmouth, Seaman, Bel-
fast, Fairfax, Mount Orab, Sardinia, Buford, and Mowrystown,
all in the State of Ohio, praying for the repeal of duty on hides,
which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the International Chamber
of Commerce, province of Albay, Philippine Islands, praying
for the repeal of the duty on hemp, which was ordered to lie
on the table.

Mr. JONES. We have two paper mills in our State. I have
here a telegram from the owner and manager of one of those
paper mills giving his idea as to the effect taking the tariff off
wood pulp may have on that mill, I ask that the telegram be
read.

There being no objection, the telegram was read and ordered
to lie on the table, as follows:

[Telegram.]
8AN Frawxcisco, CAL., May 12, 1909,
Senator WESLEY L. JoxESs,

Washington, D, O.:

If Payne tariff on news goes through, our mill at Camas, Wash.,
which employs several hundred people, can not exist. British Columbia
will manufacture all the news ?a]ler which is used on the coast, and we
will be forced to move our mills there, Told you this when I had the
pleasure of seeing you in Washington.

L. BCHWABACHER.

Mr. PAGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fair-
haven, Conn., praying for a reduction of the duty on raw and
refined sugars, which were ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I present a joint resolution of the leg-
islature of Wisconsin, memorializing Congress in regard to in-
ternational peace. I ask that the joint resolution be read and
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read and
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations as follows:
Joint resolution memorializing Congress in regard to international peace,

Whereas the progress of industry and the happiness and prosperity of
the peo;:lle of all countries depends upon the maintenance of peace
among the nations of the world; and

‘Whereas international wars have resulted mmn]l{ from jealousles due
in a large degree to mutual misunderstandings which could have been
made clear by conferences and investigations; and
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Whereas it would Pmmote the progress of ce In international rela-
tions to have a parliamentary union at stated intervals, composed of
delegates from all nations; and
Wherens the friendly relations existing between the United States and
all nations make it u!iarl{mﬂttlng that the proposal should come
from this country: Therefore it
Resolved by the assembly (the semate comcurring), That we respect-
fully memorialize the Congress of the United States to initiate pro-
ceedings to invite the nations of the world to send ddﬁsltes to an in-
terparliamentary union for the purpose of dlsmmalmi and establishing a
system of international arbitration and Investigation of disputes -
tween nations and to arrange for a rmanent interparliamentary
union at stated intervals; and be it further
Resolved, That a copy of the foregoing be immediately transmitted
‘%y the secretary of state to the President of the United States, the
resident of the Senate of the United States, and the Speaker of the
House of Representatives, and to each of the Benators and Representa-
tives from this State.
L. H. BANCRO¥T,
Epeaker of the Asgsembly.
JOHX STRANGE,
President aé the Senate.
C. E. SHAFFER,
Chief Clerk of the Assembly.
i . E. ANDREWS,
Chief Clerk of the Senate.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Appleton, Oshkosh, Florence, Mazomanie, Milwaukee, Neenah,
Menasha, Chippewa Falls, Birch City, Sheboygan, North Free-
dom, Augusta, Kankauna, and Rhinelander, all in the State
of Wisconsin, praying for the repeal of the duty on hides, which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. KEAN. I present a concurrent resolution of the legisla-
ture of New Jersey, relative to inheritance taxes. Accompa-
nying the concurrent resolution is a letter from the governor
of the State of New Jersey, which I ask may be read, and, with
the concurrent resolution, ordered to lie on the table and be
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the letter was read, and, with the
accompanying concurrent resolution, ordered to lie on the table
and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

StaTE OF NEW JERSEY,
EXxECUTIVE DEPARTMENT,
April 5, 1909.
Hon. JoaN KEAN,
United Btates Benate, Washington, D. C.

My Drar SENATOR: The inclosed is co? of a concurrent resolution
adopted by the legislature of the Btate, having been passed unani-
mously in each house, in relation to the proposed tance tax in the
pending tariff bill in the Congress.

I want to add my personal indorsement of this resolution and ear-
nest h that the request of the legislature may in this regard be
complied with by the Representatives of this State.

Yours, very truly,

[8EAL.] Joux Fmaxgnin Fomt.

Assembly concurrent resolution. State of New Jersey. Introduced
March 16, 1909, by Mr. Lewis.

Whereas there Is a mposiuon pending in the Congress of the United
Btates to imy an eritance tax upon the property of deoedentnz
resident within the States, as well as those resident wi the Distric
of Columbia and the Territories of the United States; and

Whereas it is the sense of the legislature of the State of New Jersey
that inheritance taxes ghould be imposed by the State for State pur-
poses only : Therefore be it

Resolved 3{ the house of assembly (the senate concum!ng& That the
legisiature the State of New Jersey hﬂebt) reqlt}est the Bensators in
Congress from this State, and the Members of the House of Representa-
tives from this State, to oppose the enactment of any law imposing col-
lateral inheritance taxes for the benefit of the Natiomal Government;

and be it further
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be transmitted by the eclerk

of the house of representatives of this State to the Congress of the
United States.

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Gardiner,
Me., praying for a reduction of the duty on raw and refined
sugars, which were ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. PILES presented petitions of sundry citizens of We-
natchee, Seattle, and Leavenworth, all in the State of Wash-
ington, praying for the repeal of the duty on hides, which were
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry importers
and publishers of post cards of San Francisco, Cal., remonstra-
ting against an increase of the duty on post cards imported into
the United States, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of sundry manufacturers, mer-
chants, and producers of the State of California, remonstrating
against the retention of the proposed duty on sulphur, which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. STONE presented the memorial of John T. Kelly and J. B.
Underwood, of Willard, N. Mex., remonstrating against the ehact-
ment of legislation authorizing Torrance County, in that Terri-
tory, to incur bonded indebtedness in excess of the amount now
fixed by law, which was referred to the Committee on Territories.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Springfield,
Salem, Darvien, Silver Lake, and Vienna, all in the State of
Missouri, praying for a reduction of the duty on raw and re-
fined sugars, which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of St. Joseph,
Willow Springs, Thayer, St. Louis, Lupus, Wooldridge, James-

town, Jefferson City, Lahman, Seymour, Blythedale, Hannibal,
Albany, Kansas City, Quincy, Mexico, Brookfield, Louisiana,
Hermann, Washington, Shelbina, Poplar Bluff, Farmington,
Bismarck, Sturgeon, Orriek, Kirksville, Moberly, Pomona, Mans-
field, and Fordland, all in the State of Missouri, praying for
the repeal of the duty on hides, which were ordered to lie on
the table.

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Thomaston, Bridgeport, Terryville, Tewell, Reynolds Bridge,
and Neorwich, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for a re-
duction of the duty on raw and refined sugars, which were
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the National Association
of Master Bakers of Jamestown, N. Y., praying for the enact-
ment of legislation to prohibit speculation, manipulation, and
gambling in wheat, which was referred to the Committee on
the Judieiary.

He also presented a petition of the G. M. Hallstead Division,
No. 434, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Elmira, N. Y.,
praying for the passage of the so-called * Burkett boiler-inspec-
tion bill"” and the “ Borah-Dawson full-crew bill,” which was
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Jewelers' Board of Trade,
of New York City, N. Y., praying for the creation of a perma-
nent tariff commission, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 6, Cigar-
makers’ International Union of America, of Syracuse, N. Y.,
remonstrating against the repeal of the duty on cigars imported
from the Philippine Islands, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Brooklyn,
N. Y., remonstrating against an increase of the duty on im-
ported gloves, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of the Fort Stanwix Canning
Company, of Rome; of Local Grange No. 1002, Patrons of Hus-
bandry, of Bullville; and of E. O. Rose, of Stony Point, all in the
State of New York, praying for a reduction of the duty on raw
and refined sugars, which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 167, Interna-
tional Typograhpical Union, of Schenectady, N. Y., praying for
the retention of the proposed duty on print paper and wood
pulp, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of sundry employees of the War-
wick Knife Company, of Warwick, N. ¥, and a petition of
sundry employees of the Robeson Cutlery Company, of Perry,
N. Y., praying for the retention of the proposed duty on im-
ported knives or erasers, which were ordered to lie on the table,

STENOGRAFPHER FOE COMMITTEE.

Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Benate, to whom was
referred resolution No. 4, reported from the Committee on
Indian Depredations by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Cuetis],
to report it favorably with an amendment, and I ask for its
present consideration.

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the
resolution, as follows:

Senate resolution 4.

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Depredations be, and the
same is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer, to be paid from
the contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,200 per annum,
said employment to continue during the Sixty-first Congress,

The amendment was, in line 5, after the words “said em-
ployment,” to insert “to commence March 15 and.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. DU PONT:

A bill (8. 2338) granting an increase of pension to Ellwood

Craig;

A bill (8, 2339) granting a pension to William J. Ricards
(with the accompanying paper) ; and

A bill (8. 2340) granting a penslion to Christiana Donahoe (with
the accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GAMBLE:

A bill (8. 2341) to authorize the sale and disposition of a
portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in the Pine Ridge
Indian Reservation, in the State of South Dakots, and making
appropriation and provision to earry the same into effect; to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. McCUMBER :

A bill (8. 2342) to establish a fish-culture station at or near
Sykeston, in the State of North Dakota; to the Committee on
Fisheries.

A bill (8. 2343) for the relief of John H. Howlett; to the
Committee on Claims,
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A bill (8. 2344) to provide for the utilization of state and
territorial lands in connection with projects under the reclama-
tion act, and for other purposes (with the accompanying paper) ;
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands.

A bill (8. 2345) for the relief of registers and former regis-
ters of the United States land offices; and

A bill (8. 2346) to provide for refund to Adam Pfeifer of
money erroneously paid by said Adam Pfeifer to the Govern-
ment of the United States in making final homestead proof;
to the Committee on Public Lands.

A bill (8. 2347) granting an increase of pension to Jacob
Christina ;

A bill (8. 2348) granting an increase of pension to Wallace
W. Sears;

A bill (S 2349) granting an increase of pension to Louis
Freeman ;

A bill (S 2350) granting an increase of pension to Samuel
A. Hogue;

A bill (8. 2351) granting an increase of pension to Edwin N.
Josselyn ;

A bill (8. 2352) granting an increase of pension to J. L.
Kitchen (with the accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 2353) granting an increase of pension to William
Crotzar (with the accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 2354) granting an increase of pension to George E.
Hanson (with the accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 2355) granting an increase of pension to John 8.
Taylor (with the accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 235G) granting an increase of pension to Harrison
J. Blodgett (with the accompanying paper) ;

A bill (8. 2357) granting an increase of pension to John Ward
(with the accompanying paper) ;

A bill (8. 2358) granting an increase of pension fo Henry
Silker (with the accompanying paper) ;

A bill (S. 2359) granting an increase of pension to Albino
R. Stone (with the accompanying paper) ;

A bill (8. 2360) granting an increase of pension to John
Cnven (with the accompanying paper) ; and

A bill (8. 2361) granting an increase of pension to John W.
%11111111 (with the accompnnylng papers) ; to the Committee on
ensions,

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL.

Mr. ROOT submitted two amendments intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equal-
ize duties, and encourage the industries of the United States,
and for other purposes, which were ordered to lie on the table
and be printed.

Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equal-
ize duiies, and encourage the industries of the United States,
and for other purposes, which was ordered to lie on the table
and be printed.

Mr. BRADLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equal-
ize duties, and encourage the indusiries of the United States,
and for other purposes, which was ordered to lie on the table
and be printed.

Mr. DICK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, egualize
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and
for other purposes, which was ordered to lie on the table and
be printed.

STAMPS ON FOREIGN BILLS OF EXCHANGE,

Mr. CULBERSON submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 8008) making appropriations
for expenses of the Thirteenth Deeennial Census for the fiseal
year 1910, and for other purpeses, which was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

STATEMENT OF INCREASES IN DUTIES,

" Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the other day I intro-
duced a statement giving the estimates made by an expert
of the Treasury Department of the duties which were lowered
and raised and where they remain the same in the tariff bill as
reported to the Senate by the Committee on Finance. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. Arprica] asked at the time if
there was an itemized statement. I replied that there was not.
Since then a statement has been prepared by this expert show-
ing precisely the increases in the bill. I ask that it may be
printed in the Recorp and as a Senate document.

There being no objection, the statement was ordered to be
printed as a document (8. Doc. No. 41) and to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

Estimates of increases in duties of II. R. 1}38.

Rates of duty.
Para- ¥ oty Per eent
. e i
Present law. Benate bill. g
SCHEDULE A.
1 | Acid, oxalie t . b
854| Nut oil or oil of nuis, n {b;
3’| Grease, n.o. p. f.. 20 per cent.. 25.00 .
22 | Glue, valuedabme]ﬂmntsandnutsbwa&icentsperpunnd 25 per cent. . 103.12
Gilue size, dxatmtandragamble ...................... = mpercent 25.00
gl | e e S L R S e N SRR R e N mntupergal]on R o ot 123. 41
80 | Opium, crude or unmanufactured, not aduolterated, 9 per cent and | $1 per pound 50. 00
o‘f{r of]:]n:u;hg:: hine, sulphate of. 50.00
(1) 14 0 aas .
Aﬂrgl]kﬂ.lulds mlz-g salts of opium.. a 50.00
65 | (L) Perfumery, cosmetics, and toﬂatpwpam
Alcoholic perfumery—cologne and other tuilnt waters and toilet 6.42
preparations containing aleohol.
Do. (reciprocity with Coba).....ccacociomamcaismnncnnasiaanss 2.732
Preparations nsed asaj lmumtnthehair muth,mth,ete.,md 50 B0 pereant. . oo i iasvsarheren 20.00
perfumery not contal aleohol, n.
Do, (reciprogity with Cubs).....ceeeeeeneesenssnencseocrccrons] $0POFODE. «ccuureecressanrassnsensnes T E Ly T 20. 00
67 | (L) Sm%mncy, ollet or medietnml s aena s 15cents per pound. ...c.ceniianaiannas 20 cents per pound 33.33
BCiprocity WitR CObB) oo cassescsmensransmasnansnan snass 13.cents per pOUNA . ccveceeacrnsssacans 16 cents per pound 33.33
BCHEDULE B.
29 (L) Plate ﬂuted,mllad ribbed, or rough, ground smooth and not
Notexcoadmglﬂh =R e e et s Beents persquare foot..........cccue... 10 eents per square foot.....c.eveveennan 25.00
Above 16 by 24 and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches 10 cents 0are §00k. .. ccoeveneonnse cents TS f00t. ...cneranasans 25.00
100 | (L) l’lategism,cast m.l » or unfinished, sndsﬂvmd. A A% i
Not amadinﬁ rf e 8 cents per square foot........ccccnannn 10 cents per square foot..... ......u.. 25.00
Above 16 by 24 note:ceed.!ng‘za bj'.‘lﬁinchm 10 cents per square f00t.........ccaeu.. 12} cents per square hot.............. 25.00
SCHEDULE C.
129 Staelti;:gots, cogzed Ingots, blooms, and slabs, ete., valued above 16 | 47y cents per pound......ceveevennen.s 7cents perpounde.........ceueernnen. 48.04
cents per po
Sheets and iates n. 5. p. I., valned above 16 cents e BT .~ R L e e O PETEAILS... .. ccenrrmm i nenns 3
136 Bteel ots bk:omn,andslabs nap.i: peeae o e e e
,]rloel(liedbguldlgmw;l,pc:&d hammmd.,orpolishod in any way, | 4% cents and } cent per pound........| 6cents and } cent per pounde......... 2.73
\ abave cants
Cald coldhsmm hlned ete., better than the { | 4% cents and 1 cent per pound........ 6cents and .
e ey g A grade o % per pound 1 cent per pound s 12.28
Bhe::smfgp]stl:s n. s. p 5 bu'r.terthun;mdeolcoldrollad,nlned ..... 0 s e s e g e s S s e 7 cents and 4 cent per pounda..... .. 29,83
above 16 cen! param
ﬁ msmelocﬁcuhrlumm&sswp vamdabumlﬁmtsperpoum .............. B¢ cents per pound.....ccceeeevarnanas 20 per cent and 4 cent per pound s..... 61.92
Man = ﬁmnupnrsquminot. 2 . 23
20 cents per square foot. 125. 00
146 Caaﬂ.np cast-lmnwssels plates, stove plates, andirons, tailors’ irons, | 4 cent per pound......ceceesennnnenan- 221.69
ete. castmsso!imun.s.p.f.

b Infinite. "
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Estimates of increasecs in duties of H. R. 1j38—Continued, -

graph

Rates of duty.

Present law.
.

Benate bill.

153
154
157
163
171

174
17

185
189

8

S22 BRURBNESNE §

8

Sk

297

SCHEDULE c—continued.

Cutlery, razors and nmrblades:, finished or unfinished:
Veluedlesst!muﬂm ....................... e
Valued §1.50 and less anssperdmn...........‘..
Valued $3 per d0Zen oF MOTe. . .veeerscancnsrnmsnsenmmzenss

Table, carving, cook’s, kitchen, at.c., knives, forks, and steels “with

handles of mother-of-pearl, shell, |

Files, ﬂlebhnks,ms‘ps,audﬂoamofaumtsand kinds, 7 inches in length

lates wares, or articles of iron, or other metal, enameled or

glazed with vitrous glasses.

Needles for knitting or sewu% machines, including latch needles.......

Antimony as regulus or me

Co, 2; sﬁm , or yellow metal, B0

F insel wire, amaorlabn of guld sliver, or other metal .

Bul!.Iun and metal threads, made of tinsel wire, otc. .........

Laces, embroideries, braids, etc., made of metallic threads.

I-‘errotungstm ...........................

Penhold li d penhold parts of
er an ers, or i s A L e
Watch move%?enu.pe
Havingnot morethan 7 jewels. . ... .c.oooooouacaaa.
EL; Having more than 7 and not more than 11 1jewels. .......
L) Having more than 11 and not more than 15 jewels.

AT G e e e T
CalamIng (RI00 OMB) . - oo oo iia i dassa s

SCHEDULE D.
Osier or willow:
Prepamdforbaskotmakers e R Sieer

Do. (mclprocity LR D). - oeenimacnseeisannn
SCHEDULE G.
Live animals: All other n. s.

Do. (reciprocity with Cugil-......
Buckwheat flour............

e e e e s
%I’m, cleaned (from Philippines).......
A e e R e

ps
Pease, spli e
Plants, trees, shrubs, and vines: uymboian plum, Mahalib or Mozzard
chsrqr Syearsoldorless .. ... . ... . ... ..i... S R e

Fish. Cavim ................ e SR A e e e T T, R

(L) In brine— 4
Citron......... AP R A B T T S e

All other. .

(L) Jellies. .. .......
Do. (mclprocity, Cuba) .
{L; Flgs

green repared, in uther coverings.
barmis or other Packages......cociceens

ns... o,
Do. {reclprontl.y with Guba].‘...,
SCHEDULE H (ALL L).

Brandy x R
Do. {raclpmclty with Cuba).._-.‘..-....
Do. (reciprocity with France)
Do. (reciprocity with Germany)...........
Do. (reciprocity with ltnl\)A....
Do. (reciprocity with Portugal).
Do, (reciprocity with Spain)
Do. (reciprocity with Switzerland)

Alcohol
Do. {mciprot:tty, Cuba)....u..
Do. (reciprocity, France)....
Do. (reciprocity, Germany)...

Dt ieiey e

Do. §rempmity, Frmce),.....

Do. (reciprocity, Germany}........

Ot.hars irits, n.s. p. [, manifactured or distilled Immgrain

Do Emcipmcll.y, ance}
Do. (reciprocity, Germany)...
Allother. . .......ciocee
Do. (reciprocity, Cuba).......
Do. (reciprocity, France).........
rr‘eiproelty, Jermany).......
Do. recipreeity, Italy).......
Do. (reciproeity, Smm)......
From other materials
Do. (reciproeity, Cuba
Do. (rceiprocity, France). . .....
Do. (reciproeity, Germany). .
Compounds or preparations of which distilled spil‘its are. aoﬂmponcut
part of chief value, n. s.
Do. (reciproeity, Cub l;- e e e e e
o. rtcipmc:ly, Germany).
Do. (recipreeity, Italy)

» Decrease (Estimated Revenues No. 3 gives 11 per cent increase.)

| Isen

8235 perprool'gullun ..................
.| $1.80 per proof gallon
$1.75 per proof gallon.........caenenas

50 cents per dozen and 15 per cent.....
$1 per dozen and 15 per cent....
$1.75 per dozen and 20 per cent.
16 cents apicce and 15 per cent.

81 per M and 25 {1 | e e

cen T e b e
5oe.ntsﬁrpma.....-..........m..
5 cents per pound and 35 per cent.....
BOpercent.......o.cc.ceeaees SRR
Hparton..-.

Wpereant......ceerrsnmsnnssnrnnens
18 pereant. ...l
20 eant. ..o eirsserasssscnrerenass
lsmntsperbushcl...........
75 pereenturzcems per pound.
10 cents per bushel..
25 eents per bushel
Wperoant.................
12 cents per pound..... o
40 cents per bushel. ........... AR

%ﬂt\antspe‘r M and 15 per cent ........

2een!.sperpound ........
r pound.........
s per gallon............

: eet:ts per cubie foot..... o

cent per pound.......coeceeasas

1 cent, 20 per cent per pound..........

$2.25 perproofgallon..........ceucaeas
£1.80 per proof galion.
£1.75 per proof gallon..........

"$295
$1.80 per proafgallon..................
$1. ?'iparpmof O s v n s ana

P D.-..H......-u.................

.| 82.25 per proofgallon................ s

$1. ?5perprnol’gnl]on.‘................

53 %wproofgallon......-...........
$1.80 per proof gallon......cccemueeancs
81‘.‘5purprnutgnl.lon.‘...‘.......‘....

$2.25 pcr r proof galion ... ......o. 10000
$1.80 per proof gallon.......coceranaennn

t1% ?5d per proofgallon................ i

¢ Shown by Estimated Revenues No, 3,

B B L T

6 cents each and 40§u‘oentu.........
10 cents each and 40 per cent e........
12 cents each and 50 per cent a........
14 cents apiece and 15 per cent........

dipereent. .. ..clivniiiiliacieens
L R R R e

$1.25 per M and 25 per cent............
1§ cents per pound. ..........coeeeeai .
2eents per pound. .....icaesnncsnannn
10cents per pound. . _.....c.......
10 eents per pound and 30 per cent. ...
1 cent per pound and 60 per cent......
wporcml............................

%centspcrgmss and 25 per‘cent...“.

€5centseach.......... Frama=iay Bmase
B A e ey O
W e B e e e
$11.20 per ton.

L e e e TR R S SRR

r R e S e N e e
sl o R SR ST M !
36 per cent

EPETOONL. ... ..oeeenroermnnrmsamnnenn
mPercent..‘...‘.‘............-.‘..,.
EOcefntsperbu,shel.......‘............

casrall s inicesenrararannsacncsnnsanane

2eentsperpound o lCiilliciTiiiiliy
Woeents perbusbel. ...oeeiciinanicaa..
30 cents per bushal. ..
25 percent........:
15 cents per POMNA . o cueniacnranraenss
45 cents per bushel..... A A

Slper M. .. .. ...
hperdent. . s S
S PerCRRL. o o vian sy ean

lcemparmand and 35 per cent......
;mnt per pound and 28 per cent......
}cents per pound........coeeeeninnne
lcantperpound. ... .l il s

J20centspergallon. ... ....aeeo.....
.| 25 cents per cubic foot..

cents per pound. R U
cenls,?ormcumperpuuml sareaes

1

$2.00 per proof gallon......ccucevannnn.
$2CRper proofgallon..................
$2.€0 per proof gallon....ccoveueennnnn.

ST | R R SRR e e R T ST

§5.08 per proof gailon. ZZZZ'.:ZIIIIIIQ
$2.00 per proof gallon. .

O S RO oA R s hx s Ay ey
S e o i e e A Al

L a0l
..... Ao i P s va i

$2.60 per proof gallon..............

cneedlDiiinsssnsrrnsnrassasnsnransmacns

= D....-..............‘............

8‘203perprool’gullun.................‘
$2.60 per proof gallon...........i.i....

cessslDissananensmsannasssssrerssnancaas

PN 1 |1 G R S R RS

A0/ o ey e

.do v

$2.08 per p'rooi gallnn ..................
$2.60 per proof gallon

A 1 [

sreeelD ccrucsnnncrnnerscnsssnsnsnsnsaas

$2.08 per proof gallon..............
$2.60 per proof gallon

<5. 50

g
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1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1967

Estimates of increases in duties of H. R. 1}88—Continued.

Rates of duty.
oy 2 Per cent
oaph. Article. of
Present law. Senate bill, Increase.
SCHEDULE H—continued.
800 | Cordials, liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other 15. 556
spirituous beverages or bitters containing spirits, n. s.p. L.
Do (rectl)mcity, b e e e e S e 15. 55
Do. (reciprocity, Franes) - 48, 57
Do. (reciprocity, 48.57
Do. {reciproeity, Italy)............ 48.57
reciproeity, 8 e 48,57
Do r:gén'oclty,smmdand) 48. 57
Yermuth wine or ginger cordial, in casks or packages ot 30.00 (?)
than bottles or jugs, containing 14 per cent or less of absolute alcohol.
e ;i : 85
0. ty, .e..-tdo =2 648, 57(
Containing more than 18 per cent of alechol. - b4, 00
Do. (reciprocity, France)...........c.ccean b 4R 57
Do. (reciprocity, ¥):- b48.57
Do. (reciprocity, Italy)....... : - b 48 57
Do. (reci At e b 48.57
In bottles or jugs containing each not more than 1 pint:
Do. (reciprocity with IEaly).. ... oo irercioncsnsarmassamaass a24.30
Containing each more than 1 pint and not more than 1 quart... €36. 84
Do. Etu:l'pmc{ty, s d21. 87
Do. (reciprocity, France) 424 81
Do. (reciprocity, d24. 81
Do. (reciprocity, d24.81
Da. (reciprocity, P - d24 81
Do. (reciproeity, Spain e . d ..do . d24, 81
Quantity in excess of 1 quart or : . ol . .| 30.00
Do. (T ty, France) 2 ts pint... = d ¢ 62.50
Do. (reciprocity, Italy) .s .- € 62.50
302 | Bay rum or water, whether distilled or compounded. ............. 16. 67
303 wﬁ;u, con not more than 24 per cent of hol:
Chamy and all other sparkling, in bottles, contalning § pint or 5.0
| - P T G L S e AP P UL e R e 2
Containing more than 20. 00
Do. (reciprocity wit! 20. 00
ontaining more than 1 20. 00
Do. fraclpmctty wﬂiFl 20. 00
Do. ru:l&oclty with Portu 60. 00
Quantity in bottles in excess of 20. 00
304 | Btill wines and rice wine or saki .
In casks or kages other than bottles or jugs—
Cont: 14 per cent or less of absolute alcohol ...coovceenaann 40 cents per gallom. . .......ccneveenna- &5 cents per gAllON. ...veenesnnocnsianes 12.50
Do.im-iprocity,?mm} ................... +eass.| 35 cents per gallon......... e O s e e 28.57
Do. (reciprooily, GOrmany)......cc-cuiciocsannnsssnanorssrfeasas RN 28.57
Do. (reciprocity, Italy). ....... 5 Sy At L e 86 rs 98,57
Do. (reciprocity, P B Aol S I et e B e 2857
Do. (reciprocity, Spain)........ T e ey T R 7. 28. 57
Do. (reciprocity, Switzerland). = =, S 28.57
taining more than 14 per cent an
Aleobol. . ... oeevennnn 50 cents per gallon 20. 00
Do. ( ty, 35 cents per gallon 71.43
Do, (reciprocity, GOrMANY)....cavcesnsssssnrsssarsssnsssnssboriasl L e e S 71.43
Do. (reciprocity, Italy SR TR 7L43
Do. procity, Port e T ey A0S s 7L.43
Do, (reciprocity, Bpain). ..o coociiiiciiaacomerasraniiss e ey 71.43
Do. mdpmugﬁlﬁwtuaﬂaud) ...................... S e R 7. 43
In bottles or jugs con ngeach not more than 1 pint.............. 80 cents per dozen... 15.62
Do. WO s e e e e T S €2} cents per dozen.. 48 00
...... T | TR e 43. 00
...... R D 48.00
..... a0 ... 48,00
$1.60 per doze 15.62
$1.28 per dozen 15.62
i $1.25 per dozen 48,00
. (reciprocily, Germany ). ... cccocceaicicannmaiiianonas s Lo 48.00
. . T S 48. 00
Do. (reci ty, T 1 48.00
Do. (reciprocity, - e e o O A e e 48.00
Do. (reciprocity, Bwitzerland). .. cccecuececiaiiciciniaaaianan a0 .... 48.00
Quantity excess 1 quart or 1 pint per bottle. .. wes-.| Boents per pint. 20. 00
Do. Emipmﬂty, Germany)......oeeveeuan | 4cents per pint 50,00
Do. (reci B R e s e 50,00
A AR T e e e e e R e T BT (e e e e e e e 50,00
305 | Maltli viz, ale, beer, and porter: .
In%gttlesorjm . .| 40 cents per gallon... 12. 50
In other coverings........ 20 cents per gallon... 15.00
306 | Malt extract:
Fluid—
IN BOtHIes O JUBS. .o v ovecnrsveanransvrrmnnmsrssimnssorasnasness] 40 OIS POr EAION. . oo v s cvnmvammaryin 12.50
Incasks. . .. oo i.s - “e =% el - b 15 00
Bolid or condensed 40) per cen! ...| 45 per cent T 12.50
307 (mmjuleemdotharlmitjuimn.&s.t,mtoverls centaleohol.| 60 cents pergallon. ... ....covaeeane.. 16.67 .
Containing more than 18 per cent alcohol (reci ty, Germany)..| 60 cents per gallon and §1.75 per proof 17. 80
Prune juice or prune wine, not more than 18 per cent of alechol........| 60 cents per gallon.........cccceeennn.. e 16.67
SCHEDULE L
810 | Cotton thread and carded yarn, warps or yamn, etc.:
Not colored, bleached, dyed, ndmce:i',‘m.—-
Nos. up to and including No. 15. cents per pound or 20 percent ..... 24. 46
B e e e P E L 3 cents per pound or 20 percent ...... 41.95
3} cents per pound or 20 per cent ..... 107.25
4} cents per pound or 20 percent ..... 42.75
5 cents per pound or 20 percent._...... 1142
cents per pound or 20 per cent.. 580
cents per pound or 20 per cent...... 17.57

610 per cent aleohol. ¢0On 14 per cent alcoh

€10 per cent alcohol; should beanore.
510 per cent aicohol; should be over 14 per cent alcohol, 410 per cent alcohol; -




1968

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

MAy 13,

Estimates of increases in duties of II. R. 1j38—Continued.

Rates of duty.
Pars: o0 Per cent
graph.| Article. of
Present law. Senate bill. Increase.
SCHEDULE I—continued.
810 | Cotton thread and carded yarn, or warp yarns, ete.—Cont’d.

813

814

315

316

817

Colored, bleached, dyed, com
an!g ln%udjng No. 20
0.

, or advanced, ete., numbers up to

cents per pound.
10 cents per pound
10} cents per pound
....... 104 cents per pound
11} cents per pound
..... 114 cents per pound
13} cents per pound
16§ cents per pound
75 cents per pound.
e 81 cents per pound. .
oth:
Not cxmding 50 threads to the square inch, country warp and
Nut. bleached dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed...... lccntger square yard. . ... .......-c..
Bleaezed”...... T Sy 1{cen square yard
stained, painted, or Printed. . .. .....--.cezeaenv 2 cents per square yard. ..,
(L) hot exceuilng 100 threads to the nam inch, ete.—
Not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, pninted or printed,
vniuedover?centsmrym‘tf ST P
Bleached, valued over 9 cents per squm \
Dyed, r:olored stained, paint print va]uod over 12 cents.
Exceeding 100 and not exoeeding 100 thmnds to the square inch,

countrglwsm and fillings—

Not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex-
ceeding 6 and not exceeding 8 square yards to the pound,

Valued over 9 cents persquare ¥ard. ....c..ccvecesavmnacsnnneas

(L) Bleached, valued over 11 cents per square yard...

(L) Dyed, ete., valued ova]Z}cmB%s.qunm yard....._.._.

Cloth, exceeding 150 threads and not exceeding 200 threads to thesquare

, ete.—
Not bleached dyed, colored, etec., valued over 10 cents per
Blaached (L), valued over 12 cents

s’ yard.. £
Dyed colored, stained, ete. (L), v slu:gdegver 12} cents per squam i

Exoeedﬁm and not exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, ete.,
not bleached, dyed, colored, printed, ete.—
1) valued over 12} cents per square yard......cceeeveeeees
ed (L), valued over 15 cents per square yard
colore.d stained, ete., valued over 17} cents per square
Exoeedyingmthreads to the square inch, ete.—
- Leanhed,ddyed, colored, ete., not exceeding 2 square yards
the poun
Not valued over 14 cents per square yard
Bleached, valued over 10 cents per square e
Dyed, colored, stained, ete., valued over 20 cents per square yard
Cotton cloth in which ‘other thnn t.hn ordinary warp and filling threads
have been introduced in the process of wea , ete.; exceeding 50
and not 100 threads to the square inch, ete.:
Not bleached, dyed, colored, ete.—
Not e:mdlng 6 squaras :ra.rcls to the pound, valued at more
an 7 cents per square yard.
Excaeding 9 square yards to the pound, valued at more than 7

square ysrd
Yegf printed—

ts per

coiured stained, painted, or

ot exceeding 6 square yar&s to pound, valued at more than 7
cents per square yard.

Not Pxeecdl.l.lg 100 threads to the square inch, counting warp and

ing-
Nut bleached, dyed colored, stained, painted, or printed, val-
ued at over 7 cents per sqr.lam ym'd’
Bleuched valued over 9 cents per square yard...........
colored, ete. valued at over 12 cents per square
Exoeedtmz 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to the square
ete.: not bleached, dyed, wlored ete.—
l\fotexoeedtngis.qusre ymd.stu the pound, valued at more than
7 cents per square yard.
Exceeding 4 and not B square yards to the pound—
Valued at more than 7 cents per square yard
Valued over 9 cents per square TR
Bleached, ctceedthsquareyards o the pound, valued at over
11 cents per square yard.
Dyed, colored, sr.alned, ete., exceeding 8 square yards to the
Epuund valued at over 123 cents per square yard.
(L) eding 150 and not exceeding 200 threads to

the square

inch, counting the warp and filli
Not blcnchud yed, colored, ete., vn!ned at over 10 cents per
square y

B‘iegchud um:eedlng 4} and not exceeding 6 square yards to
e pound
Valued at more than 7 cents per square yard .........
Valued at over 12 cents per square yard

o And more.

b Bome values increased more than here shown.

3% cents per square ¥ard.........cceee-
31 cents per square yard...

4] cents per square yard..

25 per cent and 2 cents per square yard.

30percent and zlmtsparsqmm yard.
33 persquareyard.......ccevevnnannes

4 cents per square yard
30 per cent and 2 cents per square yard.
35 per cent and 2 cents per square yard.

35 per cent and 2 cents per square yard.

..... e e o e A i o e

6 cents per square yard................

-| 64 conts per square yard ..........

6 cents per pound or 25 per cent....

7 cents per pound or 25 per cent
?a cents per pound or 25 per cen
7% cents per pound or 25 per cent.
8 cents per pound or 25 per cen
Eiccnts per pound or 25 per cent
84 cents per pound or 25 per cent.
87 cents per pound or 25 per cent_
0 cents per pound or 25 per cent.
g%eents per pound or 25 per cen
1

134 cents per pound or 25 per cent.
16] cents per pound or 25 per cent.
65 cents per pound or 25 per cent
67 cents per pound or 25 per cent..

2} cents per square yard. ..

7 cents per square yard. .

3 cents per square yard.........
cents per square yard...

%cents per square yard. i

8 cents per square yard..

53 cents per square yard .
8 cents square yard .
dopw q

64 cents per square yard ...
8 cents per square yard .....
114 cents per square yard.

&g cents to Iﬁmnmpersqmmdr..
mimtspersqumyardo i

looenmpersquareyarﬂ..............

cesnell sannnnmensnnmanranadnsaanannnasa

:

12 cents per square yard...............

cents per square yard. ... c.coeu...
cents per square yard. .............
cents per square yard

8} cents per square yard...............

cents per square yard......

usre yard
ﬂpu-onnt:&izmmpmsquueyud..

i T
cents per square .

¢ Prohibitory.

FEERES
By83ges

59.3¢
12




1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1969

Estimates of increases in duties of H. R. 1}33—Continued.

Rates of duty.

Present law. Senate bill.

SCHEDULE I—continued,

321 | Cotton cloth in which other than the ordinary warp and filling threads
have been Introduced in the process of weaving, ete.; exceeding 50
and not 100 threadstutbasquminch eta—cnn inued.
(L) Exceeding 150 an readstothesqm
inch, counﬁng tha warp md fill —Gontinu
ed, coloryea(lm § and not exceedin.g
s pe.r
alued at more t| ?cenbsperaquara ............... 61 cents per square yard.. 8 cents per square yard.........cceeee. 15.
Valued at over 12icents DEr SqUAre Yard. . .......ccoeessss- 40 per cent 2centspersqumynr\i 12 cents per square ym-d . A 2.
(Iﬂl%xc?eding 200 and not exceeding 300 threads to the square
ch, ete.—

Bleached, valued at over 15 cents per square yard...... .do.

Dyed, oo!.ored, ete., valued at over 17} cents per square y d
%Og.:gn cloth, mercerized or .subjected to any similar process. ...

BCHEDULE J.

853 | Woven fabries n, s, p. {. composed of flax, hemp, or ramie, etc., weigh-
Ing 4} ounces or MOre Per SQUATE FaTd. ....ceesmesamsemsessssssnnsssns 35 percent......... B e P e 3 P f LR 1 ey o R R I 28.57

SCHEDULE L.

Bpun silk in skeins, cops, warps, or on beams:

e Valued not ex $1 per ! T e s ST Ao i 20
Valuaed over §1 n.ndnotexmedtn Slsﬂperponnd. =
Valued over 81.50 :md not ex l}g $2 per pound ..

Valued over §2 and not exmedlng 350 per pound .
Valued over $2.50 per pound ........ccccuieienceceeanonnonnes
All on which duty does not o(%h 35 per cent or 37} per em'lt

Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, ete........

Bewling silks "and silk threads or {ams of every descﬂpﬂon .......

Velvets, plushes, and other pi!e

ts per pound and 15 per cent....| 35 cents per pound...... e
ts]:n:rpuundandlﬁpermt.... wpermnt.?ﬁ... - -
cents per pound and 15 per cent....|..... e
ts per pound and 15 per cent....|..... RS e L e e R
tsp\;rpoundand lSpereent.... .....dn .................
"'}é'éenté'ﬁéi"'ﬁi:h"('r). RN
SIperpoundT ................

& 8

Plushes,

Plushes on which orl’II duty ‘does not amount to 50 pﬂr cent
Velvets, velvet or bons, and chenilles. .
Velvets on which uty does not amoumwmpet .80 per
Otherpllafabries. .. ......cccreaioinanmsananas 50 per

Fabria woven in the piece:

more than } ounce and less than 1} ounces per square yard—

Ii:g.legumm' ved in the thread or yarn $2.50 per pound gper
R P o e O .| §3.25 per
Dyed or printed in the piece 50 per
395 Weighing more than 1} ounces and not more than § ouncesper
uare

BER-5E EERBBRSBER
888 2RB2Ss [NE=II8R

g

the gum, containing not more than 20 per cent in weight of
T s S T e 50 cenits per pounNd....cceresresnsssesa.| 63] cents per pound.....ccuceveasecaas 27.50
Containing more than 20 per cent and not more than 30 per
cent in welght ol 8ilk. .. . coviericiiiriaccirrrnnsrnnnns 65 cents per pound......ccceceneessa--| S0 cEnts per pound....ccceeenncecaness 23.08
Containing more than 30 per cent and not more than 45 per
cant in welght of Silk.... ... coioiiceniotiiianiaainas 90 cents per pound..... S s i e SOSpeL POt i i i s eis 16.67
‘Dyed in the piece—
Cnntalntn%n not more than 20 per cent in weight of silk. .
ing more than 20 per cent and not more than 30 per
cent in weight of silk. .
Containing more than 30 per - cent and not more than 45 1 per
cent in welght of sllk........cociemsrmevsarsessnnannnmnnss
Dyed in the thread or yarn—black except selvedges—
Containing not more than 30 per cent in weight of silk......
Containing more thanSOpe:mtmdnotmmthmﬁper
cent in weight of silk.........

Containing more than 45
ing original welght of
Weight not increased beyond weight of raw silk.
Oshm?r Containing not more than 30 per cent in

more than 45 per cent in weight of silk; weighted

original weight of therawsilk...........c.c..c..
Oﬂmr, ou which specific duty does not amount to 50 per cent. .
2% | Handkerchiefs or muffiers composed wholly orin of silk, ete.; hem-
stitched, or imitation hemstitched, or reeved, ete.; migh.mg not
-mme than j OUNCe per square yard, dyad or printed in the piece.

dut on a l.nrga number of articles composed of artificial silk
Is‘.m.'ram!by this number.] All silk—(L.). P

BCHEDULE M.

401 0 DO s e s e e | DO DL OB e st v e s 150.00

408 | (L) ui.hagmphlo ts from stone, zine., aluminum, et.c, n. e. s.:

lx’fpam”?u “{"i:&%“"a' t exceeding 133y inch in thickness
X ng and not ex g —

Not ex: sg uare inches
(L) Lithographie eigar labels, flaps, and bands, e
Frinted in less than § colors, ntnotincludlngmeta.‘l lmrpdntin,g 20 cents per pound...
Do. (reciprocity, b i .| 16 cents perpoum:.
Printed in 8 or more colors but not inelu
Printed in whole or lnparunmeta! leai
Do. (reciprocity, Cuba)
Fookiots, decorsten in whiilo 6 partly by hand o¢ by spea

ts, deco whole or y or by po

Decalcomanias, in ceramic ColorS. ... vveceecnecnsnenccans 20 cents per pound (?)..
Deeillolomanias if hacked with metal leaf.. = Mou&ﬂx perpuu.nd =
OLDAT. . . . cissnibavinsoriinnrnntinamsvbsarenshasssnsabetnnnnfansys sassssssscassasnsanana

409 Writing, letter note, hand made, drawing, ete., paper:
% ed, bordered, embossed, ted, s:mated 2 cents per pound and 10 per cent..... zoentswpoundmdwwoenz

s OF
. Ruled bordered,am bossed, printed, or decorated 3 cents per pound and 20 per cent. ... cents per pound and 25 per cent
411 WEADDIOE DD - s omcanis Firoma e sa G a0, SRR B 5 3 T R SRRt 5 - |

oA.n l.nmm on a large number of articles,

spe EBSam..nu8 8
i E8824s=HaE 8.

XLIV—124




CONGRESSIONAT RECORD—SENATE.

Estimates of increases in duties of H. R. 1§38—Continued.

1970 May 13,

Rates of duty.
Para- by: Per cent
graph, Article. of
Present law. Senate bill. increase.
SCHEDULE N.
Button forms: Lastin mahai:, cloth, silk or other mannfactures of | 10percent. ... ..cc.uenceeacmercnnnanss L £ SR | SR
cloth, woven or tterns of suchs!m shape, or form, or cut
in such manner as tuba Ior buttons alone
425 ufactured: All 20.
429 ks 275.00
434 | (L) Feathers and downs, n. 8. p. ., including bird skins or parts of, -
with feathers on:
Crude or not dressed, colored or manufactured:
t!mrsl!rbeds 15 per cent 33.33
33.33
33.33
33.33
20.00
20. 00
reciproeity with Cuba 20. 00
uilts and other manuiactures of AOWI .2 .. ... ..0zeernsemnsemnrenss 20. 00
(L) Feathers, artificial or ornamental, Iruits. grains leaves, flowers, etc., 20. 00
of whatever material com ,0.8.D. 1
Do. (reciprocit withCuhs}..... 20. 00
Boas, boutonnieres, wreaths, ,andallarﬁclmnsp etc .......... 20. 00
435 | Furs, nrucles ofw ng apparel of ev tion, partlyorwhully 4286
mm crm-otw e camponent material
\'alue, but not in part of wool.
e v e
cut in or or
Guusilive Noather . o b e BN Vi, 100. 00
Manufactures of leather n. 5. 14.28
449 | B hguka(sm tywl‘thn mﬁﬁmbocuks jewel bo: ﬁg
2gs, xes,
and man uwr,or of is the component
ma:.tv.rlal o[chlet valua, n. 8. p. 1.
455 | Manufactures
18.67
16.67
16. 67
16.67
16.67
16.67
16. 67
465
(?;
Co {Ing. 5]
(q rate of duty not changed whydmnga the form?)
4Ma| (L) Forelgn-built yachts, pl or vessels not used or intended (a)
to be used for trade.
a Infinite.
THE TARIFF. Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, in the course of the remarks

The VICE-PRESIDENT.
and the calendar is in order.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R, 1438) to provide revenue, equalize
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and
for other purposes.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment will be
stated.

The SeEcreTArY. On page 32, after line 8, the Committee on
Finance propose to insert as a new paragraph the following:

1153. Iron ore, including mangan

tl'erousironore,a.nﬂt.hedrouor
regslduum from burnt pyrites, 25 cents per ton: Provided, That in levy-

ing and collecting the duty on iron ore no deduction shall be made from
the weight of the ore on account of moisture which may be chemically
or physically combined therewith.

Mr, SCOTT. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

The morning business is closed,

Aldrich Clarke, Ark, G elm Rayner

Bacon Crane Hale Richardson

Balley ul Hughes Root

B-evermgo Cullom Johnson, N. Dak. Scott
Borah Cumming J Ala, Smith, Md.

Bradley Depew Jones mith, Mich,

riﬁ? it h I’tm!;'lmllmte gbe . son

Bristow Dillingham La

Brown Dolliver Lodge Bu land

Bulkeley du Pont MceCumber T

Burkett Elkins MecLaurin Taylor

Burnham Fletcher Aoney

Burrows Flint Nelson Warner

ggrtoge = Foster Oliver Warren
amberlaln Frye

Clap: Gallinger Penrose

Clarg. Wyo. Gamble Perkins

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty-five Senators have answered
to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present.

of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp] yesterday,
I gathered the impression that the Senator is opposed to the
pending amendment of the Committee on Finance restoring a
duty on iron ore. It is my purpose at this time to make some
observations upon the restoration of duty on iron ore as pro-
posed by the Senate bill.

Under the existing law, the rate of duty on iron ore is 40
cents a ton. The House bill removes that duty and puts the
product on the free list. The Senate committee, in, its desire to
conform to the general purpose of the committee to reduce duties
wherever it can be done without injury fo American industry
and Ameriean labor, proposed the amendment reported, to wit,
a duty of 25 cents a ton on iron ore.

A duty on iron ore has always been a fruitful source of rev-
enue. From the fonndation of the Government, under all par-
ties, whether revenue or protective, a duty has been imposed
upon iron ore. I propose to submit at this point a table, with-
out reading, asking to have it inserted in the RECORD.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the table will
be printed in the Recorp.

The table referred to is as follows:

Tariff on iron ore.

Per cent
1789, unenumerated articles 5
1790, unenumerated articles 5
1792, unenumerated articles for two years. T
1794 to 1797, unenumerated articles 10
1797 to 1800, unenumerated articles__ 123

1804, unenumerated articles i5

1806, 1809, 1810, 1812, unenumemted articles 15
1812, July, unenumerated articles_._ 0
1813, unenumerated articles 15
1816, February, unenumerated articles == 8o
1816, April, unenumerated articles. 15
82-!. unenumerd te:? u}icu ig}
e articles
1 mmenumerated articles 15
1841, unenumerated articles. 20
1842, unenumerated articles 50
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Per cent. Mr. RAYNER. I did not hear the Senator. What revenue
1848, minerals and bituminous {m!nmi substances, crude..__. 20 | does the Senator say we would get at 25 cents a ton? What
1857, minerals and bituminous (mineral) substances, crude...__. 15

1861. March, minerals and bituminous (mineral) substances,

rude 20
1861 August, December, minerals and bituminous (mineral) sub-
stances, crude__ . 20
1862, 1863, 18/34 1865, 1866 {‘l‘our acts), 1867 (five acts), 1868
(two acts), 1869 (two acts), 1870 [two acts), 1872 (two acts),
classification and rate unc anged-_ 20
1874, 1875 (two acts), 1879, 1880, 1882 (two acu), iron ore__ _ 20
E gy T s S Rt S G tons__ $0.7T5
890, iron ore____ do 0. 75
T TRl by O Ry Y (U L e e S e e S do____ $0. 40
18907, iron ore do 0. 40

Mr. BURROWS. This table shows that under the tariff of
1789 iron ore bore a duty of 5 per cent, and there has never
been an hour from that time until the present when a duty was
not levied on iron ore for the purpose of securing the needed
revenue for the support of the Government. Even the Wilson
Iaw, which was intended to be a decided step toward free trade,
imposed a duty of 40 cents a ton on iron ore.

It appears from this that a duty has been levied upon iron
ore from the foundation of the Government. It is now proposed
to take the rash step not to reduce the duty, but to remove it
entirely, and expose this product of our mines and their
workers to the unrestrained competition of foreign countries.

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from MIchigan
¥yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. RAYNER. Only for a question.

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly.

would be the revenue under the Senate committee amendment?

Mr. BURROWS. I have been speaking of the amount of
revenue which would be lost by putting iron ore on the free list.

Mr. RAYNER. No; but I should like to know how much
would be the revenue under the Senate committee amendment
at 25 cents a ton.

Mr. BURROWS. By referring to the schedule on the Sena-
tor’'s desk, he will very readily discover the answer to his
question,

THE EFFECT.

Mr. President, if the House provision should be adopted, the
immediate result would be a loss of $332,020 in revenue. and
under the importations of 1890 there would be a loss of $867,-
547 in revenue. With a deficlency in the Treasury of the
TUnited States to-day of over $94,000,000, it is difficult to compre--
hend what could have prompted the House to cut off this source
of revenue, and it is equally difficult to understand why anyone
in the Senate should be willing to ratify such action. The fact
that there is such a deficit, the fact that the duty upon iron ore
would yield so much revenue, it seems to me is a sufficient
reason why the duty should be retained, if not at the present
rate of 40 cents then at the moderate tax of 25 cents a ton, as
proposed in the Senate bill.

I submit in this connection a table taken from the official
records, showing the imports of iron ore from 1894 until 1908,
and the duty collected thereon.

The table referred to is as follows:

I'mports.
IRON ORE, INCLUDING MANGANIFEROUS IRON ORE, AND THE DROSS OR RESIDUUM FROM BURNT PYRITES.
[Under general tariff.]

Year. Duty Tons Dollars Dollars Dollars Per cent.
171,877.12 207,510.00 128,582.85 1.7¢ 43.20

80,576,21 46,112.00 22,082.16 1.51 49.71

276,579.05 372,860, 98 110,631.64 1.35 20.67

T76,271.06 1,217,314.00 810,508.45 1.57 25,51
541,404 .82 T78,116.97 216,561.94 1.4 27.83
852,592,00 466, 254,00 141,013,190 1.82 80.24
260,110,10 408,208.00 107,644.05 1.50 26.69
046,632,907 1,497,713.00 378,653,18 1.58 25.28

772,799,668 1,181,765.00 809,119.88 1.46 27.81
.............. 1,189,083 .25 2,332,123.00 475,908.80 1.06 20.40
................................................... 1,044,728, 71 2,334,789.00 417,801.40 2.24 17.00
583,786.54 1,243,268.00 218,514.64 2.53 17.17
....... 254,845.84 503,674.00 101 988,33 1.98 20.24
................ 869,571.15 T66,222.00 147,828.46 2.07 19.30
............................................ 511,125.07 1,212,607.00 | 204,450,08 2.87 16.85
806,249.00 653,046.00 122,499.00 2,13 18.76

FROM CUBA (RECIPROCITY TREATY, DECEMBER 27, 1903).

.............................. 151,802.00 840, 439.00 48, 416.64 2.29 13.08
e e i B i ] 502,970.00 1,162,975.00 160,950.40 2.81 13.84
614 ,636.00 1,852,501.00 196,683,562 3.17 10.07

584,670.00 2,137,784.00 187,004.40 3.66 8.7

e 651,086.00 2,288,336.00 208,331.00 8.51 9.10

Mr. BURROWS. Baut, Mr. President, independent of the ques- |

tion of revenue, which I grant you is exceedingly important at
this juncture, there are other——

Mr. RAYNER. The schedule makes it only $127,781.27, and
I suppose we will have to deduct——

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator's answer conveys no informa-
tion to me or to the Senate, as that fact appears in the schedules
already presented to the Senate, and in no way defracts from
my statement that by putting iron ore on the free list we would
lose a revenue of $332,020.

But in addition, Mr. President, to the loss of revenue there
are other considerations of the highest importance. This duty
imposed on foreign ores has resulted in the development of an
important industry in the United States, which I am quite
sure the Senate will not wholly disregard.

It appears from the official tables that this industry of
ijron-ore mining exists to-day in 29 States and Territories
of the Union. There have been opencd and developed 525
mines, producing in 1907, in round numbers, 52,000,000 tons
of iron ore, valued at $132,000,000. These industries exist,
as appears from the table, in Minnesota, Michigan, Alabama,
New York, Wisconsin, Pennsylvania, Montana, New Mexico,
Nevada, Utah, Wyoming, Tennessee, Virginia, New Jersey,
Georgia, Arkansas, Texas, Missouri, North Carolina, and other
States, showing that these industries are established in 29 States
and Territories, and that there was a yield of ore of 51,720,619
tons last year, valued at $131,996,147. I insert here a table
showing the extent and value of this industry.

The table referred to is as follows:

Production, 1907,
Percent-
Jeaok- 5N, Quantity | age of
in long total
tons. produc-

tion.
1 28,069,658 56.11
2 11,830,342 22.87
3 4,030,453 7.81
4 1,875,020 2.61
o B38, 744 1.62
? 837,287 1.62
@ 810,544 1.59
8 £13, 600 1.57
0 786,856 1.52
10 549,760 1.08
1n 444,114 .B6
12 118,667 .28
13 ® 111,768 22
14 62,808 AL
15 50,439 .10
16 87,168 07
17 23,580 .05
18 11,714 <02

51,720,619 100

@ Includes California and Washington. - b Includes Iowa.
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MAy 13,

- Leren s ol BB
b ol Contraet work > 290
Miscellaneous ex 8, 257, T14
Rank. 1 State. Percent- | Supplies and materials. 59. 003, 608
Amount. | ageof [ Eroduct, tons. 3, 567, 410
total. Value $65, 465, 321
The Inerease in cutput:
1 $76, 668,830 58,08 1902 30, 56T, 410
2 86, 441,330 27.61 1907 61, 720, 619
3 4,863,129 3.69 T A
- e £ Increase In gross tons 16, 153, 209
6 1,815,586 1.38 Based upon this increased tonnage, it is fair to assume that the wage-
; }-g-g }'“ earners hap:; increased to 56,528 and their earnings to $31,328,757.
9 1,298,717 68 The output of foreign mines of iron ore in 1907 was 86,-
30 & 967.190 g | 000,000 tons. I will submit here, in connection with my re-
1 827,102 .63 | marks, a table showing the output of foreign mines from the
ﬁ .m'ﬁ {; various countries named, aggregating the amount I have stated.
14 gm ‘08 The table referred to is as follows:
25 113,488 -00 Forecign ore production, 1907,
16 | Eentucky, Maryland, and West Virginia_....._... 95,801 07 d .
17 | Ohio...... 3t 41,081 08 Gross tons.
18 | Qolorado-. 2,085 -2 | Great Britain ég,i&‘!,m
—— b . SR RAY 03X
Total 131,996,147 100 ?-f-:ﬂ“ And Tensiaiet 9, 903, 465
s o 211
@ Includes California and Washington, ¥ Includes Iowa. ;A;?Js_nt%nu}y 2:249:
Bosn erzegovin 164,
Mr. BURROWS. It will appear from this table that Minne- Aum’{;ﬁﬂngm __0_'__’_' 4, 331 4
sota takes the lead in the production of iron ore, showing an | Spain. 9, 913, 520
output of 28,969,658 tons, while Michigan is second in the list, ﬁ:ltl}]llm -g#, ﬁ;
and Alabama the third in the production of iron ore. Sweden : 4, 473, 550
Leaving the general view of the industry in the United States | Russia 4, 221, 060
and coming to the State of Michigan, we find that in 1904 the Em’ %Bg- ggg
Lake Superior iron ore region alone yielded 21,000,000 tons, | 1pdia = 67, 567
and in 1907 42,000,000 tons, doubling the output. The shipment | Japan 5, 641, 032
from ports of the Northwest shows that from six ports in the R em——
Total 85, 500, 362

Lake region there were shipped to the varions United States
ports where used 42,000,000 tons out of an entire output for the
whole country of about 52,000,000 tons. I submit a table as fol-
lows:

Bhipments by ranges of Lake Superior iron. ore.

Gross tons, 1904. 1905 1906. 1907
Marqnette Range. ... | 283,708 | 4,210,592 | 4,057,187 | 4,388,073
Menomi 8,074,848 | 4,495,451 | 5,1090088 | 4,964,723
Gogebii 2,808,287 8,706, 736 8,041,585 3,637,907
Vermillion 1,282,518 | 1,677,186 | 1,792,855 | 1,885,267
Mesabi 12,156,008 | 20,153,600 | 23,792,553 | 27,402 040
MiseellAneonB.. e a oo meeememme e 67,480 111,391 123,742 76,146

Total Lake Superior........ 1,622,899 | 84,354,985 | 38,521,010 | 42,245,070
LOCATION,

Marquette Range, wholly im Michi
in Michigan and

n ; Menomi and Gogeble ranges,
Wisconsin ; Vermillion and Mesabi ranges, in Minnesota.

Shipments by ports, 12907,

Gross tons.

Eseambia 5, T61, 988
M ette : 3,013, 826
Ashland , 437, 672
Two Harbors 8, 188, 906
Su?artor T, 440, 386
Duluth 13, 445, 077
Tatal 41, 288, 7556

Water 41, 288, 756
All rail 956, 315
Tatal 42, 245, 070

The extent and value of this industry, existing as it does in
29 States and Territories, is very important. The number of
mines opened and in operation in 1902 was 525; operators em-
ployed, 332; the number of officials, 2,405; their salaries,
$2,113,230; the wage-earners number nearly 39,000; the wages
paid amount to $21,531,000; miscellaneous expenses, $8,000,000 ;
supplies and materials, $35,000,000; and the value of thie gross
output more than $65,500,000.

In 1902 the output was over 33,000,000 tons, and in 1907 ever
51,000,000. Based upon this increased tonnage, it is fair to as-
sume that the wage-earners have increased to-day to 56,000
and their earnings $§31,500,000.

Census figures for 1902.
[Being the latest available.]

rators -
einls, clerks, ete

Number of o 332
Number of o
Their salaries

2,405
$2, 113] 230
-

toM compared with the domestic output for 1907 of 51,720,619 gross
ns.

Mr. BURROWS. There has recently come into existence a
very fierce and dangerous competitor in the shape of Cuba,
whose mines are practically inexhaustible. Being near to our
border, with cheap water transportation and cheaper labor, the
mines of Cuba are becoming a serious menace.

I presume the Senate is entirely familiar with this matter;
but I desire to read a letter dated August 3, 1907, from Nr.
J. G. Butler, jr., in relation to the great ore discovery, as he
calls it, in Cuba. He says:

I returned this morning from practieall

taking in Pittsburg, Philadelph and
members the result of my observa

a week's absence in the East,
ew York, and will give the
ns and information.

A GREAT ORB DISCOVERY.

1 have heard more or less recently in regard to the disco of an
enormons of iron ore in Cuba interests Identified with the
Pennsylvania Steel Company and, Inci tally, the I'ennsylvania Rail-
m:édmgom latl'.ly'. While in Philadelphia, through XMr, James MeCrea
an d on—

‘Whose report I will read later—

of the Pennsylvania SBteel Company I was given guite full information.
It is practically, in a semse, a duplicate of the Mesabi Renge, and as
Mr. Tenney, Mr. Felton’s assistant, stated, they stumbled onto it. There
is no stripping, as what would ordinarily be stripping is the ore itself.
More than 10,000 holes have been bored and I was shown the general
result of these bori It is strictly Bessemer ore, averaging about 0.026
in phosphorus. It is, however, very high in moisture, and the plan is
to treat the ore and expel the meisture before shipping. The ore

is on the summit of a platean 10 miles long and 4 miles wide, and in
the Province of Oriente, on the northern eoast of the island of Cuba.
There is a fine harbor 13 miles from the ore body, to which, of course,
a railroad mnst be built. There are about 27,000 acres in the traet.

To make certain there was no mistake rezarding the quality of the
ore, 6,000 tons were brought down from the mountain on the backs of
burros, taken to the seashore, shigﬁed to Sparrows Point, Md., and con-
verted into pig iron by working the ore alone, without any admixture,
and this product sgamémt into rails and structural work. The ex
ments were entirely satisfactory and the quality of the material a

estion.

The great mass of the ore is sort of a reddish-colored clay, something
like the soil in New Jersey, which you observe in passing, but there is
considerable of the ore, I was informed, that is rather hard and in the
form of large shot. Whether this ore will be imported and sold to con-
sumers has not been determined. I rather judge from what Mr. MeCren
sajd that the use of the ore will be confined to the Pennsylvania Steel
Company. There is no mistake about this information. It is eertainly
the largest discovery of iron ore which has been made since the opening
of the Mesabi Range, and has a very important bearing, in my judg-
ment, upon the future of the iron and steel industries this country.
1 was Informed that the gquantity measured up is considerably in excess
of 600,000,000 tons. One of the parties to whom I talked said that he
thought the deposit was equal to the whole of Lake ?u r}??r. =

. G, BUTLER, Jr.

ri-

¢ The figures for Japan are for 1906.
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Mr. Felton, president of the Pennsylvania steel corporation,
in a report to the stockholders of the Pennsylvanla Steel Com-
pany said:

PENNSYLVANIA BTEEL COMPANY,
Philadelphia, April 25, 1908.
To the stockholders of Pennsylvania Sileel Company:

You will find inclosed with this a pamphlet, reprinted, by ?ermisslon,
from two articles which appeared recently in the Iron Age. hope you
will read this phlet, as it contains a full description of the iron-ore
[Jro]perties in Cuba belonging to the Spanish-American Iron Company,
which is owned by Pennsylvania Steel Compani.

The articles were written by Mr. Charles Klrchhoff, editor of the
Iron Age, who visited the properties in February last.

The old Eroperties at Daiquiri, on the south side of the Island of
Cuba, which have been producing ore since 1893, are fully described,
but it is to the description of the new properties on the north coast of
Cuba, near Magurl. that 1 ask four especial attention.

I feel sure that you will be Interested in reading this description of
the properties and gratified to know that the Pennsylvania Steel Com-
pany, through one of its subsidiary companles, has acquired this great
deposit of iron ore, which will furnish more raw material of this class
than your companles can use for many years to come. The develop-
ment and equipment of this Mayarl property is well under way, and it
is hopeg: that a:hl ments of ore may be made during the year 1 00.

ours, truly,

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly.

Mr., BROWN. I should like to inquire of the Senator what
relation, if" any, the Pennsylvania Steel Company sustains to
the United States Steel Company? )

Mr, RAYNER. We can not hear the Senator over here.
Some of us have some interest in this question and would like
to hear the Senator’s inquiry.

Mr, BROWN. My inquiry was as to what relation, if any,
the Pennsylvania Steel Company sustains to the United States
Steel Company.

Mr. DU PONT. Mr. President—

Mr. BURROWS. Allow me to say, in this connection, that it
is not material here. I do not know. It will appear, possibly,
later; but, be that as it may, what I am now showing is to
ilnemonstrate from official sources the value of these deposits

Cuba.

Mr, DU PONT. I think I can answer that question.

Mr. BROWN. It may become very material as to who is the
owner of this property.

Mr. BURROWS. It may later on. - Mr, Felton, speaking
further of this Cuban property, says:
mgugel: em th’]a:ll?:;l:a ubr: r%?n{qegeaitnamgo'ft w:]ch mﬁi ged?polt
cated elsewhere under exceptional circumstances, for comparatively very
limited areas. uffice it to state that it is a question of excavating by
steam shovel tens of thousands of acres of a deposit of ore nvernil
a thickness of 15 feet at least, without anr str:Sph:_E whatever, -
fice it to say that operations have begun with o e smaller of two
tracts, the Mayari, and that for the present there {s in reserve a second
larger tract, the Moa, which it is not proposed to touch for the present,

This, I think, justifies the conclusion that the volume of ore
in Cuba is practically inexhaustible; and whether it is in the
hands of one corporation or another, or of an individual does
not matter in this connection. I show this for the purpose of
demonstrating that to open our ports to the free importation of
ore means the impairment if not destruction of the iron-ore
industry in every State in this Union where it exists.

But the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp] is ex-
ceedingly apprebensive that if we do not close our mines they
will be exhausted prematurely, and that we shall be left without
iron ore. Fortunately, we are able to make somewhat of an
estimate of the amount of ore in our mines awaiting the touch
of labor and the investment of capital. I think it will be dis-
closed——

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Roor in the chair). Does
the Senator from Michigan yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. BURROWS, T do.

Mr. CUMMINS. I desire to ask this question, if the Senator
from Michigan will permit: Does he believe that, with free iron
ore, taken in connection with the cost of production in Cuba
which he has indieated, Cuban ore could supplant Lake Superior
ore at Pittsburg?

Mr. BURROWS. It would lessen materially and restrict the
market for our ore, if it did not entirely close our mines,

Mr., CUMMINS. Before the Senator passes into the subject
he is just approaching, has he the freight rates from the Lake
Superior region to Pittsburg, as compared with the freight rates
from Cuba to Pittsburg?

Mr. BURROWS. I have not that information at hand.

BE. C. FELTON, President.

Mr. CUMMINS. I ask merely for information, because I
had been led to belleve that neither the Cuban nor the Nova
Scotian mines could get farther west in our country than the
Allegheny Mountains. Possibly I am wrong about that.

Mr. BURROWS. That may possibly be so; but whenever
you restrict the market for our ores, whenever you close our
mines or restrict their output and invite foreign competition,
just in that proportion you will eripple the industry.

Mr., CUMMINS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi-
gan yield further to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly.

Mr, CUMMINS. The conclusion of the Senator from Michigan
is, I think, a very correct one, if modified a trifle. It seems,
if my information is correct, that while free ore from Cuba
might very much interfere with the iron mines in Pennsylvania
and New York and New Jersey, it does not seem to me that it
could very seriously interfere with the iron mines of Michigan,
Minnesota, and the South, inasmuch, as I understand, com-
paratively little of the Lake Superior ore goes east of the Alle-
gheny Mountains.

Mr. BURROWS. My friend, Mr. Youxe, of the House of
Representatives, who represents the upper peninsula, I will say
to the Senator from Iowa, has just handed me a note. He is
entirely familiar with the industry as it exists in his district.
He states that the freight rate from the Lake Superior mines
to Pittsburg is $2.28 per ton, while the rate from Cuba to Pitts-
burg is $2.35 per ton.

I was about to speak of the extent of the iron-ore deposits in
the United States. I hold in my hand an advance copy of the
report of the United States Geological Survey, by C. W. Hayes,
made March 11, 1009. I will say that this report from the Geo-
logical Survey is embodied, although the work is not yet com-
pleted, in the report of the conservation congress, and approved
by it, showing the amount of ore still available in this country.
That report is as follows:

IRON-ORE SUFPLIES OF THE UNITED STATES.

[By C. W. Hayes, United States Geological Survey.]

The ore supply of the Lake Superlor district available under present
conditions is therefore taken to include all ore above 55 per cent iron,
estimated at 2,500,000,000 tons, and 25 per cent of all ore containi
between 45 per cent and 55 per cent iron, giving a total of 3,500,000,
tons, exclusive of the Clinton ores. * * It seems entirely Prob-
able, in view of the fact that 40 per cent ore is even now locally in
demand, that the depletion of the er-grade reserves may in time
require the use of per cent ore. If so, the tonnage Is enormous.
Planimeter measurements of areas of the Iron formation, multiplied
2{ the depths ?ulte within the limits of actual mining at the present

me, give the following results:

Table showing tonnage of iron formations.

Distriet. Area. Depth. | Volume. Quantity.
Feet. | Cu.mi, Tons.

1,250 1.95 19,500, 000,000
1,250 7.1 71,000,000, 000
1,250 1.4 14,000,000, 000
1,250 2.9 29,000,000, 000
1,000 2 2,000,000,000
400 10 - | 100,000,000,000
1,250 3.9 , 000,000,000
1,250 175 1,750, 000,000
27.035 | 276,250, 000,000

It is not proven, however, that this enormous tonnage will average
as high in iron as these figures from the mining companies would indi-
cate. Indeed, many parts of the formation are known to run lower
than this. It is regarded safer, therefore, to nse a_smaller figure for
the tonnage of ore running 35 per cent and over. Just what fraction
of the total tonnage of the iron formation should be taken is a matter
of more or less arbltrary cholce. It is here put at 72,000,000,000 tons,
divided as shown in the following table:

Estimates of Lake Superior ores.

[Long tons.]

Available. |Notavallable,

it e Qe 110,000,000 | 15,800,000,000

Gogoble AISETIOE. o oo oo oooreinnscozanrnsntannassy 95,000,000 | 8,000,000,000

Menominee, Orystal Falls, and other districts.! 80,000,000 | 7,360,000,000
Minnesota:

Mesabi distriet... 8,100,000,000 | 39,000,000,000

Vermiton driet. . . - vscscsmmrrmeemva s opaesl 60,000,000 | 1,005,000,000

Cayuna and other districts. 15,000,000 310,000,000

b g PR S S e ,000,000 | 4,525,000,000

Total 8,500,000,000 | 72,000,000,000
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Summary of forolgn ugplm.—'rhe total estimated supplies of ore of
sufficiently high grade and accessible to mining and transportation to be
at present available, and which are so located as to affect the iron
industry of the United States, are shown in the following table:

Table of estimated available foreign iron ore.

Canada : Long tons.
British Columbia, magnetite chiefly oo 30, 000, D00
Lake SBuperior district, hematite chiefly___________ 9, 000, 000
Nova Scotia, Clinton hematite 4, 000, 000

. baNewfnund!nnd, Clinton hematite 30, 000, 000

uba :
Santi distriet, hematite.___ ___ . _________ 5, 000, 000
Mayari, Moa, Barocoa, Cubitas, and Pinar del Rio
districts, limonite____ 1, 500, 000, 000
Total 1, 678, 000, 000

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS.

The extent to which foreign ores are now supplying the mar-
ket is shown by the following table of imports:

Imports of iron ore from foreign countries, 1889 to 1907.

New-

found- v Other

Year. Cuba. |land and| Ontario,| Spain. | coun- | Total.
Labra- ete, tries.e

dor.

203,200 833,573

353,552 | 1,246,830

820,778 912,854

258,907 806,585

76,902 526,951

11,772 167,307

79,304 524,153

160,323 | 682,806

10,707 489,970

8,250 | 187,208

90,093 674,082

66,740 897,831

16,814 966,950

20,824 | 1,165,470

15,724 080, 440

2,885 | 487,613

4,150 845,651

65,873 | 1,060,890

159,154 | 1,229,168

7,776,305 847,076 |3,290,006 |s.ozo.om |u,ms.m

11, British Columbia, England, France, French Afrlca,
rr;:ﬁ?:"l‘??s't ?;‘g{es. Grert:any? ((;“r‘eec%'. l!.aﬁ Mexico, Netherlan New
Brunswick, Norway, Nova Scotia, Oceanica, Portugal, Sweden,
in Asia, Turkey in Europe, Venezuela, ete.

® Includes Newfoundland only.

Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Craw-
rorp] yesterday was apprehensive that in spite of the existence
in the Northwest, in the three States of Michigan, Minnesota,
and Wisconsin, of deposits aggregating 75,000,000,000 tons of
iron ore we will run short in thirty years. Some little esti-
mate has been made in relation to that matter, and it has been
stated that if the output of our mines shall continue at the
same rate as for a few years past, it would take a little over
6,000 years to exhaust the ores in the United States. The Sen-
ator from South Dakota therefore, it seems to me, need not be
alarmed for the generations that shall appear 6,000 years hence.

Just a word more, and I am through. I have sought to show
the value and the extent of this industry and that there is not
the slightést danger of exhausting it. In addition to that, I
want to eall attention to the importance of the iron industry to
the people I have the honor, in part, to represent. I hold in
my hand resolutions passed by the legislature of the State of
Michigan, which I beg to submit to the Senate:

th is at present, and has been since November, 1907, a

Wé; eé:a:mﬁr: Isn thep iron-ore market, which has resulted In prac-
ically closing the iron mines of Michigan; and

Whereas e operators of the iron mines will &gladly operate their
mines, if they ean do so without absolute loss, and are at present em-

loying a small force of married men so that men with families may
able to buy the necessaries of life for their familles; and

Whereas if the duty Is removed from iron ore and the ores of for-
el countries are ndmitted free into the United Btates, the loss will
tnﬂl upon the men now engaged in iron mining: Therefore be it

Resolved by the senate (the house of represcntatives concurring),
That all Members of Congress from this State, and also our United

States Benators, are respectfully requested to use all honorable means
to have the tariff or duty on iron ore maintained as at present; and be

i gggllgd, That the secretary of the senate be instructed to forward
each Member of Congress and United States Senator from Michigan a
copy of these resolutions.

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi-
gan yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. BURROWS. I would prefer that the Senator would walit
until I finish.

Mr. BURKETT. Very well.

Mr. BURROWS. Personally, I regret very much that the
duty could not have been maintained at 40 cents a ton. I think

rkey

it ought to have been retained at that rate. I am apprehensive
that the reduction to 25 cents a ton is going to eripple the in-
dustry and distress our people. In this connection, I also
desire to present a remonstrance from the people of the upper
peninsula, signed by 586 workers in the mines. This petition,
dated Iron Mountain, Mich., April 5, sets forth:

We, the undersigned citizens and qualifled voters of the city of Iron
Mountain, Mich., protest against the removal of the duty on iron ore,
as proposed in the bill recently introduced in Congress, believing, as we
do, that to place iron ore on the free list would decrease the demand
for the ores of the United States and consequently reduce the value of
these ores and the labor reguired, and therefore indirectly affect the
value of all farm products of this State, and we therefore urge you to
use your best endeavors to have the duty on iron ore retained.

And, Mr. President, I present also a remonstrance, signed by
982 miners, and the paper bears upon its face, it will be seen,
the stamp of authenticity, colored, as it is, with the touch of
the mines. These people, in mass convention, say :

Whereas it is apparent to all of us that that clause embodied in the
proposed Payne tariff bill, which seeks to take the tariff from imports
of Iron ore, will work a vital and irreparable Injury to Stambaugh
Township and the Upper Peninsnla of Michigan; and

Whereas we, ns a body of citizens assembled, desire to
earnestly against the passage of any act that will remove
iron ore: It is therefore

Resolved, That we, as a body of citizens, hereby tpmtest against the
sald clause in said bill, and that it is the sense of this meeting that
our SBenators and Congressmen do exert their utmost powers to defeat
the said measure.

Mr. President, this is all T care to say upon thig subject. I
know of nothing more to say. A large body of our citizens is
engaged in this industry in Michigan. All they have on earth
is there; they are living in their own homes, built from the
fruits of their own toil. Many of the mines are 2,200 feet deep;
and they mine this ore and bring it to the surface, and by their
toil day and night have accumulated, as I say, all they have
in this world. Now it is proposed to cripple this industry, be-
cause, forsooth, to continue it is going to lessen our natural
supply of ore, which, as I have already shown, will be exhausted
in a little over six thousand years. This is done under the
pretense of conserving our natural resources, and sometimes
upon the plea of free raw material; but the humble miner who,
in the caverns of the earth, brings forth the ore to the mouth
of the mine presents to the manufacturer not a raw material,
but the miner's finished product.

It will be a sad day for this Republic and its industries
when the iron mines, the mines of lead ore, the marble gquar-
ries, and all the natural resources of this country, from which
we draw the raw material for our manufactured produects, shall
be closed, whenever and as often as we find some place on the
globe where quarrying is cheaper, where mining is cheaper,
where labor is cheaper, and thus cripple our own industries and
deprive our own people of employment while we pay tribute to
foreigners. The protective system reaches not only to the manu-
factured products, but it compasses the raw material in the
earth as well, strengthening and nerving the arm of labor to
bring it forth for the uses of mankind. I therefore, Mr. Presi-
dent, insist that the amendment proposed by the Senate Commit-
tee on Finance ought to prevail.

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I propose to discuss this ques-
tion very briefly, and I want to place it in a perfectly clear
light, if I can, before the Senate. We know that the House of
Representatives placed iron ore on the free list. The Senate
committee has amended the bill by putting a duty of 25 cents a
ton on the iron ore. If we should succeed in having this amend-
ment rejected, iron ore will be put back upon the free list,
where the House of Representatives placed it.

Mr. President, before entering into the guestion I want to
read to the Senate a few brief extracts from prominent journals,
which will only occupy a few moments, and they have placed
the situation about as clearly and have given to it about as
much light as I can contribute to the subject-matter. I ask the
attention of the Senate to the extracts., The first one that I
read is as follows:

WHY THE DUTY OX ORE?

When the tariff bill as framed by fhe House Ways and Means Com-
mittee was made public, there was no other alteration in the Dingley
tariff schedules that so greatly 1mrressed the plain common sense of the
people as being right and needful as the wiping out of the tax of 40
cents per ton upon imported iron ores. It was never for a moment
imagined that the Senate committee would attempt to restore this tax
upon the crude product from which steel is manufactured. The proposal
o?o the Senate Finance Committee to place a duty of 25 cents
upon the ores on which the American steel plants that are locat
the Atlantic coast—

This is where the controversy takes place, I will say in

passing—
are entirel; dependent has about it the plain appearance of an attempt
to discriminate between home industries.

Diseussing the matter from this view point, the Philadelphia Press, in
a recent issue, declares that ** the surest way to make the United States
Steel Corporation a greater trust than it is at present is to keep the

rotest most
he tax upon

er ton
along
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duty on iron ore. The key to the whola steel trade situation is ore, for
all steel comes from ore, " The United States Steel Company has a mo-
nopoly of the iron ore that is known to exist In this country. It tight-
ened its grip upon the ore supply when it acquired the Tennessee Coal
and Iron Company as o ‘panle measure,”” The foregoing beilng the
gltuation, the I'ress points out that the independent makers of steel
must do one of two things—buy iron ore from the t at a much
higher price thun the same ore costs the trust or else import ore from

forelgn countrles,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary-
land yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. RAYNER. 1 do.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. From what is the Senator reading?

Mr. RAYNER. This extract is from the Philadelphia Press,
but the article is taken from a paper the name of which I have
lost; but I know it is a Republican paper, if that is any satis-
faction to the Senator.

My, SMITH of Michigan. Does the Senator state that from
his recollection, or is it a fact?

Mr. RAYNER. I say I know it is a Ilepublican paper, but
I do not know what paper. I placed a memorandum at the head
of it at the time, but it does not appear to be here mow. It
is o Republican paper, however.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I wish the Benator could give the
name of it.

Mr. RAYNER. I can not give the name, because I do not
recall it. I bhave several extracts here, and I had at the head
of each the name of the paper from which the extract is
taken., This is from a Republican paper, and I will try to give
the name to the Senator. I have sent out to see if I can get It
It is, however, as I have said, a Republican paper; but that does
not make any difference one way or the other. I do not care
whether it is a Republican or a Democratic paper. I want to
hiave the truth of tlis business, no matter where we get it from.

The steel Industries located In the vIclnl({ of Baltlmore, llka those In
the region directly tributary to Philadelphia, are dependent upon for-
elgn ores or chiefly upon Cuban ores. The most valoable of these Cuban
ore Iands pre owned by one of the large independent steel panies—

We might as well have the truth about the entire situation—
‘And the I'ress very mﬂlnmtlf asks: " Is there elther logic or justice
In a tax put upon thls ore which Amerlcan money and American enter-
prise have acquired? Could there posu[hliy bo any folly greater than to
strike down an independent company which wishes to bring Cuban ore
that it already owns to the United States to convert it into stee!l by the
loyment of American workmen?™ The inevitable concluslon is that
# tho Aldrich iron-ore schedule im an indefensible duty and gives
unnecessary aid to an already dominant trust.,”

This ig from the Philadelphia Press.

Mr., DANIEL. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary-
land yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr, RAYNER. Cerialnly.

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—

Mr, TILLMAN. We can not hear the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senntor will observe that
the reporters are unable to hear what he says.

Mr. DANIEL. I want to ask the Senator from Maryland if
hie can tell us what American organization controls Cuban ore?
Does the Pennsylvania Steel Company——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair again suggests to
the Senator from Virginia that the reporters are losing his
remarks.

Mr. DANIEL. I beg pardon.

Mr, RAYNER, I understood the question.

Mr, DANIEL. I wish to know what is the name of the in-
dependent steel trust or company that controls the ore in Cuba.
I want to get my guestion in the Recorp. It is whether or not
the Pennsylvania Stecl Company, or some large steel company
in Pennsylyvanis, does not in a measure control the Cuban ore.
I have seen such a statement.

Mr, RAYNER, I propose to answer that question fully be-
fore I conclude. It is a pertinent guestlon and deserves an
ONEWET,

I am not connected in any way, directly or remotely, with
or have I the slightest interest in the United States Steel Cor-
poration or the Pennsylvania Steel Company or the Bethlechem
Company, which may have a proprietorship in these Cuban ores.
I would feel myself absolutely dishonored and disgraced if I
were speaking lhere in the interest of any of these colosaal
corporations. I shall answer the question and give the name
of the company, if the Senator will permit me,

Mr. DANIEL. I do not suppose there {s a man in the world
who is speaking in the interest of anybody except the people.

Mr. RAYNER. I understand that; and the Senator's ques-
tlon requires an answer, It deserves an answer. We want
this question put right before the Senate. 1 do not know any-
thing about these companies, and I do not believe a word that
any of them say on either side, because thelr special interests

are involved, and I wonld not argue this guestion from any such
standpoint.

A steel monopoly in this ecountry can only be made possible by a mo-
nopaly in the glgns;rsmn of hl:hmgy ores andyhy a tax upon Cuban ang
other outside ores. Within the past two decades a hall score or so of
important stcel plants—

That is what I want to eall the attention of the Senate to—

have sprung into existence along the tidal waters contlguous to the
Atlantlc coast. These coastal industries, almost without exception, are
dependent upon elther Spanish or Cuban ores, And traffic in these
forel ores has served to increasc and foster Lhe foreigm trade of
Baltimore and otber Atlantic ports.

This is a very important proposition, to which I want to
advert hercafter:

The ships that come laden with ore go back with cargoes of coal,
grain, ngricultural machinery, or other exported goods. The Aldrich
proposal to tax ores i3 a blow almed both at the coastal industries and
at coastal commerce,

I want to read just another communication, or article, from
the Philadelphia Public Ledger. I wish to read just a few
lines, because it puts the matter clearly. I do not want fo
disgcuss this gquestion for hours or days, as has been done with
other questions. I want to put it coneisely to the Senate, so that
the Senate may take whatever action it deems proper in the
premises:

The dot
with whie!

on iron ore affords a very striking exampie of the difference
any item of the tarl® is viewed In differcnt localitles. Feo-
nomic guestions are everywhere less dependent on political theory than
upon gmm'arl)hy. The commanding position of the Pittsburg steel inter-
ests |s large % due to their contrel of the exhaustiess supplles of ores
in the Lake Buperior region and the cconomy with which this ore is
brought directly to the furnaces—

That is, the Pittsburg furnaces—

Esastern establishments, which must transport thelr ore a long dis-
tance by rail across the mountains, are thus at a serious disadvantage,
80 far as they are dependent upon native ores.

There are great supplies of rich ores in the West Indiea aceessible by
water that might be brought cheaply to our eastorn mills, thus coun-
terbalancing the economles of lake transportation. DBut the tariff puts
o prohibltive penalty on their use, Thus the interest of eastern Penn-
sylvan{: is directly opposed, In this instance, to that of western Penn-
sylvania—

A peculiar sltuation, and we want the truth—

The tariffl on ores * proteets ™ the walley of the Ohlo st the exyenu
of the wvalley of the Delaware, which has the natural barrier of the
Alleghenics upon one slde and the artificial barrier of the custom-house
upon the other.

Naw, just one more extract, and this was a petition that was
sent, 1 think, to the committee at the time the Wilson bill was
framed. I will read only a few lines of it, because it reveals
the situation. This petition sets forth:

The foreign lron ore trade which began In 1877 at this port—

That is, the port of Baltimore—

and In 1880 first became a large businezs, hns been of Incalenlable
valoe to our export trade, having furnished a large proportion of the -
vessels which have loaded our graln, as well as olther ucts, at much
lower rates than they could have otherwise been ob‘g;{ned for. O
twelve months ago, when foreizn iron ore was belng freely import
from the Mediterranean Into the Unlted Btates, ocean grain freights
from DBaltlmore were a full ling per guarter or 3 cents bushel
lower than they are to-dny, when our graln steamers are haviog to
come scross the ocesn in ballast, because under the existing tari® and
changed business conditions almoest no iron ore at all is being Imported.

The benefits have mot been wholly ours, but on the contrary have
reached back to the producer of every bushel of graln ralsed 'In the
country, the price obtained for the surplos fixing the price for the
balanee, A st the keen and anrmslnﬂg competition of Indin, Russia,
and South ericn we shall have difficulty enough in malntaining our
export trades under any conditions, and homeward Iron ore trdxhg for
our grain steamers are therefore of supreme importance,

Just one other paper before I make the remarks I intend to
make., It is from the Baltimore Chamber of Commerce. I
have had resolutions presented to me by the chamber of com-
meree, by the board of trade—to myself and my colleague—
and by the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association, and
these gentlemen composing these associations are absolutely
disinterested in this matter, They ure acting In what they
concelye to be the public interest and the business interests of
the country, and they are not connected, so far as the associa-
tions are concerned, and so far as I am able to ascertaln, with
any of the conflicting interests engaged in this controversy,
Here is a resolution from the Baltimore Chamber of Commerce :

Bapriaors CitaMBErR oF COMMERCE,
OFFICE OF THE BECHETARY,
Baltimore, April 80, 1909,

Hon. I1sipop RAYNER,
The Benate, Wachluaial n, D. C.

Dean Simr: At a_special meeting of the board of directors of th
chnmbher, held this day, at which the guestion of & duty on iron ore wa’:
considered, the following action was unanimously taken, and your par-
ticular attention is directed thereto, viz:

Whereas so long ago as February 12, 1804, when the YWilson bill was
under discusslon, and the liouse of Represeniatives had pro as |t
has now in the Payne bill, to make iron ore free, the di ors of this
chamber, then known as the * Corn and Flour Exchange,” nnmlmgﬂlﬂf
adopted a memorial setting forth in detail the advantages of the .
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fterranean ore trade to the export trade of the Atlantic seaboard and
the incldental advantage to the sellers of every product of our country
of which a surplus was being exported ; and

Whereas the argument is unanswerable to-day, as it was then, and
the situation has onllv changed to the extent that the Mediterranean
ifron ores have heen ¢ Ixnmm-ﬁ by the Cuoban fron ores, and exports of
coal to Cuban ports and other ports in the West Indies and Central
America have correspondiogly increased—each has fostered and made
the other trade possible: Therefore Le it

Resolved, That the forelgn iron-ore trade of the Atlantie seaboard
being already of supreme Importance as return freight for vessels carry-
ing exports, In sgpite of the present duty of 40 cents per ton, It can not
be dounbted that the abolitlon of this duty wonid inure to the still
greater advantage of the producers and sellers of every product of
which a surplas is exported ; further, be it

Resolced, That a copy of this preamble and resolutions be sent to
each of the Senators and Iepresentatives from the State of Maryland,
with an earnest request of them to strenuously oppose the Imposition
of any doty on iron ore by the Benate or any cenference committee that
may be called to consider the tariff blll as a whole,

Yours, truly,

H. A, Wrori, Eecretary.

The House of Rlepresentatives put iron ore on the free list.
Let me read just a few lines from the leader of the Republican
party in the other FHouse, the chairman of the Ways and Means
Committee, upon this subject. T am reading now from the
CoxgressioNar Recorp of March 23:

We have put iron ore on the free list after full consideration by the
committee, 1 do not think I will go into that in detall, bot T want to
say that the evidence of Judge Gary, president of the Unlted States
Rteel (‘nn&pany, was that in the production of pig iron 2 tons of our
iron would go as far as 3 tons of the iron imported from across the sea :
and that is true also of the Nova Scotia iron, they yielding about 40
i‘wr cent and ours about 60 per cent. Of course, while that Is true, it
ollows that there would be no occasion or necessity of a duty of 40
cents a ton on lron ore.

He says that the Cuban ore yields a better percentage.

The gentleman was sollcitous about the steel trust for some reason
or other in the hearings, and there has been some fear in some quar-
ters that the steel trust might ultimately drive the smaller concerns
out of business. Some of the smaller concerns are located near the
i};l&ttmc seacoast—the Pennsylvania Steel Company at Sparrows

That is in our State—
and perhaps this company is at more disadvantage than some of the
others who are manufacturing lron and steel goods. If they can get
their iron ore a little cheaper on aceount of the taking off of this duty,
it would strengthen that company and help them to keep on in the
uneven race which It has with the great concern, the United States Steel
Company.

Mr. President, that gives the sitnation so that anyone can
understand it. The mills and furnaces on the Atlantic coast
are at an absolute disadvantage as compared with the mills and
furnaces west of the mountalns, and there is no reason on this
earth, as a general proposition, why the enterprises upon the
Atinntic seaboard should not be placed upon a par and a level
with their western competitors. :

1 do not think there is a particle of danger in the suggestion
made by the Senator from Towa this morning, or rather in the
question asked, that such ore will go west of the mountning
but they will go upon the Atlantic coast, and they will go there
so a8 to enable the castern enterprises honestly and legitimately
to compete with their competitors who have now an absolutely
undue advantage over them.

Mr. BROWN. Mr. I'resident——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary-
land yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. RAYNER, Yes, sir.

Mr. BHOWN. Who are the competitors on the Atlantic const
of the United States steel trust?

Mr., RAYNER., The controversy, a controversy in which I
am not at all concerned and to which I shall presently refor,
is between certain companies, DBefore the Senator's question
is answered, 1 will say that the competitors in the Iast are
the enterprises in my State and in eastern Pennsylvania and
Delawnre—¥Wilmington—and other places, perhaps. The Wil-
mington works and the eastern Pennsylvania and Maryland
works are competitors with the other enterprises that not only
goet thelr ore much cheaper, but absolutely own the products
themselves, as I think T can show in a few minutes. 1 think [
am right on that proposition. If the Senator from Virginia will
remaln here, I will therefore answer the question he asked me,
or I will wait until he returns.

I suy free ore puts them upon an equality, and, furthermore,
I say, as I think I have shown, that it benefits every shipper
in the United States by enabling the ships that leave the
enstern ports with the products of the United States to come
back with iron ore instead of ballast, and thus lessens the
freight rate upon the produocts exported from the United States,
1t is a universal benefit, and If it were not I would not stand
here for the purpose of taking the position I do. It Is a henefit
to the shippers of the United States. It is a benefit to the inter-
ests that are competing with the United States Steel Corpora-
tion, and which should have an opportunity to compete, and I

think it is absolutely a benefit to those who become the owners
of the products, because when you lessen the duty on the raw
material you lessen the price of the product wlhen it comes into
the market.

The Senator from Michigan is right in what he says about the
revenue, but I do pot think that need terrify us to any extent.

My, SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary-
land yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. RAYNER. 1 do.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan.
ator——

Mr. RAYNER. Not at all. :

Mr., SMITH of Michigan. I shonld like to suggest to him
that one of the principal owners of Cuban ore, Mr. Schwab,
testified before the ITouse Committee on Ways and Means that
it would not make any difference in the price of the manufac-
tured product.

Mr. RAYNER. Who testified to that?

Mr. SMITII of Michigan. Mr. Schwab.

Mr., RAYNER. I do not believe anything from interested
parties, 1 will come to that in a minute. This country is filled
with tariff liars. There secms to be something about the tariff
that seemns to make it lmpossible for a man interested in it
to tell the truth. It seems to pervert the faculties of the human
mind and the aspirations and longings of the soul for the truth,

Mr. DICK. Mr, President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary-
land yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. RAYNER. I do.

Mr. DICK., May I inquire of the Senator if that includes {m-
porters as well as producers?

Mr. RAYNER. I place no credence in the testimony of any
one of these tariff witnesses who is specially interested either
in having the tariff reduced or raised. I must get my informa-
tion from disinterested parties who are not affected by the
schedules, either one way or the other, and I say this with the
greatest respect to the witnesses who appenred before that
committee. I never in my life saw anything llke the situation
here, You can not get the truth out of anybody. So far ns that
is concerned, I am very fond of liars generally, I have studied
them by day and by night, and I have met them in every voca-
tion and pursuait of life, but never in my life have I met such
an aggregation of them ns are assembled to-day in the strests
of this eapltal and the halls and corridor here and before the
committees, and the peculiarity abount the matter is that they lie
with equal facility upon both sides of the same question.

Mr, DICK. Mr, President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary-
Innd yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir; I yield.

Mr. DICK. The Benntor has read from journals and gquoted
from bhodies or represenfative citizens in his own State. Doesg
he hold that they are disinterested ; and if not, are they truthful ?

Mr. RAYNER. I can not hear the Senator. There is so much
noise around here that I could not hear the Senator's question,

Mr. DICK, My question was this: The Senator has gquoted
from certain journals and has read resolutiong of certain hodies
in Lis own State, or from lis own Btate. Does he insist thag
they are disinterested witnesses?

Mr. RAYNER. TUndoubtedly the resolutions which have come
from the commercinl bodles are disinterested. Those people
hnve a public interest in it, and their Interest is in coraection
with the business interests of the conntry.
interested in it like the United States Steel Company and the
Pennsylvania Steel Company and the Bethlehem Company or
the Spanish-American Company, which have a direct interest
eitlier In keeping the duty on Cuban ore or In having it ad-
mittedd free, It is an entirely different sltuation as between
the gentlemen who compoge these commercial bodles and the
gentlenuen who compose the other concerns, who are direcily
interested in the schedules now before the Senafe. I think T
have answered that question, I am trying to get my informa-
tion from disinterested sources.

So far as the journals are concerned, of course the Senantor
will have to conclude whether they are relinble, They are hisg
own journnls, They are Republican journals, and, if they are
not telling the truth, it is not my faunlt. I think they are telling
the truth,

Mr, DIOK. The Senator makes the broad assertion that
all the men who testified on tariff matters, if interested, are
liars,

Mr. RAYNER. I did not make the statement guoite g0 broag
as that, although very close to ik

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Close to it.

If it will not inferrupt the Sen-

But they are not-
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Mr. RAYNER. If I was in a court of justice and a man
would come up and give his testimony, a man who was deeply
interested in the profits of a concern whose business was at
stake, I could not place entire reliance on his testimony.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In the case of Mr. Schwab, he was
under oath and was giving testimony, which, if accepted as true,
wis directly opposed to his own interest. Under such circum-
stances does the Senator from Maryland give credence to what
he said?

Mr. RAYNER. The Senator from South Dakota quoted Mr.
Schwab yesterday and showed that Mr. Schwab had taken, if
I mistake not, two conflicting positions in regard to this mat-
ter. If you will give me Mr. Schwab's statement, I will tell
you whether it is true or not, because if it is in his own inter-
est, T must ignore it.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think the Senator from Mary-
land will admit that Mr. Schwab is a large owner of Cuban
iron ore. :

Mr. RAYNER. As I understand, the owners of these Cuban
deposits are the Bethlehem Steel Company and others—whether
the Bethlehem Steel Company means Mr, Schwab or not I do
not know.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The hearings before the House
committee show that Mr., Schwab is not only a very large stock-
holder in the Bethlehem Company, but that he is president of,
and speaks for, that company. That company does own these
Cuban ores, and Mr. Schwab admits it.

Mr. RAYNER. Let us take it for granted.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And when Mr. Schwab says in
his sworn testimony that to put iron on the free list would not
reduce the price of manufactured steel products, will the Sen-
ator from Maryland believe his statement to be true?

Mr. RAYNER. I will believe one or the other of his state-
ments to be incorrect; which one I do not know, and I do not
care,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The question asked——

Mr. RAYNER. When was that testimony given before the
Committee on Ways and Means?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It will be found on page 1671 of
the testimony.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Mary-
land yield to his colleague? - :

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I ask the Senator from Michigan
whether the Bethlehem Company is the sole owner of that ore?

Mr., SMITH of Michigan. I think the Pennsylvania Steel
Company, also. 4 : s

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. You stated that they owned the
Cuban ore. I think there are others besides the Bethlehem
Company.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will read from Mr. Schwab, at
page 1671, Schedule O, part 1, of the hearings. After giving
the price of steel rails, which he says is in obedience to the
understanding between the steel-rail manufacturers, and after
fixing the price at $28 a ton, Mr. CLARK said:

Suppose you put the market price of rails and steel products down
to the home consumer to the same basis you did to the foreign con-
sumer, do you not think the home consumption would have swelled to
the extent of this foreign export?

Mr. ScHwaB. I do not think it wonld bhave Increased a ton.

Mr. Crang. I belleve, then, there is no hope of getting a lower price.

Mr. ScawAs. No; I am afraid not. lLaughterﬁ

Now, Mr. President, if I do not interrupt the Senator against
his will—

Mr. RAYNER. The Senator is talking about steel rails, and
I am talking about iron ore.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan.
of iron ore.

Mr. RAYNER. I am talking about an entirely different
thing. That has no connection whatever with the discussion T
am now pursuing. I am talking of iron ore, and to tell me that
when you take the duty off of iron ore we would not get it any
cheaper than if we kept the duty om is a propesition I would
not listen to for a moment.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan.
witness.

Mr. RAYNER. The witness, as I caught the Senator, is not
talking about iron ore at all. He is talking about steel rails.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Maryland knows
the consumers of the couniry do not want iron ore; they want
the finished product. The Bethlehem Company buys this iron
ore——

Mr. RAYNER. Suppose it does?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan (continuing).
Company buys this iron ore,

I am talking about the products

That is the proposition of the

The Pittsburg Steel

Mr. RAYNER. Does that change the proposition I am dis-
cussing? I am discussing the proposition that the eastern
manufacturers should be put on a par with the manufacturers
west of the mountains, and that does not touch that proposition.
If the Senator will permit me to proceed, I am not talking
about the produect at all. That is another question. The ques-
tion might come up whether if you lower the duty on the raw
material that you get you ought not to lower the compensating
duty that they receive upon the finished product. That is quite
another question, and it is a question I am not discussing at all
now, if the Senator will permit me to proceed. ° J

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly; I will not interrupt
the Senator against his wish,

Mr. RAYNER. I have no objection, but it does not seem to
throw any light on the particular subject I am discussing.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not see any light from that
side.

Mr, RAYNER. The Senator perhaps may give us some light
on the United States Steel Corporation. I am certainly willing
to receive all the light I can get. I should like to have light,
and illuminating light, as to how much control there is in the
Senator’'s State by that corporation, and whether it is not abso-
lutely owned and controlled by as great a monopoly to-day as
there is in the United States, and that is the United States
Steel Corporation.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am prepared to answer that in
one word. The United States Steel Company owns compara-
tively little iron-ore land in my State. It is owned by indi-
viduals and small companies, who have leased their product to
this company, but the Steel Company does not control by lease
more than 45 per cent of the iron ore now in sight in the mines
of our State.

Mr. RAYNER. Then, I understand the United States Steel
Corporation does control by lease 45 per cent of the entire
product of the Senator's State. Is that correct?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Probably less than that.

Mr. RAYNER. The Senator said 45 per cent.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Not to exceed 45 per cent.

Mr. RAYNER. By lease.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. All the leases are made to the
steel company. I have no inferest in the United States Steel
Company——

Mr. RAYNER. I am satisfied of that.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But I speak for the thousands of
men who work in those mines, and I ask the Senator from
Maryland if the price of manufactured iron products is not to
be reduced to the consumer, who will be the beneficiaries of
this open-door policy for the free importation of iron ore?

Mr. RAYNER. The consumer will be the beneficiary, un-
questionably.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is the Senator prepared to hand
over to Mr. Schwab as a present the millions of dollars that
ought to go to the Treasury of the Government from the duty
upon iron ore?

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I care as little about Mr.
Schwab as I do about the United States Steel Corporation. I
care as much about one interest as I do about the other.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland
yield to his colleague?

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say that the United States
Steel Company controls about 85 per cent, directly or indirectly,
of the ore west of the Allegheny Mountains, and they are not-
dependent upon any mines whatever except their own for their
steel products.

Mr. RAYNER. And of course they do not want any free ore
to come in competition with them, although I do not think for
a moment that the Senator from Michigan is speaking for the
interests of the United States Steel Corporation.

Mr. DU PONT. I should like to ask the Senator from Michi-
gan for some information in regard to these leases. Are they
long leases, so far as to involve practical ownership?

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. Some of them run for twenty
years; some shorter., None of them run for over twenty years,
as I am informed.

Mr. NELSON.
for n moment?

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly.

Mr. NELSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator to
the fact that in the State of Minnesota and in the State of
Michigan the “steel trust,” as it is called, operates under the
name of the Oliver Mining Company. If you will examine Sen-
ate Document No. 2 of this session, it will show you the extent
of the iron ore owned by that company, especially in Minne-

Will the Senator from Maryland yield to me
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gota and Michigan. I say they operate there under the name of
the Oliver Mining Company. Down in Alabama they operate
mnder the name of the Tennessee Coal and Iron €Company.

Mr, RAYNER. Mr, President, I have not the slightest doubt
in the world that the United States Steel Corporation, if that
is its corporate name, absolutely controls the product, and it
is the corporation that is contesting a reduction of the duty.
I do not think for a moment that the Senator from Michigan,
however, is representing the steel corporation in any capacity
whatever. I think he is representing the industries and the
interests of his own State, and I find no fault with him. But
I am absolutely satisfied in my own mind that the United States
Steel Corporation is fighting the placing of these ores upon the
free list, and would like to have a mueh higher duty even than
the Senate committee proposes to give,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. President, I thank the Sena-
tor from Maryland very much for his kindly reference to my
position, and to bear it out I want the Senate to know that
not an officer, stockholder, member, or other person interested
in the ownership of the steel company has ever written or
spoken to me about this subject. I speak for the thousands
of miners now working underground, whose little homes and
daily voecation is bound up in this great industry; for the
thousands of wage-earners whe make up the eities in northern
Michigan and from whose comfortable, happy homes is radiated
all that is purest and best in American life. These honest,
hard-working men have met in general convocation and asked
the Representatives and Senators from Michigan to help retain
their employment, and as a public servant I am proud to obey.

Mr. RAYNER. I am as satisfied of that as I am that I am
living. The Senator from Michigan is speaking honestly for the
interests of his own Sitate, and I am speaking for competitive
interests that have a right to compete with the indunstries that
are west of the mountains and to be put on an equality with them.
I am not only speaking for them, but I am speaking for those
who ultimately come into the possession of the finished product,
because I think when you lower the price of the raw material
you necessarily lower to the ultimate consumer the price of the
finished product.

Mr, BURKETT. Mr. President——

Mr. RAYNER. I do not care now to pursue this subject any
further. I will hear what Senators have to say upon the other
side. I think it is at least the duty of the Senate to stand by
the conclusion the House of Representatives reached upon this
subject. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], who pre-
ceded me, spoke of these large interests. I am satisfied that he
does not stand here representing the United States Steel Corpo-
ration, and he is speaking just as his colleague will speak for
the interests of his State, and he has a right to speak for them.

The Senator says it will take six thousand years to consume
the iron ores in this country. Are we to have protection here for
the next six thousand years to protect them? When is this thing
to cease and terminate? Is there any limit to it at all? Is it
honest and just to stand with the industries on the Atlantic sea-
board that are abselutely powerless in their competition with the
western enterprises that obtain their ores before they reach
the mountains, and in point of fact do not need to obtain them
at all, because they own, as my collengue has said, the greater
part of the natural product?

I may have something further to say as this discussion pro-
ceeds, but I will not say anything more now, except to add that
this is the just side, it is the perfectly honest side, it is the right
side, and it will not affect the industries of the State of the Sen-

- ator from Michigan a particle, because they will still sell all they
control to the enterprises that are now protesting against the
decision of the House putting iron ore upon the free list. There
is no reason why all of the enterprises on the Atlantic seaboard
should not be put upon an eguality. I bave heard no defense
at all to the claiin that they should not have egual rights and
privileges.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, I wish to say in re-
gard to this question that, it seems to me, this is a special con-
dition requiring special consideration. We find on the one side
the corporations west of the Allegheny Mountains manufactur-
ing steel that have a very great advantage over those east of
the Allegheny Mountains. . We find that their situation is suech,
owning, as they do, you may say, S5 per cent of all the ores
west of the Allegheny Mountains, controlling the products of
the mines, that they are enabled to crush out almost entirely
the manufacturers east of the Allegheny Mountains if those east
of the Allegheny Mountains are prohibited from importing ore
into this country free. i

I am informed that the difference in the cost of the ore of
the eastern manufacturers in getting ore west of the Allegheny
Mountains amounts to $1.60 per ton. It seems to me that the

people of this country ought to want to stop monopolies, if possi-
ble, and that the manufacturers west of the Allegheny Mountains,
under these conditions, will have a monopoly in the manufac-
ture of steel products.

There is no reason in my mind why we should not have
free iron ore, with the small revenue that is received for this
product. The duoty on the importations of iron ore would
amount, I understand, under the bill that is before the Senate
to-day to about $116,000. There is no reason why Congress
should not give free iron ore to the manufacturers east of the
Allegheny Mountains and on the Atlantic coast. The amount of
$116,000 is a very small sum when compared with the great ad-
vantages that would accrue to those east of the Allegheny Moun-
tains in the manufacture of steel products. In the first place,
it would give a competition which all Americans ought to want,
and it would help to beat down a monopoly which practically
controls the manufacture of the steel products of this country.

Not only that, Mr. President, but it would give a very great
consideration to those growing the cereals, to the people who
cultivate the land, in giving them vessels to export their surplus
products. We have evidence that when a vessel comes into this
country laden with iron ore the farmers in the West can ship
their products very much cheaper sometimes, about 3 cents
cheaper per bushel, than when they have to bring the vessels
here. This applies not only to the people raising grain, but

to the people raising cotton and tobacco and the manufacturers -

of all produects.

Mr. President, it seems to me that this is a question which has
two sides to it, even when we consider the revenue that the
Government may get from the importations. :

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary-
land yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. With pleasure.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Quoting Mr. Schwab, who geems to
be more interested in Cuban eres than anybady else, he says
that with the present duty of 40 cents a ton he can put the
‘Cuban ores into Pittsburg at the same cost as the Lake Superior
ore. If you take off the duty, he can do it at 32 cents a ton
cheaper. If that will not make any difference in the cost to
the consumer, we are practically presenting him with a very
nice bonus that the Government needs.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I do not know anything about Mr.
Schwab’s ideas of these matters or what his tendencies are and
what he is driving at. I do know that the manufacturers east
of the Allegheny Mountains feel that they should have iron ore
free. I can not see how it can affect the manufacturers west
of the Allegheny Mountains, because this ore can not be carried
west of the Allegheny Mountains. It can only be used by those
east of the Allegheny Mountains and along the Atlantic coast.

It does seem to me that under these conditions the manu-
facturers of the iron products on the Atlantic coast should be
put upon an equal basis as far as possible with the manufac-
turers west of the Allegheny Mountains, in order that there
may not be a monopoly, in order that the people upon a gen-
eral principle may get the products of the steel manufacturers
for less money, and in order that the exporters of grain and
other products of the land may be enabled to have their exports
made for less money.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, there are two phases of this
question to which I should like, in a very few words, to call
the attention of the Senate. The imports of Cuban ore during
the year 1907 were 584,000 long tons. The wvalue placed uwpon
that averaged $3.65 per ton. I have not the exact figures as to
the cost, but I ain satisfied I ean obtain them, If that ore was
worth at the port of shipment in Cuba an average of £3.65 per
ton, I can say, from my own knowledge of the iron and smelt-
ing business as it exists in western Pennsylvania, that that ore
can be brought in and pay a duty of 20 cents per tonm, which
is the duty that was levied under the Cuban reciprocity treaty,
and pay all freight, and be laid down at the port of Baltimore
at a less price than the cost of the ores to the owners of smelt-
ing furnaces in western Pennsylvania and eastern Ohio. That,
I think, can be absolutely demonstrated by showing the cost,
with freight added, of Lake Superior ores brought down to the
furnaces in our distriet.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. May I ask the Senator a ques-
tion?

Mr. OLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Is it not neecessary to get some
ore from this country in order to mix with the Cuban ore so
as to make the proper steel product? If that is the case, you
will have to take into consideration the additional cost of the

ore that they have to get in this country to mix with the Cuban
ore in order to bring about the result,
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Mr. OLIVER. In the smelting of iron, as in the smelting
oi all products, different kinds of ore are necessary. I am not
sufliciently acquainted with the character of the Cuban ores to
know whether they can be smelted by themselves or not, but I
will say to the Senator from Maryland what perhaps he is not
aware of, that the Pennsylvania Steel Company and the Bethle-
hem Steel Company also control large reserves of ore in eastern
Pennsylvania. The Pennsylvania Steel Company, I am in-
formed—and I think it is correct—own the large Cornwall iron
mines in Lebanon County, Pa., and they can use them for mix-
ture if necessary. I do not know that any ores are necessary
for this purpose.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I understand it is required to
have a mixture for Cuban ores, and that taken into considera-
tion increases the price of their product; that is, the mixture
with the Cuban ore makes the product higher in price.

Mr. OLIVER. I could not answer positively upon that point.

Now, Mr. President, upon the question of labor. The Senator
from Iowa [Mr. Dorriver], in the phillipic which he delivered a
week ago against the United States Steel Corporation, said that
the wages paid in the Lake Superior region were very low; he
said he thought the wages were about a dollar and a quarter a
day. I think I quote the Senator correctly. If I had had the
figures at hand at that time, I would have interrupted the
Senator. I have since been informed, and I find that the mini-
mum rate of wages paid in the mines of Minnesota and Mich-
igan ranges to-day from $244 to $251 a day; that in
1902 they ranged from about 1234 to 20 per cent less than that,
but there have been successive advances which have brought
them up to the present rate. So the minimum rate is just about
twice the amount that was estimated by the Senator from Iowa.

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], in his address
this morning, stated that the wages paid in Cuba amount to
about $1 a day. So the American miners have to stand the
difference between $1 a day and, say, $2.50 a day, and they
should be protected to that extent.

Now, Mr. President, I want to say one word to the Senators
who still adhere to the doctrine of a tariff for revenue only. If
we were to-day considering this bill upon a revenue basis
simply, I do not believe there is a Senator in the Chamber who
would vote for a lower duty than at least 50 cents per ton
upon iron ore, when considered upon a revenue basis simply and
solely. Upon that point I have found that in taxes alone in
the States of Minnesota, Michigan, and Wisconsin the sub-
sidiary companies of the United States Steel Corporation, which
do its mining, last year paid over $2,000,000. This year their
taxes will amount to about 5 or 10 per cent more than that.
Their taxes last year averaged them on the amount of ore
brought down nearly 15 cents per ton. Last year they brought
down comparatively a smaller amount than usual, but taking
the average of 1907 and 1908, their loeal and state taxation
amounts, on an average, to over 10 cents per ton on all that
they bring down. I have also made the same inquiry from a
lot of independent operators, and I find that to them it amounts
to from 8 to 15 cents per ton. The Senators who propose to re-
move this duty, who propose to put this handicap upon our home
miners and to allow ores to come in free from Cuba and from
Spain—because there is about the same amount imported from
Spain as from Cuba—would charge up against our home miners
not only the taxes, which amount to approximately more than
half the duty proposed, but, in addition, to lay them under the
handicap of the additional amount they pay for wages.

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr., President, I offer an amendment to
the pending paragraph—paragraph 1154.

Tl;e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend-
ment,

The SecrerArY. In paragraph 115%, page 32, line 10, strike
out the word “ five” and the hyphen after the word “ twenty.”

Mr. McLAURIN. This amendment, if adopted, will cut the
present law half in two and make the tariff on iron ore 20
cents instead of 25 cents a ton,

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I wish to make a brief state-
ment on the subject of iron ores. In the matter of imports it
does not seem that the Cuban ore has cut much of a figure.
Document 1504, second session, Sixtieth Congress, entitled
“ Imports and Duties,” shows that the imports for 1907 were
only 511,000 tons, while away back in 1902 and 1903 it was
more than twice that amount. There can not be much of a
question of revenue about it. The total amount of revenue we
derived from it was $204,000, and cutting it down to a rate
proposed in the bill would leave us with $127,000.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is, provided the decrease in rates
did not increase the exportation.

Mr. NELSON. I do not think it will.

Mr. GALLINGER. The probability is that it will,

Mr. NELSON, They have conjured up the story about Cuba
being covered with iron ore. I do not take any stock in that.
It is gotten up for the purpose of creating a little counter-
balance in favor of their argument.

The way I look at it, Mr. President, the ores in the North-
west and in the Lake Superior region absolutely need no pro-
tection. We have in Minnesota the greatest body of ore in
this country. Over one-half of all the ores produced in the
United States in 1908 was produced by the State of Minnesota.
If we look at this document, and I guote from Document No. 2,
first session, Sixty-first Congress, nearly all that iron ore was
mined by what is, in general parlance, called the “ steel trust.”
Up there the mining company operates under the head of the
Oliver Mining Company, and in Michigan it is the Oliver Iron
Mining Company. Most of the iron ore shipped from our State
is mined by that company, while the steel trust owns most of
the mines that are being worked in our State, It either owns
them or has leased them. While it operates under that name,
the steel trust owns several lines of railroad running from the
mines down to the lake shore. The rates of transportation on
the ore from these mines on their railroads were so enormously
high that it practically froze out all the independent miners;
they could not compete with the steel trust because the trans-
poration rates were so high. The steel trust could stand that,
because the very interests that own and operate the mines under
the name of the Oliver Mining Company also control the rail-
roads. So the excess in rates they paid on the transportation of
the ore from the mines to the lake shore they got back through
the companies owned by them.

Proceedings were instituted before our railroad commission
some years ago to reduce these rates, I can not recall the
figures, but the rates were almost prohibitive. Proceedings
were instituted before our railroad commission in Minnesota
for the purpose of securing a lowering of the rates, because the
rates were so excessive they froze out practically all the inde-
pendent mining companies. That proceeding proved to be a
failure, because the steel trust billed the ore as one continuous
shipment from the mines down to the lake shore, and in their
ore boats down to the ports on the lower Lakes at Chicago and
Lake Erie. Hence the point was made that our state commis-
sion had no jurisdiction; that the shipment was an interstate
shipment. - The fact is, Mr, President—and I am telling what I
know of my knowledge to some extent—that within our State,
in the matter of railroad transportation of the ore, it is almost
impossible for the independent mining companies to operate.
They are at a disadvantage.

Constantly new iron deposits are discovered. It was sup-
posed until recently that all our iron region was east of the
sources of the Mississippi River, but recently discoveries have
been made west of the Mississippi River, and they are even
approximating to within 756 miles of my own home. But in all
these cases, when the explorers who buy the land discover a
mine, no matter how valuable it may be, their only salvation
is to sell it or lease it to the steel frust, for it is utterly out of
their power to undertake to operate it in competition with the
trust.

Mr, KEAN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Minnesota
yield to me for a question?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly.

Mr. KEAN. I only wanted to ask the Senator, does not the
State of Minnesota get a royalty on all the ore mined?

Mr. NELSON. No, sir; we have in Minnesota——

Mr. KEAN, I merely wanted to ascertain whether that was
a fact.

Mr. NELSON. I will give the Senator the information. The
legislature of Minnesota has, for several years, been trying to
enact what we calla * tonnage tax ; ” that is, to tax the iron prop-
erties by a tonnage tax upon the ore mined. At present iron
properties are assessed in Minnesota on the same principle as
are farming lands; that is, according to the valuation of the
land. It is true they have been incredsing that assessment and
that the mines are now paying a pretty good tax. The legisla-
ture has been trying for years to substitute a system of tonnage
tax in lieu of the present crude system. After a great deal of
effort, the legislature passed such a law at the last session, but
the governor, who is a candidate for the Presidency, or a sort
of candidate for the Presidency [laughter], vetoed that bill
I have nothing to say now, however, about that question.

I want to present to the Senate in a nutshell how I look at
this matter. In the first place, I do not believe that our iron
mines up there need any such protection, for the reason that
they have the matter of transportation entirely in their favor.
As I understand, along the Atlantic seaboard there are a few

-
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independent concerns. I do not know their names, but I know
there are quite a number of them who are trying to compete
in manufacturing pig iron and in manufacturing steel billefs,
or whatever it may be, with the big steel trust, but can not
do so owing to the excessive rate of transportation, which ap-
pears from the hearings here, to be from $2 to $2.50 a ton.
From the Superior mines down to a point where that ore is
reduced, the transportation rates are from $2 to $2.50 a ton.
That railroad transportation is so heavy that it makes it diffi-
cult for the small concerns east of the mountains to compete
with the steel trust.

Another proposition—I may be at sea on that; and, if I am,
some Senator will correct me—as I understand, is that the
Cuban ores, while they do not yield as muech iron as our best
Mesaba ore, yet it has a property, which I believe they call
“nickel "—there is a nickel property in it—in other words, it
is a harder ore and is used to mix with the ore that we produce
in our State in the manufacture of Bessemer steel to harden
it and make it better. I may be mistaken as to that. If I
am, perhaps the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ArpricH] can
correct me.

I believe in fair play. We do not need this protection in
Minnesota. It is a small matter. It amounts, in respect to
Cuban ore, to only 20 cents a ton. We do not need this pro-
tection for our mines on Lake Superior; but it may be of some
help to the competitors of the steel trust on the Atlantic sea-
board, and I, for one, am quite willing to give them that ad-
vantage in order that we may have competition. That is the
way I feel about it. I shall not attempt any revolution if
you make the duty 20 cents a ton; but I think, if we want fo
build up independent competitors of the steel trust, we ought
to give them this advantage; and the people of Minnesota are
perfectly willing to give the independent concerns east of the
Allegheny Mountains this slight benefit and advantage. I hope
some of the representatives from other parts of the country,
when it comes to other properties, will feel as generous as do
the people of Minnesota.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I understand the Senator
from Minnesota to say that this duty would not hurt the people
of Minnesota anyway. So this is a gift that may possibly
benefit the people of Minnesota.

Mr. NELSON. It will indirectly be an advantage to the
State of Minnesota. If the Senator is very inquisitive, I will
say it would be an indirect advantage to the State of Minne-
sota to this extent: It is to the interest of the State of Minne-
sota, as it is to all parts of the country, that the great steel
trust shall have a competitor in this country. If we can stim-
ulate and keep up competitors who are independent of the
steel trust by this little gift, why, in God’s name, not give it
to them?

Mr. GALLINGER. Just a word, Mr. President. In early
days New Hampshire did some mining of ore; but it was long
ago abandoned. It was in the White Mountain region; and
there is a very charming history connected with it that I shall
not rehearse.

I have no interest in this guestion so far as my people are
concerned, unless free iron ore should give a benefit to our
manufacturers; but I am not here, Mr. President, alone repre-
senting the interest of New Hampshire or New England.

The Senator from Minnesota says “ Our iron mines up there
do not need protection.” Mr. President, I am not going to vote
for “up there” on any schedule in this bill. I am going to
vote for what I think is for the best interests of the entire peo-
ple of the United States. I am a protectionist, and, as such, it
will give me great pleasure to vote to put a duty of 25 cents a
ton on iron ore. I only regret that the duty fixed by the Senate
Finance Committee is not the duty which is in the present law.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I favor the proposition of
the House bill, that iron ore should be placed on the free list.
I do so for two reasons, which I shall briefiy state.

The report of the National Conservation Commission, whieh
is attached to the President's message of January 22, 1909,
under the head of * Minerals,” contains the following:

The known sup&g of high-grade iron ores in the United States ap-
proximates 3,840,000,000 tons, which at the present increasing rate of
consumption can not be expected to last beyond the middle of the pres-
ent century.

Mr. President, I am not unaware of the speculative character,
of course, of this information transmitted to us by the Presi-
dent, but I think we ought to take into consideration the prob-
ability that, if this Iinformation is correct, within a compara-
tively short time, measured by the life of a nation or the life
of a republie, the high-grade iron ore in this country will be ex-
hausted and the American people will be at the mercy of for-
eigners,

The other suggestion, Mr. President, to which I have to invite
the attention of the Senate is the testimony of Judge Gary be-
fore the House Committee on Ways and Means last December,
in which he states that the United States Steel Corporation, which
is the greatest combination of capital ever organized in this eoun-
try, now practically controls the iron-ore supply of America. At
page 5515 of the hearings these questions and answers appear :

Mr. {:s‘ocxux. You practically do control the ore supply of the
coun

lirt.rycur. No; not now ; not for the Immediate future.

Mr. CocxraN. Well, the ultimate supply?

Mr. Ganry. Yes; I think so—that Is, pretty nearly. It is not abso-
lute control.

Mr. President, taking this testimony as true, as I do, we have
this great monopoly already in control of the ultimate supply
of the iron ore in this country; and if we place a tariff upon
foreign ore which may come here, no matter how high or how
low, the tendency of that imposition will be to increase the
value of this monopoly and to extend the power of the mo-
nopoly. Not only that, Mr. President, but it might well have
a tendency to shut out competition on the part of whatever in-
dependent companies there may be. This imposition of 25 cents
a ton or 40 cents a ton will, I repeat, have a tendency to in-
crease the value of the property of this combination, and have
a tendeney to fix its monopolistic powers upon the American
people and to deny to the independent iron people the power to
compete with this existing monopoly.

For these two reasons, stated suceinctly, I intend to vote
against the duty, notwithstanding, as a general rule, I am in
favor of a revenue tariff practically upon everything which may
come into the United States. This case is an exception, in my
judgment, because of the control already obtained by this cor-
poration of the ultimate supply of iron ore in this country.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr, President, before the Senator from Texas
takes his seat, I should like to ask him or some other Senator
here, if anybody feels authorized to speak, to answer the in-
quiry as to whether we, as a Senate, intend to sit quiet forever
and make no effort to dissolve the illegal purchase of the Ten-
nessee Coal and Iron Company by the Steel Corporation? I
want somebody to say whether or not we are going to quietly
lie down and quit

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, of course the Senator from
South Carolina is familiar with the fact that the question of the
legality of the absorption was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary ; and while no report, in a purely technical sense, has
been made by that committee, at the same time the views of the
majority of the committee—seven members—have been sub-
mitted in writing and are before the Senate for its consideration.
My recollection is, Mr. President, that six of the members of
that committee stated in writing that, in their judgment, the
absorption was illegal, and one of them—the former Senator
from Ohio, Mr. Foraker—withheld an opinion upon that point.

Mr. TILLMAN. I undersiand that. I remember that broken-
up, disjointed kind of report, without any force or effect; but
even if only one man in this body who is a great lawyer will
continue to fight, the people will not forget, and possibly there
may come a time when a change in the complexion of this body
or something at the Attorney-General's office will bring about
an effort to destroy the monopoly which now exists.

Mr. CULBERSON. I will state to the Senator from Sonth
Carolina that my mind, at least, has not been idle upon this
suggestion. If he will look at the Recorp of this morning, he
will see a suggestion on my part that it is time to know what
the purpose of the Department of Justice is as to the execution
of the antitrust law of the United States. I think that the
present Attorney-General has this information about the steel
trust and the merging of the Tennessee Iron and Coal Company,
but if he has not, Mr. President, and no one else will do so, I
will give him direct and official information with respect to it.

Mr. TILLMAN. In that connection, Mr. President, I desire
to say that the speech of the Attorney-General, to which the
Senator from Texas called attention yesterday morning, would
indicate that he had set out on a new departure from that of
his predecessor, and if obedience to the law shall be the condition
of peace, we ought to have him determine one way or the other,
either by an opinion or by some authoritative utterance, whether
or not he considers there is any oceasion for a suit against this
combination or this monopoly. I hope the Senator, who is a
great lawyer, will not pursue this inguiry by intimation, but
by some kind of positive action whenever, in his judgment, there
is any opportunity or chance of securing any result.

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, if I were sure of the facts as
intimated by the remarks of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cur-
BERSON], I would vote for free iron ore, but I think I can say
that I reasonably know that there is a great deal of iron land
and ore in this country and in my own State that is not con-
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trolled by the steel trust. I believe that to be true, and I be-
lieve also, like the Senator from Texas, in direet methods to
put down aggressors upon the law of the land, and I rejoice
that he is persisting in methods to ascertain the facis and to
apply the law in the case which he has mentioned.

As the matter stands, I shall vote for the very modest tax
of 25 cents a fon on iron ore. It is a revenue fax and nothing
but a revenue tax. It is a small tax of 10 per cent, about half
what was the average tax in the well-known Walker tariff act,
enacted before the war. It is true the amount realized will
not be very great, only some $127,000, but it is consistent with
the prineiples of all parties to vote for this tax, and well to
do it. The fact that the distinguished Senator from Minnesota
[Mr., Nersox] and his colleague from New Hampshire [Mr.
Gairinger] deduced their title through protection opinions and
that I deduce mine as the result of an opposite view makes no
difference. We shall all find before this tariff bill is concluded
that there are interlocks of party votes, as there is one now.
‘Where these occur, it makes no practical difference in result
from what source a man may deduce his opinion. I think that
incidentally—and I have no thought on the subject that I am
not willing to proclaim—I think that incidentally this will be
of some benefit—not very great, but some—to the owners of
iron lands in my State and in other States of this Union. I
know, furthermore, that what the trust wants, and what it pro-
claims that it wants, is free ore. One of Napoleon’s maxims
of war was not to do things you knew your enemy wished you
to do. While I do not esteem myself the enemy of any man, I
am the opponent of certain propositions and of certain men who,
as I conceive, abuse the law. There is good reason in all di-
rections for this tariff; and, so believing, I shall vote for it at
25 cents a ton.

Mr. RAYNER. Before the Senator sits down, may I ask him
a question?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia
¥ield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. DANIEL. Very gladly.

Mr. RAYNER. Does the Senator really think that the United
States Steel Corporation wants free Cuban ore?

Mr. DANIEL. I only get my information, as the Senator
does, from the newspapers.

Mr. RAYNER. What is the Senator’s own opinion about that?

Mr. DANIEL. I do not know.

MZ:. i.EAYNER. I do know that they most decidedly do not
wan

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I shall support the committee’s
proposition on iron ore. I de not think that 25 cents a ton is
too much. I am for a revenue tariff, and it seems that I am
about the only man who ecares for nothing else but a revenue
tariff. I have nothing in the world that I want to protect, and
I would not protect it if I had, because we have no authority
from any source to do it. But in this particular article it is a
revenue producer to some extent, and I do not see why we
should not get that revenue.

There has been a great deal said here about the reasons why
a protective tariff should be levied. Some have said that they
wanted to protect every American industry. We have the
authority of the chairman of the committee for that. Others,
who are called * progressives,” insist upon adherence to the
Republican platform, which fixes the measure of protection as
the amount which marks the difference between the domestic
and the foreign labor wages. Others still want a protective
tariff that will reduce the price to the consumer. I believe
the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island committed him-
self to that statement the other day. I will not hold him to it,
for I thought, in view of what he had said before, that it was
an extremely improvident utterance.

ef“r' ';&LDIUGH. ‘What is the statement to which the Senator
refers

Mr. MONEY. That the object of protection was to lessen
the price of an article to the consumer.

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no.

Mr. MONEY. The Senator did not say that? I myself
thought I must have been mistaken as to that.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator was mistaken. I said that the
effect of protection had been, in the great majority of cases, to
reduce the price to the consumer.

Mr. MONEY. I accept that statement as at least a correc-
tion: but, at any rate, it defeats the purposes of protection when
it does that, for there can be no object in protecting an American
industry in order to make its products cheaper.

Mpr. President, I have here a table, very carefully prepared by
an expert. It takes up the different schedules in the bill and
gives the total value of the product and the total wages paid
under each schedule. The schedule now under consideration

‘;llr:nbraea not only iron ore, but steel and many other articles
metal.

The table only gives the total wages for the whole schedule.
The wages under Schedule O, the metal schedule, are $650,000,000
and the output is worth $3,130,000,000, making the cost of the
labor 20.8 per cent of the value of the product; so that, to
meet the demand of the Republican platform, as stated on this
floor very frequently, the tariff should be just that percentage,
20.8 per cent, that being the percentage of the amount paid to
labor in comparison with the value of the whole finished product.
I shall ask permission of the Senate, as I can not read the table,
to have the Secretary read it. I do so because I want to get
the table into the Recorp in order that other Senators may have
the advantage of it. If it is not correct—and I can not vouech
for any statistics on earth or any book that I have not seen;
it may not be correct all the way through, though I believe it
is as nearly correct as it can be made—it certainly approxi-
mates the truth; but, as I have said, I do not myself pretend to
vouch for any table or any statistics on any subject whatever,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary
will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

Avcerage laber cost of duction of all articles under each schedule and

the total of all schedules of the Senate bill.
Total value of

Behedule— Total wages. products. Per cent.
A—ChemleaM-.....-.<.oiiierisiasanisanan $56,796,143 $767,4001, 17 7.4
B—Earthsand glass. . ... ... __..__. 154,652,713 420,944,040 8.7
(—DMetals 652,100,633 | 3,130,258,195 20.8
) s v SR 378,461,021 393,480,078 27.1
B e e e 23,536,189 413,333 428 5.7
F—TObBRCCO.ceeemmcmececceecmeee o} 62,640,308 831,117,661 18.9
G—Agricultural produets_ ... _____ 100,830,004 | 2,194 833, 804 4.6
H-Hphits. ebe. o 43,934,676 474,487,879 9.3
I—Cotton 217,855,322 | 1,004,00,237 21.56
J—Flax and Hemp 52 27,223 574 185,004,002 14.T
oy ) PR e e 133,060,063 T67, 210,900 17.6
I e e = 26,767,943 183,288,652 20.1
M—Pulp, PADEE . o iiaeneana] 123,903,633 548,957,239 22.6
............................ 273,959,320 | 1,405,686,437 18.8
Total of all schedules......._....| 2,277,838, 543 | 13,270,192,088 17.10

In the above there is no cumulative cost of labor, as it covers all the
labor—in one schedule or another—that goes to the production of the
finished or mannfactured artiele.

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the reason why I have intro-
duced this table at this particular moment is not because of its
particular bearing on the metal schedule more than on any
other, but believing these facts to be approximately as true
as can be had, I want them to be in the Recorp for the ex-
amination of Senators who want to ascertain the truth. The
difficulty that I have had in ascertaining the truth with regard
to any item in the tariff bill has troubled every Senator. With
an honest desire to get at the facts, I have found it almost
impossible to get a fair and eandid statement of the truth from
anybody. People have conversed with me about the different
schedules in the tariff bill on both sides of the question, and
I have never yet been satisfied by the statement that anyone
made, even though he agreed with me as to what was wanted.
I know the infirmities of human nature. These gentlemen come
here with the purpose of advocating their own special interests,
and it would be unreasonable to suppose that they would not
suppress every fact against them and magnify every one in their
favor. It is almost impossible—I would not quite say “im-
possible "—to find a candid statement on any item in this bill.

I do not intend to speak long. I for one am persuaded that
this bill does not provide the revenue demanded by the deficit
of $90,000,000, and which is likely to be $100,000,000 within a
very short time. You can not reduce the expenditures of this
Government; and I venture to say that your next budget, in-
stead of being a billion and thirty-two million dollars, will be a
billion one hundred million dollars. The expenditures are going
on, and they are going on increasingly, and this deficit must be
met;-and in view of that fact I have declared here that I am
for revenue. I am one man, at least, who is for the United
States of Ameriea, and of course next I am for the consumers,
who constitute the greater part of the population of the country.
It is not with any particular reference to the iron schedule that
I am going to speak, but I can not see for my soul why one
article should not bear the burden of taxation as well as an-
other. Why should raw material be exempt from taxation and
wrought material be taxed? If there are benefits from this sys-
tem, they should be as generally diffused as the burdens, and if
we do anything else it will not be fair to the consumer. We can
not shut up the United States and, like two men in jail, become
opulent by swapping pocketknives. Every man is willing to
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pay that which is to support his Government and secure protec-
tion of life, liberty, and property, which is insured to him by
the Bill of Rights in the Constitution of the United States. I
can not understand how a man will want a tax on the things
he makes and want free the material which he buys. What is
the raw material of one is the wrought material of another, as
has been shown here over and over again a dozen times.

I want to say that I am for a tax upon that which will bear
taxation and bring revenue, with some consideration for the
burden that will rest upon the great mass of the American
people, desiring, as I believe everybody should and I hope most
do, that the burden should rest most lightly on the poor and
most heavily upon those able to bear it and who secure more
from this Government than anyone else,

It is embedded in the fundamental law of every nation in the
world, however civilized or however barbarous, that all the
processes which conserve property interests and that which
needs protection should be paid for by the class which has the
money with which to pay.

Certain persons want hides put on the free list. In every
mail I am receiving such letters, and I have received thousands
of letters, most of them prepared by one concern in Chicago,
in favor of free hides. It is a stereotyped letter. I believe I
will just have that read, if I have it.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator from Mississippi
a question? )

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Indiana?

- Mr. MONEY. I did not get up to make a speech; but I yield
for a question.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understood the Sénator to be for the
Senate amendment because it furnishes a revenue, whereas the
House bill would furnish none,

Mr, MONEY. I did not say anything about the House bill.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You did not; but I understood you to
say you were for the Senate amendment because it would fur-
nish revenue,

Mr. MONEY. Yes,

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the position of the Senator from
Virginia. If that be the purpose, I find that the revenue to be
produced by the Senate amendment will be only $127,000,
whereas under the duty provided by the present law it is
nearly double that sum, if not quite that. I will ask the Sen-
ator whether, according to his logie, they should not be for
forty instead of twenty-five?

Mr. MONEY. I am very much obliged to the Senator for
the information, which I had before, however.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator wants revenue, the pres-
ent law produces nearly twice as much as the proposed rate.

Mr. MONEY. We are not considering the present law. We
are amending the present law; and if we are not to amend it,
why all this preparation; why all these meetings and hearings
if we are to go back to the present law? I do not suppose any-
body wants to readopt the Dingley bill. It is totally unnec-
essary. We have it already. It only needs to be left alone, if
that is what you want. I am merely saying, including the iron
schedule incidentally, that I will vote for the duty on iron as I
do for these other things.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President——

Mr, MONEY. If the Senator will permit me to go on with
the remarks I was making, not on iron especially, I ask to have
published here, and I am going to have read, this page. This
is a circular. I do not want the arguments read; they are
not particularly interesting; but I do want this particular
page read.

I want to say that a fictitious sentiment——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President——

Mr. MONEY. I hope the Senator will pardon me. I do not
want to be discourteous, but I desire to finish and sit down. I
am suffering considerably with neuralgia. However, I will hear
the Senator,

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I desire merely to ask a question. In
answer to a question, the Senator said very clearly that we
ought not to go back to the present law; that we were revising
it. If the Senator wants revenue, why revise it on this item,
when the present law will produce nearly twice as much as the
Senate committee amendment?

Mr. MONEY. That would be a pertinent question if I be-
longed to the majority of the committee, But as the minority
never has been asked to help frame the bill, I do not consider
myself responsible for the bill.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Therefore the Senator is voting for the
amendment.

Mr. MONEY. I am not voting for it “ therefore.” I am vot-
ing for it for the reason I gave and not the one that you gave.

I think I will be able to make clear my reason, when I come to
discuss this question. But right in this line I want to send up
and have read this page. I desire to say that a fictitious senti-
ment is being created by machine work, by this endless-prayer
business. BSome gentlemen somewhere have set to work a
bureau and they are flooding the country with cards and papers,
with the result that Senators have been bombarded here as they
were in the House of Representatives on these matters, and a
great clamor has been set up by people who do not know what
is involved, and half of whom do not read the communications
sent to them.

I am not here to listen to anybody’s clamor. I am here to
vote for revenue for this country, which is sadly lacking and
which I do not believe will be furnished by this bill. I will ask
the Secretary to read the circular which is sent out through
my State by this company.

The VICE-PRESIDENT.
quested.

The Secretary read as follows:

DO THIS TO-DAY!

WRITE, AND HAVE YOUR FRIENDS WRITE, EVEN IF YOU HAYE WRITTEN
BEFORE—WRITE AGAIN.

Kindly fill out and return this blank,

THe FLORSHEIM SBHOE COMPANY,
Adams and Clinton streets,
Chicago, U. 8. A.
GENTLEMEN : I have to-day written Senators ANsSELM J. McLAURIN

The Secretary will read as re-

—, 1909.

and H. D. MoxEY, as suggested. I have also secured the promise of
the following friends who will write them. "
Signed "
Address

Mr. MONEY. That is simply the endless-prayer business.

The other is simply asking for free hides. If they will give
us free hides and free leather and free shoes together in one
lump, I might be induced to vote for it, and lose what revenue
might otherwise accrue. I can not see why one thing should be
tuxed and another thing should go free. What, as I said, is the
raw material of one is the finished product of another. Lumber
is considered a manufacture. The furniture made of lumber is
considered a manufacture. Wool is the finished product of the
shepherd. The wool is the raw material of the carder, and the
carded wool is the raw material of the spinner. Yarn is the raw
material of the weaver, the cloth the raw material of the clothes
manufacturer. I do not see why things manufactured should
be taxed for the benefit of somebody and the raw material
which they use should come in free, to the detriment of others.
We must consider the consumer, who, perhaps, ultimately pays
the tax. I believe that is the generally accepted doctrine.

I repudiate the idea that it is a Democratic policy to have a
big free list. I had a letter, a very remarkable letter, from a
gentleman who said that all his life he had been a Democrat,
and that he was for a tariff for revenue, and he immediately
proposed a free list as long as my arm, which would not bring
in any revenue at all. There is nothing Democratic in the idea
that raw material should be untaxed. I suppose every Senator
here is familiar, more or less, with the great struggle with free
trade in England, begun by Huskisson and continued for twenty
years, until Sir Robert Peel, yielding to the irresistible logic of
Cobden, accentuated by the famine in Ireland demanding cheap
food, in 1848 reversed the rule and gave them free trade to some
extent—not what we call “ free trade,” by any means, but what
they ecall *“free trade,” which is free competition and not free
from duty. We speak of free trade. The English have a tariff
two or three pages long, and they get more revenue from it
than we do from our tariff. Their population is only half as
large, and yet they get more revenue than we do. They call
themselves “free traders” because they permit competition.
When they put a tariff on imported articles, they put an excise
tariff on the domestic article. Their prineipal revenue is de-
rived from articles not produced in England, such as tea, coffee,
tobacco, sugar, cocoa, and so forth. Their best tax is the in-
come tax, which last year produced $65,000,000.

During the progress of this strife Sir Robert Peel received
a letter from the north of Scotland, the eastern coast, on the
German Ocean, and the old Scotchman wrote him:

I am a free trader from the top of my head to the soles of my feet;
I want free trade in everything; and you will do the greatest service
you have ever rendered to the poor of the Kingdom if you will put

everything upon the free list and impose no tax at all, except upon
Scotch herring. If you do not put a tax on Scotch herring, t%e Nor-
weglans will drive us out of our trade.

I find a great many north of Scotland men in this body. They
want everything to go on the free list except the things they
have to sell.

I recollect another letter also that they say was received by
Sir Robert Peel from a wealthy merchant in Bristol. The high

tariff made smuggling such a prpﬁtnble industry that the Goy-
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ernment could not put it down; it became, not an enterprise, not
an adventure, but the business of desperate scoundrels, just
as robbing in this country has become a regular business and
has become legalized. The letter was from a noted smuggler,
who became so famous that he was a favorite along both sides
of the channel. This man proposed to him to purchase any
bill of goods in the French market, bring it over, and deliver
the invoice to him, and all he wanted was 10 per cent of the
bill as his profit for transportation. He did not want any
smuggling profits; the smuggler would be satisfied with that.
Would the robbers under our tariff system to-day be satisfied
with a profit of 10 per cent? I do not think so.

That reminds me of a story which I think apropos. A very
poor clergyman who had a family and very little else was
preaching to a very frugal-minded set of parishioners. They
managed to keep the man poor and humble by not paying him
much salary. Every time he went into the pulpit he asked the
leading member of his church, who was a wealthy man, to lend
him $5. He put it in his pocket. When he descended from the
pulpit he repaid the sum. That went on with great regularity.
One day the deacon said:

1 should like to ask you a question. Why do you borrow $§5 ev
time you preach and pay it back as soon as you get out of the pulpit

Shamefaced, the preacher said:

reach at all unless 1 feel some money in
it }tche!lo‘::;s pto somebody else. 4 Y. Dockel Eyen

And so we have the testimony of Senators and of people who
manufacture goods that the manufacturers can not do business
at all unless they feel somebody else’s money in their pockets.
They are not at all satisfied with their profit. They want, by
the express command of the law, to compel others to pay some-
thing to another man in business in which the man who pays
is not interested at all.

I know very well what a tax is. Yet the Supreme Court has
declared that there can be taxation without taxes. In other
words, that Congress can impose taxation upon the people not
justified by the Constitution, and therefore it is not taxation;
and the Supreme Court has sald that whenever this Gongress
lays the hand of the Government upon one man, to take a dollar
from him and give it to another man to advance his enterprise
or private fortune, it is robbery in the form of law. In other
words, the court says it is not legislation, but it is a legislative
decree.

I am reminded now of the declaration made by my distingnished
friend, the chairman of the commiitee, I believe, at the opening
of this debate—mno; it was when pressed by the distingunished
Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEwWLANDS], who made such an ad-
mirable speech yesterday, until he was about to finish. He
asked repeatedly of the Senator from Rhode Island—and it
seemed to me the Senator from Rhode Island lacked his usnal
readiness to mix the issue; he seemed to be reluctant to answer,
but he did answer the question as to what was the controlling
principle in this bill—was that it?—the controlling principle
and motive in framing this bill; and my friend from Rhode
Island said the controlling prineciple in making this bill was to
protect every American industry. That was supplemented a
little by saying he wanted everybody to be given a chance.
I dare him to put that in the title of this bill. I dare him to
write it at the head of this bill, “A bill primarily to protect
every American industry; incidentally or secondarily to raise
revenue for the Government.” If the court passed on such a
bill, it would declare that it was an unconstitutional measure.
Heretofore the title of the bill has never been evolved from
the character of it. It had been arbitrarily put there—to do
what? To make the court accept as its character that to which
it was not entitled by the reading of it, becaunse the court, a co-
ordinate branch of the Government, would never say that Con-
gress had lied about the title to a bill. It will say: “ We must
take the legislative branch of the Government at its word; and
when it entitles a bill, ‘to raise public revenue, and for other
purposes,’ it must mean primarily for public revenues, and that
is what it reads.”

What does the Constitution authorize the Congress to do?
It says that Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes,
imposts, duties, and excises. What for? To pay the public
debt, to provide for the common defense, to provide for the
general welfare—of whom? Of the United States. To pay the
public debt of the people? No. It is ridiculous. For the Gov-
ernment of the United States; and Webster has placed the defi-
nition of a tax to be an imposition or charge levied upon the
people belonging to a society, to defray the expenses of that
society. I want to say that Webster is about as good at defi-
nitions as any lexicographer. While he is not so good on deriva-
tions, he is on definitions.

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Mississippi remember
the first act passed by Congress?

Mr. MONEY. No; I do not. I have not studied it. I will
take your word for it.

Mr. RAYNER. It was an act to encourage manufactures.
If the Senator will let me say a word about that——

ctMr. ALDRICH. I thought the Senator had forgotten that
act,

Mr. RAYNER. The first act was an act to encourage manu-
factures. I understood the Senator from Mississippi to say
that if an act demonstrated upon its face that it levied prohibi-
tory duties under the taxing power, it would be unconstitutional.
I agree with him entirely upon that proposition. Can the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island show any authority or decision to the
contrary? If the act said upon its face that while it purported
to be an act to impose duties, it was really an act to prohibit
importations—and that is what I think the Senator from Mis-
sissippi meant—I say the act would be unconstitutional.

Mr. MONEY. I trust the memory of the Senator from Rhode
Island more than my own. Was that ever brought to the con-
sideration of the Supreme Court? I believe it never was.

Mr. ALDRICH. I will tell you what has been brouglit to the
Supreme Court and decided by it, and that is that the guestion
of the right to levy duties and lay imposts is a matter the
character of which is to be decided by Congress and not by the
Supreme Court.

Mr. MONEY. I have said that before.

Mr, GORE. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. MONEY, Certainly.

Mr. GORE. I merely desire fo say to the Senator from Mis-
sissippi that the first act passed, to which the Senator from
Rhode Island refers, leveled an average duty of about 74 per
cent. The general rate was § per cent. Some duties ranged a
little higher than that; up to 15 per cent.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Oklahoma will study
economic history a little further, he will find that 74 per cent
nnder conditions then existing was higher than any tariff that
has been imposed in this country since.

Mr. GORE. Many of those duties were specific. On shoes,
for instance, it was T4 cents a pair, nothing like so high a
rate as is imposed now; and if the Senator from Rhode Island
is willing to return to the example and the precepts of the
fathers, I have an idea he will find a good deal of company on
this side willing to return to their standpoint.

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to say, in further answer to the
Senator from Oklahoma, that the duties imposed by those early
acts were more nearly prohibitory in their character than those
of any act passed since; and that can be established historically
beyond question.

Mr. MONEY, There was no decision by the court with re-
spect to that bill, nor any issue ever raised upon it, for the reason
that we were then not only in the infancy of our industries, but
in the infancy of our mational life, and the great care of the
people of that day was to malke this country self-sustaining for
its defense. We were then alarmed about the condition of
things because we had lately been emancipated from the yoke
of Great Britain, and every student of American history will
recognize the fact that the whole Revolution was not about free-
dom nor independence. It was resenting taxation. It began in
resenting taxation without representation, and at least one-

‘third of the American Congress did not believe we had any

right to do it. A great many went to the West Indies and
Canada and Ireland and elsewhere. Even Mr. Jefferson, who
afterwards repudiated the whole idea of protection, said he would
like to see a wall around this country for a while, in order
that it might get on its feet and establish those industries
which make an independent nation; in the sense of a nation
which is not dependent on any other nation. That idea he
yielded entirely, because he did not believe in the taxation of
one man for the benefit of another.

It has been said here, I recollect, I think by the Senator
from Montana [Mr. CarTER], a very able and clear-headed
man—and I do not know a man more clear-headed in debate—
that it is useless to go into definitions. But I think it is al-
ways useful to refer to first principles, general principles. We
have been going on with schedules and working on details until
we have lost sight of every principle except that each man can
write in it very largely what he wants,

I was amused by a part of the magnificent speech of the Sen-
ator from Iowa [Mr. Dorriver], which, I believe, lasted two
days, and I was rather astonished to hear his narrative of the
pressure brought upon Mr. McKinley by those wanting pretec-
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tion, and that he threw up his hands in despair and said,
“Write what you want.” I had heard the story, but it was not
that way. There was no despair, but an invitation to every-
body to come in and write what he wanted into the bill, and
they all did. It was exactly in accord with the wishes of the
chairman of the committee, because he was the foremost protec-
tionist in this country. He went so far that protectionists had
to draw him back. He went into the bounty business, youn will
recollect, and that had to be undone by the courts.

Mr. President, I did not rise to speak long. I am not fit to
speak to-day; I have a severe neuralgia. I have been led on
to these remarks, which I hope I will be permitted at some time
to continue, because I should like to speak on this bill purely on
the general principles which gentlemen think are unworthy of
notice. I am not going to support the bill nor follow the com-
mittee. I want a revenue for this Government. It is my duty
so far as it lies in me to raise a duty by taxes of this sort, and
when we have reached that duty I want to stop, and I want the
burden and the enjoyment of the incidental benefits to be ex-
tended as equally as possible, as a matter of common justice
and of common sense, because there is no morality in taxing
one part of the country for the-benefit of another, and there is
no morality in taxing one man for the benefit of another man.
It is not only unconstitutional, but it is immoral.

Mr. President, I will say, as a result of my observations upon
the different tariffs of the world (and I do not pretend to be wise
or deeply read about this matter), that wherever there is a pro-
tective tariff it has built up a system of morality of its own,
and I never found that its rules of morals were in accord with
any other rules of morals, either religious or secular, ever
framed in this world. If has built up a system of morality in
this country that not only is wicked, but it allows to be
done by authority of law what the man who does it would never
do in his private capacity as a citizen. It permits a man not
only to covet his neighbor’s goods, but to take them away from
him by force of law. When we consider that we collected a
little over $300,000,000 last year, and the people of this country
pay in taxation to these protected interests $£2,100,000,000, I
think it is about time we are considering whether we are not
taxing the American people a little too far. If is well enough
to pay one tax, but when the people are bowed down under
two burdens it is time that they should be relieved of one of
them at least. I do not know a man who is unwilling to fill up
his quota to support the Government. I do not know any man
anywhere who will not go out to fight his country's battles,
There is no lack of patriotism and no lack of common courage.
It is one of the commonest attributes of human character. Men
go to battle as cheerfully as they go to feast. They are willing
to pay taxes to support the Government. But when you tell a
man he has to pay to another man, in whom he has no interest,
then he halts and asks you to consider the fairness, the justice,
and the morality of it, and I will say the common honesty of it.

I am not going to talk about robber barons of the tariff and
all that sort of thing. I do not impute dishonesty to men who
want protection by law. Men think about it like the better part
of humanity—the women—think. There is no woman in this

.country, in good society, at least, who is not better than the

best man in it. Everybody knows who has practiced law that
when a good woman goes into court she thinks everything is
right that the law will give her, whether it is right or wrong.
So it is with the protected interests. The law will give it to
them, and though they are the moving power behind the law-
maker, they are perfectly satisfied, and will take the profit—or
plunder, I will say—from other people that they would not take
under any circumstances if left to themselves.

8o I do not intend to indulge in any erimination here against
either Senators or their constituents or their interests. It is a
simple question whether or not we will do justice to the people
of the United States—the 90,000,000 that I think the next census
will give us. Here, with 90,000,000 people, we raise a revenue
not as great as Great Britain raises out of the 45,000,000 people
in the United Kingdom. But there the tax goes into the treas-
ury of the Government; here, three-tenths of it goes into whose
pocket? Not into the Government’s. We all know it does not,
lest we should have a superabundant Treasury; and there is no
surplus of the Treasury, but, on the contrary, there is a deficit.

I want to speak for a moment upon the necessity of raising
revenue; and I want to show, as I think I can, that the attempt
to raise revenue sufficient for the Government by this bill is a
failure. You will be compelled to adopt such a measure as
that proposed by the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. BaiLey],
an income tax, and probably you will have to call in the amend-
ment offered by the distingnished Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. OvErMAN], a head tax upon immigrants. You will have
to do something besides what there is in this bill. = There will

be tax enough put in the bill, but it will not go to the Gov-
ernment. It will go elsewhere. It will swell the already exag-
gerated wealth of men who made their fortunes by this unjust
legislation which we have had upon our statute books so long,

Of course, it is a great thing for us to point with pride to the
fact that no suffering has been the result of protection. I am
not one of those who believe that protection is the cause of the
wealth of the country. I think the country has increased in
wealth in spite of protection, and not because of it. If it has
prospered, that is no argument in favor of protection. You can
not say because the country prospers and the people have this
burden, it has grown faster than if they had no burden at all.
That is a ridiculous inference.

I can show that every free port in the world has enormously
increased, faster than any other port. Take Singapore, the
great entrepdt of the world there in the Malakka Strait. Look
at Hongkong and other ports. The trade that goes there is as
large as that which goes to New York, Hamburg, or any other
great port in the world. Why? Because it is a free port.
Look at the great Venetian commercial republic of the middle
ages. See what a splendid exhibit of wealth and what glory
of literature and art and science was attained because of the
enormous wealth. It is not the best thing in the world to have
$114,000,000,000 of wealth., We would be very much better off
if the 90,000,000 people in this country had it, instead of it being
congested in the hands of a few people. Whenever you make
a millionaire, according to the division of property in the coun-
try, you make paunpers of about 1,000 men, and when you make
100 millionaires, you pauperize 100,000 men. When they are
worth twice that much, it is 200,000 men. It produces a feeling
of unrest all over this country and begets socialism, which never
should have been transplanted from the soil of Europe to this
free and independent Republic, where the avenues of wealth
should be open to every one of its citizens.

But I do not expect to accomplish anything except to let the
country understand, as far as I can make it, that it is not the
most desirable thing to accumulate wealth in order that a few
may get it. It is the great diffusion of wealth that is best for
the country; not the greatest accumulation in a few hands,
but the general distribution to all, where the benefit comes from
it of eduecation, of time for reflection and for reading, for the
contemplation that comes to the man surrounded by objects of
art and learning and all those things which have the greatest
influence for good upon every growing mind.

Now, Congress should tax for the benefit of the greatest number.,
Have you arranged this bill for that purpose? 1Ithinknot. Ido
not believe this bill has been prepared in a single schedule for
the great masses of the people of this country. If it be said
that the Republican platform calls for just that tax that would
pay the cost of the difference between labor abroad and at
home, what does that mean? Does it mean the cost of labor to
produce an article or does it mean the weekly or daily wage? If
it means the wage, it is very deceptive and misleading. If it
means the cost of the labor that goes into the production of an
article, it is very different; and you will find not as much
difference as you probably suppose, because the mass of testi-
mony that I have examined on this point has been cooked to a
great degree and does not represent the truth.

I recollect very well that, I think in 1896, we had this Bureau
of Labor just organized under Carroll D. Wright and had ex-
perts sent all over Europe to get the wages of labor for use in
the great campaign that Mr. MeKinley was leading, to show
that the cost of labor in this country was so much better than it
was abroad, and that our people prospered in the American
mode of life as against the pauper labor of the whole world.

The reports were made. They were printed in a large edition,
Did anybody ever see a copy of that edition? Some few got it,
but it went to the Republican executive committee. It did not
suit the necessities of the campaign, and that edition was de-
stroyed and a new edition with enlarged figures to meet the
exigencies of that campaign was used. It had an effect, I have
no doubt, upon the voters. Yet we have information which is
not always considered. There is too much haste generally, but
we are told that in some of the protected industries, at some of
the large millg, there were placards stating that the mill was
closed until it was known that Mr. McKinley was elected.

Just think of that! That was a persuasive argument to the
man who had worked and was anxious to work, and though he
had been carrying torches and transparencies and hurrahing
for Bryan, at the last moment, under this pressure, he was
brought to vote for McKinley. That is not a good condition in
a free country.

Now, Mr. President, I want everybody to prosper by this
tariff. I am not one of those men who dislike to see anybody
do well. I hope every protected industry will do well. It will
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be a sad thing, indeed, if nobody gets the benefit of this pro-
tective scheme. So I hope they will prosper. I do not grudge
them one solitary cent. But there must be something done for
the United States Treasury, and it ought to be relieved. The
90,000,000 of people who are paying this tax do not get a single
compensatory feature, They do not get anything by it. They
are not expected to do so, either, and nobody seems to care very
muech whether they do or not.

Mr. President, I did not intend to say anything. I will close.
I leave the floor with the hope to return to this subject again.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I have been almost startled
by the divergence of opinion in the Senate about the amount of
available iron ore in the United States. The very foundation
of all our arguments upon the question of the tariff on iron ore
is based primarily upon the amount of available iron ore in the
United States. s

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp] quoted
from a recent speech made by the president of the Great
Northern Railway, in which he stated that the available or
merchantable iron ore in the States of Minnesota, Michigan,
and Wisconsin amounted to only about 1,500,000,000 tons, Im-
mediately we had figures given by the Senator from Michigan
to the effect that those three States have available iron ore
amounting to about 265,000,000,000 tons. There is quite a dif-
ference between 1,500,000,000 tons of available ore and 265,000,-
000,000 tons in the same area. Until we can find something
about the real fact we are at a little loss to find a basis for any
logical argument.

I want to call attention to a portion of the address by Mr.
Hill which was mentioned by the Senator from South Daketa.
I wish to say in connection with it that the man who can tell
you at a moment's notice the exact number of pounds of coal
that it takes to move one ton of merchandise between any two
points upon his entire line of railway and who compufes so
closely that he is able to figure out the power that is necessary
to lift a given amount of merchandise over a hill and a moun-
tain, and then estimate with mathematical accuracy the cost
of what it will take to move that mountain or go through it,
and to demonsirate then whether it will be profitable to still go
over or to go under, is liable to be conservative in every one of
his estimates.

I have no reason to believe from my acquaintance with the
man, and from my knowledge of his broad views on every na-
tional and international question, and on every point affecting
our resources and our commerce, that it is possible for him to
have got so far away from the truth as is indicated in the argu-
ments upon this floor. I want to call attention, as I suggested,
to his remarks upon the available iron ore in the United States,
Speaking on this subject he says:

The prospect of the mighty iron interest is even more threatening
and more sure. Our available iron deposits have been carefully cata-
loguned. All the fields of national importance have been known for at
least twenty years. Within that time their boundaries and probable
capacity have been estimated, and the whole country has been pros-
pected for this king of minerals. The most reasonable computation of
scientific authority affirms that existing production can not be main-
tained for ﬂttir years, assuming that all the available iron ore known to
us is mined. In fact, the limitation is likely to be less than that period.

In speaking of the same deposits, and I especially call the at-
tention of the Senator from Michigan to that proposition, he
BAYS:

Now, the main iron deposits in this country are those in the Lake
Superior region. These furnish nearly or quite three-fourths of the
entire product of the United States. Deprived of these, our output
would shrink to a beggarly 10,000,000 tons or 80 a year—

This was September 3, 1906—

and these deﬁusus are not veins of unknown depth and richness, but
moles or pockets of ascertalnable volume. There is within reach pos-
sibly 1,500,000,000 tons of merchantable iron ore in the deposits of
Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan. This will keep our industry
golng, supposing consumgtiou to remain stationary, for thirty or fort
years. In the year 1950, as far as our own resources are concerne{{
will approach an ironless vl:fe' For a population of 200,000,000 people,
our home supply of iron will have retreated almost to the company of
the precious metals. -

The very day after that argument is made upon the assump-
tion of the available ore in the United States come the Senators
from Michigan and show or attempt to demonstrate, at least,
that there are about 265,000,000,000 tons of iron ore in those
three States. Am I correct there?

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from North Da-
kota yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly; I want to get a correct state-
ment, as nearly as I can.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not want to quarrel with the
statement of Mr. Hill. He undoubtedly thought he was making
a correct statement. But I do not understand that Mr. Hill is
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in the iron business or that he is as familiar with that business

as he is with the cost of transportation.

However, I wish to say for the benefit of the Senator from
North Dakota and other Senators, that we have in the State of
Michigan alone 135,000,000,000 tons of iron ore, and if we ex-
haust it at the rate of 42,000,000 tons a year, which is the pres-
ent output, it will take, as anyone may figure it, about three
thousand years to exhaust our supply.

It is a well-known fact that the deposits in Minnesota are
greater than ours, and it is well known that the deposits in
Wisconsin, Tennessee, and Alabama are very large.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr, President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan
yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am in the time of the Senator
from North Dakota.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from North Da-
kota yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. McCUMBER. I will yield. I am trying to get informa-
tion on this subject.

Mr. CURTIS, I desire to ask the Senator if the people of
Minnesota can get along without a duty on iron ore, why can
not the people of Michigan?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. With all due respect to the voice
you have heard, I think it would be a misfortune to the people
of Minnesota. But if the Senator from Kansas will give me
his attention for one moment I will demonstrate to him, with
the permission of the Senator from North Dakota, that every
single penny you take off from the duty on iron ore will inure
to the personal, direct advantage of Mr. Schwab and his asso-
ciates. If the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Min-
nesota desire to present Mr. Schwab with the millions that the
Treasury of the United States needs, well and good. I can not
prevent it.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
kota yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly.

Mr. CURTIS. I understand from the schedule furnished that
the revenues would not be one million, but only about one hun-
dred and some-odd thousand dollars.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am trespassing upon the time
of the Senator from North Dakota, but there is so much mis-
information on that subject, I just want to halt long enough to
correct a false impression. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
NerLsox] said there were 585,000 tons of iron ore imported from
Cuba last year, according to this statement.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I should like to have some
information. I see that in the hearings on the scheduie of
“ Metals and manufactures of ” one Mr. Frank Samuel says:

The importation of iron ore to the United States paying a duty of
40 cents per ton for the year 1906 was 1,000,390 tons, and for 1907
1,229,168 tons. Of the tonnage specified, 639,362 tons were shlppeti
from Cuba in 1906 and 657,133 tons in 1007. The production of iron
ore during the same period In America was 47,749,728 tons in 1906
and 51,720,619 tons in 1907. The greater part of ore Imported was
for special purposes, for which the American ore could not be used,
and a further tonnage of the ore was again exported in finished mate-
rial, for which the manufacturer recelved in return the 90 per cent
duty. The revenue derived by the United States for the Importation
of ore is, consequently, a small factor.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will the Senator from North Da-
kota permit me to answer that statement? It is so simple that
1 do not want to have to repeat it again in this Chamber. All
of the ore that has been received into this country from Cuba
has come from Santiago, about 587,000 tons. The duty on that
is very small, but in the Province of Cardenas, where Mr.
Schwab and the Pennsylvania Steel Company own these ore
deposits, they say, in their own sworn testimony, that the de-
posits are greater than on the Mesabi Range, and that the
quality is better than the iron on the Minnesota Range. Sup-
pose we open the door and let this ore in without restriction.
Suppose there is now taken from the Mesabi Range 26,000,000
tons of ore a year. Suppose you throw the bars down and
that there is received from Cuba 10,000,000 tons of ore, the
supply necessary for the Bethlehem and the Pennsylvania Steel
Company's works. What would be the duty that this Govern-
ment ought to collect upon this ore from Cardenas? On the
basis of the present amendment it would be $2,500,000. On
the basis of the present tariff it would be $4,000,000.

Mr. Schwab says they own that iron ore, and that they can
get it here 32 cenfs a ton cheaper with the duty off than they
can get it now. He also says that they ean put the Cardenas
ore into the Pittsburg market fit the same price as the Lake
Superior ore now, with duty added. Then why should we put
into the hands of Mr. Schwab two and one-half million dollars of
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duty, at 25 cents a ton on 10,000,000 tons of Cuban ore, when
we need the revenue to run our Government? Does any Senator
here wigh to make a present to poor Mr. Schwab of two and one-
half million dollars a year?

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Curpersox] said this afternoon
that if he believed that the removal of the duty would insure
competition, he would favor its removal, as he wanted to break
down this monopoly. Mr. President, Mr. Schwab, in his testi-
mony before the Committee on Ways and Means, said that he
was a stockholder in the United States Steel Company. Every
man in this Chamber knows that he was once the president of
that company.

The testimony shows that he took pay for the Carnegie steel
plants in the bonds and stocks of the United States Steel Com-
pany, and there is no evidence to show that he has disposed .of
them. If Mr. Schwab owns the Cardenas mines and the Steel
Company owns 45 per cent of the Lake Superior and Mesabi
mines, by throwing down the tariff you join and strengthen
these two interests. That there is a certain community between
them there can be no doubt; and if the Government is willing
to hand over to Mr. Schwab the duty that we ought to collect
from him for the benefit of all the people of our country, I
mistake the temper .of the Senate,

Mr. President, I have trespassed altogether too long upon the
courtesy of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumper].
He is very patient, very kind, and indulgent. The Senator from
South Dakota yesterday, standing in his place, spoke, as he said,
for the people, asking why should the American people want
Mr, Schwab to pay any duty on his foreign iron ore. I ask, Mr.
President, in the name of reason, why we should augment his
huge fortune at the expense of the Treasury of our country?

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, having disposed of Mr.
Schwab, I now return to the topic of our conversation before we
reached that illustrious gentleman. We were speaking at that
time about the available iron ore in the United States, and the
Senator from Michigan [Mr. SyrrH] said that while Mr. Hill
was a man of large experience, and due eredit might be given to
his testimony, he was not a dealer in or a manufacturer of iron.
Well, Mr. President, as the head of a great transporting com-
pany, his life study has been concerning the resources of this
country which his company must transport, and he has studied
that question very thoroughly. If the Senator will turn to the
last sheet of this little pamphlet [exhibiting] containing his
argument, he will find here about twenty different authorities,
jncluding the Iron Age, the Mineral Industries, the Scientific
American, and so forth, which have been studied by him in
getting up this prospectus for the American people; and he
states that every pocket of iron ore in the United States has
been earefully surveyed and catalogued, so that he knows about
how much there is.

Now comes another statement—and I agree with the Senator,
extravagant as the statement seems—that instead of thirty
years' time being required for the consumption of the iron ore
in the United States, at the present rate of consumption it will
take three thousand years to exhaust it.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is, for the exhaustion of the
ore in Michigan alone.

Mr. McCUMBER. That is the ore in Michigan alone, but I
am estimating it upon the basis, as stated by the Senator's col-
league [Mr. Burrows], of there being about 300,000,000,000 tons
in the United States. If the present output would exhaust in
thirty years a supply of 1,000,000,000 tons, 30,000,000,000 tons
would require thirty times as long, and 300,000,000,000 tons
would require very much longer.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
kota yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I merely wanted to call the Senator's
attention to the slight discrepancy of three thousand years be-
tween his estimate and that of the senior Senator from Michigan

[Mr. Burrows] this morning, about three hours ago. It would
take, according to the senior Senator from Michigan, six thou-
sand years to exhaust the iron ore—

Mr. GALLINGER. That was all the iron ore in the country.

Mr. BEVERIDGE (continuing). But later, according to the
junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Saarra], it will take three
thousand years.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from Michigan also included
another output in Cuba, which would run, perhaps, a hundred or
more years. .

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, no—

Mr., BEVERIDGE. It was six thousand years two or three
hours ago, and it is three thousand years now. Maybe the
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp] was not so very

far wrong after all. When we find gix thousand years reduced
to three thousand years in two short hours, maybe we shall
find in a few hours more that the six thousand years will
dwindle to the few score of years stated by the Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. CRAWFORD].

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Evidently the Senator from In-
diana did not listen to what my colleague [Mr. Burrows]
said.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I may be wrong about it, and, if I am, I
will withdraw it.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yhat my colleague said was this,
that the estimated amount of iron ore in the United States
was about 365,000,000,000 tons, and on the basis that we are
now consuming, it wounld last about six thousand years.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And now the Senafor says it svill last
three thousand years. So I say six thousand years is——

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Indiana is con-
fused.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know but that I am. Anybody
would be—six thousand years reduced to three thousand years
in two hours. It is awful.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. That related to the iron ore in the
entire country. The iron ore in the State of Michigan alone is
185,000,000,000 tons, and in the county of Marquette alone, one
single county of our State, it is 71,000,000,000 tons. On the
basis of 42,000,000 tons a year, the Senator from Indiana, who
is very good at figures, may figure for himself how long it would
last in Michigan alone.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit, I am figuring
on some other things, and I will let other Senators do their
figuring upon this. I just called attention—it was confusing, I
am confused, and everybody is confused—to the fact that about
two hours ago, according to the senior Senator from Michigan
[Mr. Bureows], it would take six thousand years; and now,
two hours later, according to the Senator from North Dakota,
it will take three thousand years.

Mr, McCUMBER. No; not according to the Senafor from
North Dakota. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I made the esti-
mate which I stated——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You said three thousand years.

Mr. McCUMBER. No; I said according to the estimate made
by Mr. Hill upon the same basis, computing the tonnage that
is given by the Senator from Michigan, that, instead of thirty
years, it would take three thousand years.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senators are tossing figures of thou-
gsands of years around here very recklessly. I heard six thou-
sand years fixed this morning as the period when it would be
exhausted, and now it is placed at a period of three thousand
years when it will be exhausted. So I am not so sure that the
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp] was not right
after all. Maybe it is forty years, because at this rate of geo-
metrieal progression it will not be ten years, if we keep in ses-
sion until 5 o'clock.

Mr. MoCUMBER. I am not denying the statement of the
Senator. I am——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to remind Sen-
ators that the stenographer can not report the speeches when
four Senators are talking at once.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I had the floor, with the permission of
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumeer]. Now, we
learn that the Senator from North Dakota does not agree with
the Senator from South Dakota.

Mr. McCUMBER. I am afraid I can not allow the Senator
from Indiana to say just what my position is on that point. If
the Senator will give me time, I will perhaps elucidate it.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That will be all right, if the Senator will
only reconcile these thousands of years that the Senator from
Michigan and others are tossing around here, so that we can
get down to the Senator from South Dakota’s estimate of forty
years.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator must understand that it is
impossible to reconcile such wide divergences.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thought so.

Mr. McCUMBER. That is the reason I am quoting them.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I see.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
kotn yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. McCUMBER. I do.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I want to say to
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Beveripee], once for all, that
the deposits of iron ore could not be exhausted in the time
stated by Mr., James J. Hill, for the simple reason that our
borings and our development, and the present ore in sight in
one county in our State, with which I am very familiar, and
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through the mines of which I have been, demonstrate that there
are 71,000,000,000 tons in the mines in Marquette County alone;
and, if worked at the present rate of 40,000,000 tons a year,
would run censiderably over the estimate suggested. We have
275,000,000,000 tons in Michigan, Minnesota, and Wisconsin.
Dividing that upon the present basis of output, it would last up-
ward of six thousand years.

Mr, TILLMAN. Is not that enough? [Laughter.]

Mr. SMITIH of Michigan. It does not seem to be enough to
convince some people that there is no danger of immediate ex-
haustion.

Mr, TILLAAN,
mit me——

The VIOE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
kota yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. McCUMBER. With pleasure,

Mr, TILLMAN. Had we not better address ourselves to tak-
ing care of the present Americans and leave our remote posterity
to look out for some substitute for iron ore if the mines of Mich-
igan, Minnesota, and Wisconsin can not furnish enough?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
kota yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr, McCUMBER. I do.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from South Carolina
understands that the Senator from North Dakota——

Mr., TILLMAN. Was lamenting the probability——

Mr. SMITH of Michigan (continuing). Was quoting from an
authority which contended that we must conserve our iron ore,
because it would disappear in fifty years. To offset that, which
I do not believe is correct, I made this comparative statement,
based upon the reports of the Geological Survey.

Mr. TILLMAN. I understood all that; and I have been very
much interested to discover that we are so wealthy in iron ore;
that we have got such an immense guantity of it. We have
also got a little patch or two of it down in SBouth Carolina.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There was just a little difference, Mr,
President, according to Senators, as to this process of exhaus-
tion, of five thousand nine hundred and fifty years—just a
little discrepancy of that kind.

Mr. McCUMBER. There seems to be a little bit of difference
of opinion about the amount of irop. ore left in this country.

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. McCUMBER. I do.

Mr. RAYNER. I desire just now to make a correction.

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. RAYNER. There has been a controversy as to the sup-
plies of iron ore. If Senators will look back at the speech of
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp] they will find
that he was not talking about iron ore at all, but that he was
talking about lumber.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator is mistaken.
both iron ore and lumber.

Mr. RAYNER. Just wait. It will not take me a moment.
I will read the colloquy. It is as follows:

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the Senator, earlier in his very admirable
address, indicated at what tperiod of years in the future our stock of
iron ore will be exhausted if the consumption keeps on increasing as at
present. I merely want to ask now, so that I may fix it in my own
mind, how soon that will be? Did the Senator say about forty years?
It is very important.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I referred to lumber—seventy years, if the consump-
tion goes on at the Rmsent rate; but if the accelerated ratio of increase
is maintained it will be exhapsted in thirty years.

The Senator from South Dakota was talking about lumber;
he was not talking about iron ore at all. [Laughter.]

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator will find——

Mr. RAYNER. No; I will not find it, either.

Mr. McOUMBER. I think the Senator will find, when he
goes through the entire address, that the Senator from South
Dakota also discussed the question of iron ore, as well as lum-
ber and other products. But if he failed to put in the figures,
I will give them again for the benefit of the Senator from
Maryland and for the benefit of the Senator from Michigan.

Mr. RAYNER. There is such a great discrepancy between
thirty years and six thousand years that I think we might
agree on some compromise,

Mr. McCUMBER. Very well. I am trying to give the Sen-
ator the material upon which he can base his compromise, and
I shall be very glad if he will give us the definite information.

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
kota yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

If the Senator from North Dakota will per-

He spoke about

Mr. RAYNER. I should like to know, Mr. President, whether
we are to be protected for the next six thousand years? That
is the information I am after.

Mr. McOUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. ArpricH].

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I can suggest the proper basis for
a compromise. In the Iron Age of April 29, 1909, published just
a few days ago, the chief geologist of the United States Geolog-
ical Survey, Mr. Hayes, makes an estimate of the amount of iron
ore that is in sight in the United States.

Mr. McCUMBER. I think that was given by the Senator
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows].

Mr. ALDRICH. All right. Mr. Hayes estimates the fron ore
in sight at 80,000,000,000 tons, and at the present rate of pro-
duction that would only last for fifteen hundred years.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is a new figure. First, we had
six thousand years, then three thousand, and now one thousand
five hundred.

Mr. KEAN. But that refers to the iron ore in sight.

Mr. ALDRICH. That is ore now in sight.

Mr. RAYNER. Then we will have to levy a duty on it, ac-
cording to the Senator from Rhode Island, for one thousand five
hundred years. I just want to get straight on this matter.

Mr. ALDRICH. And that ore, I will say to the Senator, is
contained in 86 different States.

Mr. RAYNER. No matter in how many different States it is
contained, the duty will have to continue for one thousand five
hundred years, and to increase as the product diminishes,

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I think that we would find
our line of compromise not upon the extremes, but by taking
into consideration what was in the mind of Mr. Hill as evi-
denced by his remarks as to what was the amount of the avail-
able iron ore. Some Senators would say that the available iron
ore to-day, or the merchantable iron ore, is that which con-
tains about 50 per cent of pure iron, and that which does not
contain that percentage, although it is greatly in excess of
high-grade ore, is at present unmerchantable iron ore, which
we may reach by some system in the future. At some future
time, when we have exhausted our 90 and our 50 and our 40
per cent iron ore, it may be profitable to use 25 per cent ore.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I was speaking, if the Senator will
permit me, of 30 per cent ore.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— ;

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
kota yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. McCUMBER. In a moment. The Senator from Michi-
gan makes his basis upon 30 per cent ore, but we can scarcely
call that available iron ore under present conditions.

Mr. NELSON. I wanted to call the attention of Senators,
while they are on this subject, to the fact that I read in a news-
paper a short time ago that, by the aid of the modern telescope,
they had discovered large deposits of iron ore on the planet
Mars; but there is a question as to how it can be utilized.
[Laughter.]

Mr. KEAN.
can utilize it.

Mr. GALLINGER. They need not overcome it; they can just
tumble it off.

Mr. McCUMBER. I want to call the Senator’s attention now
to the basis of Mr. Hill's calcnlation. He says:

In 1870 the Unlted Btates produced a little more than 3,000,000 tons
of iron ore. It increased by about 150 per cent for each decade to 1800.
As late as 1895 it was a trifle short of 15,000,000 tons. In 1902 and
1903 it was, in round numbers, 35,000,000 tons, and last year—

That is, the year 1905—
it rose to about 42,000,000 tons. At this rate, as all the trade sta-
tistics indicate, and as our present policy and growth in population
require, it will reach 50,000,0&) tons aﬁnost lmme‘ﬁately.

That prophecy is borne out by the statement of the Senator
from Michigan, who, I believe, said it amounted last year to
about 58,000,000 tons, or over 50,000,000 tons. -

Mr., SMITH of Michigan. About 42,000,000 tons from Mich-
igan alone.

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; but I mean the production in the
United States.

Mr. Hill proceeds to say:

By every sible m we a 11
by :{ tarid‘ tggst plncese:nl?onnetg 11;?3 i%?g%t;?lgtg: %urm&gogau?:pgud:plg
of both coal and iron, thus prohibiting recourse to outside supplies and
compelling the exhaustion of our own reserve.

Mr. President, I am a little inclined to doubt the statement
that the iron supply of the United States is going to last for
thousands of years, I have as much confidence in what I have
read here from the statement of a man who has given the mat-
ter especial study as to the available iron ore in the United

Just overcome the law of gravitation and they
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States as I have in the statistics that have been read here to-
day. I know concerning the things which I can see. I can tell,
as any other man can tell, something about the supply of timber
and its rapid exhaustion in the United States; but I must leave
to those who have made special study of the subject the ques-
tion of the supply of ore under the surface of the earth. Be-
lieving, however, Mr. President, that the available iron supply
will be exhausted in probably less than one hundred years,
with the accumulating population of the United States, still I
am not prepared to say that a duty of 25 cents a ton on iron
ore would seriously, if at all, affect the importation of such ore.

I said a few days ago, in discussing those great resources of

the country which I believed were likely to be exhausted in a
comparatively few years, that we ought not to levy any duty
that would accelerate that exhaustion. If I believed that a
small duty upon iron ore, such as 25 cents a ton, would seriously
interfere with its importation, from my standpoint I would not
even vote for the 25 cents per ton duty. In the lucid argument
of the Senator from Michigan upon that subject, he said that
iron ore from Cuba could be placed in Pittsburg at a less cost
for transportation than the Mesabi mines could place their
own product in Pittsburg. If that is true, the duty of 25 cents
a ton will not prevent the importation,

He also showed, Mr. President, how cheaply iron ore could
be mined in Cuba, calling especial attention to the fact that it
needed only the removal of a slight covering for a space of 15
feet when ore could be taken out by a steam shovel, transported
only about 13 miles, there loaded into a vessel for water trans-
portation to New York and to every place on the coast. With
the cheaper production in Cuba—and I believe it is slightly
cheaper—then, even with a duty of 25 cents a ton, iron ore
could come into this country in competition with American
iron ore east of the Alleghenies, but it could not, in my opinion,
come in serious competition with the iron ore produced on the
shores of Lake Superior.

I do not believe that iron can be produced any place upon
the face of the earth cheaper than it can be produced along the
ghores of Lake Michigan, That being the case, Mr. President,
as I said some time ago, I do not believe that we will prevent
the importation of Cuban iron ore by the small duty of 25 cents
a ton. Therefore I will vote for that small duty, as our Demo-
cratic friends would say, on the basis of a tariff for revenue
only, because I think we will get some revenue without in any
way injuring or accelerating the destruction or the exhaustion
of our mines in this country.

Mr. RAYNER obtained the floor.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President——

Mr. RAYNER. I do not think I want to speak any more at
this time on this subject. Does the Senator from Nevada de-
sire the floor.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should be glad to make a few remarks
NOW.

Mr. RAYNER. Very well; I yield to the Senator.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr, President, I find from the schedule
which has been presented to us by the committee that the total
duties collected on iron ore under the present law amount to
about $400,000 and that the estimated revenue on iron ore under
the Senate committee amendment will be about $250,000. I as-
sume that that estimate is based upon the assumption that the
importations will not increase, but that the importation in tons
will be about the same as under the present law. I take it for
granted that under any reduction of this tariff the importations
will increase, and it is altogether probable that the duties col-
lected under the proposed amendment will equal the duties col-
lected under the existing law. It is true, Mr. President, that
the existing duty and the proposed duty are revenue duties;
and, so far as I am concerned, I am disposed to vote for all
revenue duties; but there are exceptions to that general rule,

There never has been a tariff bill framed, whether by the
Republican party or by the Democratic party, that did not con-
tain a large free list; but the question in this case is, whether
there are conditions which warrant us in sacrificing this reve-
nue of $250,000 under the estimate of the committee and putting
this article upon the free list. So far as I am concerned, I
think that such conditions do exist.

We were all amazed at the statement made by Mr. Gary, the
president of the steel trust, to the effect that that organization
practically controls the iron supply of this country, or will con-
trol it in the future. We all realize that that is the greatest
combination and trust and monopoly that has ever been organ-
ized in the history of the world. We have the statement of
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Oriver], who comes
from a region familiar with the organization of trusts and
monopolies, that it is almost impossible to organize one of these
great combinations unless you can control the raw material;

and we have the statement to that effect of another Senator
who is familiar with the operations of these great organizations,
This accounts for the power and strength of the steel combina-
tion., It has added to that power and strength duging the last
year by acquiring the properties of the Tennessee Coal and
Iron Company.

Now, just to the extent that we encourage the importatiom
of foreign ore we will diminish the control of the steel trust
over the supply of iron ore, admittedly the very basis of the
monopoly which it exercises. The only argnment urged against
that suggestion is that the iron ore on the outside is also
owned by a great organizer of trusts, Mr. Schwab, and the sug-
gestion is made that he was originally interested in the steel
trust; that it is not as yet disclosed that he has parted with
that interest, and we are led to infer that ultimately these
two great trusts will come together and will control the supply
of iron, both foreign and domestic.

It is true that that contingency may ocecur, but it is not upon
us now; and I do not propose, g0 far as I am concerned, to
vote upon an apprehension regarding the future, to vote upon
an assumption which is not yet realized, and may not be real-
ized. I assume that when that contingency does take place, the
Government, driven by public opinion, will act decisively with a
view to the dissolution of that trust and that the inquiry set
on foot by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] regarding
this domestic trust, if it at present halts, will not halt when it
adds to its present great property not only the acquisition of the
Tennessee Coal and Iron property, but the acquisition of the
entire source of foreign ore supply.

I shall therefore not be led away from my purpose by the
suggestion of the Senator from Michigan, that, in endeavoring
to escape the monopoly of the domestic trust, we will throw our-
selves in the arms of Mr. Schwab, who, according to his claim,
owns the sources of foreign supply. But I can not believe that
these sources in Cuba are the only sources. There must be
sources of supply elsewhere—in Central America, in South
Ameriea, in Africa, in various regions of the world—which have
not yet been scientifically explored, and just to the extent that
we relax the grasp of the steel trust upon the raw material,
which stands at the base of its trust organizations and which
gives it the means and the opportunity of monopolistic control,
just to that extent will we impair its efficiency in monopolistic
control.

So, Mr. President, I shall vote for putting this article upon
the free list, as the House committee did and as the House itself
did; and failing in that, I shall vote for the lowest duty possible.

I understand the parlinmentary status to be that there is a
committee amendment providing for a duty of 25 cents a ton
on iron ore, which is intended to take the place of the House
provision putting iron ore upon the free list, and that the Sen-
ator from Mississippi has moved an amendment to that amend-
ment reducing the duty to 20 cents per ton. I imagine at this
stage of the proceedings it is not possible to make any further
amendment, and that the only thing left for us to do is to adopt,
if we can, the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi, and
then refuse to adopt the entire paragraph. I ask the Senator
from Rhode Island whether it is possible as a matter of parlia-
mentary proceeding now to have a vote on the question of put-
ting it upon the free list, and what the form of the amendment
should be?

Mr. ALDRICH. It can be gotten at very easily by voting
down the amendment of the Senator from Mississippli and of
the committee. We would thereby practically put it on the
free list.

Mr. NEWLANDS. By voting down both amendments?

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes.

Mr. NEWLANDS. The difficulty with that would be that
those who are opposed to any duty at all would refuse to sup-
port the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc-
LaAuriN], and then the duty fixed by the committee would stand,
and if we had not enough votes to put it on the free list and
at the same time had enough votes to reduce the duty we would
lack the accomplishment of both. I do not profess to be much
of a parliamentarian. I am only anxious to reach this question
in some practical way, and I do not want to divorce those who
are in favor of a reduction of duty in such a way as to make
the committee amendment practically triumphant, although a
majority of this body may be in favor of a reduction of the
duty.

I should like to have the suggestion of the Senator from New
Hampshire as to the method of procedure.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Nevada was looking
my way, and I smiled in return to his gracious look, but the
only matter that was in my mind at that point was to ask the

Senator if he would not be willing to let us have a vote now.
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Mr. KEAN. Let us have a vote.

Mr. PENROSE. Question!

Mr. BAILEY. I will oblige the Senators in a moment.

Mr. President, I intend to vote for a duty of 25 cents per ton,
which is equivalent to an ad valorem of 10 per cent on im-
go:‘ted iron ore, and I desire very briefly to state my reasons for

oing so.

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Moxey] has very well
stated what I think ought to be the position of every Democrat.
I think we all ought to favor every duty which is fixed below
a protective rate and which will produce any revenue to the
Treasury, I am utterly unable to comprehend how a Democrat
who professes to believe in a tariff for revenue can obtain his
consent to vote to place on the free list the raw material of
the most gigantic trust on the American Continent. I under-
stand, of course, the force of the suggestion that the trust,
having its raw material, may be interested in having a duty
imposed upon the imported article, but a moment's reflection
will convince us that that is a mistake. If you make it pos-
sible to import iron ore below the cost of production to the
steel trust, the steel trust will simply close up its mines and
import the ore, if it can import it cheaper than it can pro-
duce it.

Besides, if there is any present danger of the exhaustion of
the iron mines, then the best investment the steel trust could
make would be to lock up its own mines and import its ore free
of duty.

Suppose fifteen years ago a lumber company having timber
lands of its own and timber lands from which it could purchase
its mill supply had left its own forests untouched and bought
the timber of its mneighbors; it would have realized a much
larger profit on the lumber which it kept than it would have
realized on the lumber which it cut. In other words, the in-
crease in the price of the raw material would be an immense
profit upon the investment. And so it would be as to iron ore.
If there is any real danger of the early exhaustion of the iron
mines, the trust could well afford to discontinue the operation
of its mines, reserving them for use after it had exhausted its
near-by sources of supply, as it would be certain to do if it could
import from abroad cheaper than it could produce it itself. As
long as the trust is left to import iron ore free of duty, I can not
conceive how you are going to facilitate competition against it
by giving to others only the privilege which the trust itself can
and will exerecise.

Mr. RAYNER. How does the Senator from Texas explain,
then, that the United States Steel Corporation is fighting free
iron ore and taking every possible step it can in favor not only
of 25 cents but of a higher duty? I know that to be a fact.

Mr. BAILEY. I do not know that to be a fact.

Mr. RAYNER. The Senator may be able to explain it.

Mr. BAILEY. I do not know it to be a fact, and therefore
I would not undertake to explain it. I have not myself seen
any evidence of it.

Mr. RAYNER. I know it to be a fact that the United States
Steel Corporation is not only in favor of 25 cents, but of more
than that.

Mr. BAILEY. How does the Senator know that to be a fact?

Mr. RAYNER. I have heard it from a hundred different per-
sons and read it in a hundred different newspapers.

Mr. BAILEY. I understood the Benator to say to-day that
he would not believe anything he heard on this question.

Mr. RAYNER. I might not believe anything I heard when
the witnesses were before the Ways and Means Committee, but
when by the common information that is imparted to us we
know that to be a fact, I am bound to give some credence to it.
I do not say it can not be explained, but I am talking of the
fact itself. I will ask the Senator from Texas whether he does
not believe that the United States Steel Corporation would be
in favor of a duty of 25 cents rather than to have iron ore free,

—owing to the fact, as explained this morning, that it has monopo-

lized the deposits to the extent of nearly 85 per cent of the
Lake Superior deposits.

Mr. BAILEY. I do not believe any such thing, for the rea-
son that I have no basis for that belief. I am a member of
the committee that framed this bill, although I was relieved
wholly from the labor and the responsibility for its provisions,
and excluded with all other Democrats from the committee
room, about which we have heard something and about which
I do not propose to say anything now.

Lrlr. GALLINGER. Excluded by consent of the Senator him-
self. >

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no; not excluded by consent, but excluded,
with a very frank statement on my part, which I have made
once before in the presence of the Senate, and which I will
repeat whenever the occasion arises, that if we had had the ma-
jority we would have excluded the others. I would not think

and leave its great iron deposits for the touch of future gen-

of going into a committee room with five Republicans and
seven Democrats to make a tariff bill, because the Republicans
would from time to time—and that is the way they would
spend their time—find some schedule on which they could take
two Democrats away from us; take two Democrats on this and
then two Democrats on that, and then two on the third one and,
finally, they would make the tariff bill with the Republican
minority solid and a defection in the Democratic vote. If we
had been in the committee room we would have come near
making this tariff bill. I violate the secrets of the full com-
mittee room to the extent of saying that it was admitted by the
majority members that if we had been present to assist in
framing this bill we might have profited by their divisions,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, the statement of
the Senator from Texas that he does not know that the United
States Steel Company desires this duty retained is exactly in
harmony with my own view. I can see very great advantages
that might acerue to the company by its removal; for instance,
among others, those given by the Senator from Texas. This
additional reason occurred to me. Suppose the Steel Company
should have difficulty with its men on Lake Superior and the
Mesabi Range, how quickly could they transfer their operations
to a foreign State, located as advantageously as is Cuba to our
coast?

Mr. BAILEY. That is true and is worthy of consideration.
But, returning to the Senator from Maryland, I will say,
that though I am a member of the Finance Committee, I do not
now recall that I have ever received any documents, written or
printed, from anybody whom I suspected was an officer, em-
ployee, or stockholder of the steel trust, advocating placing
iron ore on the free list.

I can understand how a Senator who represents one of the
Atlantic seaboard States would want the duty taken off, so that
they could bring in iron ore from other countries and take back
exports from this country, but after all the remission of duties
to encourage commerce is not very different in principle from
the levying of duties to encourage commerce. In other words,
it is using the taxing power either by assertion or by omission
to encourage and promote industry or the commerce of a par-
ticular place or a particular section, and that does not appeal
to me with any great degree of favor.

What I believe is——

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield
to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask the Senator from Texas whether
he believes in any free list?

Mr. BAILEY. I do not believe in a free list, except as to the
absolute necessities of life, and never with my vote will any
commodity go on the free list except it be an article of universal
use and be in a shape ready for the actual consumption of the
great multitude of our consumers. I believe in a tariff for rev-
enue, and I will never vote for a duty =o high as to be intended
for protection, and I will never vote to put any article except a
necessary of life on the free list. There are two classes of
articles which produce no revenue; one is on the prohibitory
list and the other is on the free list; the one is as barren of
revenue to the Public Treasury as the other; and if I ever con-
sent to put anything on the free list, the last thing I will vote
to put on it is the raw material of the greatest trust ever organ-
ized in the history of this Republie.

Mr, President, I am very free to say, so far as I am concerned,
it does not satisfy me to say that we are going to punish this
trust by a tariff rate. The duty is only 10 per cent. It can
well afford that, and it would be, in my opinion, somewhat more
favorable to it if the duty was nothing and it was permitted to
import iron ore free in an ordinary or extraordinary emergency

_____ o ——rra——
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But I have a better way of dealing with that great corpora-
tion than through the tariff. If the men who are charged with
the duty of administering this Government keep their oaths
faithfully to execute our laws, the steel trust must be and will
be dissolved. I think it plain that it is a combination in re-
straint of trade. I go further. I think it is a combination in
unreasonable restraint of trade, and even if the soft shells who
want the antitrust law's teeth taken out of it and want it
reduced to that condition of harmless impotency when a man
can only be prosecuted for making an unreasonable combination
in restraint of trade—even under a statute like that this cor-
poration could be prosecuted and dissolved and its officers could
be and ought to be punished.

I think it is not well for us to be remitting the revenues of
the Government upon the expectation that the steel trust is to
be perpetuated, because if great monopolies like that are to be
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permitted in this country, if they are to be perpetuated either
under the law as we make it or under the law as at the other
end of the Avenue they administer it, then it is of precious little
consequence what kind of a tariff law we frame, because, with
the power which they possess to subtract from the earnings of
the people, what the Government leaves us the trusts will take,
and, for my part, unless there is another remedy, more drastie,
more certain, and more effective than the mere difference be-
tween no tariff duty at all and a tariff duty of 10 per cent ad
valorem, the whole subject loses its interest. If the men who
now control this Government do not enforce its laws, mark my
words, the people of the United States will engage a new set of
men to enforce these laws.

We are told by the latest judicial oracle that the price of peace
is obedience to the law, and yet in almost the same sentence
that great law officer of the Government declares that he will
prosecute no man who happens to violate the law without know-
ing it. In the same speech there is still the further statement
that every man in the country now knows the Sherman anti-
trust law and that every railroad manager now understands the
interstate-commerce law. Yet with that statement on the lips
of the Attorney-General, he proceeds to declare, if he has been
correctly reported by the newspapers, that he has no purpose
of prosecuting anybody, and by that, I assume, he means
criminal prosecution, because, without intention, they violate
either the antitrust or the interstate-commerce act.

Mr. President, I will tender my good offices to this adminis-
tration. I will show that I am more of a patriot than a parti-
gan; and God knows I am as much of a partisan as any good
citizen ought to be. Yet I am willing to see the Republicans do
right, and I am even willing to help them do right.

1 will tell them how they can make obedience to the laws of
the United States certain. The plan is simply to send one of
the malefactors of great wealth to the penitentiary. That will
do it. Send one of them there for violating either the interstate-
commerce law or the antitrust act, and he will be the last one
of his kind to violate it. You can not restrain them by levying
a fine, because when the court fines a trust the trust fines the
people. They pay the sheriff with one hand and they take a
double sum out of the pockets of the people with the other hand.
As long as their punishment can be measured in dollars and
cents they will continue to violate your laws, because men will
take the chance of a pecuniary loss in the hope of a greater
pecuniary gain. But send one of them to the penitentiary, and
it will operate like magic. The millionaire trust magnate val-
ues but one thing in this world more than he does his fortune,
and that is his liberty. He does not seem to love justice. He
does not seem to love that repose of mind for which other men
toil. He seems bent, after having many millions, upon acquir-
ing many millions more.

I never have been able to understand it. It has always
seemed to me that when a man had acguired an ample fortune,
he ought to buy a farm and sit down like an American gen-
tleman and take life easy. But they will not adopt that ad-
vice. They will not follow my prescription. Being rich, they
want to be richer, and there is but one thing that will deter
some of them from the accumulation of riches in defiance of
the law, and that is the open door of the prison house. Long
before tariff can produce any serious effect upon the industrial
conditions of this land, I hope to see, and I expect to see, the

. steel corporation problem solved. I expect to see it dissolved,
and I expect to see its officers obey the law or I expect to see
them sent to prison or become fugitives from justice. That
will come to pass, for if the men now charged with the due
administration of the law fail to perform their duty, I have
an abiding faith that the American people will call into their
gervice another set of men, I hope a set of men from another
party ; but if not, another set of men from your party.

OETINL A The stalwarts of this day will become the insurrectionists of

that day to come, and the insurgents of this generation will be
the stalwarts of the next generation. That is as certain as any
event in the future can be, with this single qualification, that
in this division and wrangle among yourselves a returning sense
of wisdom and of justice among the people will call the Demo-
eratic party to power instead of either faction of the Repub-
lican party.

Senators sit there now and smile complacently. They feel
g0 secure in their strength and power that they think these
things ean never be; but remember our fate., We were more
united in 1892, incomparably more, than you are now. We were
more united in 1892 than you were at the last presidential elec-
tion, and there has not been a twenty-four hours since that
presidential election that you have not been more disunited

, than we have. When you call the roll, you may find 2 or 3
' Democrats over here who agree with you—honest, upright men,

doing their duty as they understand it—but when you ecall that
roll and find 2 or 8 of our membership who agree with
you, we find 14 or 15 of your membership who agree with us.
They are brave and honest and fearless and patriotie, trying to
do their duty.

But you ought to be admonished, gentlemen of the Republican
party. Your lease of power is not what you dream it is. You
are sleeping on a volcano, and at the next election there will
come the eruption.

It is rather a hazardous thing to prophesy, but I want to put
a prophecy in the Recorp here and now. I am going to say to
you now, that if you pass this tariff bill, without an income-tax
amendment and without a substantial reduction in duties, the
next House of Representatives will be Democratic by 40 major-
ity. I believe that so well, Mr. President, that I am ready to
vote on the income-tax amendment. Will the Senator from
Rhode Island now agree upon a day to take that vote?

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President, what day would the Senator
suggest?

Mr. BAILEY. The third day from this. That gives every-
body who may be absent, and there are not many absentees, an
opportunity to be here.

Mr. ALDRICH. Can we get at the same time a date fixed
for the final vote upon the bill?

Mr. BAILEY. I have no right to speak for others, but I will
agree to vote——

Mr. ALDRICH.

Mr. BAILEY.

I will agree now to both propositions,
Well, I will make this proposition——

Mr. ALDRICH. Taken together.

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent that the vote on
the income-tax amendment be taken on Saturday before the
Senate adjourns.

Mr. ALDRICH. And that the vote on the bill and all amend-
ments shall be taken on Monday.

Mr. BAILEY. No; you can not vote then on the bill, I think,
but I will make it the 1st day of June.

Mr. DANIEL. The amendment is not yet offered, I under-
stand.

Mr. BAILEY., You could not possibly get that agreement.
Let us not try to do the impossible. ILet us not make a propo-
sition that is certain to provoke an objection. I believe that
we will agree on this side to take the vote on the 1st day of
June on the bill and all pending amendments not disposed of

before that time.

Mr. ALDRICH. That is satisfactory to me.

Mr. BAILEY. I will ask the clerks at the desk to see what
day of the week that will be,

Mr. GALLINGER. Tuesday is the 1st day of June.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr, President, there is not any use to
take up time with a request for unanimous consent to vote on
the bill the 1st of June or at any particular time. Hvery man
here, I take it, is equally anxious to get through with the bill
just as quickly as it possibly can be done. The bill will be
voted upon when Senators get through earefully examining and
discussing it. It must be manifest to the Senator from Rhode
Island that it would be impossible at this time to get half the
Senate to agree upon a date to vote on the bill. I say, with ref-
erence to the proposition of the Senator from Rhode Island—

Mr. ALDRICH., The Senator from Rhode Island has made
no proposition,

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Texas, then. I think
the Senator from Texas perhaps——

Mr. ALDRICH. I said I was willing to accept the proposi-
tion of the Senator from Texas.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It will not be accepted. i

Mr. BAILEY. Then I will modify my request. I will say
to the Senator from Rhode Island that I am anxious, of course,
that this work be well done most of all—I have no hope of
it being well done as long as you are fo do it—but next to that,
I am anxious that If be speedily done. ~ Of course, I know that
the business prosperity of this country waits upon your aection,
and I am no obstructionist. I will not delay the vote one mo-
ment. But the Senator from Rhode Island will understand
that if he can get out of his way disputed points of a kind
like the income tax, he makes the way for the final vote easier
and smoother. So far as I am concerned, I would vote to
take the vote on the 1st day of June, if that were permissible;
but as, under the rules of the Senate, that can not be done, I
will constantly exert my good offices to that end. With that
statement, I now ask that the vote on the income tax amend-
ment be fixed for Saturday next before the Senate adjourns.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not willing at this moment to assent
to that proposition, but I may be willing to-morrow morning.

Mr. BAILEY. I will be very glad to have the Senator sleep
on it, and I will renew it to-morrow.




1909.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1991

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from Texas that I
am even more anxlious than he is upon both points he suggested ;
first, that we shall have a good bill, and, second, and above
everything else almost, that we shall have that good bill
promptly. 8o far as I am concerned and as far as I am able
to speak for the committee and their friends, they are anxious
to have the bill voted upon at the earliest possible day.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I am not interested in sched-
ules. The only value of a schedule is that it illustrates a good
or a bad principle. No election ever was, no election ought
ever to be, and, in my judgment, no election ever will be carried
in a contest over schedules. The schedules are merely the de-
tails by which and aecording to which prineiples are applied.
I have no sympathy with the tendency manifested here and
elsewhere to reduce the difference between the two great parties
of this country to one of schedules. It is a difference of prin-
ciple, sir, or it is not important. All I eare about the discus-
sion of a schedule is that I can thus exemplify and illustrate
the justice or the injustice of a principle; and all the time we
ocenpy in discussing the schedules of this bill is wasted unless
it is made to illustrate the injustice and the vice of the policy
of protection,

Of course I ean understand how some might be high proteec-
tionists and some might be low protectionists and some might
be medium protectionists. We have three schools of protection-
ists upon the Republican side. Eight years ago you had only one;
you “ stood pat.” That meant you did not intend to change your
law. But you were compelled to promise a change, and now
you are compelled to make a change in order, at least, to keep
the shadow of the promise if not the substance. But when you
finish, your bill will not be appreciably different from the law
which now exists. You can not make it much different. Where
are you to get your revenue? The majority of you will not ac-
cept my income-tax amendment that would supply some
$80,000,000 or more, though I rejoice to believe that enough of
you are willing to do so to make it possible of adoption. But the
Republican majority refuses to accept an income-tax amendment,

I'he Republican majority of the Finance Committee have
stricken from the bill as passed by the House the inheritance-
tax provision. You are relying solely upon eustoms duties to
raise the amount of money necessary beyond the other present
receipts to sustain the Government, and that reliance can not
be safely made with any serious change in the duties imposed
by the present law. It makes no difference if the majority of
the Republican Senate believe in lower duties, they could not
levy them without either bankrupting the Treasury or resort-
ing to the sale of bonds, and in that you would be warned by
our example and by our fate. We sold bonds in time of peace
to meet the ordinary expenses of the Government. The Demo-
eratic majority in the House of Representatives was reduced
until it disappeared, and in its stead there came one of the
largest Republican majorities that ever sat in that Chamber.

Now, remember my words, If you follow our example, you
will experience our fate. You dare not sell bonds to meet the
expenditures of the Government, and therefore you can not
materially reduce your tariff duties. It is a fiscal impos-
sibility. Reduce duties and yon will have a bankrupt Treas-
ury, and if you have a bankrupt Treasury you must either allow
your obligations fo go by default or you must sell our interest-
bearing securities. The men who prepared the bill in the House
and the House both understood that, and the men who reported
the bill to the Senate understand it. Whatever may be said
about the extreme protection tendencies of the chairman of the
Finance Committee, he not only knows what he wants to do,
but he knows what it is possible for him to do, and that can
not be said of all Senators who sit on the other side. Some of
them will talk like they will not vote, because if charged with
the responsibility of framing and passing a bill to get a given
amount of revenue they know the bill for which they speak
will not raise it. I know it. I will not say they know it, be-
cause I impute no lack of sincerity to any Senator; but any
man who understands the revenue necessities of this Govern-
ment, and every man who understands the collection under
these tariff laws, knows perfectly well that a serious reduetion
in rates is out of the question, and therefore the country need
not expect when this bill becomes a law that there will be any
material change from the present rates.

If that happens to be the case, and then you do not shift these
eighty millions from the consumer to the abundant incomes of
prosperous people, I am ready to take the vote. When yon pass
the kind of a bill you think you are going to pass, and which I
think you are going to pass, I will be just as ready to take the
Judgment of the country then as I am ready to take the judg-
ment of the Senate now.

I repeat, Mr. President, that, except we use them to illustrate
the iniquity of the principle, the time we occupy in discussing
these schedules is a useless waste. It is worse than a useless
waste. Its tendency is to bring the American people to consider
the difference between the Democratic and the Republican par-
ties to be a difference in rates instead of a difference of prin-
ciple. I never have myself thought it worth while to argue
with our friends on that side whether protection builds up cer-
tain industries or not. .

I never have gone beyond the basic proposition that this Gov-
ernment has no right to take a dollar I have earned and give it
to someone else, even if it does build up the business of the
country. I do not believe that you can build a great and en-
larging industrial fabric upon a foundation of injustice., I
think every time you pass a law which takes the money I earn
and gives it to some other man who did not earn it yon per-
petrate a foul injustice. No industrial system, though it be as
broad based as this continent and though it should rear its
splendid head until it reached the skies, can be permanent and
sound if it is based upon a wrong. I denounce any law that
takes what one man earns and gives it to another under the
shallow and selfish pretense of building up a general prosperity.
Unless all moral laws are at fault no real prosperity can come
out of any system founded upon an injustice to the humblest
of our fellow-citizens.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not desire to partici-
pate in the debate about the income tax or other revenue-
producing aspects of the problem which we have before us. In
fact, I intend to do everything I can to prevent the present
tariff controversy from becoming a mere speculative discussion
about new modes of taxation, and that resolution would pre-
vent me from giving consent to the disposition of the pending
bill at any fixed day or hour, for I believe it to be the duty of
the Senate to make a very careful examination of all the
questions that are suggested by the paragraphs of this measure.
The very fact that what we do ought to stand the test of years
makes our duty all the more serious in fixing the schedules of
this law.

I am afraid I do not agree with everybody about the trust
gystem in the United States, but I confess that the most serious
strain upon the popular confidence in the protective tariff has
been the rise within the last ten or fifteen years of the specu-
lative trusts. It has filled my mind with so much anxiety that
I have been trying to study in a practical way, the origin, de-
velopment, and final outcome of the trust organizations in our
market place.

I have said more than once on this floor, and I believe it to
be a fundamental proposition of practical economy, that no
trust organization ean permanently succeed in the face of the
present abundance of capital and in view of the existing enter-
prise of our people without a substantial monopoly of the
basic materials out of which the product made by the trust is
manufactured.

I traced that doetrine in connection with all the trusts that
were organized, beginning about 189S8; I was especially inter-
ested in the history and misfortunes of the linseed-oll trust,
which turned out from the beginning to be entirely unable to
control either the supply of flaxseed or the price of oil. I have
examined the history of the alcohol trust, which has been re-
organized four times within our recollection. I took especial
pains in the study of those trusts which had grown up in in-
dustries which owe their existence and their life in the United
States to the protective tariff.

In 1900 there were four, or possibly five, well-organized glass
trusts in the United States—the Pittsburg Plate Glass Com-
pany, the American Window Glass Company, and two smaller
corporations engaged in the manufacture of domestic utensils
of glass, mainly kitchen ware and tableware. At the time they
were organized everything looked bright, cheerful, and hepeful
for the future, but the existence of sand everywhere and the
existence of fuel everywhere and the existence of good money
everywhere within four years reduced every one of them to a
minor position as a productive agency in that field of industry.
They hoped to control from 90 to 100 per cent, because some of
them started out by buying every existing institution engaged
in that branch of business; but within a few years every one
of them had fallen to a minor relation to the total production
in that field. The trouble with the glass situation in the United
States now is that the trusts are practically powerless. The pro-
duetion is very great. The control of output and of prices seems
to be impossible. The result is that we have the interesting
spectacle of glass being manufactured and sold in many cases
below the cost of produetion, and in very many cases below the
level of the tariff rate of 1807,
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I have reflected for so many years about this matter that my
confidence has taken the form of a general principle. American
capital will undermine and destroy the influence of the greatest
of our trusts, if you give the young men of the United States
access to the basic materials that enter into production in these
lines of industry. I speak of a great corporation—I will not
say an unlawful corporation, because great lawyers differ about
that. I am not willing to say that my friend from Texas is
right in suggesting that the officers of such a corporation as the
United States steel ought to be sent to the penitentiary. I
think that would turn out to be a very difficult undertaking for
the courts of the United States. I do not pass an opinion upon
that, although it does not seem to me like a practicable sugges-
tion in the present state of our affairs, But there is one thing
in my judgment, will gradually shoot through and
through the steel monopoly, if one exists in the United States,
and that is to give American capital, wherever located, an easy
access te the materials out of which iron and steel are made.

For that reason I believe the House of Representatives did a
wise thing, a thing not damaging to the industries of the United
States in any sense, when they took iron ore, produced here
according to all the testimony that we can get more cheaply
than it is produced anywhere in the world, and put it upon the
free list, so that in the next generation, if anybody desires to
go into that business and has the money, if anybody has the
enterprise to build up even a little industry based upon this
material anywhere in the United States, he will not be sub-
jected to embarrassment and expected to make the negotia-
tion now required of independent producers of steel who are
not at the same time the owners of ore supplies that brings the
so-called “ independent ” to the business office of his competitor to
buy the material without which his enterprise can not proceed.
I do not believe the House of Representatives ever did a -wiser
thing than when it took into consideration what is due to in-
dependent capital interested in this business in view of the
fact that this magnificent resource, which God in his wisdom
put within the reach of all the people, has practically been taken
possession of by one corporation, a corporation that is not even
using their own supplies but the material that lies by the side
of them, so that within a few years all that portion of the iron-
ore deposit owned by outsiders will be used up, and the steel
works of the United States will be dependent entirely upon the
ore which lies within the control and possession of the United
States Steel Company.

I think no wiser thing can be done than to say to American
capital, wherever it desires to start this business: “ You have
the right, if you are not dealt with on fair terms by your com-
petitors in the United States, to search the world for that ma-
terial without which an independent steel industry can not be
built np in this market place.”

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yleld |

to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. BAILEY. While the Senator is applauding the action
of the House in placing the raw material for the steel trust
and other steel manufacturers on the free list, what has the
Senator from Iowa to say about the action of the same House
in leaving a duty of more than 50 per cent upon such articles of
common necessity as chains? If it be true that the iron itself
in its raw state can be mined in this country cheaper than it
can in other countries, how is'it, then, that the steel can not be
manufactured cheaper here than elsewhere?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, there is a good deal of tes-
timony, some of it very famous—whether it is as reliable as it is
famous I do not know—to the effect that the products of iron
and steel can be produced and are produced here as cheaply
as they are anywhere in the world. That trace chain, which
has come down to us in the traditions of the tariff debate from
the time of a venerable gentleman from Kentucky, who always
made his annual speech on the subject, very well illustrates the
effect on our prices here of building up a great iron and steel
industry in the United States.

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him?

Mr, DOLLIVER. Yes.

Mr. BAILEY. I happened to be glancing down the list of
these articles, and I thought I found the highest duty that is
here, and that happened to be 67 per cent. I found that it was
on chains. But there are a number of duties here of 40, 41, and
78 per cent. I made a mistake. If I had looked a little more
carefully, I should have found one duty of 78 per cent in that
column. If they will take the duty off everything made out of
iron, then I will vote to take the duty off of iron.

Mr. DOLLIVER. But, Mr. President, the duty on iron ore
has no relation to that proposition. Nobody ever pretended

that the duty on iron ore made iron more costly here than it is
elsewhere.

Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator mean to say that the duty
on any raw material or any basic material does not at least af-
fect the price of everything made out of it?

Mr. DOLLIVER, I will say to the Senator that my studies
of the question have convinced me that where the market for
the raw material is here, the man who brings it in from the
outside pays the duty to get into the market; but where the
market is made elsewhere, a duty here lifts up the price of the
home product to the level of that market plus the duty.

Mr. BAILEY. Why not apply that philosophy to the prod-
uects of iron ore the same as to the iron ore itself?

Mr. DOLLIVER. The little handful of iron ore that comes
in here, or has hitherto come in, is sold, if it is sold at all, at
the price of iron ore that prevails here, and it affects it, I think,
in no way whatever, except that it costs a man something to
get it in here.

Mr. BAILEY. Then the fact that you take the duty off of
it will not affect the price of it?

Mr: DOLLIVER. I do not think so. Otherwise I should
probably be found in line with my honored friend from Michi-
gan [Mr, SmitH].

Mr. BAILEY. Then, if it does not affect prices, it is simply a
proposition to take this more than $100,000 out of the Treas-
ury and present it to the men who bring the iron ore in.

Mr. DOLLIVER. And at the same time to arm ourselves in
this market place with the right and the opportunity to build
up an independent steel industry in the United States.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I am very much more inter-
ested, of course, in protecting the thousands of people who use
steel than I am in protecting the hundreds of people who pro-
duce it. That is my view of the matter. But I think the man
who produces steel in one form is entitled to precisely the same
kind of treatment as the man who produces it in another form.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Outside of the Lake Superior country, the
iron ores of the United States are used at furnaces situated
near the ore beds. They neither buy nor sell iron ore.

Mr. BAILEY, I think every community is entitled to the
advantages that God and nature gave it; and Michigan has so
few of that kind that I would not deprive—

Mr. DOLLIVER. You are in great error about that.

Mr. BAILEY. I would not deprive them of that. In other
words, I ean hardly reconcile it with my idea of the office
of legislation to deprive any people of an advantage that God
and nature gave them, or to confer on any people some ad-
vantage that God and nature did not give them. If the people
of Michigan happen to have that advantage, I would not try
to deprive them of any part of it or to increase it. I would not
vote to levy a tax or to repeal a tax for any such purpose,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DepEw in the chair). The
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dorriver] is entitled to the floor,
Does he yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I desire to call the
attention of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLriver] to the fact
that the principal owner of the iron-ore deposits on the north
coast of Cuba is Mr. Schwab, who says that if he is permitted
to bring his iron ore into this country free, it will make a differ-
ence to him of 50 cents a ton, When asked by a distinguished
member of the Committee on Ways and Means if that would
reduce the price of his commodity to the consumer, he answered
with a laugh that he did not think it would.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, he had a good right to say
that, when he knew that this kind of a tariff would be made to
protect him against European competition.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. He did not attribute it to that.

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not care to what he attributed it. He
knew what was coming.

Mr., SMITH of Michigan. He said that the reason why steel
products would not be reduced, was because there was an agree-
ment practically between the steel manufacturers, and that
agreement would be just as potential if you were to strike off
every dollar of duty.

Mr. TILLMAN. Why not let us try it?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Because this Government needs the
revenue, and the Senator from South Carolina knows it.

Mr. TILLMAN. How much revenue do you get from steel
products?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. According to the statement now
before us, the duty upon iron ore is very slight, but since that
statement was made, these people have acquired these tre-
mendous holdings, which they say are equal to the great hold-
ings upon the Mesabi Range.
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Mr. TILLMAN. How much duty do you get on steel rails
or on chains or on wire?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not want the Senator to——

Mr. TILLMAN. I koow the Senator does not want to touch
that point, but that is the crucial point.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Because we are dealing with the
iron-ore schedule.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understand that right across in Canada,
from the Michigan border, there lies unexplored a very large
body of iron ore. Is that correct?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think it is.

Mr., DOLLIVER. Which is larger possibly than the body
of ore that lies on this side?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I shall not admit that,

Mr. DOLLIVER. But not as good as the ore on this side.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is said not to be.

Mr. DOLLIVER. It has something in it, and they have not
found a way of getting it out, in order to make it really as
good as the Michigan ore,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Well.

Mr. DOLLIVER. My notion is, in view of the fact that en-
terprising persons who did not consult my honored friend from
Michigan have staked out claims on these iron-ore ranges of
the lake country, that it would be a very good answer for the
Government of the United States to open to the people of the
United States easy and free access to all that material that
there is in the world.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, if I could be as
easily deluded as the Senator from Iowa, I might subseribe to
that fallacy; but I am advised that those deposits across the
Canadian line are owned by the Steel Company under lease, and
I believe further that if you strike down this duty and any
difficulty should arise between the men employed and this
company they will simply transfer their operations to a for-
eign state for a time, leaving the thousands of men behind.
Does the Senator from Iowa desire that condition to arise?

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; but I do not notice in the report and
statement of the assets of the Steel Company any claim for
ranges except on the American side.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Steel Company have had their
men through Canada for years, just as they have had them in
Cuba for years; and we are to get from Cuba each year from
eight to ten million tons of ore as soon as developments are com-
plete. That ore is to come from the north coast, and it is
owned by strong companies, one of whom is admittedly one of
the largest stockholders in the United States Steel Company.
Who is to say, if the Government relinquishes its right to ask
this contribution to our revenue, that it will not inure solely
to the benefit of these gigantic corporations?

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi-
gan yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

~ Mr, SMITH of Michigan. I do.
- Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator from Michigan will permit
me, I have been examining the estimates in relation to this
schedule, and I find that the revenue derived by this Govern-
ment from iron rails was the magnificent sum of $215.43, and
from steel rails $30,670.02.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; and, Mr. President—

Mr. TILLMAN. And that the duty was §7.84 a ton., Why
do you put any duty on them at all?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I firmly believe
that if you strike that duty down you will simply encourage
an understanding between the European steel producer and the
American steel producer that will still maintain the price at
$28 a ton.

Mr, TILLMAN. Have we not got that same combination now
on armor plate?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. You have got it on steel rails.

Mr. TILLMAN. We have got it on everything else, and yet
you levy a duty. Why not throw open the markets of the world
and let the American railways buy their steel wherever they
can?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, let me answer,
It is because, if we are to have European steel here at all to
take the place of that made by American workmen, I want the
importer to contribute something toward the expenses of this
Government.,

Mr. TILLMAN. Two hundred and fifteen dollars on iron
and a little over $£30,000 on steel rails.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Many millions of dollars might
result from this duty on iron ore, now that desirable deposits
have been found so near our shore.

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not talking about iron ore. I am will-
ing to vote with you on iron ore. I will vote for your duty of
25 cents a ton on iron ore,

r. SMITH of Michigan. Then, Mr. President, with the a
surance of the Senator from South Carolina, I am ready to vo

Mr. KEAN and others. Question!

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN].

Mr. RAYNER. The Senator from Mississippi moved an
amendment to lower this duty, but I think the Senator from
Mississippl has agreed with me that I may make a motion to
strike this schedule out. I want to strike out paragraph 1153.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland
that all he has to do is to vote against the adoption of the com-
mittee amendment. The question will be on the adoption of the
amendment,

Mr. RAYNER. Are we to take a vote on the adoption of the
amendment?

Mr. ALDRICH. If the amendment is voted down, then iron
ore will go to the free list.

Mr. RAYNER. It does not necessarily go to the free list.

Mr, ALDRICH., It is on the free list in the bill as it came
from the House.

Mr. RAYNER. It will be put on the free list, then?

Mr. ALDRICH. It is on the free list in the House bill.

Mr. RAYNER., But the Senator has reported to take it from
the free list.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the amendment of the committee is re-
jected, that will put it back on the free list.

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I offered an amendment
which, if it were adopted, would reduce the duty from 25 cents
to 20 cents. The amount is not great; but I thought if the duty,
were reduced to 20 cents, I could vote for the paragraph as it
would then be, But as it would not reduce the duty to any great
amount, with the permission of the Senate, I will withdraw the
amendment which I offered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi
withdraws his amendment.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I avant to be per-
fectly fair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dorriver]. I have
just been handed by my colleague the Representative of the
Twelfth Congressional District of my State this statement, and
of its verity I have no doubt:

The steel company’s leases of Canada ore beds or de aEu:)sltl! all contain
a provision that if the tariff is reduced the royalty shall be increased
50 per cent of the reduction of the tariff.

In other words, if we reduce the tariff, those leases shall
respond to Canada for it.

Mr. GALLINGER and others. Let us vote.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I just want to point out
two things. Two or three Senators on the other side have said
that they would vote for the duty provided in the committee
amendment because of the revenue it would produce. The reve-
nue it will produce, according to the statement furnished us,
is the magnificent sum of $127,000. If it is for the purpose of
revenue, the amendment of the Senators who propose to vote
for the committee amendment for that reason should be to
amend the committee’s amendment by inserting the rate of the
present law, which is 40 cents a ton, which produces, according
to this statement, nearly twice the revenue estimated to come
in under the committee amendment. If Senators on the other
side are voting for a revenue tariff on iron ore, they must
vote for the present duty instead of the committee amendment,
for the latter will produce only a little more than half the pres-
ent law produces.

Mr., McLAURIN. Mr. President——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me a moment. I observe that the
argument presented by the Senators from Michigan for this
same duty was precisely the reverse of the argument of the
Democratic Senators who propose to vote with the Senators
from Michigan on this tax, The Michigan Senators want the
duty retained solely as a protection to the industry, The Sena-
tors on the other side who are going to vote for it are going to
do so solely because it produces revenue. We saw the same
processes of reasoning by equally intelligent and sincere Sena-
tors in connection with the lumber schedule. The Senator from
South Carolina, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. SmiTH], and
notably the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Baconx] wanted a duty,
of $2 on lumber because it was a revenue duty, whereas the
Senator from Washington [Mr. Pires] and other Republican
Senators wanted it because it was a protective duty.

Mr, SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President——

Mr. TILLMAN. Put in “North Carolina ” for “ South Caro-
lina,” if you please.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me; I meant to say the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. Smuons], instead of the Senator
from South Carolina.

Mr. TILLMAN, That is all right.
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I would not make a mistake about that.
The truth about it is that, whether it is called *“revenue” or
“ protection,” the result is the same. “A rose by any other
name,” as I sald before, * will smell as sweet.”

Now, just one other point before the vote, and that is this——

Mr. KEAN. Can we not have a vote?

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator from New Jersey will
restrain his impatience, or I shall have to say something upon
the matter of hurrying this bill; and I am much inclined to
do it.

Mr. KEAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Indiana a
question. 1 understood the Senator from Indiana to say that
he was desirous of getting through with this bill ?

Mr, BEVERIDGE. I am desirous of getting through with
this bill, but I am still more desirous that when we do get
through with it we will get through with it in a way that we
will be through with it for the next ten years.

Mr. KEAN. Does the Senator think he is giving us any
information on this bill now?

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I had not intended to go into this matter
again, but the Senator compels me. A moment ago, when the
mutually and equally entertaining eloguence of the Senator
from Texas [Mr. Bamrey] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr, Dor-
LIvER] engaged our attention, I was about to send to the Secre-
tary’s desk something upon that point; but I want a vote to-
night, and, therefore, I will not do it. I will say, however, that
the Senator’s anxiety for a vote is not the method of hastening
this bill. This bill is being hastened every day. A great im-
provement is beginning to be made.

Yesterday the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] brought in an
amendment greatly reducing, as he explained, the duties on a
certain article. I congratulated the committee then. I under-
stand that another amendment is to be brought in to-morrow
morning, or as soon as may be, making another reduction. I
congratulate the committee on that. That is the way to make
permanent progress with this bill. And the progress we want
to make is permanent progress. How would the Senator like,
when the bill is through, for the entire tariff discussion to be
raised again within four years? Does he want to see that? I
do not, nor do I believe that any business man in this country
does. ,

Now, since the Senator has brought this thing up; I have in
my pocket—and I will stop to have it read, because I think I
ean do it and still get a vote to-night—an editorial upon this
very point from the New York Sun of May 11, which I send to
the Secretary’s desk and ask to have read; and if time is taken
by doing =o, the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Keax] whose
close friend I am, personally, is responsible, because I did not
idnteud to say a word about it, until his impatience forced me to

0 so.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be printed without reading.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I think we will have it read.

Mr, SCOTT, I suggest to the Senator that I think all of us
have read it.

Mr. GALLINGER. We have all read it.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. At this particular moment I did not
intend to press it, but right at this particular moment I think
it is opportune as referring to this excessive haste.

Mr. SCOTT. I think it would be well—

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask that it be read, because this is the
psychological moment.

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Let it be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as
requested. ;

The Secretary read as follows:

AN OPINION OF TARIFF REVISION.

A good many solid citizens, all the self-sacrificing patriots into whose
pockets the Dingley tariff empties, men of business generally, who want
every shadow of uncertainty removed and know how readily in good

es business adjusts itself and picks up when that shadow disappears;
seasoned Republican politiclans, who set no great store on promises
made to get votes—mere springes to catch wood all or most of
these powers seem persuaded that the sooner the tariff bill, “ any old "
tariff bill, is passed and signed the better for everybody. A mercurial
people, easily excited, easily amused, humbugged easily, and not without
a cynical consciousness of the humbug what do Americans care in
1 for the tariff bait which the Republicans threw at them in 19087

S0 long as business is and money can be made, who cares?
Serew certain important duties up in the House; screw them down in
the Senate; palaver; let everybody in the Senate speak his plece;
confer, concur—with or without the ald of Democratic snappers up of
protection manna—pass, sign; let the Dingley law live under a new
name and get to business.

In a rough way that seems to be the argument, and there iz a good
deal In it as a })ractiml. instant way of soothing business. The danger
is that the Middle West, for instance, may decline to accept a settle-
ment that does not settle and a revision that, in the judgment of many,
does not revise. We are not speaking of the justice of such a com-
plaint, should it be made, but the nucleus of economic and political

trouble is there. Busincss might not be especially tranguilized or
cncouraged if tariff agitation should spring wp as soon a8 it icas
supposed to be laid.

On these polnts we offer no opinion, and an opinion which we take
the liberty of borrowing is not, we regret to say, that of a business
man. Possibly, too, it is out of date and negligible now. It was given
on December 16, 1908

“ Unless we act in accordance with our promises, or if we only keep
the word of promise to the ear and break it to the hope, we shall be
made accountable to the American people and suffer such consequences
as failure to keep faith has always been visited with. It would be
better to have no revision at all unless we are going honestly and fairly
to revise the tariff on the basis promised by our party.”

This is or was then the view of a rather conspicuous Clncinnatian.
His name is William H. Taft.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That editorial, Mr, President, is from the
New York Sun of May 11, a protectionist paper and preemi-
nently a business man'’s paper.

Mr. President, the incident which called forth this part of the
discussion, which will be brief, calls to my mind three or four
sgtatements that I have heard to-day from both sides of the
Chamber, and with which I heartily agree, that the bill should
be hastened to its conclusion because the great business inter-
ests of the country wait. Everybody agrees to that; nobody
disputes that; but, as this editorial of the New York Sun so
well says, would not the great business interests of the coun-
try be better served by taking a little more time, if necessary,
and having the matter settled so that there will be no tariff
disturbance for ten years to come?

Always, so far as I have observed, a revision of the tariff is
delayed until it is demanded and ordered by the people; and
then when Congress, immediately after the election, meets, the
order is given to hurry the hearings in the committee, because
“ pusiness waits.” Then, when the bill is reported, the cry is,
Hurry the bill—hasten it—because “business waits.” Business
does wait; but the country, and business, too, waits to see this
thing well done. Insistence upon unintelligent haste does not
further the bill.

I venture to say that every Senator here on both sides will
agree with me that more progress has been made in the last
three days, with the patient and kind consideration of the va-
rious questions that have come up, than has been made in any
three days since the bill was taken up for consideration.

I referred a moment ago to the amendment reported by the
committee yesterday, and to the amendment which is to be re-
ported to-morrow. That hastens the consideration of the bill.
These mutual discussions, frank and fearless and honest, about
the various items of the schedules, and not the discussions
about the theories of protection and revenue tariff, with which
we are all familiar, hasten the bill. Let us hasten it by all
means; but hasten it by patience and industry and exchange
of views, so that the truth may be known as far as possible.

Let us pass it as quickly as we can do so in justice. But
when we have passed it, above all things let it be passed so that
business will not be disturbed again in two years or four years, .
or sooner than ten years. This was called out merely by
another evidence of the insistence for a sudden putting on of
steam when we were rapidly approaching a vote.

There is one other point, Mr. President, to which I wish to
call attention in this singular discussion.

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator think that any further
discussion is going to enlighten us on the paragraph we have
been considering all day, and are we not prepared to vote on
that paragraph?

Mr, BEVERIDGE. In view of the enlightenment in which
Senators seem to be, I do not think any amount of discussion
will further it, but I may be permitted to eall attention, not
with respect to our enlightenment, but of our darkness, to this
gingle point. I have heard the steel trust denounced to-day
most heartily, and one of the chief arguments made against the
House provision for free ore is, that “it will help the steel
trust.” I am beginning to become familiar, from many repe-
titions, with the argument that any reduction is going to “ help
some frust” and never hurt it. I heard the other day that if
we took the duty off lumber it would be a tremendous help to
the lumber trust, and because we must not help the lumber
trust, therefore we must not take the duty off of lumber. I
heard the same thing about the lead trust the other day—that
a reduction of the duty on lead ore would be a help to the lead
trust. It seems to be very popular ground on which to oppose
the reduction of a duty to say that it * will help ” some “ trust.”
This really deceives nobody, I suppose.

I may be wrong—I often am—but this occurred to me as a
curious thing in the intellectual process of reasoning. It has
appeared in the hearings and debates that the steel trust owns
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and controls—one of the two, according to the testimony which
has been read—practically all the ore beds in the country.

Mr. ALDRICH. That statement is simply absurd.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There are the statements,

Mr. ALDRICH. I have heard no such statements.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; such statements have been made;
and, second, that the competitors of the steel trust bave acquired
great deposits in Cuba. Now, to what end would the steel trust
want free ore in order to let in, to compete with the ore
it owns here, the ore abroad which its competitors own? I cite
that merely as a curious illustration of the intellectual opera-
tion by which some people see an advantage to the steel trust
in free ore. It is a remarkable mental process that reaches
that conclusion. The steel trust owns or controls the great
body of ore in this country. According to the statements—was
it not of Mr. Gary—before the committee——

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana
¥ield to the Senator from IRRhode Island?

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes.

Mr. ALDRICH. According to the lowest estimate mentioned
here, there are 80,000,000,000 tons of iron ore in sight in the
United States. Now, can the Senator conceive of the Steel Com-
pany or anybody else controlling that body of ore?

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator can not conceive of 80,000,-
000,000 tons, neither can anybody else, There have been so
many large figures used to-day—three thousand years and six
thousand years and one thousand five hundred years, accord-
ing to the Senator from Rhode Island, and forty years, ac-
cording to some other person, and hundreds of billions and
trillions of tons of ore, and calculations that no human being
can follow. The question of the Senator is reduced by that
illustration to the consideration, politely speaking, that it de-
serves.

I can conceive that the Weyerhaeuser lumber trust with its
associates controls most of the stumpage of the country. I can
conceive of certain other trusts, one or two of which I have ex-
amined into, as I shall point out later, controlling the vast
majority of the products in which they deal. I do not know
whether the Steel Company owns all this ore or not. I do not
know what it owns. But the statement has been made here and
the testimony is that it confrols most of the ore in the country,
and therefore it would appear as a rather curious process of
reasoning that the steel trust should want free ore in order to
let into competition with itself the ore in Cuba owned by its
competitors.

Mr. President, I did not intend when I got up to speak more
than one moment and to do more than to call attention to the
fact that my friends over on the other side who are voting for
revenue favor a rate of 25 cents, which will not produee half
the revenue now produced, and to call attention to this process
of reasoning, all of which would, perhaps, have taken two sen-
tences. But the incident compelled the extension of my remarks.

Mr. President, just one word further. I ealled attention the
other day to the fact of the House commitiee having had ex-
tended hearings. It does not appear that there has been one
new fact or one new reason before the committee of the Senate
or the Senate that the House did not have before it. The House
committee was composed, as I said before, of protectionists.
They fixed the duty on the ore at nothing at all. They provided
for free ore. It appears to me that the argument here to-day
has shown that the House idea on this particular item is right,
since no new fact or reason has been presented that the House
did not already have. Therefore, I shall vote in any way that
will sustain the House action and put ore on the free list,

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I asked the Senator from
Texas [Mr. BarLey] whether he believed in a free list, and his
answer was that he did not, except as to the necessaries of life.
I wish to say that I concur in that view as a general rule, but I

can imagine special conditions where the free list should be en-

larged, even if it does not involve a necessary of life. I be-
lieve we are confronted with one of those conditions with refer-
ence to this commodity, and that condition is that the produc-
tion of this particular commodity, this raw material, is prac-
tically within the control of one great organization, and that the
only way of giving freedom of opportunity to the independent
malker of steel and of iron is to give him his raw material from
foreign countries without imposing upon it a duty.

For that reason, and with reference to this special condition,
I would enlarge the general rule to which the Senator refers by
including iron ore as an article entitled to be put upon the free
list.

Mr. DU PONT. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode
Island, when he speaks of the enormous amount of iron ore in
sight—80,000,000,000 tons——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. One hundred and eighty billion——

Mr. ALDRICH. Eighty billion. I was quoting from the
chief geologist of the United States Geological Survey. I have
myself no knowledge of it.

Mr. DU PONT. I should like to ask whether it is not true
that a great portion of that is too expensive to be worked, and
that from an economic point of view it may be considered as
practically negligible?

Mr. ALDRICH. There is enough in sight and available to
last, according to the figures I have, ninety-three years before
the second class shall be reached, and when that is reached
there is enough to last fifteen hundred years after that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment of the committee.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. DU PONT. What is the question?

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Mississippl withdrew his
amendment, The question now, I understand, is on the com-
mittee amendment.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a stand-
ing pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr, Moxey]. Under
a statement made by that Senator, I feel at liberty to vote, and
I vote “ yea.”

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an-
nounced—yeas 61, nays 24, as follows:

YEAS—61.
Aldrich Cullom Johnson, N. Dak. S8cott
con Daniel Johnston, Ala., Simmons
Baile, Depew Jones Smith, Mich.
Bankhead Dick Kean Smoot
Bradley : Dillingham Lod Stephenson
Brandegee Dixzon MeCumber Stone
Bri Elkins McEnery Sutherland
Butﬁ‘l’ey Fletcher Martin Taliaferro
Burnham Flint Nixon Taylor
Burrows Foster Oliver Tillman
Burton Frazler Fa Warner
Carter Fr{e Paynter Warren
Chamberlain Gallinger Penrose Wetmore
Clark, Wyo. Gufgcnhe[m Perkins
Clay Hale Piles
Crane Heyburn Root
NAYS—24.
Beverldge Clarke, Ark. du Pont Newlands
Borah Crawford Gamble Overman
Bristow Culberson Gore Rayner
Brown Cummins Hughes Shively
Burkett Curtis La Follette Smith, Md.
lapp Dolliver Nelson Smith, 8. C.
NOT VOTING—®G.
Bourne McLaurin Owen Richardson
Davis Money

So the committee amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH obtained the floor.

Mr. McLAURIN. As I am compelled to leave the Chamber,
I ask unanimous consent to be permitted to present two amend-
ments and to have them printed in the Recorp, and I ask the-
Senator in charge of the bill to pass paragraph 123 when it shall
be reached. I ask that the two amendments be printed in the
Recorp and be considered as pending.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., Without objection, it is so
ordered. .

The amendments referred to are as follows:
Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. McLavriN to the bill

(H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the
industries of the United States, and for other purposes.
Amend garagra‘fh 123 by striking out all of line 19, after the word

“ commodity,” and inserting in lieu thereof the following words, to wit:

“when Imported shall be exempt from duty.”

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. McLavriN to the bill
(H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the
industries of the United States, and for other purposes. .

~ Amend paragraph 350 by striking out all after the words contained

In brackets, and the brackets, and insert in lien thereof the following

words, to wit: *“ when imported shall be exempt from duty.”

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit an amendment, with the same
request—that it be printed in the REecorp, and likewise printed
and lie on the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
is so ordered.

The amendment referred to is as follows:

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. GALLINGER to the bill (II. It.

1438) to provide revenue, equalize dunties, and encourage the indus-
tries of the United States, and for other purposes.

After line 6, page 0, insert the following paragraph :

* 8013. There shall be paid in lien of the tax of $1 now Iimposed
b'[y law a tax of $1.50 on all beer, lager beer, ale, porter, and other
similar fermented liguors, brewed or manufactured and sold, or stored in
warehouse, or removed for consumption or sale within the United States,
by. whatever name such liquors may be called, for every barrel contain-

In the absence of objection, it
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ing not more than 31 gallons, and at a like rate for any other guantity
or for the fractional parts of a barrel authorized and defined by law.
And section 3339 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended accordingly :
Provided, That a discount of 7§ per-cent shall be allowed upon all sales
by collectors to brewers of the stamps Iprovlded for the payment of sald
tax : Provided further, That the additional tax im in this section
on_all fermented liguors stored in warehouse to which & stamp had been
affixed shall be assessed and collected in the manner now provided by
law for the collection of taxes mot paid by stamp.”

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motioh was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 48 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 14,
1909, at 11 o'clock a. m.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Trurspay, May 13, 1909.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Our Father in heaven, source of all wisdom, power, and purity,
we come to Thee not as we would, but as we are able; we bring
to Thee our devout offerings. Cleanse us from all guile; pour
down upon us Thy spiritual gifts, that we may do the work
Thou hast given us to do in accordance with Thy will and good
purposes. We thank Thee for all the blessings Thou hast be-
stowed upon us, especially for our homes, the bulwark of our
Republie, the center of all that is nearest and dearest to our
lhearts on earth. -

Touched by the invasion of death into one of our congres-
sional homes, our hearts go out in sympathy to him who has
been deprived of a companion who has walked in loving confi-
dence by his side, sharing the joys and sorrows of many years,
the mother of his children, the solace of the home, and joy of
the fireside; one who endeared herself to all who knew her by
the grace, dignity, and sweetness of her manner in private and
in public life. Comfort, we beseech Thee, the stricken husband,
the bereaved children, by the sweet memories of the past, and
help them to look forward with bright anticipations to the
heavenly home, where they shall be again united in one of the
Father’s many mansions. And blessing and praise and honor
be Thine, through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday, May 10, was read
and approved.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as
follows:
To Mr. Bowess, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family,
To Mr. Epwarns of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of sick-
ness in his family.
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

By unanimous consent, Mr. Davis was granted leave to with-
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the
papers in the case of Frank L. Bennett, Sixtieth Congress, no
adverse report having been made thereon.

By unanimous consent, Mr. HAMMoND was granted leave to
withdraw from the files of the Committee on Invalid Pensions
the papers in relation to H. R. 28065, Sixtieth Congress, no
adverse report having been made thereon.

PORTO RICO.

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s
desk.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 9541) to amend an act entitled “An act temporarily to
provide revenues and a civil government. for Porto Rico, and for
other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900.

Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled “An act t:-;‘?ornrily to pro-
vide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, for other pur-
poses,” approved April 12, 1900, is hereby amended by inserting at the
end of sectlon 31 of said act the following additional proviso:

“ And provided further, That if at the termination of any session the
appropriations necessary for the support of government shall not have
been made, an amount equal to the sums appropriated in the last appro-
priation bills for such purposes shall be deemed to be appropriated ;
and until the legislature shall act in such behalf the treasurer may,
with the advice of the governor, make the payments necessary for the
purposes aforesaid.”

SEcC. 2. That all reports required by law to be made by the governor
or members of the executive council of Porto Rico to any official in the
United States shall hereafter be made to an executive department of
the Government of the United States to be designated by the President;
and the President is hereby authorized to place all matters pertalning
to the government of Porto Rico in the jurisdiction of such department.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, what is the request?

Mr, OLMSTED. The request is for the present consideration
of the bill.

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. It has not been printed yet, has it?

Mr. OLMSTED. It has not. L

Il:{r. ',CLABK of Missourl. And never referred to the com-
mittee?

Mr. OLMSTED. It has not.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. OLMSTED. I wish the gentleman would withhold his
motion for a moment, E

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.
to make it.

Mr. OLMSTED. I endeavored to see the gentleman from
Missouri, show the bill to him, and consult with him before the
meeting of the House, but I did not succeed in finding him.

This bill does not provide for the changing of the form of
Porto Rican government in any way or for interference in any,
of the troubles existing there now, except to provide against the
suspension of all the functions of government pending their
adjustment. It simply provides that where, as in the present
case, the legislature has adjourned without making appropria-
tions for the current expenses of government the moneys appro-
priated for that purpose for the current year shall be considered
as reappropriated for the ensuing year or until the Porto Rican
legislature shall act in the matter. It does not interfere with
or attempt to change the government of that island. As the
matter now stands the legislature has adjourned without mak-
ing any appropriations for the necessary expenses of govern«
ment. The civil department, the educational department, the
judicial department, in fact, every department of the govern-
ment, will be hung up on the 80th of June, when their pres-
ent fiscal year ends. There has been no appropriation made
which will be available after that date. Unless something is
done, and done promptly, by us the Porto Rican government will
be absolutely paralyzed. This is simply to tide over that con-
tingeney. The language of the first section of this bill is iden-
iical with the language which the House has already adopted
providing for the government of the Philippine Islands, and it
is also similar to that adopted for Hawaii. In other words, this
precise provision for just such contingencies has already been
twice adopted by Congress and approved by the President. I
hope the gentleman will not object, because the emergency is
such as to require prompt action in this case. Whatever other
legislation may be necessary for Porto Rico may safely be de-
layed until the next regular session, but this bill or something
of this nature must be enacted and approved promptly or the
Porto Rican situation become intolerable. ‘

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not see that the emergency,
is such as to do away with the printing of the bill and referring
it to the committee. This bill is exactly what the President
asked for in his message; the message has never been referred,
and the bill has never been in evidence. Therefore I object.

Mr. GARRETT, Mr. Speaker—

JOHN R. WILLIAMS.

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the following res-
olution, which I sgend to the Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask unanimous con-
sent?

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes, sir. I tvill say for the
information of the House that it is a funeral resolution, and
that there will be no objection to it.

The SPEAKER. It is not a report from the Committee on
Accounts?

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. No, sir.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the follow-
ing resolution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolotion 69,

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the
House to the executors of the estate of John R. Williams, late file clerk
of the House, an amount equal to six months of his salary, and an
additional amount not exceeding $250 to pay the expenses of the
funeral of said Willams, - - .. e

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia, This is the customary reso-
lution in such cases.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to.

ANTHONY J, FARRELL.

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I also offer a
similar resolution, which I send to the Clerk’'s desk.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. '
The Clerk read as follows: }
House resolution 52.

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the
House to Elizabeth J. Farrell, widow of Anthony J. Farrell, late a
private on the Capitol police force, an amount equal to six months'

ary of sald Farrell, and an additional amount not exceeding $250
on account of the funeral expenses of sald Farrell.

I will withhold it, but I am going
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask
the gentleman from West Virginia if this is usual?

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia, That is the usual resolu-
tion, and has been thoroughly investigated by the clerk of the
Committee on Accounts.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is not setting any new preec-
edent?

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. No, sir; not at all.-

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to.

COMMITTEE ON INSULAE AFFAIRS,

Mr., GARRETT. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. PAYNE., Mr, Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. GARRerT] rise?

Mr. GARRETT. To offer a privileged resolution. =

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
New York [Mr., PAYNE] rise?

Mr. PAYNE. To make a privileged motion. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the House that the
gentleman from New York [Mr. PaAy~se] did rise.

Mr. PAYNE. I rose before the gentleman from Tennessee
rose. 1 was trying to get the attention of the Chair for the
last seven minutes.
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 9135—the
Philippine tariff bill.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. One moment. It is not a recognition of in-
dividuals, but a recognition of business, and the Chair, will
ascertain which business has precedence, in the opinion of the
Chair, subject, of course, to the requirements of the rules of the
House.

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAreerr] will state his
resolution.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr., Speaker, I desire to offer the resolu-
tion which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Speaker be, and he is hereby, respectfully re-
quested to appolnt the Committee on Insular Affairs forthwith.

AMlr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
that is not a personal privilege.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr, Speaker, I would like to be heard on
the point of order.

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, this resolu-
tion, as well as the motion of the gentleman from New York
[Mr. PayxsE], is privileged under the rules, yet it occurs to the
Chair that the resolution of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
Garrerr] affects the organization of the House and would take
precedence of the privileged motion of the gentleman from New
York [Mr, PAYNE].

The question is on agreeing to the resolution.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. GARRETT. Division, Mr. Speaker.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 118,

Mr. GARRETT. I respectfully request tellers.

Tellers were ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAB-
rerT] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYwse] will
take their places as tellers.

The House divided; and tellers reported—ayes 74, noes 104,

So the resolution was rejected.

PHILIPPINE TARIFF.

Mr. PAYNE. I renew my motion.

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the
gentleman from New York.

Mr. PAYNE. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, can we agree on the
time for general debate?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, I would suggest that we run
along to-day until the whole of them that want to may talk. I
have only had two applications for time, one for three-quarters
of an hour and one for an hour, with perhaps an extension of a
guarter of an hour.

Mr, PAYNE. If they confine it to this bill

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think that they want to confine
it to the bill.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I suggest
to the gentleman that he make the suggestion of the gentleman
frog; iM gﬁ?uri a part of his motion—that all debate be confined
to 8

Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-

Mr. PAYNE. We can not do that. The rule provides for
that. My understanding of the rule is that in general debate
any subject can be debated.

Mr, HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the general debate be confined to the bill
under consideration.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Before agreeing to that, I
would like to know first whether we are to be confined to debate
on the Philippine tariff for a colonial possession, or we may,
talk about the tariff or any other question that may arise as to
holding possession of the islands.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani-
mous consent that debate may be confined to the bill,

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Iraisethe guestion thatno quorum
is present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas——

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman from Texas that
we take a viva voce vote on this motion; and then, if he wants,
he ecan raise the question. He can do so when we have a viva
voce vote. I request that he defer it until we can vote upon
going into Committee of the Whole.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I would rather insist upon it at
present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas suggests that a
quorum is not present. The House has just divided by tellers,
and it appears 178 were present a few moments ago. It re-
quires 196 to make a quorum. Assuming, which the Chair will
not assume, that perchance all did not vote, the Chair will ask
that Members arise and stand until counted, for the purpose
of ascertaining a guorum. It is impossible for the Chair to
determine whether there may not be some present who are not
Members. So that, if Members will arise and all others remain
seated, the Chair will count and see if there is a quorum. The
Chair will request all Members to rise. [After counting.] The
Chair has counted, and finds that there are present 201; but
196 constitute a quorum. A quorum is present. As many as
favor the motion will say *aye.”

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr,
OrmsTtEp] will take the chair.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippl. A parliamentary inguiry.
Was unanimous consent granted that debate should be confined
to the bill?

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will now pre-
sent the request of the gentleman from Mississippi for consent
that debate on this bill be confined to the bill. Is there ob-
jection?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I want to make
a parliamentary inquiry before that consent is given, and to
ask what will be the subject for discussion—simply the matter
of a Philippine tariff, or the policy of the Government with
reference to the Ihilippines?

The SPEAKER. It is impossible for the Chair to say what
the range of debate would be, because the Chair has not even
read the bill. It would be for the committee on the one hand,
and the chairman presiding over it on the other, in the event
the question should arise, to determine as to whether the Mem-
ber- was confining himself to the bill. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentleman from
Pennsylvania will take the chair.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. OrmsTED). The House is in Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9135) to revise and amend the
tariff laws of the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

bill (H. R. 9135) to revise and amend the tariff laws of the
PhIlep[ne Islands, and fos other purposes.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the necessity for this legislation
at the present time arises out of the passage by the House, I
hope on its way to become a part of the laws of the Nation, of
the general tariff bill, which provides in section 5 in reference
tso :he trade between the Philippine Islands and the United

tates.

As the House will remember, section 5 provides for free trade
on all goods going from the United States to the Philippine Is-
lands and coming to the United States from the islands, after
the passage of the act, with the exception of a limited amount
of sugar, tobacco, and manufactures of tobacco, and also with
an exception as to rice.
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The passage of that bill will make a deficit in the amount of
revenue to be obtained under the present tariff acts relating to
those islands. For instance, the duty collected under the pres-
ent law for the fiscal year 1908 between the islands and the
United States amounted to $999,666, or, in round numbers, to
$1,000,000. Of course with free trade between the islands and
the United States that entire revenue will be cut off.

There are other deductions that will arise on account of this
legislation, some of which can be definitely stated, and some
of which can only be estimated. But that is the principal item
of reduction when you compare the imports and the exports
with the proposed legislation. There is a duty on some of the
exports from the islands.

At present the revenues are sufficient to pay the expenses of
the islands and a little more, and of course the Congress of the
United States does not for a moment desire to curtail in any
manner the appropriations made yearly for education, for in-
stance, in the Philippine Islands, because that is one of the
great works and objects which this Government is carrying out
in our relations with those islands,

Public improvements are going on. Road building has in-
creased and docks have been constructed, which have been paid
for out of the revenues of the islands. It is necessary for the
Government to take care of all these things which are not yet
complete by providing sufficient revenues.

They have now in the islands an internal-revenue system.
I think the tax imposed there on tobacco and its manufactures,
especially the manufactures of tobacco, and on aleoholic liguors,
amounts to about one-quarter of the rate imposed by our in-
ternal-revenue tax in the United States, and about half of the
rate imposed in the island of Porto Rico.

As is well known, these people in the Philippine Islands are
great consumers of cigarettes. It is estimated that they now
consume about 11,000,000 cigarettes a day, which would mean
about one cigarette every day for every man, woman, and child
in the Philippine Islands. They propose (and this is a matter
for insular legislation and not for Congress, because we have
delegated that power to them) to increase the tax upon ciga-
rettes so that the internal-revenue receipts from this source will
amount to $875,791 more than under the present law. It is
not supposed that this small increase in the internal taxes will
at all interfere with the consumption of cigarettes. The in-
creased consumption there has arisen out of the prohibition of
the smoking of opium in the islands. Both the importation and
manufacture of opium are prohibited, and the opium fiend has
turned to some kindred amusement in order to compensate for
the loss of the opportunity to smoke opium. The Filipinos
have the cigarette habit worse than some Members of Congress
whom I know.

There are other increases which will also be made with ref-
erence to internal-revenue taxation, and it is believed that they
will increase their receipts from taxes upon distilled spirits
$800,000, making a total increase of $1,175,791 in internal-reve-
nue receipts.

In addition to the amount of import duties upon goods com-
ing from the United States to the islands, there was also col-
lected a duty on Philippine products imported into the United
States amounting to $269,000 in the last year; making the total
Joss about $1,851,320 and a gain from internal-revenue receipts
of $1,175,791, leaving still a decrease in revenue of $570,956.75.

Now, the internal revenue has been apportioned between the
general government and the municipalities in the Philippine
Islands. It is proposed hereafter to turn over those revenues in
the general tariff bill to the insular government, and let them
make the apportionment and not have them apportioned accord-
ing to the present law. Economies have been instituted in the
municipal governments in the Philippine Islands by the sub-
stitution of Filipinos for Americans. Of course it costs a Fili-
pino less to live, and it is impossible to get an American to go
over there and live, unless he gets at least double the salary
that a competent Filipino would require for similar services.

So you see the constant effort of the United States is in the
direction of the education of these people, not alone in reading,
writing, and arithmetic, and the ordinary school lessons, but also
in industrial education, and also, as the opportunity offers, as
they show capacity, to give them a chance to engage in real
government in various capacities and to participate in the gen-
eral government of the islands.

The people are making progress, and we hope that under the
beneficent influences of the general tariff bill, giving them free
trade and a market for their products to the United States,
there will be the same growth in the Philippine Islands that
there has been in Porto Rico, and that imports and exports
in the course of the next ten years will increase tenfold or more,
as they have in the island of Porto Rico since the year 1900.

In Porto Rico, after the passage of the bill giving them free
trade, the industries and prosperity of the island were so greatly
enhanced that they began to increase their imports from for-
eign countries on which duties were levied, and they increased
from considerably less than $2,000,000 to over $3,000,000 in the
past year.

Before we took up the government of the island of Porto
Rico seriously the expenditures were about $£3,000,000 a year and
the revenues $3,644,000. Now the expenditures are a trifle over
$4,000,000 a year and the revenue about $4,250,000, so that
there is a handsome surplus at the end of the year. The prin-
cipal item of increase in connection with the island of Porto
Rico is the million dollars that we pay annually to support the
schools in the island. There are some 87,000 children in the
schools, and they are constantly advancing. And so in the
Philippine Islands we have established schools for four or five
hundred thousand children. I have not read the statistics
lately, and I may not be correct, but I think there were
over 500,000 the last time that I looked the matter up. We
propose to keep on in this direction until these people are
educated up to the point where they will be enabled to engage
in self-government, either as an independent republic or under
the United States, as the people of the United States and the
people of the islands shall agree when the time comes that they -
are ready to take up self-government.

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no doubt that under this bill,
which proposes a moderate revenue duty upon nearly all the
items, there will be an increase of exports from the United
States into the islands. There may be a decrease for the time
being of imports into the islands from foreign countries on
which duties are paid. It is impossible, of course, to estimate
what that difference will be, but those people who have direct
charge of the insular affairs believe that, with these excise
taxes, internalrevenue taxes, turned over to the general gov-
ernment of the islands, they will not have to economize in any
way beyond what is legitimate economy in running the gov-
ernment of the islands, and that the bill, from the start, will
give them enough money to pay the expenses of the govern-
ment.

Judging from the parallel case of Porto Rico there is no doubt
that in the course of a very short time the bill will yield ample
revenue for the support of the government.

This bill, Mr. Chairman, was prepared in the first instance
by Colonel Colton, who is at the head of the customs service in
the Philippine Islands, assisted by Mr. Hord, who is at the
head of the internal-revenue service, and after open discussion
and hearings in Manila, and with the concurrence of 10 or 15
tariff experts, who were active in the preparation of the bill,
and also under the direction and final revision of General
Edwards, of the Insular Bureau in the War Department.

I introduced this bill as it was prepared by these gentlemen,
and it was referred to the Committee on Ways und Means. A
subcommittee was appointed, who carefully went over every pro-
vision in the bill. The subcommittee recommended a large
number of amendments, most of them in the phraseology of the
bill, some as to punctuation, and only a few making material
changes from the original draft of the bill.

For instance, they had provided for a duty upon petrolenm
and its products of every kind on a graduated scale. The com-
mittee could see no reason for putting a duty on petrolenm or
any of its produets, so they put the whole thing on the free list.
Then a high duty was put upon a certain kind of rails of light
weight, for use in making tramways or railroads to be used in
the sugar plantations, and also a high duty upon the cars and
equipage of such a railway, and also a higher rate of duty,
not in balance with or corresponding to the other duties of the
bill, on sugar machinery. The general duties upon the iron
schedule average about 15 per cent ad valorem. On sugar
machinery the duty was put at 30 per cent.

The committee, being still of an inquiring mind, found out
that some American manufacturers had insisted upon these
high rates of duty, and these gentlemen had accommodatingly
given way to them, one of them told me, on the threat of the
manufacturers that the bill would not be allowed to pass unless
they did, though I do not know whether that is so or not. The
committee were not intimidated by the report of any such
threat, and they cut down the duties on this sugar machinery
from 30 to 156 per cent, and put the duty on these lighter rails
at the same rate that was put on rails in general in the bill,

There is one item that they wanted as a protective duty.
They have organized a company in Manila, and have a shop in
operation there employing a thousand Filipinos in fitting up and
making the bolts and nuts, and so forth, for structural steel used
in building in the islands. They import the rough blocks and fit
them up in their shops, and in that way they employ a thou-

.
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sand people there, and desired a high rate of duty upon this
structural material in order to keep this shop in operation, so
that that is a profective feature of the bill.

The bill continues the present law in regard to export duty.
As the House will remember, when the law was passed we put
light export duties on hemp and copra, the product of the
cocoanut tree, and upon tobaceo and its manufactures, and upon
sugar. This produced considerable revenue, although we ex-
cepted from its operation any of these articles coming into the
United States.

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the gentleman will permit an interrup-
tion, I will state that the gentleman spoke of the applieation
that was made by the proprietors of a machine shop for a pro-
tective duty on structural material which they were making. I
do not think the gentleman from New York said what the com-
mittee did with respect to that,

Mr. PAYNE. The committee did not amend that. It left
it as it was reported by these gentlemen at what was consid-
ered sufficient protection. I think we did not change it. We
left it as reported by these gentlemen, in order to protect that
industry in the islands and keep these men at worlk.

Some objection has been raised to this form of taxation, ex-
port duties. Of course it is foreign to our Constitution and
our system of government, so far as the United States proper
is concerned, to levy any export tax, but the conditions are
quite different in the Philippine Islands. The Constitution
does not extend there. They have upon their statute books, and
have had for five or gix years, a land-tax law making subject
to assessment and taxation all improved lands in the islands,
When they came to look about for an enforcement of this law
it was found that there were a large number of holdings of real
estate, and that many of them, most of them, were small hold-
ings, where the proprietor raised a little rice for his family,
and that is about all the income he got out of it, and that to
enforce that tax meant simply the seizure of these lands and
sale for taxation. Of course that would produce not only con-
fusion, but a great deal of distress in the islands. So the oper-
ation of that law was suspended. Now, the people who culti-
vate the cocoanut and the hemp and the tobacco, and the sugar
especially, with the impetus that may come to that industry—
and there is some exportation to other countries besides the
United States of all of these articles beyond the limited amount
that may come to the United States under any cirecumstances—
are the people who get money out of their lands. They get an
ineome from those lands. They are able to pay the small tax
which was exacted onder the law as now upon the statute
books, but not enforced. When the committee came to look into
this matter it appeared to them that this small export tax at
worst was only a tax npon the land, and a very moderate tax
upon the land, of those who were able to pay it.

That is, if it all comes back upon the owner of the land. Of
course it is claimed there, and there is some reason in the argu-
ment, that it does not come out of the landowner, but comes
out of the customer who buys. He has to stand this export tax

when he buys the manila hemp; but whatever way it is there

is no injustice if the owners of these lands that produce are
compelled to pay this small tax upon the land. These islands
have a complete monopoly of the manila hemp industry. The
provision exempting the United States from the payment of
this tax has worked a revolution commercially in regard to
hemp. When it commenced, I think there were only $2,000,000
worth of hemp ecoming to the United States, and ten or twelyve
million dollars’ worth coming mainly to London. Now the
greater portion of it comes o the United States, six or seven
million dollars’ worth, and the balance of it goes to England
and other foreign countries and pays the export tax. So that
this has worked for the benefit of the people of the United
States and the people who use manila hemp in manufacture.

Mr. MURDOCK. That is not changed at all in this bill.

Mr. PAYNE. That is left exactly as it is in the present law.
Yes; I was right. In 1901 there was $2,400,000 worth of hemp
coming into the United States and $12,050,000 going to other
countries. In 1907 there was $11,326,000 worth coming to the
United States and $9,758,000 worth going to other countries,
and that proportion existed in 1905 and 1906. In 1908 there
was a slump in the hemp business in the United States and
we received $7,684,000 and the other countries $9,247,000.

Mr. 1 ES, Will the gentleman yield? Is the export duty
collected on that manila hemp shipped to the United States as
well as to other countries?

Mr. PAYNE. It is collected and refunded when it goes into
consumption in the United States. I hardly see myself how
they interpret the law that way. There is an expressed pro-
vigo that those products shipped to the United States and

entering into consumption should be exempt from the export

_f_or anybody else.

duty, but they have a practice down there of collecting the ex-
port duty, and they pay it back whenever proof is made that
the hemp has been manufactured in the United States and goes
into consumption, and our people are not complaining about it;
and while I, glancing at the law, should interpret it the other
way, still down there they interpret it this way, and we have
left it exactly as it is. They want it left as it is, and our people
are not complaining about it and everybody seems to be satis-
fied. We put hides on the free list; there was a duty on hides
in the Colton draft. =

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I find this curious provision
on page 80 of the bill, and I desire to ask the gentleman from
New York about it. It is virtually this, that the governor-
general, by and with the advice of the commission, may suspend
the duty on rice. For what purpose is that inserted?

Mr. PAYNE. It is for this purpose: The gentleman knows,
of course, that the principal food there is rice. Now, they have
not raised enough rice to feed the people of the islands in a
number of years. One year, I think, they imported $11,000,000
worth of rice and only raised three or four. That was the year
after the scourge among the carabao, and 80 per cent of the
draft animals there were blotted out in that year; and while
they have increased to a better condition somewhat, still they
are not able to raise enongh rice in the islands now to support
the people of the islands. People there think that when condi-
tions change so that they can raise sufficient to support the
islands a duty ought to be imposed upon it, and so we have
provided for that duty in this bill, and they wanted this pro-
yision in it that it could be suspended any one year at the in-
stance of the government, so as to guard against a rice famine,
These people are poor people——

Mr. MURDOCK. In such event the rice importations are
from China, are they not?

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; some from Japan, I think, too, and other
oriental countries. Of course they are surrounded by coun-
tries that can send them rice. I do not know whether our
growers in the United States will ever send them rice. We are
supplying the needs of our people, and I take a very cheerful
and hopeful view of the rice planting in the Southern States,
because I believe with our facilities and our machinery and
the facilities for flooding the fields at any moment they desire
and then being able to draw the waters off and harvest, not in
the wet but in the dry, and use of machinery for the harvesting
of it, I can not see any reason why, with the ingenunity and
inventive genius of the average American applied to the culti-
vation of rice, we wounld not be able in a few years to meet the
conditions in oriental countries, even with their cheap labor, in
the supplying of rice. I think that, with this duty wpon it,
there is good reason to believe that our people may export rice
to the islands some time in the fnture and without erippling the
industry there, because there the people in a small patch, some-
times no larger than a rod square, raise the rice for the family.
They wade around in the water, plant the rice, cultivate it,
and afterwards they gather it by wading in the water, because
they have no means of flooding except the floods that come from
heaven, and they have no means of draining the water off at
any time.

There is one item in the bill that is not strictly a tariff
measure, but they were very anxious to have it put in. They
claim, and I think they are probably right about it, that the
general trade-mark law passed by Congress two or three years
ago applies to the Philippine Islands, and while there is a
provision in the general law to enforce rights under it in the
courts of the United States, there is no provision to enforce
the rights that grow up in the Philippine Islands in reference
to trade-marks in the courts of the islands. So we have put in
a section giving jurisdiction of these courts over trade-mark
eases arising in the Philippine Islands.

I think I have stated all the features of the bill, unless some
gentleman wishes to ask me in regard to it.

Mr, ROBINSON. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I
would like to ask him one question. If I understood him cor-
rectly, he stated that the expenditures on account of the Philip-
pine government have increased under the American occupa-
tion from $3,000,000, or about £3,000,000, to approximately -four
millions, and that is chiefly due——

Mr. PAYNE. That was in regard fo Porto Rico.

Mr. ROBINSON. The gentleman stated, if I understood him
correctly, that the policy of this Government, or, at least, the
policy of the committee and of this legislation, is to continue
the process of education until these people become capable of
self-government. I would like to ask——

Mr. PAYNE. I speak more for myself, perbhaps, on that than
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Mr, ROBINSON, Very well. T would like to ask if he can
give the committee an idea as to how long it will be necessary
to continue that process?

Mr. PAYNE. I can not, and I say that, too, after a trip to
the islands three or four years ago, with unusual facilities
there to find out and ascertain how far these people had pro-
ceeded. We had hearings, and some gentlemen appeared before
us and thought that they were fit for self-government now, but
the most of them demonstrated that they were not up to the
ideas of a 10-year-old child on government,

I do not know how long it will take. We attended some
banquets on the islands, where the waiters were young Fili-
pinos, who were students in the schools, because they could
speak the English language, and we found a great many of the
younger generation had gotten so that they were speaking the
English language, the language which bids fair to become the
common tongue in the Philippine Islands. Now, there are
60 or 70 different dialects spoken in the islands, so different
that a man speaking in one and another speaking in another
can not understand each other any more than I can understand
their dialects.

Mr. ROBINSON. Notwithstanding the fact that the gentle-
man has given careful consideration to that subject, he is un-
able to give the committee any idea how long it will be necessary
_ for this Government to continue its occupation there?

Mr. PAYNE. The hopeful thing is they are being educated
and uplifted; that they are getting a sense of responsibility.
The native constabulary there has gotten to be a most respecta-
ble police force and a most efficient one. Many of the Filipinos,
who compose a minority of the commission in Manila, are men
of exceptionally high character and ability. I wish they were
all go, but unfortunately they are not. I think they are getting
that way. It may be that the next generation will be the gen-
eration to carry it into effect and will succeed.

Mr. ROBINSON. Has the gentleman worked out to his own
satisfaction the degree of education and the generality of edu-
cation necessary to entitle Filipinos to self-government?

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I could not lay down a cast-iron rule
on that. !

Mr. ROBINSON. Can the gentleman lay down any?

Mr. PAYNE. There are various degrees of fitness for self-
government. Sometimes I look over a community in the United
States and wonder how long it will be before they get up to
the plane of self-government; but our people generally, the
great mass of them, are fit for self-government. I hope to see
the Filipinos that way.

Mr. ROBINSON. The gentleman in this connection asserts
that in his opinion there are many communities in the United
States that are incapable of governing themselves.

Mr. PAYNE. I should have said * some,” if I said * many.”

Mr. ROBINSON. Some; and yet he is utterly unable to give
any idea as to how long it would require this Government to
educate them to his standard for self-government or to give us
an idea as to what standard of enlightenment is necessary to
constitute the right to self-government.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Would not the gentleman be surprised if the
gengleman from New York had indicated any opinion on the
subject?

Mr. ROBINSON. I would state that I would be surprised at
the members of the Republican party announcing a definite
policy toward the Philippine Islands. I will state in that con-
nection, with the permission of the gentleman from New York,
that he certainly knows that we acquired the Philippine Islands
and assumed conirol of them upon the theory that we owed
those people the duty of enlightening them sufficiently for self-
government ; and now, after ten years of increasingly enormous
expenditures for that purpose, the chairman of the Committee
on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, the leader
of the Republican party on this floor, declares that, after years
of investigation of this subject, he knows no more about it than
when he began. I think it is time for some determination on
the subject.

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is stating his interpretation of
something I did not say. There are those who can jump up in
Congress or anywhere else—those who are in the minority—and
declaim and say that after fifteen years, or ten years, or one
year, they are going to give the Philippine Islands the right of
self-government. We have made one experiment in giving self-
government to a people near by, and we have had to intervene
and keep them from cutting each other’s throats; and I am not
sure whether we will not have to do it again or not. I do not
know. But so far as the Philippine Islands are concerned, I
do not want to repeat that experiment,

I do not want to get them into a position where they will be

cutting each other’s throats. I want to do what is best for

them. I never wanted them, and never would have gone into
the Cuban war. We struggled against it until it was inevitable;
while there on the other side, without a particle of respon-
sibility to the country, they were urging and egging on for war.
[Loud applause on the Republican side.] And then there was
the blowing up of the Alaine; there was the finding of the
commission that it came from the outside; there was pressure
everywhere, There was the opinion of the people; there was
the demand of the people, heated up by demagogic cries that
came from Washington, for war with Spain. We could hold
out against it no longer. If we could have held out a little
longer, we would have secured the freedom of the Cubans with-
out the loss of a drop of blood or the expenditure of treasure.
But, no; the minority had their way, helped by some misled
gentlemen upon this side of the Chamber; and we went into
the war; and when the war had closed, after we had assumed
these responsibilities, then you gentlemen said: “ Stay away;
let the people alone, and let them cut each other's throats.)’
They have no responsibility. But we, on this side of the
Chamber, recognize the force not only of public opinion in this
country, but we are responsible to the Providence that had
placed those people in our keeping. We are trying to work out
the preblem, and all the time we are met by bickerings and
criticisms from gentlemen whom the people have not seen fit
to give the responsibility of this Government to; but still we
are trying to work out this proposition, and we are succeeding,
We are lifting them up, and I hope to see the day when they
will exemplify the great benefit to them, given to them because
under the providence of Almighty God they were given over to
the care and custody of the American people. [Loud applause
on the Republican side.]

M't:‘? ROBINSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a state-
men

Mr. PAYNE. I reserve my time; the gentleman can obtain
time from gentlemen on the other side.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Arkansas,

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to say any-
thing in this connection at this time. The very remarkable
speech just made by the leader of the Republican party has in-
duced me to reply to some of the statements he has made. He
says that it is all right for members of the minority, without
any responsibility, to make inquiries as to the conduct of the
Government in the Philippine Islands and to ask how long it will
require this Government to educate the people of the Philippine
Islands so that, in his judgment, they will become capable of
self-government.

I want to say to him in that regard that while I am an
humble member of the minority, I can not divest myself of some
degree of responsibility for the proceedings of this great body.
Already the idea has prevailed to too great an extent here and
throughout the United States that men in positions of leader-
ship, men who are intrusted with the responsibility of leading
great political organizations and directing legislation, should
have the sole responsibility of its conduct. We have here ex-
emplified to-day the fact that no Member of this House can
divest himself of his responsibility in this body. The gentle-
man says that after ten years of occupation of those islands
and a careful study of conditions there the Filipinos are as yet
mere children 10 years old, incapable of governing themselves,
and that an indefinite policy is to be pursued by the United
States, to the end of time if necessary, by implication, by which
the people of the United States are to discharge what he as-
sumes to be an obligation to the people of the Philippine Islands
to educate and control them.

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the Philippine Islands are now
capable of self-government. I do not agree with the gentleman
from New York that there is any part of the United States,
under the flag of the United States, either in New York or else-
where, where the people are incapable of self-government, I
believe in the progress of right, but I do not believe that the
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee ought to arrogate
to himself or to the Republican party the right to determine just
when any people are capable of self-government,

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask my friend a question?

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes.

Mr. PAYNE., Does the gentleman include the negroes in his
statement that all are capable of self-government?

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes; I do.

Mr. HAMILTON. Then why do not you let them?

Mr, JAMES. They are not capable of the government of
other people, however.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. The gentleman spoke of com-

‘munities governing themselves.
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Mr. ROBINSON. It is very easy for one having the dignity,
the rank, and the power of the gentleman from New York to
make an insinuation of that kind. I know what he means. I
know what he attempts to say; and I say to him now, that
while I regard the negro as capable of self-government, I do not
believe he is capable of governing the world, and I do not in-
tend that he shall do so.

Mr, DOUGLAS, That is quite obvious,

Mr. ROBINSON. It is contended here by the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Payxe] and some of his associates that
in speaking for the right of self-government I am inconsistent.
That insinuation is made because I do not proclaim the doctrine
of negro supremacy in the South. You do not believe in it, you
do not stand for it, and you dare not announce it. It has noth-
ing whatever to do with this Philippine tariff bill. There is no
relation between it and the so-called * race problem.”

The gentleman has undertaken to divert the issue.
tlemen on the other side have undertaken to justify what you
may yourselves determine to be misgovernment in the Philip-
pine Islands by the insinuation that I stand for the misgovern-
ment of some people. I want the gentleman from New York
to understand that I resent the imputation which he makes, that
my community or any other community in the United States
is less capable of self-government than the community which is
honored by having him represent it here. I believe in the
right of self-government as inherent in all races and in all peo-
ples; and I believe that the time has now come—as shown in
the confession which the gentleman makes when he says, in
substance, that he deplores the situation now existing in the
Philippine Islands and regrets that this obligation is upon us—
when the people of the United States should give to the people
of the Philippine Islands the right and power of self-govern-
ment. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Arkan-
sas has expired.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield thirty minutes to the gentle-
man from New York [Mr, HARrISON ], a member of the committee.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, the people of the United
States have no heart for the colonial form of government. They
seem to appreciate neither its advantages nor its responsibili-
ties. The Congress takes but a cursory interest in this measure,
which affects the economic existence of 8,000,000 of subject peo-
ple. Our own new tariff bill provides for free trade with the
Philippine Islands, and therefore it is necessary for us now to
revise the tariff of the Philippine Islands in order to make up
for the deficit which will arise from a cessation of the collec-
tion of custom duties upon imports from the United States.
We are thus called upon to create a new revenue measure for
those islands, and yet in this emergency I venture to say that
there are not a dozen men in the House of Representatives who
can speak with any authority upon the subject of the Philippine
revenues.

Now, this bill was not prepared by the Committee on Ways
and Means. It is true that we have revised some of the sched-
ules first offered us, but in the main this is the creation of the
Buvreau of Insular Affairs of the War Department, especially
of the chief of that bureau, Gen. Clarence Edwards, and of
Colonel Colton, of the army, the collector of customs for the
Philippine Islands. These two gentlemen appeared before the
Committee on Ways and Means and showed most profound
knowledge of the conditions in the Philippine Islands, for which
they are entitled to much praise.

But the people of the United States, as they are represented
here in this Chamber, know little about this bill, and care less.
Now, that shows one of two things, either that we are unfit to
carry on a form of colonial government, or that we are not pre-
pared to accept as definite our present colonial policy. I hope
that the latter is the true statement of the case,

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. HARRISON. I will

Mr. NORRIS. Does not this lack of interest which the gen-
tleman speaks of indicate, or might it not be reasonably said to
indicate, a confidence in the membership that the House has in
the great Committee on Ways and Means, of which the gentle-
man himself is an honored member?

Mr. HARRISON. I acknowledge on behalf of the committee
and on behalf of myself the somewhat backhanded compliment
the gentleman is paying us, but it is not the customary course
of legislation in this body that a bill affecting the economic ex-
istence of 8,000,000 of people should arouse so little interest in
the House.

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman complains that there is not a
greater interest on the part of the membership of the House in
this particular bill?

XLIV—126

You gen--

Mr. HARRISON. I do.

Mr. NORRIS. Now, I think that perhaps the gentleman mis-
construes the sentiment of the membership, and I believe that
while we all recognize that we can not consider everything in
detail, when we have the committee able to do it properly, with
the ability that the committee has, we sometimes show a lack
of interest.

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman has been a Member of this
body a number of years, and I have been here a few years
myself, and I venture to say we never saw another measure
of equal importance directly affecting an equal number of
people arousing so little interest on this floor; on that account
I said I hoped that it meant a lack of acquiescence in the per-
manency of our present colonial form of government rather
than the-unfitness for colonial government on the part of the
American people,

I think myself that the proper tribunal to frame this bill is
not the House of Representatives of the United States, but the
Philippine assembly. [Applause on the Democratic side.] If
we have given these people the form of self-government, we
might just as well give them the substance.

Mr, HILL. I am sure the gentleman will pardon an inter-
ruption, It was shown the subcommittee who had the Dbill in
charge that for six months, by public advertisement and by
public hearings in the city of Manila, all parties, without regard
to political consideration, were summoned and were present,
and that the discussion of the rates of duties continued for over
six months, This was in the city of Manila, and not only the
people of the Philippine Islands, but foreign merchants, resi-
dents there, participated in that discussion; and the rates of
duty were fixed, not by Colonel Colton and General Edwards,
but in effect by the people of the Philippine Islands, and then
these were submitted to the Insular Bureau and approved and
then sent to the House of Representatives of the United States
of America for revision and enactment. Now, it may well be,
in view of the fact that free trade is to exist between the United
States and the Philippine Islands, and naturally so, that the
American people do not take the interest in it that the people
of the Philippine Islands do; but these people have taken a
lively, personal, active interest for between six months and a
year, and this is the result of their conclusions,

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, granting that all the gen-
tleman from Connecticut says is substantially correct, the fiscal
policy embodied in this bill was created, controlled, and directed
by the Bureau of Insular Affairs of the army. My opinion is
that the people of the islands, as represented in their assembly,
are the people who know most about this measure, who care
most about it, and are the ones to whom should have been given
the responsibility for framing their own fiscal policy.

Mr. HILL. If the gentleman will permit a further interrup-
tion, I asked Colonel Colton whether the various residents,
foreign merchants, and representatives of European industries
had been consulted in regard to this bill. He told me that
while they were opposed, of course, as they naturally would be,
to free trade between the Philippine Islands and the United
States, if free trade between the United States and the Philip-
pine Islands was to exist, they were in accord with the rates of
duty laid down in this bill.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, I know; but the mailed fist of the
Department of War directed the framing of this fiscal policy.
We do not know what the merchants of the islands or the resi-
dents of the island have testified before the army officers who
collected this testimony. It was not submitted to us in the
committee. It is not submitted to the people of the United
States. We derived all the information we have upon this sub-
ject from the Department of War.

Mr. HILI. The best information the subcommittee had was
that the particular items the War Department injected into

| this bill were reviewed and rescinded and very much lower rates

given, and that the views of the Filipino people themselves
were embodied as the final result of their action.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I address myself to the
fiscal policy that this bill expresses rather than to specific
rates. To that policy I object, and I voted against it in the
committee. What the committee had in the way of evidence
upon which this policy was adopted was very slight indeed.

I have already said that these two officials of the Bureau of
Insular Affairs in appearing before the committee showed a
very profound knowledge of conditions in the Philippine Islands
and answered satisfactorily the questions asked of them by the
members of the committee, but the fact remains that this meas-
ure affecting the economic existence of the Filipinos should
have been framed by the Philippine assembly and not by a
Congress which knows little about it and cares less.
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To deny the Filipinos the right to enact serious legislation
is to make a farce of the toy government we have given them.
The situation is illogical and absurd; it positively hampers the
hoped-for plan of self-government in those islands.

Taxation without representation was abhorrent to an ear-
lier generation of Americans. How signally have we failed
in the application of the golden rule. If we are in earnest in
our professions of ultimate independence for the islands, let us,
at least, be honest with them now, and prepare them for that
glorious oceasion. Iestless as we are under the burdens of
our colonial empire, we must retain our hold over the Philip-
pines until that time shall come. To deliver over the Filipinos
to another country would be recreancy to our trust. To give
them over as pawns to the Japanese would be abhorrent to our
sgense of justice. To abandon them now to their own resources,
a prey to foreign nations, would be equally an act of cowardice.

Therefore, as a Democrat, I say that I believe that we must
at present postpone the day of severing our bonds with the
Philippine Islands until they have reached, approximately at
least, a condition fit for self-government. Now, if it were to
be shown to us that that condition exists to-day, I say give
them their independence to-day. If it appears that they are
not yet fit for independence, we must retain our hold upon them
until they do become so, and when they do, educated and civi-
lized by us, we shall have the proud feeling that we enabled
them to take their place among the brotherhood of nations.

Mr. NORRIS. Has the gentleman given the subject sufficient
study, so that he has formed an opinion satisfactory to himself
as to whether the Philippine people are sufficiently far advanced
for self-government now?

Mr. HARRISON. I should be inclined to think that they
are not.

Mr. NORRIS. Has the gentleman a definite idea as to
wlllen—could he fix a time—we should turn them over to them-
selves?

Mr. HARRISON. The very first moment it does appear to
our satisfaction that they are able to take care of themselves.

Mr. NORRIS. I agree with the gentleman fully on that
proposition, but as to being more definite, can the gentleman
state the time in the future when that should occur?

Mr. HARRISON. Of course I do not propose to deal in
prophecy. I can not fix this matter by clockwork, but since
the gentleman has given me this opportunity to express my
own opinion I believe that the proper solution of the question
is the speedy internationalization of the islands, so that a con-
dition may exist similar to that which recently existed in the
island of Crete. Then, guaranteed their independence and pro-
tected from interference by any of the world powers, they can
take their proper stand among the nations of the earth,

Now, for that I believe they are pretty nearly ready. I be-
lieve that their present fiscal condition is one of the most se-
rious drawbacks to that solution, and instead of solving the
question in this bill, I believe we are still further complicating
it and still further postponing the day of independence,

Mr. NORRIB. I agree with the gentleman fully that we
ought to give them their independence at the earliest possible
moment, and I was moved to ask the questions I did from the
questions asked by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Ropix-
gox] of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payxe] that he
wanted definite ideas., It seems to me we can not state defi-
nitely the time when that independence should occur, but we
ought to keep in mind and work foward the end of bringing
independence about for them as soon as possible.

Mr. HARRISON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to
detain the House by a detailed discussion of our colonial policy.
This is an economic question, and as such it deserves our close
scrutiny and attention. In the first place the bill is a triumph
of complexity.

The first 15 pages of the bill are given over to a complex
discussion of how the customs duty shall be administered and
a great deal of it is absolutely incomprehensible to the ordinary
American mind. Perhaps it may better suit the subtleties of
the Filipino or Chinese merchant. Lax as we are in our under-
standing of it, this vice which I have pointed out exists chiefiy
because we are trying to apply to them our own incorrect sys-
tem of taxation. We could give them a tariff bill as short as
the Inglish tariff bill, which in 5 pages of ordinary pamphlet
size contains the provisions for raising an enormous revenue,
and yet in raising the revenue for the Philippine Islands we
have here a bill of 125 pages, enumerating nearly every object
under the sun which could be taxed. If we offered them a tariff
for revenue only upon a few specific articles sufficient to raise
that revenue we would be giving them a fair start upon their
fiscal career instead of giving them a tariff which will be in-
comprehensible to them and to us.

Now, as a revenue raiser, I believe this bill will fall very far
short of what is expected by the committee. The revenues of
the Philippine Islands to-day are about $11,000,000 to $12,000,000
a year. Most of that they spend, the money being appropriated
by the Philippine Assembly. Now, less than $7,000,000 of their
revenues comes from customs duties. This is collected on an
average ad valorem of about 20 per cent on over $31,000,000 of
imports.

Now these exports come, about $6,000,000 from Great Britain,
about $5,000,000 from us, about $2,500,000 from China, about
$2,000,000 from Germany, about $1,500,000 from Spain, about
$1,250,000 from the British East Indies, and so on. What I
regard of importance in these figures is the fact that a com-
paratively small proportion of their customs revenues at pres-
ent comes from the United States, say about 17 per cent. Now,
this 17 per cent of their revenues, or about $1,300,000, will be
at once entirely lost as soon as free trade between our country
and the Philippines is adopted. In addition to that the
$500,000, which in round figures is about what is refunded to
the Philippines as their share of the export tax on commodities
imported from them into the United States, will also be stricken
out, This makes somewhat less than $2,000,000 of compensa-
tory revenue to be provided for. Now, the Bureau of Insular
Affairs, in offering this bill assumed, I believe, that greatly in-
creased prosperity will exist in the Philippine Islands because
of the increased importation of American goods there, and that
will increase the purchasing power of the Philippine people,
thus providing a source from which the deficit will eventually
be offset. .

In addition, they have a gold-standard fund which is rated
at 40 per cent. Officials of the department believe that half that
amount would be sufficient, and they claim they will have at
least $3,000,000 available for use. Now, all this is true so far
as the arithmetic of it goes, but the common sense of the situa-
tion is that as the advantages of free trade with the TUnited
States will at once become apparent importations will almost
cease in many items from other countries, and consequently a
great deal more than 17 per cent of their revenues will imme-
diately cease; probably 25, 30, or 5O per cent.

A fair estimate, then, of the future customs revenue, in
comparison with the revenue for the last fiscal year, would be
as follows:

Imports, 1908, $30,918,745; duties collected, $6,691,485; aver-
age ad valorem, 20.64 per cent. Hstimated revenue under pro-
posed law: Imports, 1010, $15,000,000; duties collected,
$£3,750,000; average ad valorem, 25 per cent. Loss from imports
to United States, $15,000,000.

If this estimate is approximately verified, the receipts will
decline nearly $3,000,000, and that sum must be raised by other
modes of taxation, such as increased and enlarged internal-
revenue taxes. It is quite possible that the importers and busi-
ness men of Manila contract some months ahead for the foreign
goods they sell, and therefore the loss of revenue in consequence
of free trade with the United States will not accrue until an-
other year has passed, or even later; but it would seem to be
inevitable that this loss of revenue must soon occur, and a still
greater loss from year to year as the dealers and consumers
discover the benefit of the lower cost of free American products
over the tariff-taxed products of other countries,

If this great deficit is to arise, new sources of revenue must
be provided. Now, how are they going to do it? The Filipinos
can not amend this tariff bill. We are unlikely to take up the
subject here for another ten years. It will have to be done by
the Filipinos imposing some more forms of direct taxation upon
their own people. The Burean of Insular Affairs itself proposes
to collect some of this deficit revenue by an increase in the
internal-revenue taxes. Mr. Chairman, I think that a very
grave and serious deficit, extending over a number of years,
will at once come into being as soon as free trade is created
between the two countries.

We are accustomed over here self-complacently to believe that
the Philippine Islands are economically, as well as in all other
ways, a great deal better off under American rule than they
were under the Spanish., In my opinion, this is a grave mis-
take. We have been a great deal harder taskmaster to the
Filipinos in an economic sense than was Spain. We forced upon
them a land tax, the operations of which we had to suspend.
We forced upon them our barbarous navigation laws, the opera-
tions of which we had to suspend. We forced upon them,
almost at the point of the bayonet, our internal-revenue taxes,
and now we propose. to saddle them with a system which, in
my opinion, is a grievous injustice to them., The fact is that
trade in the Philippine Islands is almost stagnant, because they
lost their market with Spain. We did not give them anything
like the same preferential rates the Spaniards had given them,
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and our own trade with the Philippine Islands has been sub-
stantially the same since 1901. Of course, it will increase now,
but it will increase at the expense of the Philippines revenues.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman permit?

Mr., HARRISON., With pleasure. 2

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand the gentleman’s argu-
ment, he is protesting against the free-trade policy as carried
in the Payne bill between the Philippines and this country?

Mr. HARRISON. I am not. I would vote for that.

Mr. STAFFORD. Then, what is the purpose of the gentle-
man's protestations?

Mr. HARRISON. I am coming to that, if the gentleman will
allow me to unfold my argument. I have but ten minutes more,
and I hope to conclude in that time. My protestations are not
against the free trade; I am in favor of that. My objections
are directed to this tariff bill as a fiscal policy.

I am now coming, Mr. Chairman, to my chief objection to
this bill, and thereby I hope to answer satisfactorily the ques-
tion of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp]. This
bill, instead of being drawn for the purposes of the Filipino
people, is drawn for the purposes of the industrial monopolies
in the United States. Instead of being drawn for the purpose
of collecting revenue for the Philippine Islands, it is drawn to
render aid, assistance, and comfort to industrial combinations
in our own country. The best evidence of that is the testimony
before the Committee on Ways and Means of the officials of the
Bureaun, of Insular Affairs.

With engaging frankness officials of that bureau testified be-
fore the committee that all the special interests of the United
States had been consulted, their advice taken, and their desires
appeased at every step. Like seasoned politicians, they pro-
ceeded along the lines of least resistance. General Edwards,
the chief of that bureau, said this in describing the methods by
which they framed this bill: .

Take the iron schedule, for instance, and it wounld be sent to the
Iron Age—

That is a periodical published in the interest of the iron
manufacturers—
the {ewelry schedule to the special jewelry magazine, the watch schedule
to the watch magazine, and so forth, and invite recommendations and
comment, -

Further he says:

Specifications were drawn so as to favor United States goods, espe-
clally as to cotton or other goods in regard to the width of looms, and
other thin In that way we got quite an intimate assoclation between
the speclal interests of this country. We had a great deal of corre-
spondence with them. I have always glven them our proposed schedules.

And above he says:

I think we have reconciled all special interests of the United States
except such as have come up, of which I have no knowledge.

Not one but what was to have a finger in the pie if he has
his say! Every single special interest in the United States was
invited to come forward and to have a hand in framing this
tariff bill. Now, I have no doubt that that is the usual way
that Republicans frame their tariff bills, but such an amazing
exhibition of the machinery by which it is done has never before
been given to the Congress of the United States.

Mr, HILL. WIill the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly.

Mr. HILL. The gentleman bases his opinion entirely on the
testimony of General Edwards? Has he examined the schedules
themselves to see whether they have been manipulated in that

direction? The metal schedule, the report says, has not been
changed an iota. It is 16 per cent now, and it was that under
the old law,

Mr. HARRISON, I will give the gentleman two instances of
what I referred to, and in doing so I will eall his attention to
the fact that he is not arguing fairly when he refers to any
goods in this bill being taxed at the same rates as those at
present existing in the Philippine tariff law, because free trade
with the United States will upset the whole balance of trade
and rates which may have been fair before will, as against the
new condition of affairs, be absolutely unfair. I see the gentle-
man acknowledges his assent to that proposition.

Mr, HILL. 1 will concede that here; but I will concede, too,
that no exploitation will be permitted in any changes made by
the committee; that it is purely a revenue measure, intended
to raise enough to meet the current expenditures of the Philip-
pine Islands. I would ask the gentleman to specify a single
item in which a rate has been made to exploit the Philippine
Islands.

Mr. HARRISON. I will state two items in which I consider
that to be the case, and if the advocates of high protection in
the Philippines had any justification it should be in these two
items, Upon analysis, however, their whole position will col-
lapse, Those two items are structural steel and matches,

Those are two instances in which they might have claimed that
infant induostries exist in the Philippine Islands. The plant in
Manila for making structural steel used really to import steel
from the United States and assemble it there to the extent of
putting in steel bolts and serews.

Now, the rate on structural steel in this bill is fifty-six
one-hundredths of 1 cent. The rate on structural steel in the
Dingley bill is one-half of 1 cent. The rate on structural steel
in the Payne bill is three-tenths of 1 cent. Therefore it will
be obvious that the rate upon structural steel in this bill is
not only a higher rate than in the Payne bill, but even higher
than the rate of the Dingley bill, and is, in all human proba-
bility, utterly prohibitive as to any importations in competition
with Ameriean structural steel.

But does it protect the infant industry in Manila? Most
certainly not, because American structural steel will now be
imported completely finished, free of duty, and no protection
against this is afforded to this so-called “ infant industry.” So
it is obvious that the thing is a ridiculous farce.

Now, take up the match schedule. That was another in-
stance of an infant industry. The officials of the Bureau of
Insular Affairs——

Mr, STAFFORD, Will the gentleman permit an inquiry?

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly.

Mr, STAFFORD. Can the gentleman give the committee the
amount of the present duty on structural steel?

Mr, HARRISON. I believe it is fifty-six one-hundredths of

1 cent.

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the proposed rate?

Mr. HARRISON, Fifty-six one-hundredths of 1 cent; the
same rate.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman permit another in-
quiry?

Mr. HARRISON, Certainly.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does it follow from your argument that
there is going to be a swamping by reason of American manu-
factures being sent there, when this bill continues the same rate
of duty and such condition does not exist at present?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; because in the present law the duty
applies against the importations of structural steel from the
United States, but under the new conditions of affairs they
will come in free. I observe that my time is nearly out.

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman may have ten minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

Mr. HARRISON. The other item as to which I claim this
bill provides protection for American industries, not Filipino,
is in the instance of the match industry in Manila. Officials
of the Bureau of Insular Affairs testified that representatives
of the match factory came before them and asked for protection.

In response thereto he says:

We gave them the Payne rate.

Now the testimony shows that the match company in Manila
uses American match machinery, and therefore prohibitive pro-
tection is given to them. In other words, so long as they are
helping to exploit an American industry they are entitled to a
protection which is admitted o be prohibitive as to all the rest
of the world.

These are two examples, Mr. Chairman, which show most
clearly the real purpose of this bill. It is from top to bottom
simply and solely a selfish exploitation of the islands in behalf
of certain American industrial menopolies.

Now, a few words more, Mr. Chairman, andl I am done. We
had a magnificent opportunity here. We could have started the
Philippine Islands now upon the straight path of economic
reform. There were no great industrial combinations existing
there, insisting upon high protection or strong enough to secure
the enactment into law of their will and desires. We could
have given the Philippine Islands a tariff for revenue only.
We could have collected that tariff upon a few items, which
would have supplied sufficient revenues to run their government,
and as to all the rest of the items of this bill we might have
in the Philippine Islands free trade as wide as the world. A
tariff for revenue only is possible now. Will it ever be so
again? This, in my opinion, would have benefited not only the
people of the Philippines, but the people of the United States,
beyond their wildest dreams of commercial empire. It would
have made out of the city of Manila an entrepst for American
commerce.

It would bave made that city the rival of Hongkong in the
East. It would have made of Manila a door through which
would open up to us the commerce of all the vast markets of
Asia. In this way we could recoup ourselves for our stapen-
dous expenditures in the Philippines. But instead of doing tbst,
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willfully, without any rational excuse, we are thrusting upon
them a system which will be a curse to future generations.
And this is done not for the purpose of raising revenue, nor for
the purpose of protecting Philippine industries, which are prac-
tically nonexistent, but in order to shut out competition with
the tax-free American commodities. Thus we instill into the
islands the elements of future discord and corruption. We are
sowing the dragon’s teeth from which armed forces will here-
after spring. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. I do not want to make any speech,
but by request of certain parties I want to have a resolution
read, so that it will appear in the RECoRD.

The CHAIRMAN. It will be read in the time of the gentle-
man from Missouri.

The Clerk read as follows:

To the honorable the House of Representatives in Congress assembled:

The following resolution was adopted by and for the Anti-Imperialist
{gggﬂe at a special meeting of the executive committee, Boston, May 11,

Whereas it is proposed that the Congress shall, by enactment, lay a
tariff on goods enterl:ﬁ the I'hmi:ﬁnna Iglands from other countries
without consultation th the Philipplne assembly, a body organi
by our own Government to represent the Filipino people; such enact-
ment meaning taxation without representation ; and

Whereas it is proposed that the tarlff on goods passing between the
Philippines and the United States shall be either lowered or abolished ;

nn\\'hereas every commercial favor between the Philipplne Islands and
the United States not granted to other countries constitutes a tie which
prﬂudlm the independence of the islands: Therefore
esolved, That the Anti-Imperialist Le?gue through its executive

committee, recommends respectfully that al reference to the Philippine
Islands be stricken out from the tarif bil now under consideration. If,
kowever, any action be taken to modify the Philippine tariff, the lengue
urges that, as a proper notification to investors under the law, either
a promise of Independence at a definite period be incorporated as an
amendment to any such enactment or that an amendment ma{ be added
thereto directing the Executive to make arrangements looking to the
neutralization of the Philippine Islands when their independence shall
be declared

MOORFIELD STOREY, President.

ErvVING WINSLOW, Secretary.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I should like to
know how much of my hour I have used? I yielded thirty
minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrisox], five
minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RopiNsox], and
then this little time has been used in the reading of this reso-
lution.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-three minutes
remaining.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I reserve the rest of my time.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, does some gentleman on
the other side of the House desire to occupy the time?

Mr, HILL. I understand that there is no one.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the bill
we have before the House, to establish a new tariff law for the
people of the Philippine Islands, is by any means a perfect bill;
but it is so much better than the tariff laws we have enacted
for our own people that I feel that the people of the Philippine
Islands are entitled to be congratulated upon this piece of legis-
lation.

I do not agree with my colleague on the committee [Mr. Hag-
Rr1sox] as to the views he has just expressed to the House in
reference to this bill. It is true there are a few prohibitive
items in the bill. I agree with him as to the two that he re-
ferred to—the duties levied on structural steel and matches;
but in the main this is a revenue bill. It is written along reve-
nue lines. It would be practically impossible for this Congress
to enact a bill to raise revenues for the Philippine government
along the lines of the British customs-revenue laws. The Brit-
ish customs-revenue laws levy their duties on fonr or five arti-
cles. The prineipal sources of income are from duties levied
o alcoholic spirits, tobacco, tea, and coffee. Now, excepting
some of the Americans in the Philippine Islands, people there
do not drink aleoholic liquors. There is, comparatively speak-
ing, a small consumption of alcoholic liquors in the islands,
It would be impossible to raise any great amount of revenue
from duties levied along the lines of the English customs laws.
The rates of duty now imposed on these articles could not be
increased to any extent without reducing the revenue. The
revenue derived from these sources for the year 1908 was
$54,380 on coffee, $28,620 on tea, $5,083 on tobacco, $39,874 on
malt liquors, $258,259 on distilled spirits, and $135,165 on
wines, making a total of $481,507.

They are producers of tobacco in large quantities and ex-
porters; they import very little; therefore you raise very little
revenue on tobacco. As to tea and coffee there is a small
amount of revenue raised from those sources, and it could not
be materially increased.

So that it would be impossible to raise a million dollars of
revenue from the sources suggested by the gentleman from New

York or from any other limited number of articles, much less
the $7,000,000 that it is necessary to raise at the custom-house
to support their government.

Of course, with a great consuming nation like Great Britain,
the economic principles they apply to their revenue laws are
determined by their material conditions at home, and in writing
a tariff bill for the Philippine Islands we must consider the
economic and social conditions of these people. We must take
our position and govern our legislation with a view to articles
that will be imported -into the Philippine Islands and that the
people want to purchase from abroad. To do that and raise
sufficient revenue it is necessary to levy your taxes on a large
number of articles.

Now, as to the revenue rates of this bill, outside of the tax
on distilled spirits, which amounts to 140 per cent, there is no
tax levied in this bill on any class of articles that exceeds 38
per cent, which is collected on manufactured silks. The aver-
age rate of duty collected by this bill, in my judgment, will not
exceed 20 per cent ad valorem.

A statement of revenue from import duties under this bill
was prepared by the Bureau of Insular Affairs, which I desire
to call to the attention of the House:

Statement of rcvenue from import dul;y under the proposed Philippine
tariff law of 1909.

Imports for fiscal year 1008 from—
Commodity. United States. All other countries.
Value. Duty Value. Duty.
ORI o e esscsicinimmens s anm $1,065,288 | .
Breadstufis, except flour.. -| 204,707 3,773 234,915 $98,062
Flour.... , 43,508 537,835 47,489
ent 331,143 11,346
Coal.___. 3 567,157 54,861
Chemieals, drugs, and dyes, ex
opium 22,130 324, 5 56,042
Cotton goods. ..o eencecaanaaaaaes 685,919 | 121,713 | 7,325,915 | 1,808,110
Manufactures of fibers, vegetable..._| 6,335 1,665 607, 151,872
Pish and fish produets, inecluding
(1T S e SR e B 138,004 17,289 255,756 32,383
Iron, steel, and manufactures of 802,813 | 108,091 | 1,362,504 222,340
Leather, and manufactures o
cluding boots and shoes. 462,756 4,415 209, 206 45,084
Malt liguors.. . ..ococceeaas 43,756 12,022 46,836 10,219
Tlluminating oils 619,545 | 502,561 186,667 55,174
Paper, and manufacturesof ________ 167,928 32,010 358, 506 ,119
Provisions, including beef, hog, and
other animal and dairy prodoets__| 195,027 22,450 | 1,325,342 86,140
B e ek e e e e SR 5,861,256 | 1,254,516
Distilled spirits. ............. 68, 760 47,643 171,466 170,742
Bilk, and manufactures of. . i3 12,978 6,003 521,633 199,
All other articles............. -l 1,172,710 | 204,800 | 4,555,886 | 1,265,241
.4 5,079,670 | 999,666 | 25,839,005 | 5,691,819
Ad valorem Probable
rate.  |Estimated] Joss | Revenue
. duty un- | through | I:‘I;ell- im-
Commodity. der pro- ’An%m vor M“ﬂ'
pose: oy
Pres- | Pro- | iarift, | States |Provosed
ent. posed. trade law, 1909,
| Perct.| Per ct
(6P 1 s oo f b e S -8 885,000 | £85,000
Breadstufls, except flour. 16 15 85,237 | $10,000 25,9287
ur. 9 10 53,734 | 47,000 6,784
Cement. 3 b 16,657 |-cooemeee 16,557
B R R s 10 10 64,361 |-cao.ai CH 04,861
Chemieals, drugs, and dyes, ;
except oplum. oo oLl 17 20 [ 66, D04 40,000
Ootton goods. ... - 26 26 | 1,808,110 | 500,000 | 1,598,110
Manufactures of fibers, vege-
DI e s e s S 25 25 151,372 |- e 151,872
Fish and fish products, in- |
cluding shellfish. ... ... .... 13 13 32,583 5,000 27,383
Iron, steel, and manufactures | |
D R st = o sl S i) 16 16 222,340 | 100,000 122,340
Leather, and manufactures of, |
inc'uding boots and shoes.._.. 22 | 25 52,301 40,000 12,801
Malt liquors 22 | 2 10,219 10,000 219
IMuminating ofl8..ceeeemamnans o -y & o N 1
Paper, and manufactures of.__ | 26 0 71,701 45,000 26,701
Provisions, ineluding beef, ‘
hog, and other animal and
dairy produeta. o ccceneeaaa. 113,801
Rk e s 1,523,083
Distilled spirits H
Silk, and manufactures of 199,631
All other articles_... 023025
MPatal:c oo | 5,158,661

s Computed on basis of 1908 imports from other countries.
b After May 1, 1910.
¢ Opium duty of $100,000 eliminated.
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When we consider that not in three-quarters of a century
have the people of the United States enjoyed as low rates of
duty at the custom-house as the taxes named in this bill for
the people of the Philippine Islands; when we consider that the
Walker tariff bill, the ideal Democratic tariff, carried duties to
the amount of 30 per cent ad valorem, you can realize that this
bill as a whole is a great boon to the people of the Philippine
Islands as compared with the laws we have written on the
statute books for our own people at home.

I agree fully with the assertion that this bill is experimental,
to a large extent, as to its revenue features, because when we
grant the people of the Philippine Islands absolute free trade
with the United States we change the economic conditions and
channels of trade entirely, and as to how far certain rates
that were revenue rates in the past will becoma prohibitive
rates in the future, by reason of this change of economic con-
ditions and changes of the channels of trade, is problematical.
No man can determine it from any fixed standard, and the only
possible way that it can be determined for the future is to put
the bill on the statute books and ascertain hereafter at the
custom-house by the customs receipts what rates in this bill have
become prohibitive and what are revenue rates,

I do not think the committee have altogether written the
bill along correct revenue lines. I think they have made mis-
takes in some instances, but I say that the bill as a jhole is,
in the main, correct. As to the proposition the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Harrison] refers to about structural steel, I
do not think there is any justification whatever for that item
in this bill, either as a protective-tariff item or a revenue-tariff
item.

Under the present tariff laws of the Philippine Islands all
goods going into the Philippine Islands from the United States
and foreign countries go in on equal terms; all pay the same
duties at the custom-house. Under that condition of affairs,
where it was necessary for the producer of structural steel in
the United States to meet his competitor at Manila on equal
terms, the United States producer of structural steel absolutely
controlled the Philippine market. That being the case, of
course a duty levied on structural steel that is higher than the
Dingley bill would be prohibitive; if we reduce the rate to
the Payne bill—three-tenths of 1 per cent—in my judgment, it
would still be prohibitive. I am inclined to believe that if we
reduce the rate to the minimum, the American producer of
structural steel will still have control of that market.

So that as a revenue matter I do not think it makes much
difference to a Filipino what the rate is, but I do object to
that particular duty, because it raises a wall behind which
the American producer can exploit his goods in the Philippine
markets at the expense of the Filipino, without any opportu-
nity for competition. There were several instances in this bill
when it came before the committee in which similar prohib-
itive rates were found. It was so on sugar machinery and on
rails, and it was so on petrolenm; but the subcommittee that
considered the bill went through it, and reduced the rate on
each one of those items until they came to structural steel,
and there a majority of the committee balked and refused to
cut the rate. In most of the schedules they cut out the pro-
hibitive rates that were in the bill when it first came before
the committee.

Now I want to call the attention of the committee to a few
of the rates in the bill, showing the rates of duty that the Ways
and Means Committee deem to be sufficient for the people of the
Philippine Islands as compared to the law on the statute books
to-day in the United States. Under the head of * Stones and
earth "—the first paragraph as to marble, onyx, jasper, ala-
baster, and similar fine stones; subdivision A, in blocks, rough
or squared only, and marble dust, 20 per cent ad valorem. The
old rate in the Philippine bill on this item was 50 cents a
hundred kilos, or equal to an ad valorem rate of 40 per cent.
This bill cuts it in two and makes it 20 per cent. Yet on
the same articles in the Dingley bill we find that the American
people have to pay a tax of 42.46 per cent at the custom-house,
The next subdivision, B, is slabs, plates, or steps, sawed or
chiseled, polished or not, but without ornamentation, 30 per cent
ad valorem. The old rate was $2 a hundred kilos, or 31 per
cent ad valorem. The Dingley rate on that same class of
goods is 4815 per cent. Turn now to paragraph 15, common
hollow glassware, articles of general use throughout the United
States and the Philippine Islands. Subdivision A provides—

On demlijohns, carboys, jars, bottles, flasks, and similar receptacles,
whether empty or in use as containers of merchandise dutiable by
weight or measure, except in those cases In which a classification of
sufh containers 1s otherwise specially provided for, 10 per cent ad
walorem.

The old duty was 80 cents a hundred kilos, or an ad valorem
rate of from 15 to 20 per cent. Here again is a reduction in this

bill from the present law in the Philippine Islands of one-half,
The people of the United States on this class of articles pay at
the custom-house from 40 to 50 per cent ad valorem. We next
consider paragraph 16, “ Glass, crystal, and glass imitating crys-
tal,” in decanters, glasses, tumblers, cups, goblets, saucers,
plates, dishes, pitchers, bowls, candlesticks, pillar lamps, bracket
lamps, and so forth. The rate of duty fixed in this bill is 25 per
cent ad valorem. The rate of duty under the old law amounts to
56 per cent ad valorem, a reduction of that duty one-half. The
duty under the Dingley bill that the American people pay on
such articles amounts to 45 per cent ad valorem, showing that
this bill is a radical reduetion in many particulars over the
present law in the Philippine Islands and levied at nearly one-
half the rates of the Dingley bill in most instances.

Let us consider now common window glass, neither polished
nor engraved ; the rate is 25 per cent ad valorem. Under the old
Philippine bill it was $2.25 a hundred kilos, or 50 per cent ad
valorem, and the American people pay on common window glass
at the custom-house from 14 to 155 per cent ad valorem.

So that it seems to me that our wards in the Philippine
Islands, those for whom we hold this trust, are being better
taken care of by this bill than a Republican Congress has ever
attempted to do for our own people. Mirrors of all kinds,
framed or mounted, are taxed 35 per cent ad valorem. The
rate under the Dingley bill is 45 per cent ad valorem. Of
course I am not going into all the articles in each schedule,
but in the main there is an equal difference between the rates
in this bill and those in the Dingley bill. Now, on jewelry,
plate and goldsmith's work, under the old Philippine bill and
this bill the tax amounts to $12.50 a hectogram, or an ad
valorem rate of 26 per cent. The Dingley bill provides an ad
valorem rate of 45 per cent on similar articles, On steel rails
the rate of duty is 40 cents a hundred kilos. The present
Dingley rate is $7.84 a ton; at 40 cents a hundred kilos it
would amount to about $4 a ton, or practically the same rate
that was fixed in the Payne bill when it passed the House of
Representatives.

Terne plate and tin plate, 100 kilos, $1.20, which would
amount to §12 a ton. The present duty on tin plate and terne
plate in the Dingley bill amounts to $33.60. In other words,
on tin plate that was at one time a national issue—at one time
our friends on the Republican side of the House contended that
unless there was an enormous rate of duty placed on tin plate
it would be impossible to manufacture the same in the United
States—when they came to write a tariff bill for the Philippine
Islands, a part of the territory of the United States in which
the American producer must pay an ocean freight rate to reach
the market as the foreign producer, a disadvantage that he
does not have at home, they reduce the rate on tin plate and
terne plate from $33.60, as fixed in the Dingley bill, to $12 a
ton in this bill.

Note that on manufactures of terne plate and tin plate we
find a great contrast between the rates fixed in this bill for the
Filipino and the taxes assessed in the Dingley bill on the Amer-
jean people. “On copper and alloys thereof, in wire,” para-
graph 46, we find a 15 per cent ad valorem rate in this bill
Under the old Philippine law the ad valorem rate was about 10
per cent, an increase in this bill, but greatly under the rate in
the Dingley bill, which is 45 per cent ad valorem. In pigments,
paints, dyes, and varnishes we find in paragraph 58 that mineral
pigments of common, natural occurrence, and so forth, are
taxed at the ad valorem rate of 10 per cent, Under the Dingley
bill the customs duties alternate from 19 to 38 per cent. Pig-
ments and paints not otherwise provided for, as shown in para-
graph 59, white or red lead, dry, 15 per cent ad valorem, the
same as in the present law, but the Dingley rates change from
38 to 80 per cent ad valorem on these commodities. * In animal
oils and fats,” paragraph 82, crude, 10 per cent ad valorem;
refined, in receptacles weighing each more than 2 kilos, 15 per
cent ad valorem, as compared with the old rate under the Phil-
ippine law of 25 per cent and the rate under the Dingley law
of from 24 to 33 per cent ad valorem. Starch and dextrin, par-
agraph 87, in this bill pays $2 a hundred kilos, the same as it
was under the present law, or an ad valorem rate of 31 per cent.
Under the Dingley bill the tax at the custom-house on these
commodities runs from 27 to 60 per cent ad valorem.

On explosives, dynamite, giant and blasting powder, and simi-
lar explosives, miners’ fuses and caps, and explosive signals,
paragraph 89, 10 per cent ad valorem. Under the present law
the duty amounts to about 17 per cent ad valorem. Under
the Dingley bill the ad valorem rate on dynamite amounts to
about 30 per cent; blasting powder, 24 to 43 per cent; miners’
fuses, 90 to 124 per cent, as compared with 10 per cent at the °
custom-house for these articles for the Filipino. As to the
cotton schedule, I must say that this schedule in this bill, like
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the cotton schedunle in the Dingley bill and the Payne bill, to a
large extent is Greek to me. In the Dingley bill and the Payne
bill they fix the rate according to the number of threads in
each square yard. In this bill they fix the rates according to
the number of threads in each kilogram, and for one who is not
an expert in the cotton business it is practically impossible
to compare the two rates of duty all the way through. The
average rate of duty on manufactures of cotton under this bill
is 26 per cent ad valorem, and the average rate of duty under
the Dingley bill is 44.84 per cent ad valorem. The Filipino
will pay about one-half the taxes at the custom-house on his
cotton goods that the American citizen pays under the benign
rule of the Republican administration. Paragraph 92 provides
that yarns, not otherwise provided for, in hanks, cops, or bob-
bins, shall be taxed 15 per cent ad valorem. Under the present
law this rate amounts to about 24 per cent ad valorem. Under
the Dingley bill it runs all the way from 9 to 40 per cent ad
yalorem.

Now, as to knitted goods, and in view of the recent fight we
had in the House over the Payne bill and the rejection in the
Senate of some of the schedules in the Payne bill in relation to
stockings and gloves, it is interesting to note the rates of duty
fixed in this bill on knitted goods. Paragraph 105 reads as
Tollows:

Knitted goods: (a) In the plece, 20 per cent ad valorem.

The old rate in the Philippine law amounted to 25 per cent ad
valorem, while the Dingley rate amounts to 56 per cent ad
valorem. .

The second subdivision of this paragraph reads:

(b) In jerseys, undershirts, drawers, stockings, or socks, 25 per cent

valorem.

In the present Philippine law the tax amounts to about 29
per cent ad valorem. The rates under the Dingley law are
from 50 to 64 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. NORRIS. I suppose that was to induce them to wear
stockings over there.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Absolutely; but our legislation in this
country seems to indicate that the American people should not
wear stockings. [Laughter.]

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I think there is something in that, too.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Because when we look at the Dingley
law we find that the rate of duty on this class of goods runs
from 50 to 64 per cent, and the Payne bill raises that rate.
But when we come to legislate for the Filipino, who has been
paying a duty of 29 per cent, we reduce the rate to 25 per cent,
as my friend from Nebraska says, so that he may wear stock-
ings.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Does that mean that they want to
discount the use of stockings in America?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It looks so from the late action of this
House, It is very evident to my mind that this bill was not
written by the members of the Ways and Means Committee for
the purpose of giving the foreign manufacturers the advantage
in the Philippine market. It was undoubtedly written to give
the American manufacturers a fair, equal chance, and yet raise
gome revenue for the Philippine Islands. When you find so
great a discrepancy existing in the rates of duty between the
bill we have under consideration and the present law in the
United States, it seems to me that it is an argument that goes
without answer that our friends on the other side of this Cham-
ber realize that the duties fixed in the Dingley bill and in the
Payne bill were far above the difference in labor cost, the differ-
ence in the entire cost at home and abroad, or they would not
cut the rates of duty on these particular classes of cotton goods
practically half in two.

Here is another paragraph along the same lines, namely,
paragraph 125:

Knitted goods: (e) In the piece, or made up Into jerseys, undershirts,
drawers, stockings, or socks, 30 per cent ad valorem.

The old duty under the Philippine law amounted to 41 per
cent ad valorem on stockings and socks, and they reduced it for
the benefit of the Filipinos to 30 per cent ad valorem, and yet
we find the Dingley law bears on these articles an ad valorem
rate of from 47 to 67 per cent, and the tax to the American con-
sumer has not been reduced in the Payne bill.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I would like to ask the gentleman a
guestion.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. In reference to the cotton schedule,
is the gentleman aware of what revenue it is expected to bring
in on cotton and manufactures of cotton under this proposed
bill? :

My, UNDERWOOD. Why, I can not tell you that absolutely,
but the amount of duty collected for the year 1908 on the articles
I named a while ago, namely, jerseys, undershirts, drawers,

amounted to £9, and on stockings and socks it amounted to $43.
The very small amount collected indicates the reason for the re-
duction in this bill.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Is it not expected by the manu-
facturers in this country to control the trade in cotton goods?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I presume that our friends on
the Republican end of the Ways and Means Committee and on
the other side of this House have not written this bill for the
purpose of allowing the foreign manufacturers of coiton goods
to have the advantage of the American manufacturers; and
they evidently believe that rates of duty, one-half of those col-
lected under our law, will not be a serious menace to the Ameri-
can manufacturer. If we can pay the ocean freight rate, carry
our manufactured cotton goods to the Philippine Islands, and
compete with the foreigner there at one-half the rate of duty
charged at home, it seems to me self-evident that we can re-
duce the rates here where we do not have any ocean freight
rate to pay and the foreign manufacturer has a freight rate to
pay in order to come to our shores.

Mr. CRAIG. Is there any pretense on the part of the com-
mittee that this bill is written for the protection of Philippine
industries?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My Republican colleagues on the com-
mittee claim that there are a few items on which they have
put a protective tariffi—for instance, on structural steel; and
there is no doubt in that instance that they have done so. But
considering the bill in all its detail, I am of the opinion that it
is written along the lines of a tariff for revenue and not for
protection.

Mr. CRAIG. I think so, too; but what I want to find out
is, whether or not the committee had in its mind that the infant
industries of the Philippine Islands did not require as much
protection as the infant industries of this country?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As to many of these articles there are
no infant industries in the Philippine Islands.

Mr. CRAIG. But those that they have, as I understand;
they are protected in this bill

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They are.

Mr. CRAIG. Are they protected as fairly in this bill as the
same industries in this country are under the Payne bill?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They are so represented, although I
can not tell. There is fifty-six hundredths of 1 cent a pound
on structural steel for the protection of a plant out there. I
think that the duty in that particular is far above a protection
basis. There is also a protective—a very high protective—duty
on matches, but these are isolated cases, and do not indicate
the general character of the bill.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman
will permit me——

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. As the importation of iron and
steel products from the United States to the Philippines amounts
to only about two-fifths of the consumption of those articles
there, is it not a fact that the new rates will so disturb the rev;
enues as to make it difficult for the revenue to be sufficient for
the exigencies of the government of the islands? In other
words, is there anything in this bill to supply the loss of rev-
enne by reason of the inecreased amount of iron and steel and
products thereof from the United States which will go in free?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I will say to my friend it is
problematical as to what effect the changed conditions will
have on the revenue. For the fiscal year 1908 the value of iron
and steel products entering the Philippine Islands from the
United States amounted to $802,313, and from all other coun-
tries to $1,362,594, showing that the foreign producers of iron
and steel had somewhat the advantage under the then existing
conditions.

You take pig iron that was imported into the Philippine
Islands. Practically every pound was purchased in foreign
countries, showing that in the low-grade products of iron and
steel, where labor was matched against labor, the foreign pro-
ducer had an advantage over the home producer.

But in the higher grade of produects, such as structural steel,
where advanced methods and improved machinery eliminated
the difference in the cost of labor, we were enabled to compete
with them on equal terms. Now, that is one fault I have with
this bill. The report of the insular collector of customs, which I
hold in my hand, shows that all pig iron that went into the
Philippine Islands came from abroad. This bill puts pig iron
on the free list. If I had been writing the bill according to my
own ideas, I would have put a small tax upon pig iron, because
I think under these conditions it would have produced some
revenue for the insular government; but the committee did
not agree to that proposition. But that illustrates and answers
my friend’'s question.
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Mr. RANDELL of Texas. You mean the members of the
majority did not agree to that?

Mr. UONDERWOOD. That is what I mean.

There are some things in the cetton-goods schedule that are
produced abroad which are not produced in the United States,
and which the Filipino prefers to similar articles produced in
the United States that will be imported inte the Philippine
Islands and will be a source of revenue.

Mr. CULLOP. I would like to ask the gentleman a question
as to the operation of the sugar schedule. There was a duty
on sugar in the old law.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not that at hand, but I will say
this to the gentleman: The Filipinos are producers of sugar
and producers of rice, and are exporters of sagar and of rice.
We left the duties in this bill at the same rate as the Dingley
bill or the Payne bill that will be enacted, in order to prevent
the importation of sugar into the Philippine Islands to take the
place of sugar exported to the United States. And therefore
the rates on sugar and the rates on rice, the rates on tobacco
and the rates on alcohol, are along the same basis as the rates
in the United States.

Now, in paragraph 177, boots and shoes, we find that on boots
and shoes made of eowhide, horsehide, ealfskin, and canvas a
duty of 15 per cent ad valorem is levied under this bill. The
duty under the Dingley bill amounted to 25 per cent ad valorem.
In other words, to encourage the Filipinos to wear shoes, they
will be enabled to purchase their shoes from abroad mueh
cheaper than the American people can purchase theirs.

On draft harness and parts thereof the rate of duty fixed in
this bill is 20 per cent ad valorem, the same rate of duty as in
the present Philippine tariff law. The American people pay a
rate of duty of 45 per cent ad valorem.

Here is a paragraph that will interest every housekeeper in
the land, paragraph 190:

éb Cooking and heating a
and table lamps, flatirons,
and caunterizing instruments,

ntus and utensils, chandeliers, desk

curi.lng 1rmn€i:k emccnuteries
1, dental, and therapeutic a 11-
ances, Includi mmed e!eetr belts, X-ray machines, vibra
apparatns, !attnﬁ outfits, eigar lighters, ether imtrnments.
implements, utens articles used in conmm:ion with, for, or b
the application or production of electro cal, thermoelectric, gal-
vanle, or galvano- m?nr:ttc force, and detached parts for any of the
forezoing, not otherwise provided for, 20 per cent ad valorem.

In the United States the rate of duty on the articles named
is 45 per cent. In other words, when the housekeeper in the
Philippine Islands desires to purchase her eooking utensils or
heating apparatus or flatirons from abroad, she pays a rate
of duty of 20 per cent ad valorem; but when the housekeeper
in the United States desires to replenish her kitchen, she pays
to the custom-house officer here a rate of 45 per cent.

Mr. CULLOP. Going back a little, I should like to ask the
gentleman a question: Does not this seem to be a bill more to
discourage infant industries in the Philippines than to encour-
age them, if they make a difference of 20 per cent on the
articles he has named?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not say that. I think the foun-
dation for the great industries of America was laid before the
civil war. As I said a while ago, under the Walker tariff bill
the highest rate of duty we had was an ad valorem rate of 30
per cent. We did not have a great population to feed or to
supply ; we did not have the necessity for the use of the great
amount of capital or the employment of the great number of
workmen that we employ to-day ; but before the civil war, under
duties nearly as low as these named in this Philippine tariff
bill, the American manufacturer was enabled to meet foreign
competition, to build up his infant industries—and they were
real infant industries then—and compete with the foreign manu-
facturer.

Mr. CULLOP. Now, does not that sustain the argument that
the tariff is not levied for the purpose so much of encouraging
infant industries as it is to keep up the overgrown industries?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. You mean the tariff here in this coun-
try?

Mr, CULLOP. Yes; and the same over there,
get a monopoly of that market,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, of course when we go into the
argument of the question as to whether our people get a monop-
oly of the Philippine market, then we come to the argument of
a question that is foreign to this bill. TUnder the tariff laws of
the United States the manufacturers of the Ohio have a mo-
nopoly, so far as the tariff allows them to have it, of the markets
of Alabama and Georgia.

The man who produces steel rails in Birmingham has a
monopoly of the markets of New York, Porto Rico, and Hawaii,
and it is a right difficult question for us to determine to what
extent he is entitled to this same amount of control of the
markets of the Philippine Islands. But what I do say is this,

Our people

that when the manufacturer here at home meets his foreign
competitor, whether he meets him in Porto Rico, Hawail, New
York, or Ohio, he meets him under a tariff rate of 46 per cent
on an average standing between him and that competition;
but when he meets him in the Philippine Islands, he meets him
with an average tariff rate of less than 20 per cent ad valorem.
So that I say this Iaw is to the interest and advantage of the
people of the Philippine Islands, a distinet advantage over :
what the legislation here at home is giving to our ewn people.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. If the tariff is prohibitive, no
matter whether it seems high or low, whether it is 45 per cent
or 30 per cent, no revenue will be produced.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. New, if it be prohibitive to the
importation of goods from other countries except the United
States, then the Filipines get no revenue; and does it not show
that if the tariff is sufficient for those peeople, it is an admis
sion that the tariff on the same articles, in reference to the
imports inte this eountry, is not for the purpose of protection
of the industry, but to exploit the market?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is my argument; that is what I
have been contending for for an hour.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. That is what I understood the
gentleman to mean,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have been contending for that eonclu-
sion for an hour. If the duty we are levying in the Philippine
tariff bill is sufficient there, where we have to pay the freight to
get into the market across the sea, it should be sufficient here,
where we have no freight rate te pay and our competitor has to
pay the freight rate to meet us.

Now, on wagons and earts and other merchandise the rate
fixed for the Filipino is 15 per cent ad valorem. The rate under
the Dingley bill is 45 per eent. On automebiles, the rate for the

 Filipino is 15 per cent at valorem, and the American citizen bas

to pay 45 per cent ad valorem.

Now, then, as to the breakfast table. Our friends have dis-
eriminated in favor of the Filipino. It is true under this bill
they have raised the duty above what it was under the old
Philippine eustoms tax on poultry, meats, and fish, but it was
neeessary to do that in order to get revenue. I do not myself
agree that that is the best form of taxation, but there was doubt
about how much revenue could be raised em irom and steel, be-
cause they are not great consumers of iron and steel. Praetically
no revenue eould be raised on woolen goods, because it is a warm
country.

Very little taxes could be raised on cotton goods on aecount
of the heat and habits of the people, so it was necessary to raise
a large portion of the revenue for the government on food
products, and for that reason the members of the committee
inereased in this bill the rates of duty over and abeve what
they were under the laws now governing the Philippine Islands,

I find on peultry and game (paragraph 201) net other-
wise provided for, dressed or not, $4 per 100 kilos. Under the
old law it was $3, amounting to a duty of about 10 per cent ad
valorem. The present rate will be an ad valorem rate of about
12 per cent. Under this rate it will amount to $40 a ton,
whereas the Dinlgey rate amounts to $112 a ton. Fresh meats
under this bill amount to $1 per 100 kilos, or $10 a ton, and the
Dingley rate amounts to $22.40 a ton.

In other words, the gentleman in Manila when he orders a
beefsteak for breakfast will only be confronted by a tax at the
eustom-house of one-half of what the American consumer will
be required to pay at home. 'The same thing is true in refer-
enee to all classes of meats. On ham and bacon the tax under
this bill is $4 per 100 kilos, which amounts to $40 a ton. TUnder
the Dingley bill it is 5 eents a pound, or $112 a ton. The tax on
hams and baecon in this country amounts to three times as
much as the Filipino will have to pay, and yet we are the great-
est home producers of that kind of meat almost in the world,
and ship it to Germany and Europe and to the Philippines,
and yet one-third of the duty is a sufficient tax for the Filipino
to pay, whereas the American consumer must have the price of
his breakfast table raised by a tax three times that which we
levy for people in the Philippine Islands.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield for

a guestion?
I will yield to the gentleman from

Mr. UNDERWOOD.
Georgia.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Ala-
bama tell us what reason there is, either in the Dingley bill or
the Payne bill, or the Payne-Aldrich bill, when it comes out,
for a tariff tax on fresh meats coming to this country?
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I do not think there is any ne-
cessity at all. We are great producers of fresh meat. We
ship it abroad, compete on even terms in the markets of the
world, and collect practically no revenue from the taxes
imposed at home. I think it would be wise to very greatly
reduce the tax on all food products in the United States, and
especially on those that we can produce more cheaply than any
other country in the world.

Mr. CULLOP. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the gen-
tleman this question: What is the theory upon which hides are
%t n'?on the dutiable list in this bill and on the free list at

me ?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend is mistaken in respect to
mt. The bill, as reported to the House, has hides on the free

Mr. CLAYTON. The bill I have gives it at 10 per cent.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is the old bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That was the bill originally introduced;
but the bill I have before me is the bill that was reported from
tle committee, and is No. 9135.

Mr. CULLOP. That is the one I have, No. 9135.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman must have the bill
that was introduced by Chairman PAYNE.

Mr. CULLOP. I have the one numbered 9135.

Mr. GREGG. Well, they would carry the same number.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Possibly my friend from Connecticut
[Mr. Hir] can answer the question.

Mr, HILL. Hides are on the free list,

Mr. CULLOP. This is the copy that was handed to me this
morning.

Mr, HILL. Under the present law they are dutiable at $1.50
a hundred kilos, and under the new bill they are free,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is true. I did not read the para-
graph carefully when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CuLrop]
first called attention to it. Under this bill raw hides are on the
free list, and it is only tanned or manufactured hides that are
dutiable.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent that the gentleman may be permitted to conclude his
remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Alabama may be per-
mitted to conclude his remarks. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I thank the House for
the courtesy shown me, and I shall not take a great deal more
of the time of the House on the bill. I have endeavored to
point out a number of instances where this bill is a reduction
in its rates from the present Philippine tariff law, and to show
the House how greatly the rates are below those fixed by the
Dingley law for the United States. There are two other ques-
tions, however, that I desire to call to the attention of the
House before I take my seat.

This bill reenacts the present law and provides for a duty
on exports of hemp, sugar, copra, and tobacco, and at a rate
varying from 5 cents to 50 cents per 100 kilos. My objection to
this clause in the bill is that it is not justified by any economie
principle of government; that an export tax has been aban-
doned by practically all the civilized nations of the world as a
means for raising revenue. There was a time one hundred
years ago when many of the great governments of the world
levied an export tax and in that manner collected revenues for
their treasury.

Our forefathers in writing the Constitution of the United
States, recognizing the false principle on which an export tax
was based, put it in the fundamental law of our land that the
TUnited States Government should not levy export taxes. Since
that time I think it has been abolished in all the great nations
of Europe. I know of no instance where a great European
nation has adopted an export tax in recent years except one, and
that was during the recent Boer war, when the English Gev-
ernment adopted an export tax on coal, but with that exception
it has been abolished by all the great civilized nations of the
world. The reason for the change is very apparent. Whenever
you put a tax on your people for engaging in an export trade, to
that extent you limit their ability to successfully meet their
foreign competitor and reduce the territory in which they can
successfully dispose of their surplus products abroad. Take
copra, dried cocoanut. It is a product of the Orient. A great
many other nations produce copra besides the Philippine Islands.
They can produce it as cheaply with the same class of labor and
can reach the foreign markets as easily and as cheaply as ean
the people of the P’hilippine Islands. When you put a tax of 10
cents & hundred kilos on copra you say to the Filipino, * You

have got to pay that before you can meet in competition the
copra from China or other oriental countries.”

It means that he must take that tax out of his pocket, not out
of the foreigner’s pocket, and pay it to the government. It
means that he has got to produce that copra that much cheaper
than the foreigner does in order to compete with him; that he
must reduce his cost of living to that extent below the foreigner
or he can not face competition and succeed ; and therefore it dis-
courages him in the production of all commodities on which he
has to pay an export tax. I say that the export tax levied in
this bill is not fair to the American producer of articles that
compete with similar products from the Philippine Islands. A
large amount of the sugar from the Philippine Islands will be
admitted into the United States free of duty. If there were
equal terms and equal conditions in the sale of the export sugar
from the Philippine Islands between this country and the Orient,
I have no doubt that a large amount of the Philippine sugar
would not come to the United States but would go to the mar-
kets of the Orient; but when you put an export tax on Philippine
sugar of 5 cents a hundred kilos, you drive that Philippine sugar
to the American market and out of the Orient, because when it
comes to the American market it comes free.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do.

Mr. SLAYDEN. .Do I understand the gentleman from Ala-
bama to say that there will be an export tax on Philippine
sugar of 5 cents a hundred kilos?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is § cents on 220 pounds.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Five cents on a hundred kilos——

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Five cents a hundred kilos.

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is § cents on 220 pounds. Does the
gentleman believe that will affect the destination of that sugar?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will, to the extent of the tax.

Mr, SLAYDEN. Why, it is negligible.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not consider it so.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Five cents on 220 pounds is such an infini-
tesimal small fraction of additional charge per pound that it
appears to me to be negligible.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman must remember that the
greatest fortunes that have been made in this world have been
made by saving a cent on a very large product, and a few cents
difference in the cost of a product will determine to which
market it will go.

It may not amount to a great deal here, but the tendency
would be that way. Of course, the tax on copra and tobaeco
amounts to a good deal more. On tobacco it amounts to $1.50
a hundred kilos in some classes of tobacco. On copra it amounts
to 10 cents on a hundred kilos; but the tendency of this export
tax would be to drive other exports to the American markets
and 1%terfere with their having fair competition in the markets
abroad.

Now, the contention is made by the gentlemen of the com-
mittee who desire to levy this export tax that it is necessary
to do so in order to produce revenue. I have no means of ascer-
taining the amount of revenue this bill will produce myself; the
only way by which I ean come to a conclusion about it is to acecept
the report of the collector of customs in the Philippine Islands.
He says that the enactment of the bill that we have presented
to the House will reduce the import duties $1,537,000, export
duties, $44,000, and duties collected on Philippine products
in the United States, $269,000, making a total reduction of
$1,851,000.

Now, the total duties that were collected heretofore by an
export tax only amounted to $743,000. Of course, some of
those goods will of necessity come to the United States; but
assuming that we lose all of that difference by repealing the
export tax and add it to the $1,851,000 the collector of customs
says they will lose, it would make a loss of duty under this bill
of $2,551,000.

Under the law as it stands today, the insular government
has been collecting from internal-revenue taxes §5,542,022, but
a large proportion of these taxes has been turned over to the
provinces and municipalities. The insular government had a
surplus of about $3,000,000, which was turned over to the local
governments for local improvements. The insular government
only received $2,458,000, leaving a total of $3,000,000 that went
to the provinces last year and under this bill will now be re-
tained by the insular government. Now, subtracting the loss
of revenue as figured by the collector of customs, with the
$700,000 they now collect from exports added to it, amounting
to $2,5651,000, from the $3,000,000, it leaves $525,000 in excess
of their expenditures. So, if the figures that are given by the
collector of customs for the Philippine Islands by the Insular
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Bureau that presented this bill to the House and to the com-
mittee originally are correct, then from a revenue standpoint
there is no necessity whatever for maintaining the present duty
on exports. When the proper time arrives in the consideration
of the bill, T shall make a motion, not to wipe out the export
duties at once, but allow them to operate for two years as they
are, and then to reduce them one-fifth each year for a period
of five years, so that we may not disrupt the machinery of the
government there, so that we will take no chances in the mat-
ter, so the approach fo the abolishment of these duties shall be
gradual and no one could be injured by it, and so that this
legislation will march up to the standards of civilization of all
of the great countries of the world.

To-day, if we enact this law, we write into the statute books
for the Philippine Islands legislation that is little short of bar-
barism, legislation that no government in the civilized world,
except Turkey and Persia and other second-class nations, counte-
nances to-day. But if we repeal these duties as I have indicated,
there is no chance in the world of its working an injury, be-
cause it will come gradually and systematically to the Filipino.
He will realize in advance that he must prepare for the future.
If his present revenues are not sufficient to meet the needs of
his government, he must either economize and cut down ex-
penditures to meet them or seek for sources of revenue some-
where else; and we will give him seven years in which to
gradually adapt himself to the new standard, and then we will
have on the statute books of the Philippine Islands a law that
is worthy of the standard of civilization and is not besmirched
with the marks of barbarism, as this law will be if we put on
these people a tax on their ability to compete with the nations
gir the world in foreign markets. [Applause on the Democratic

de.]

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimouns
consent that the gentleman from New York [Mr. HARrRISON] be
granted leave to extend his remarks in the RECORD,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

[Mr. BENNET of New York addressed the committee See
Appendix.]

Mr. HILL. I do not intend to take the time of the commit-
tea, except to offer a word of explanation concerning the item
of structural steel. It is true that the rate in the old law on
unperforated and unassembled structural steel is 60 cents per
hundred kilos; under the new law it is 40 cents per hundred
kilos. On finished or assembled structural steel the rate is
$1.25 in this bill, as against $1 in the present law. This will
make a slightly greater differential than now exists. The reason
for it is this: Gentlemen have an idea that the conditions of
the Philippine Islands are like the conditions in the United
States, and that a rule that is applicable here is equally appli-
cable there. You may travel for hundreds of miles in the
Philippine Islands and will not see a house that has any iron
in it; that is, among the mountains and in the agricultural
section. Struectural steel is not an ordinary article of commerce
in the Philippine Islands. Only $200,000 worth all told was
imported last year, and that was chiefly for bridges or public
buildings built by the government.

Now they have got one establishment in the Philippine
Islands that is engaged in the steel and iron industry and that
employs a thousand Filipino people in the manufacture or
bringing together of steel and iron of various forms. It is
exceedingly desirable that these people should be continued in
their employment. The great bulk of their output is bought
by the government for use in the construction of bridges, in
harbor or dock improvements, and things of that kind. This
change was made at the request of and insisted upon by the
collector of the Philippine Islands, to give this @ifferential of
88,50 a ton, in order that these people might be continued in
their employment. The rate on the unfinished article is just
the same as it is in the Payne bill—$4, or $3.92 in the Payne
bill. On the completed and finished structural iron it is some-
what larger than in the Payne bill.

Now, as to the general range of duties in this bill, I
heard the gentleman from Alabama claim that they averaged
25 per cent. While the gentleman was making that statement,
I figured it out. Striking out the spirit schedule—and it always
should be eliminated in ascertaining the average rate of a
bill—the average rate of this bill is 18 per cent, as against
19 under the old law. In the cotton schedule there is no change.
Under the old law it was 26 per cent, and under the new law
it is still 26 per cent.

This is purely a revenue measure. So far as the export duties
are concerned, it is absolutely necessary to have these duties
continued. It would not be safe to make the experiment of

eliminating the duties heretofore received from the American
trade and striking off the export duties at the same time. It
is in reality a land tax. It is a tax upon the products of the
land, payable by the large producers, who are the only ones
who are able to pay it. These people are very poor.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I would like fo ask the gentleman from
Connecticut how he reconciles that statement with the state-
ment of General Edwards, of the Bureau of Insular Affairs,
that is contained in this report. Now, my friend knows under
this bill the insular government will receive $3,000,000 more
from internal-revenue taxes than it is receiving now.

Mr, HILL. Oh, no.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is in the report.

Mr. HILL. He reports it $£920,000.

Mr. UNDERWOOD, If the gentleman will allow me——

Mr, HILL. They only get about $3,000,000 in all.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Here is what the report says, pub-
lished here in the statement made by the insular bureau:

It should be noted that while in the statement of revenues of the
Philippines internal-revenue collections accruing to the insular V-
ernment tor last year amounted to $2,458,915.94, the entire collections
made boy e burean of internal revenue for the same period were
$5,642 2218, the difference being turned over to the provinces and
muncpa.ntlm of the islands under various acts of e Philippine

Commission.

Now, if the gentleman recollects, Colonel Colton, when before
the committee, stated that they had $3,000,000 on which they
could rely for the conduct of insular affairs, and the surplus
they turned over to the provinces.

Mr. HILL. I think if you will read the report clear through,
you will find that the increased internal revenue does not
amount to anything like $3,000,000, but that it was added to
somewhat by an increased tax on cigarettes, on tobacco, and
malt and spirituous liquors.

Mr, PAYNE. May I suggest right there that these municipal
governments must still be supported out of this internal
revenue?

Mr. HILL. Certainly.

Mr. PAYNE. Although the control is turned over to the
general government, still they must appropriate to support
these municipal governments. It will be done more economic-
ally, and there will be some saving, but not the entire amount.

Mr. HILL. Of course not.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Connecticut
will allow me, I will call attention to this fact: That when the
witnesses from the Philippine Islands, Colonel Colton and the
collector of internal revenue, Mr. Ford, were before the com-
mittee, they stated that the municipalities and the loecal gov-
ernments would use other sources of revenue, and that this
£3,000,000 could be used to supply any deficiency, That was
absolutely the testimony before the committee.

Mr. HILL, I think the gentleman is mistaken; and if he
will read the report again, he will find that this is simply re-
ferred to in this way: The Philippine assembly used half of the
internal-revenue receipts, and, if I am not mistaken, paid over
arbitrarily to the various towns, whether they needed it or not,
the other half. Now, this reverses that rule and provides that
the internal revenue collected by the general government shall
be paid into the Philippine treasury, and the assembly shall
use their discretion, so that, in case there is a deficiency, he
simply says that that 33000000 could be made available; but
the same necessity for the payment will exist in many cases ag
exists now, so that it is impossible to assume that that $3,000,

000 is to be used in that way. Now, if you will go on and read
further in the report, you will find this——

Mr. UNDERWOOD If the gentleman will allow me, the
report say

Mr. HILL (continuing). He will find that certain increased
rates of internal-revenue tax are prescribed and intended to be
used to make up this deficiency, but there will still be a de-
ficlency of six or seven hundred thousand dollars even then.
At the same time, the hope is expressed that they will be able,
by increased prosperity and increased business, to make up that
deficiency. Now, there is one other thing

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I should like to have my friend take
this report that he has there on his desk and turn to page 4,
where the insular burean says:

Summarizing, there will be under this bill the following losses in the
customs revenues :

Import duties $1, 537, 824

Export duties y

Dut_lcs collected on Philippine products in the United States_ 249, 028
Total estimated loss 1, 851, 320

Against whlch there will be in wharfage dues an increase of §104,-
51 2&574 ‘? under this bill an estimated decrease of customs revenues
o

L)
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Now that is all that the same bureau estimates the loss will
be, and yet on that same page down here they say this, refer-
ring to the inereased internal-revenue collection:

This would immedlately give an increase of §3,083,105.24 in the re-
ceipts of the Philippine insular government—

Out of which this deficit may be made up.

My. HILL. The gentleman is still mistaken. If he will read
down through page 4, he will find that the increase in revenue
is expected to amount to $375,791 from malt liquors, distilled
spirits, and so forth, and about $800,000 from the internal-reve-
nue tax on eigarettes. 'Then it says to meet this remaining defi-
cit, as compared with the revenues of the last fiscal year, there
will be the incrensed receipts of $3,083,106.24 heretofore paid
into the municipal and provincial treasuries.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend does not understand me at
all. I never contended that they were going to increase the
amount. I said that they were now raising $3,000,000 more
than they needed.

They were giving that to the munieipal governments in the
provinees. It is exactly the same proposition as under the
Dingley bill we raised $100,000,000 more thin we needed and
we gave it to the States, as we did in Jackson’s time. It is the
duty of the provinces and municipalities, and always has been
under the Spanish régime, and affer the Americans arrived
there, to raise their own taxes, but the insular government had
these $3,000,000 surplus, and therefore they divided it out for
jmprovements of the municipalities. Now they have got other
uses for it, and they can hold it in the insular treasury, and
that is what General Edwards and Colonel Colton testify to
before the Ways and Means Committee. i

Mr. HILIL. Now, in regard to the mateh question, all T have
fo say about that is this: I was in the Philippine Islands in
1900 and they had a match factory there, and I presume they
have got it still. It is not an industry, it is an isolated case.

They want to keep it there and I guess they have made the
duty high enough to keep it there. It is 20 cents a kilo under
the present law, and, I think, the same under the new bill. It
is nowhere near as high, and they do not pay as much as they
did for matches under the Spanish régime, when, as I under-
stand, the manufacture of matches was a monopoly.

The whole bill has been made with reference to two
one a revenue bill for the Philippine Islands, and the other, I
think, influenced a good deal by the hepe of bringing trade to
the United States, without exploiting the islands, and that is
what we ought to do and that is what we have a right to do,
without wronging them at the same time. If you can disas-
sociate these two things and give the trade where it belongs—
to the United States—we ought to have it. It has come to
us in Porto Rico. TUnder the old Spanish régime Porto Rico had
$22 000,000 and now she has $56,000,000 of trade with the
world. Under that réginie we had one-fifth of that trade, and
to-day we have five-sixths of if, and it belongs to us. We are
responsible for the islands, and if, without wronging them
we can get it, we ought to do so.

You can not go to any country in the world to-day; you can
not go to any Province, any municipality, or any sphere of
influence and find a neutral market—not one. I remember in
1900 I was coloring a map of the world showing the monetary
systems of the world at a glance, and was amazed to find that
Africa had been all earved up and parceled out. I have been to
Hongkong, to Hamburg, and other so-called * free ports,” and
every one gives a preferential rate, by port charges or in some
other way, to its own people. We have got to do the same
thing or we shall get left in the race.

I would not exploit them one particle, and the best evidence
of that is that I voted for free pig iron in the Fiilippines,
notwithstanding some of my friends favored a duty. At the
same time, I say that their trade belongs to us; we have a
right to it, and it is our duty to the American people to make
this tariff bill without wronging them, being absolutely fair to
them, so that that trade will come to us, and I think it will do it
under this bill. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no further time desired for
general debate, the Clerk will read the bill by paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sgc. 9. That the rates of duties to be collected on articles, goods,
wares, or merchandize imported Into the Philtpglne Islands shall be as
follows : Provided, That no article bearing evident signs of being for
ganitary construction shall pay a higher rate of duty than 20 per cent
ad valorem: And provided P:rtm'r, That no article shall m a higher
rate of duif than 100 per eent ad valorem, exeept and unl the same
ghall be elassified under paragraphs 92, 260, 261, 263, or 264, in
which event the rate of duty thereby resulting shall be ecolleeted, any-
thing in this act to the contrary notwithstanding: And provided fur-
ther, That articles of foreign growth, produce, or manufacture shall
be dutiable upon each importation, even though previously exported
fmflh 1the tPhiiipplne Islands, except as otherwise specifically provided
n this act.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following committee
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 19, lines 16, 17, and 18, strike out the words * ninety-two, two
hundred and sixty, two hundred and sixty-one, two hundred and sixty-
two, two hundred and sixty-three, or two hundred and sixty-four,” and
insert ** ninety, two hundred and thirty-seven, two hundred and fifty-

hundred and -eight, two hundred and fifty-nine, two
gnn‘:"i'md and sixty, two L and sixty-one, or three hiindred and

Tttnve CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend-
ment.

The gquestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Grovr 4.—COPPER AND ALLOYS THEREOF.

40. Copper and alloys thereof, in bars, pipes, and sheets, and alloys
otlggstt:r (except Muntz metsl), in lumps and Ingots, 10 per cent ad
va

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 335, line 5, strike out “(except Muntz metal) ;™ and In line 6,
nttgl Ehe word * ingot,” Insert “ amy of the foregoing except Munt=
me

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

58. Mineral tplgments of eommon, natural occurrence (ineluding

ochers, haemitites, barytes, and manganese), substances prepared for
a.l‘tcimjna and whitewash, any of the feregoing when dry, 10 per cent

valerem.
NOTE.— substance otherwise subject to classification under this
gnramph shnllhwnen jmported in the form of a liguid or paste, be

utiable under clause (d) of paragraph 61.
With the following committee amendment :

Page 39, line 10, strike out the word * sixty-one™ and Insert in len
thereof the word *““fifty-nine.™

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows: B

T77. Oplum in any form, and preparations thereof, for medicinal pur-
poses, not otherwise provided for, subject to the provisions of section 6
of this act, 35 per cent ad valorem.

With the following committee amendment :

Page 43, line 1, strike out “six" and insert * four."

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The question was taken, and the committee amendment was
agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

114. Ribbons or bands for the manufacture of any of the articles
enumerated in paragraph 115, 15 per cent ad valorem.

With the following committee amendment :
“m line 20, strike out the word * fifteen ™ and Insert the word

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

132. Ribbons er bands for the manufacture of any of the articles
enumerated in paragraph 133, 20 per cent ad valorem.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 60, line b5, strlke out the words * thirty-three” and Insert
“ thirty-one.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

153. Books and albums of lithographs, engravin etchi: hot
graphs, ms?s, or charts, not othm'wlge provided fg:: and I;'glsﬁtgd °d3:
signs, els, and ink drawings, made by hand, for use in manufactur-
ing and in the industrial arts and sciences, 30 per cent ad valorem.

NoTe.—This paragraph shall not apply to works of art introduced
for use as such, even when Imported for sale, which ghall be classified
under paragraph 326.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 63, line 19, strike out the words “ twenty-six" and insert in
lieu thereof the words ** twenty-five.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

167. Straw _for manufacturing purposes, rushes,
genista, osiers, bamboo,
provided for:

(a) Crude, er not further advanced in manufacture than cut into

straight lengths suitable for sticks for umbrellas, parasols, sunshades,
whips, fishing rods, or walking canes, 10 per cent ad valorem,

vegetable hair,
broomcorn, rattan, reeds, piths, not otherwise
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, .I offer the following .amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows: :

Page 66, line 23, after the word * eanes,”™ insert:

“And straw braids sultable for making or ornamenting hats, neither
bleached, tied, colored, or stained.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PAYNE. I offer the following amendment, which I send
to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 66, after line 24, insert a new paragraph, as follows :

“ Nore.—The term ‘straw ' as used in this clause shall be under-
stood to mean that substance in its natural form and structure, and not
the separated fiber thereof.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing fo the com-
mittee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

188. Automatic slot machines, not otherwise provided for, and de-
tached parts therefor (subject to the provisions of section 6 of this
act), 35 per cent ad valorem.

With the following commitiee amendment:

tP‘amr 71, line 23, strike out the word “six" and insert the word
“ 011['."

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend-
ment,

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

199. Detached wooden parts for any of the articles classified under
paragraph 197 or paragraph 201.

With the following committee amendment :
< Page 75, llnes 6 and 7, strilke out the word “ ninety-seven '™ and

insert the word “ ninety-four.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment. -

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Also the following committee amendment :

Page 75, lines 7 and 8, strike out the words * two hundred and one ™
and insert the words * one hundred and ninety-eight.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That upon proof satisfactory to the collector of enstoms
that adequate facilities are not afforded in the Philippine Islands for
such repairs, the same be subject to the provisions of paragraph
351 of this act; and

With the following committee amendment :

Page 75, line 24, strike out the word * fifty-one ™ and insert the word
o ﬂftj'."

The CHAIRMAN.
mittee amendment.
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

. H , bae other meats, and sau dry, cured, or smoked,
no%n;resear?:d in [::E'ns. tncluding weight ost‘ﬁnedﬂlte containers, 100
. $4.50.
Hiﬁf‘mi'dcd, That sausages classified under this nrs%raph may be im-
ported in any kind of package ex in weight 10 kilos each: and

Provided further, That salt used for the packing of any article classi-
fied undfr this paragraph shall be dutiable under clause (¢) of para-
graph T4.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 77, line 12, strike out the word “ seventy-four'" and insert
# geventy-two.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed fo.

The Clerk read as follows:

206. Canned or potted meats, such as beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork,
ham, and bacon, plainly prepared and simply preserved, not otherwise
provided for, common preparations thereof, with or without vegetables
or other simple ingredients, such as Irish stew, corned-beef hash, chili
con carne, hog and hominy, dry chipped beef, and the like, 15 per cent
ad valorem.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Chairman, page 77, line 20, I move to
strike out the words “ such as” and insert “ including.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 20, page 77, strike out the words “ such as" and insert the
word “ incloding.”

The CHAIRMAN.
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

{¢) Fish, shellfish, sea food. and preparations thereof, such as an-
chovies, merluza, angulas, awabl, sardines not otherwise provided for,

The queztion is on agreeing to the com-

The question is on agreeing to the amend-

lampreys, whiting, turtle, fish roe, eels in jelly, sharks' fins in any
form, shrimp, bloater, and fish pastes and butters, similar products of
delicatessen class, 25 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, on page 78, line 23, T move to
strike out the words “ such as ™ and insert the word * including.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 78, line 23, strike out the words “such as™ and Insert the
word “ including.”

Tl:.e CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
men

The gquestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PAYNE. Mpr. Chairman, I would like to go back to page
77 and offer the same amendment to line 24.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be
considered as agreed to. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no
objection,

The Clerk read as follows:

237. Bugar:
[c Raw, gross weight, 100 kilos, $3.70.
&230 Heflned, including weight of immediate containers, 100 kilos,

With the following committee amendments :

Page 84, line 18, strike out *seventy " and Insert “ seventy-two:™
and in line 21, strike out * twenty " insert * twenty-two.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments.

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

5 2?51.l Horn, ‘b?ne. wh?lggoae. celluloid, and im{:}t!?nns of any of the
oregoing, or of any o e substances enumera ragraph S
including weight of Immedlate containers. i i

With the following committee amendment: :

Page 93, line 2, strike out * eighty-one™ and insert * seventy-seven."

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

301. Tobaceo:

() Wrapper tobaceo, filler tobaceo when mixed or packed with more
than 15 per cent of wrapper tobaceo, leaf tobacco the product of two
or more countries or dependencies when mixed or paekeg together, any
of the foregoing unstemmed, kilo, $4.80.

}b; The same, stemmed, kilo, $5.50.

to Filler tobacco, not otherw provided for, unstemmed, kilo, TT
cents.

d)} glh;a cig Stmﬁ.h:uo'tsl'oz igars and cigare

(] TS, re cheroots, c an

mg; rv]rr?)p rs, kilo, £9.90 Iﬁlﬁ %uﬁ r&e‘l’-amt ad \;}karem? S, ndlw:
r tobacco, manufac or unmanufactu erwise

provided for, kilo, $1.20. DY At oth

With the following committee amendments: .

99, line 4, strike out “ eighty " and insert * eight.”

Line 5, strike out * fifty " and insert * fifty-two.”

Line 8, strike out * seventy-seven ™ and insert “ seventy-eight.”

Line 10, strike out * two™ and insert * eleven.”

Line 14, strike out * ninety " and insert * ninety-three.™

Line 18, strike out * twenty " and insert “ twenty-two."

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendments.

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

304. Cost of repairs upon articles of easy identifieat!
provided for in % gh 203), exportedyrro::. thga x-ﬁﬁléﬁﬁpﬂtﬁ?ﬁ:
and reimported the 25 per cent ad valorem.

Provided, That any such artiele, exciusive of the repairs thereon
shall be free of duty when reimported, upon the compliance with the
regulations of the insular collector of eustoms governing such exporta-
tions and reimportations, otherwise the terms oF) section 12 shall apply.

With the following committee amendments:

Page 100, line 12, strike out the words *“and three;"

20 sti‘*ieke out the word * twelve " and insert the word * nl.ug'.l"'«l ol

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendments.

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Note—Store, office, and business signs, otherwise those for advertising
local business houses, firms, offices, associations, corporntions, trades,
or professions, shall not be classified under this paragraph.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following
committee amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 103, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “ otherwise those” and
insert in lieu thereof the word * used.”

The CHAIRMAN, The gquestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

328. Public documents issued by forelgn governmen
manuseripts, and typewritten documents, not prohibit

i:t:rrcmpclmltat:r.u:ef
this act, and collections of stamps of nationa

by section 6 o

issue, used or unused.
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With the following committee amendment:
Page 103, line 17, strike out “six" and insert * four.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

337. Supplies and materials Imported by or for the use of the United
Btates Government, or the government of the Philippine Islands, or an
of their subordinate branches : Provided, That title shall have pas
to one of sald governments before such supplies are released from cus-
toms custody: And provided further, That any article (except those
enumerated in paragraph 218) which would otherwise be classified
under this paragraph shall, if imported for sale to private or corporate
persons, be dutiable under the corresponding paragraph of this act.

With the following committee amendment:
Page 106, line 22, strike out “ eighteen " and insert * fifteen.”

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

838. Wearing apparel, articles of personal adornment, tollet articles,
books, portable tools and instruments, theatrical costumes, and similar
personal effects, accompanging travelers or tourists in their baggage or
arriving within a reasonable time, in the discretion of the collector of
customs, before or after the owners, in use of and necessary and appro-
priate for the wear or use of such persons according to their profession
or position for the immediate purposes of their journey and their pres-
ent comfort and convenlence: Provided, That this exemption shall not
be held to apply to merchandise or articies intended for other persons
or for barter or sale: And provided further, That the collector of cus-
toms may, in his discretion, require a bond for the exportation of or
the payment of duties upon articles classified under this paragraph
within the time and in the manner prescribed by paragraph 330.

With the following committee amendment :
Page 107, line 18, strike out “ forty " and insert “ thirty-nine.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

340. Professional instruments and im?lements. tools of trade, occu-
pation, or employment. wearing apparel, domestic animals, and per-
sonal and household effects, including those of the kind and class pro-
vided for under paragraphs 339 and 340, belonr;lng to persons coming
to settle in the Philippine Islands, in quantities and of the class
sguitable to the profession, rank, or position of the person importin
them, for their own use and not for barter or sale, accompanying suc§
persons or arriving within a reasonable time, in the diseretion of the
collector of customs, before or after the arrival of their owners, upon
the production of evidence satisfactory to the collector of customs that
such persons are actually coming to settle in the Philippine Islands,
that the articles are brought from thelr former place of abode, that
change of residence is bona fide, and that the privilege of free entry
under this paragraph has never been previously granted to them: Pro-
vided, That neither merchandise of any kind, nor machinery or other
articles for use In manufacture, shall be classified under ‘this para-
graph : And prowided further, That officers and employees of the United
States Government or of the government of the Philippine Islands, or
religlous missionaries taking station in the islands shall be considered
as * coming to settle"” for the purposes of this paragraph.

Also the following committee amendment :

Line 12, page 108, after the word * paragraphs,” insert * 8338 and.”

Line 13: gage 108, strike out * and 35)0." '

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

841, Vehicles, animals, birds, insects, and fish, portable theaters
circus and theatrical uipment, includ'ing sceneries, properties, t:nd
apparel, devices for pro ecting pictures and parts and appurtenances
tEere_fﬂl‘, panoramas, wax figures, and similar objects for public enter-
tainment, upon identification and the giving of a bond with sureties
gatisfactory to the collector of customs in an amount equal to double
the estimated duties thereon, conditioned for the exportation thereof
or payment of the corresponding duties thereon within the time and
in &e manner prescribed by paragraph 340.

With the following committee amendment:
Line 23, page 109, strike out “ forty " and insert “ thirty-nine."”
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

345. Pumps for the salvage of wvessels, upon identification and the
iving of a bond with sureties satisfactory to the collector of customs
n an amount equal to double the estimated dutles thereon, condi-
tioned for the exﬁortatlon thereof or tEs.arment of the corresponding
duties thereon within the time and in the manner prescribed by para-

graph 340,
Also the follpwing committee amendment:
Page 111, line 1, strike ont * forty " and insert * thirty-nine.”
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment.
The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

340. Wearing apparel and houschold effects, including those articles
provided for under paragraphs 339 and 340, belonging to residents of
the Philippine Islands returning from abroad, which wera exported
from the said islands by such returning residents upon their departure
therefrom or during their absence abroad, upon the identity of such
articles being estab ed to the satisfaction of the collector of customs,
under such regulations as the insular collector of customs shall pre-
seribe ; cles of the same kind and class purchased in foreign coun-
tries by natives of the Philippine Islands during their absence abroad
and accompanying them upon their return to said islands, or arriving
within a reasonable time, the discretion of the collector of customs,
before or after their return u%m proof satisfactory to the collector
of customs that the same have been in their use abroad for more than
one year.

Also the following committee amendment:

Page 111, line 10, after the word * paragraphs,” insert “ 238 and.”
. Atgﬁeln line 12, page 11, strike out thepworgdl; P':audl three hundred and
orty."”

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

EXPORT DUTIES.

8ec. 13. That upon the ex‘portatlou to any foreign country from the
Philippine Islands, or the shipment thereof to the Unlted Btates or an
of its possessions, of the fol owlng] articles, there shall be levied, col-
lected, and paid thereon the follow export dutles: Provided, however,
That all articles the growth and produet of the Philippilne Islands com-
ing directly from sald Islands to the United States or any of its pos-
sessions for use and consumption therein, shall be exempt from any
export duties imposed in the Phlll{pine Islands :

54. Abaca (hemp), gross weight, 100 kilos, 75 cents.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an
amendment that will affect all of section 13. I want to know
if it will be in order to offer it at the end of paragraph 361, as
it affects the whole section?

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to have the bill read to para-
graph 361, and then let the gentleman offer his amendment and
have it considered as pending, and I shall make a motion to rise.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to offer it at the end of para-
graph 361, if it will be in order to the whole section.

Mr. PAYNE. I ask that the following paragraphs, down to
and including 361, be considered as read.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, I offer the following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by inserting at the end of section 13, on page 115, line 21,
the followlng:

“Provided, That the export duties authorized to be collected under
section 13 of this act shall remain in force and be operative for two
years, and thereafter the amount of the duties named in said section
shall be reduced one-fifth each succeeding tyenr for the period of five
years. Seven years after the enactment of this law no export dutles
or other charges shall be levied, collected, and e exporta-
tion of any articles from the Philippine Islands.

Mr, PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr., OrMmsTED, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R.
0135, the Philippine tariff bill, and had come to no resolution
thereon.

Enld upon

ADJOURNKMENT.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and
17 minutes p. m.) the House, under the order previously
adopted, adjourned until Monday next, May 17.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a de-
tailed report of a drainage survey of certain wet, overflowed,
or swampy lands ceded by the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota
(H. Doe. No. 27)—to the Committee on Public Lands and or-
dered to be printed, with illustrations.

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the Department of
Commerce and Labor, transmitting the report of Special Agent
Charles M. Pepper on British iron and steel industry (8. Doe.
No. 42)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting,
with copy of a communication from the Secretary of War, an
estimate of an appropriation for subsistence of the army (H.
Doe. No. 28)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered
to be printed.
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 9504) to amend an act en-
titled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate
commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory
thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce
Commission "—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

By Mr. HEALD: A bill (H. R. 9505) to provide for the erec-
tion of a monument to mark the location of the De Vries Dutch
settlement near Lewes, Del.—to the Committee on the Library.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 9506) for the relief of members of the
Fifth and Sixth Regiments of Delaware Volunteer Infantry—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9507) to provide for the acquisition and
improvement of the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal—to the
Committee on Railways and Canals.

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 9508) to prevent and pun-
ish the desecration, mutilation, or improper use of the flag of
the United States of America—to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9509) to amend
sections 4924 and 4927 of the Revised Statutes, relating to
patents—to the Committee on Patents.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9510) to amend an act relating to the sale
of gas in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9511) to determine powers of United
States judges as to instructions to juries—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9512) granting a pension of $30 per month
to United States soldiers, war with Mexico—to the Committee
on Pensions. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 9513) to add 31,000 acres of land by pur-
chase or condemnation to the Chattanooga and Chickamauga
National Military Park, and appropriating $761,000 for that
purpose—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H, R. 9514) granting right of way for road
through government reservation north of national cemetery,
Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee in Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9515) recognizing the military service of
and giving pensionable status under all pension laws of the
United States to persons serving under United States officers as
home guards, militia, or other provisional troops during the
civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9516) authorizing juries to fix punishment
of defendants convicted in United States courts in certain
cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, -a bill (H. R. 9517) to limit the jurisdiction of
district and ecircuit courts of the United States in law and
equity to sums exceeding $5,000—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9518) to provide for the erection of a pub-
lic building at Sparta, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9519) to provide for the erection of a public
building at Athens, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9520) to provide for the erection of a public
building at MeMinnville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Publie
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9521) to provide for the erection of a public
building at Winchester, Tenn.—to the Commiitee on Public
DBuildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9522) to appropriate $50,000 to complete
custom-house and post-office building at Chattanooga, Tenn.—
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9523) to provide for the erection of a public
building at Madisonville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds,

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 9524) to add 31,000 acres of land,
by purchase or condemnation, to the Chattanooga and Chicka-
mauga National Military Park, and appropriating $761,000 for
that purpose—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9525) to
provide for the lading or unlading of vessels at night, to facili-
tate the entry of vessels, and for other purposes—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9526) defining the offense of train wrecking,
or attempts so to do, and providing punishment therefor—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 9527) to establish a fish-
culture station in New Mexico—to the Committee on the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9528) for the purchase of a site and the
erection of an electrical power plant for irrigation purposes in
Portales, N. Mex.,, or vicinity—to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds. '

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H., R. 9529) to purchase a dredge
for use in the harbor and channel at Gulfport, Miss., and for
the maintenance thereof—to the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9530) to extend the application of the
several acts to regulate interstate commerce to certain public-
service corporations and persons engaged in interstate com-
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9531) to amend an act entitled “An act to
regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all acts
amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9532) to subject intoxicating liquors trans-
ported from one State into another for delivery or sale to the
laws and regulations of such latter State, and to prohibit the
issuance of federal licenses to sell same in such localities where
such is prohibited by the laws or regulations of such State or
locality—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9533) to distribute the surplus in the
Treasury of the United States to the several States and Terri-
tories and the District of Columbia for the sole purpose of im-
proving the roads therein—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9534) to appropriate $500,000 for the
prosecution and extension of the work of the Bureau of Soil
Surveys in the Department of Agriculture—to the Committee
on Agriculture.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9535) to establish an agricultural experi-
ment station in the Sixth Congressional District of the State
of Mississippi—to the.Committee on Agriculture.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9536) to establish a fish-hatching and fish-
culture station at a point on the Gulf of Mexico in the State of
Mississippi—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9537) to acquire certain ground in the
Distriet of Columbia for a government reservation—to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9538) to establish an experimental wood-
distillation laboratory—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 9539) for the relief of acting
(volunteer) officers of the United States Navy in the civil war—
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 9540) to amend an act en-
titled “An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil gov-
ernment for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” approved
April 12, 1900—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr, OLMSTED: A bill (H. R, 9541) to amend an act en-
titled “An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil goy-
ernment for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” approved
April 12, 1900—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 9542) to provide for the
erection of a public building at Brownwood, Tex.—to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H, R. 9543) to amend an act entitled
“An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to loan naval
equipment to certain military schools,” approved March 3,
1901—to the Commitfee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 9544) to au-
thorize the sale and disposition of a portion of the surplus and
unallotted lands in the Rosebud Indian Reservation in the State
of South Dakota, and making appropriation and provision to
carry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Joint resolution (II. J. Res. 54)
authorizing the Secretary of War to loan cots, tents, and ap-
pliances for the use of the forty-third national encampment of
the Grand Army of the Republic at Salt Lake City, Utah—to
the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Coneurrent resolution
(H. O. Res. 16) accepting invitation to Congress to attend the
Alaska-Yukon-Pacifie Exposition, and authorizing the appoint-
ment of committee to attend—to the Committee on Industrial
Arts and Expositions.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Resolution (H. Res. 70) calling for

report on Mississippi River—to the Committee on Military
Affairs.
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as
follows:

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 9545)
granting a pension to John D. Smith—to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9546) granting an increase of pension to
Andrew M. Clarke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ASHERROOK : A bill (H. R. 9547) granting an increase
of pension to Samuel F. Gilbreath—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9548) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Medick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, BARCLAY : A bill (H. R. 9549) granting an increase
of pension to Thomas Evers—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R, 9550) granting an increase of pension to
George W, Brink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9551) granting an increase of pension to
John R, Lemon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 9552) granting an increase of pension to
Newton Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9553) granting an increase of pension to
George R. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 9554) to remove the
charge of desertion from the military record of Albert B. Ket-
terman and to grant him an honorable discharge—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9555) granting an increase of pension to
Robert Shull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 9556) granting an increase
of pension to James F. Thurman—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 9557) for the relief of the
estate of J. M. Fortinberry, deceased—to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 9558) for the relief of Emily Donnelly or
her legal representatives—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9559) for the relief of Martha B. Moore—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9560) for the relief of Louis T. Barnes—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9561) for the relief of the estate of Capt.
John Bolino, late of Pass Christian, Harrison County, Miss.—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9562) for the relief of the estate of Nevin
Phares—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9563) for the relief of the heirs of Wright
Mann, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9564) for the relief of the heirs of John
Fornean—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. . 9565) for the relief of heirs of John W.
TFord, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9566) for the relief of June Poitevent, ad-
minisirator of the estate of Willilam J. Poitevent, deceased—
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9567) to carry out the findings of the
Court of Claims in the case of John C. McDaniel, adminis-
trator of John W. MecDaniel, deceased—to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9568) to correct the military record of
Elias H. Lewin, alias William Harrington—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9569) to correct the military record of
J. E. Mariner—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9570) to authorize the Secretary of the
Treasury to convey certain lands to the city of Biloxi, Miss.,
for sireet purposes—to the Committee on the Publiec Lands,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9571) to grant American registry to the
Norwegian bark Afizapore, to be used as a barge or lighter—to
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, a bill (H. IR, 9572) for the relief of the heirs at law of
Samuel . Hollingsworth, deceased—to the Committee on War
Claims.

By Mr. BRADLEY : A bill (H. R. 9573) granting a pension
to Delia Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 9574) authorizing and direct-
ing the Secretary of the Interior to pay arrearage to Thomas F.
Haywood, Nashville, Tenn.—to the Cemmittee on Invalid Pen-
glons.

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 9570) granting a pension
to John White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. IR, 9576) granting a pension to
Laura C. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9577) granting an increase of pension to
William E. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9578) for the relief of the personal repre-
sentatives of John Wharton, deceased—to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9579) for the relief of Martin Maddox—
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9580) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.—
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 9581) granting an increase of
pension to James Ryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 9582) to correct the military
record of Jacob M. Pruiit—to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9583) to correct the military record of
Smith F. Carroll—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 9584) granting an increase of
pension to Joseph Gimber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9585) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel Bond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9586) granting a pension to Daniel W.
Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CUSHMAN : A bill (H. R. 9587) granting an increase
of pension to Junius Thomas Turner—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 9588) granting an increase of pension to
John Klay—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 9589) granting an in-
crease of pension to Joshua T. Parrish—to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9590) for the re-
lief of James Wiley—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9591) granting a pension to William Ger-
man—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill '(H. R. 9592) granting
an increase of pension to Christian Y. Abbaduska—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GODWIN: A bill (H. R. 9593) for the relief of
Thomas D. Meares, administrator of Armand D. Young, de-
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 9594) for the relief of
Alexander McKenna—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. HAMER: A bill (H. R. 9595) granting a pension to
Albert Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HANNA : A bill (H. R. 9596) granting an inerease of
pension to Thomas Lovell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 9597) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9598) granting an increase of pension to
Edwin R. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, -

Also, a bill (H. R. 9500) granting an increase of pension to
William Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9600) granting an increase of pension to
Bradford G. Ostrander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9601) granting an increase of pension to
William B. Powers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9602) granting an increase of pension to
Catherine Frederick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 9603) granting an increase of
pension to David W. Travis—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 9604) granting a pension to James Burke—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 9603) granting an increase
of pension to Timothy Quinn—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 9606) for the relief of the
estate of Robert R. Berry, deceased—to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9607) for the relief of Ezer W. Edwards—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr, KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9608) granting an
inerease of pension to O. P. Shanafelt—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. RR. 9609) to grant
to John Rivett privilege to make commutation of his homestead
entry—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 9610) granting a pension to
Annie M. Tinsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9611) granting an increase of pension to
Charles B, King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. . 9612) for the relief of Charles
S. Mills—to the Committee on Claims.
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Algo, a bill (H. R. 9613) for the relief of the estate of Samuel
C. Hull, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H, R. 9814) granting an increase of
pension to Harvey Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
slons.

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H, R. 9615) to amend the military
record of Stephen A. Merrill, alins George Holmes—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. McKINNEY : A bill (H. R. 9616) granting an increase
of pension to Willlam B. Houck-—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 9617) granting a pension to
Angeline Buckley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9618) for the
relief of Charles Hassett, of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. It. 9619) for the relief of R. H. Sively—to the
Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. IR, 9620) for the relief of James Moore—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9621) for the relief of W. P. Qualls—to |-

the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9622) for the relief of Jasper N. T. Ham-
ilton—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. £623) for the relief of James Nipper—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9624) for the relief of Hansell Hatfield,
of McMinn County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9625) for the relief of Isom M. Qualls—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9626) for the relief of William M. White,
of Jumes County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 9627) for the relief of Lovenia Hodges
(née Grant)—to the Committee on War Claims.

Algo, a bill (H. It. 9628) for the relief of Mrs, E. L. Eblen—
to the Committee on War Claims,

Algo, a bill (H, . 9620) for the relief of George W. Penney
and the heirs of Thomas Penney, deceased—to the Committee
on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R, 9630) for the relief of G. R. West—{o the
Committee on War Clalms. -

Also, a bill (II. R. 9631) for the relief of Sarah E. Aber-
nathy, widow of J. J. Abernathy—to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9632) for the relief of the estate of Samuel
Y. B. Williams, of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on
War Claims.

Algo, a bill (H, R. 9633) for the relief of D. J. Rogers—to the
Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R, 9634) for the relief of Lydia A. Newby—
to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9635) for the relief of James B. Hoge—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. . 963G) for the relief of Sarah Crabtree and
the estate of Eli Crabtree, deceased—to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9637) for the relief of James B, Brown—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 9638) for the relief of John H. Jackson—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Algo, a bill (H. RR. 9639) for the relief of John Coppinger—to
the Committee en War Claims,

Algo, o bill (H. R. 9640) for the relief of Jesse Walling—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9641) for the relief of Mrs. Laura Bar-
rett—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9642) for the relief of Jesse A, Wallace—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (II. R, 9643) for the relief of James B, Hoge—to
the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9644) for the relief of George W. Penney
and the heirs of Thomas Penney, deceased—to the Committee
on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9645) for the relief of P. H. Schoolfield, of
Pikeville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (I, R. 9646) for the relief of Ruth Ann True—to
the Committes on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9647) for the relief of Abner Souder—to
the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. Ik, 9648) for the relief of Joseph G. Richard-
son, administrator, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9649) for the relief of the widow of the
late Capt. Daniel C. Trewhitt—to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9650) for the relief of John M. Heard—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9651) for the relief of Edward D. Pickett—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9652) for the relief of Nathaniel R. and
William C. Carson—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 96853) for the relief of Ruth Holder—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. !, 9654) for the relief of William Roberts—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9655) for the relief of James B. Brown, of
Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9656) for the relief of James N. Davis,
administrator of Willlam Davis, deceased, of Mount Airy,
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9657) for the relief of trustees of the Boil-
ing Fork Baptist Church, of Cowan, Tenn.—to the Committee
on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R. 9658) for the relief of William H. Bean—
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9659) granting a pension to James M.
Ikard—to the Committee op Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9660) granting a pension to Mary J. Pear-
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9661) granting a pension to Peter Ander-
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9662) granting a pension to Andrew J.
Hollaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9663) granting a pension to Tilman Giles,
alias Robert Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9664) granting a pension to Margaret J.
Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9665) granting a pension to Sarah E. Har-
vey—ito the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9666) granting a pension to Robert Ax-
macker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9667) granting a pension to Sarah J, Wat-
son, or Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Harriet B.
Aiken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9669) granting a pension to Seborn J.
Mullins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9670) granting a pension to J. L. Me-
Dowell, alias Leander Dickey—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9671) granting an increase of pension to
Rebecea A. Cole—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9672) granting an increase of pension to
Benedict Ellis—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9673) granting an increase of pension to
Nancy Jane Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9674) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 9675) granting an increase of pension to
Matison M. Kilgore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9676) granting an increase of pension to
Milton J. Beebe—to the Committee on Inwgalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9677) granting an increase of pension to
Thomas R. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9678) granting an increase of pension to
Luther M. Blackman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9679) granting an increase of pension to
Robert B. Weathers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. BR. 9680) granting an inerease of pension to
Andrew H. Stansberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9681) granting an increase of pension to
Sarah A. Weber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9682) granting an increase of pension to
John W. Roy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9683) granting an increase of pension to
James L. Dungan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9684) granting an increase of pension to
Mary I. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9685) granting an increase of pension to
Frederick Dauchy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9686) granting an increase of pension to
James A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9687) granting an increase of pension to

John Skelton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9688) granting an increase of pension to
James T. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9689) granting an increase of pension to
Gideon T. Denton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9600) granting an increase of pension to
Charles May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9691) granting an increase of pension to
Rachel 8. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9692) granting an increase of pension to
William F. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9693) granting an increase of pension to
Andrew Stoops—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9694) granting an increase of pension to
Foster Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9695) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel Teague—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9696) granting an increase of pension to
Mary E. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9697) granting an increase of pension to
W. A. Pryor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9698) granting an increase of pension to
Scott Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9699) granting an increase of pension to
Burnett M. Trew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9700) granting an increase of pension to
William R. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9701) granting an honorable discharge to
Marion Hixson—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9702) to remove the charge of desertion
from the name of Gabriel P. Keith—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9703) to remove the charge of desertion
against the name of Thomas J. Schrimpsher—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9704) to remove the charge of desertion
azainst the name of Samuel J. Rayl—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, a 'bill (H. R. 9705) to remove charge of desertion
against Henry H. Walker—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9706) for the relief of the estate of Wil-
liam Roberts, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 9707) for the relief of the estate of N. T.
Power, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9708) for the relief of the estate of Hamp-
ton Hudgens, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9709) for the relief of the estates of Asa
Faulkner, deceased; Lewis L. Faulkner, deceased; and 8. B,
Spurlock, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9710) for the relief of the estate of Wil-
liam Dunean, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 9711) for the relief of the estate of Patrick
Henry Watkins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9712) for the relief of the estate of Aaron
Murdock, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a 'bill (H. R. 9713) for the relief of the estate of Alex-
ander Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9714) for the relief of the estate of Martin
Hartman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9715) for the relief of the estate of P. W.
Key—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a-bill (H. R. 9716) for the relief of the estate of J. K.
Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 9717) for the relief of the estate of John
A. Pickett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9718) for the relief of the estate of Casan-
dra Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9719) for the relief of the estate of Mary
A. Henderson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9720) for the relief of the estate of Robert
Langford, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9721) for the relief of the estate of Austin
Hackworth, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 9722) for the relief of the estate of Preston
Gann, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9723) for the relief of the estate of H. B.
Henegar, deceased—fto the Committee on War Claims.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 9724) for the relief of the estate of John
A. Heard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9725) for the relief of the estate of George
M. Carroll, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (II. R. 9726) for the relief of the estate of Wash-
ington Turner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R, 9727) for the relief of the estate of Wash-
ington Pryor, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9728) for the relief of the estate of Louisa
M. Kirklin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, n bill (H. R. 9729) for the relief of the estate of Daniel
B. Harold, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9730) for the relief of the estate of Bur-
rell L, Bennett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R. 9731) for the relief of the estate of W. G.
Hoge, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9732) for the relief of the estate of George
P. Carmichael, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9733) for the relief of the heirs of Simeon
Graves, deceased, of McMinn County, Tenn.—to the Committee
on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 97384) for the relief of the heirs of James
C. Connor, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9735) for the relief of the heirs of Chris-
topher Wood, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9736) for the relief of the heirs at law of
Rlobert Worthington—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9737) for the relief of the heirs of Erban
Powell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9738) for the relief of the heirs of Mar-
garet Sivley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9739) to carry ouf the findings of the Court
of Claims in the case of James E. Meacham—to the Committee
on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9740) for the relief of the trustees of
Hennegans Chapel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, of
Dunlap, Sequatchie County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9741) for the relief of Rachael C. Stief-
vater, of Chattanooga, Tenn., to reimburse for the use and de-
struction of property by United States Army in 1864—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9742) to carry out the findings of the Court
of Claims in the case of Laura E. Raulston, administratrix of
James W. Raulston, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9743) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of
John Chitwood, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9744) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of
John Henson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9745) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of
W. W. Sharp, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9746) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of
Josiah J. Bryan, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9747) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Methodist
Episcopal Church South, of Cleveland, Tenn.—to the Committee
on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9748) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the trustees
of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Chattanooga,
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R. 9749) to correct the military records of
the United States so as to muster in and out of service in
United States Army James Kirkland—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9750) to complete the military record of
Daniel Cook, deceased, and for an honorable discharge—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9751) to amend and correct war records
so as to muster in and muster out of service in United States
Army Joshua E. Carlton, of Charleston, Tenn., and to grant to
him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. MOORE of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9752) granting a
pension to Michael Gibney, alias John Gibney—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER : A bill (H, R. 9753) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Alton BE. Cobb—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 9754) granting a pension
to Mary Bay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9755) granting a pension to Kenneth Stew-
art Crane—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. RAUCH : A bill (H. R. 9756) granting an increase of
pension to John F. Staley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9757) granting a pension to Salem Wil-
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R, 9758) granting a pension to
Bernice L. Frink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TENER: A bill (H. R. 9759) granting a pension to
Sarah Bush—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 9760) granting an increase of pension to
William A. Bane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
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By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9761) granting
an increase of pension to Jesse K. Freeman—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9762) granting an increase of pension to
Nathan R. Mathis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 9763) granting a pension
to Thomas C. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 9764) for the relief of
T. Alonzo Walker and Augusta C. Todd—to the Committee on
War Claims. -

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9765) granting an
increase of pension to Frederick Kinner—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of Jose Templo, of Lipa Ba-
tangas, Philippine Islands, in relation to certain claims for
losses sustained by destruction of property—to the Committee
on Insular Affairs,

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Petition of Leroy Baker Post, No, 120,

Also, petition of citizens of Tuscarawas County, Ohlo, favoring
Ashbrook bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of citizens of Tusearawas County, Ohio, favor-
ing creation of tariff commission—to the Committee on Ways
and. Means.

Also, petition of citizens of New DPhiladelphia and Baltie,
Ohio, opposing duty on raw and refined sugar—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension
to William A. Crane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BELL of Georgin: Petition of citizens of the Ninth
Congressional District of Georgia, opposing parcels post—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BUTLER : Petition of Ione Council, No. 765, Junior
Order United American Mechanics, favoring exclusion of all
Asiatics save merchants, students, and travelers—to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, .

Also, petition of many citizens of the Seventh Congressional
District of Pennsylvania and of East Lynn Grange, favoring
a duty of 2} cents per pound on casein or lactarene unground
and 2} cents on casein or lactarene ground—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CARLIN: Petition of Francis P. B. Sands, favoring
bill in aid of volunteer officers in civil war—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CARY : Petition of city government of Neenah, Wis.,
against reduction of duty on print paper—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri (by request) : Petition of Anti-
Imperialistic League, against all reference to the Philippine
Islands in the present tariff bill—to the Committee on Insular
Affairs.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of National Associa-
tion of Master Bakers, transmitted and indorsed by Colvin's
Baking Company, of Jonesville, Wis., against gambling in food
supplies—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COWLES: Paper to accompany bill for relief ot
Jacob M. Prueti—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of 8. Z. Champion, favoring reduc-
tion of duty on raw sugar—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of Farmers' Union No. 221, of Shelby County,
Ala., against gambling in cotton futures—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petitions of common councils of Ste-
vens Point and Neenah, Wis., favoring present duty on print
paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: Petition of Keasbey &
Mattison, favoring an amendment to tariff bill—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petitions of Buffalo Envelope Company and Michael M.
Brook, opposing an amendment of Post-Office Department to
act of Congress approved June 26, 1906—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of L. J. Callahan, in favor of duty on tea—to
the Committee on Ways and Means. d

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of B. F. Lincoln, of Ottawa, I1l.,
favoring duty on plate glass—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.
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Also, petitions of Carter Macey & Co., John Emmans &
Co.,, F. D. Malt & Co., and L. J. Callanan, all of New York
City, favoring a duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways and
Means. -

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of the cities of De Kalb,
Hinckley, Kirkland, Lee, Malta, Sandwich, Shabbona, Somo-
nauk, Sycamore, and Waterman, in Dekalb County, Ill.; and of
Durand, Pecatonica, and Rockton, in Winnebago County, IlL;
and of Belvidere and Capron, in Boone County, IlL; and of
Oswego and Yorkville, in Kendall County, Ill, in opposition to
the enactment of the proposed parcels-post law—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of Edmund J. James, president of the Univer-
sity of Illinois, opposing an appropriation for George Washing-
ton University, in District of Columbia—to the Committee on
Agriculture.

Also, petition of J. C. H. Eddey and others, of Winnebago
County, Ill., in favor of proposed postal savings banks—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolution of state legislature of Illinois, favoring an
investigation of old-age insurance and old-age pension—to the
Committee on the Judiciary. !

Also, petition of Cincinnati Manufacturers' Boot and Shoe
Association, favoring free hides—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of Durbrow & Hearne Manufacturing Company,
of New York City, concerning duty on embroidery machines
and needles—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of wholesale dry goods merchants of New York
City, concerning proposed cotton schedule—to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

Also, petition of C. D. Peacock, Chicago, Ill., against a higher
duty on diamonds—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Cigar Makers' Industrial Union of America,
against free cigars from the Philippines—to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Charles A. Stewart, of Fox, Ill, against a
change in tariff on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Pyro One Light Electrical Sign Company,
of Chicago, Ill.,, against a tax on display signs—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of George A. Townsend, jr., Aurora, Ill., con-
cerning tariff on bristles—to the Commitiee on Ways and
Means,

Also, petition of Keasbey & Mattison Company, of Ambler, Pa.,
favoring duty on magnesia, etc.—to the Committee on Ways
and Means. :

Also, petition of National Association of Employing Lith-
ographers, favoring tariff on lithographic products—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Farm Life, of Chicago, Ill., against increase
of duty on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Republican Club of New York, against a per-
manent tariff commission—fo the Committee on Ways and
Means. ;

Also, petition of Raymer Sarver, of Pecatoniea, I1l., for reten-
tion of the tariff on wool—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of National Immigration League of New York
City, against increase of $12 head tax on immigrants—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia,
Pa., for commercial reciprocity treaty with Canada—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Casein Manufacturing Company, of New
York City, favoring placing casein on dutiable list—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Thomas Cooney, secretary of Amalgamated
Wood Workers’ Council of Chicago, against reduction of duty on
lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of American manufacturers of Fourdvinier
wire cloth, concerning duty on wire cloth—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Hutchens & Potter, of Johnstown, N. Y.,
concerning proposed duty on men's and women's gloves—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of American Newspaper Publishers’ Association
of New York, against increase of tariff on wood pulp—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Hall & Rucker,
increase of duty on soda ash—{o the Committee on
Means.

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Publishers' Association of Lan-
caster County, Pa., opposing supplying general public with en-

opposing
Ways and
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velopes and other printed matter—to the Committee on the
Post-Ofiice and Post-RRoads.

Also, petition of cigar manufacturers of Lancaster County,
Pa., opposing free importation of tobacco from the Philippines—
to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Pennsylvania Tobacco Growers' Association,
opposging free importation of tobacco from the Philippines—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HAMER : Paper to accompany bill for relief of Albert
Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petitions of Jones-Robinson Company (Limited), of
Montpelier, and Conant & Dunning and 31 others, of Burley, all
in the State of Idaho, against duties to be assessed under H.R.
1438 cn articles of wearing apparel, particularly leather gloves
and cotton hosiery—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HEALD : Petition of Board of Trade of Wilmington,
Del, for a change of date of Imauguration Day—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of committee of trade and commerce and the
legislative committee of the Wilmington (Del.) Board of Trade,
against maximum and minimum provisions of tariff bill—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Amelia J. Perkins, against
the Payne bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Cigar Makers Local Union No. 407, aghinst
duty-free cigars from the Philippines—to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

By Mr. HILL: Petition of citizens of East Norwalk, Conn,,
favoring dredging north end of Norwalk channel—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, petition of citizens of New Hartford, Conn., favoring re-
duction on raw and refined sugars—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., favoring re-
duction of duty on wheat—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of California Jewelry Company and
14 other jewelry importers of San Francisco, Cal., favoring a
10 per cent ad valorem duty on cut diamonds and other precious
stones and 20 per cent on imitation stones—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Hinz & Land (Incorporated) and 8 other
residents of San Francisco, Cal, favoring maintaining Dingley
rates on gloves—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LINDBERGH : Petition of business men of Buffalo
and Howard Lake, Minn. against a parcels-post law—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr., McKINNEY: Petition of Tri-City Typographical
Union, No. 107, of Rock Island and Moline, IlL, and Davenport,
Towa, favoring reduction of duty on wood pulp and news print
paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Society Ital-
jana di M. S, 8. Pietro Celestino Cittadino d' Tsernia, Society
{taliana di M. 8. Del Santissimo Salvatore, Society 8. Marzidu
Maria 8. 8. Dellrose, all of Philadelphia, favoring adoption of
October 12 as a legal holiday, to be called * Columbus Day "—
to the Committee on the Judiciary. _

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany House
bill granting a pension to 8. J. Mullins—to the Committee on
Pensions.
© Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of
pension to W. R. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of
pension to Scott Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of
pension to Burrell M. Trew—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ns.

Eﬁoﬁxlm. papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to
WWilliam M. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill for the rellef of James M.
{rivis, administrator of Willlam Davis, of Mountairy, Tenn.—
to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany H. R. 9247, granting a
pension to Catherine . Tainter, widow of John B, Tainter—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Surbrug & Co., opposing addi-
tional duty on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.
“ Also, petition of Charles Adler & Sons, of New York City,
opposing an increase of duty on dlamonds and precious stones—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of George 0. Street & Sons, of New York City,
opposing tax on uncut diamonds and other precious stones—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

* ' Also, petition of Republican Club of New York City, opposing
a tariff commission—to thd Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Edward Lauterbach, of New York, opposing
an increase of head tax—to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

Also, petition of J. C. Wirtz, of New York City, opposing an
E}crease of duty on mattings—to the Committee on Ways and

SIS, Z

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado : Petition of Denver Chamber of
Commerce, opposing reduction of duty on lead and lead prod-
ucts—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky : Petition of American Society
of Equity, of Cedar Dale, Ky., opposing tax on sugar—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of Monday Club, of Needham,
Mass., against increase of duty on gloves—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of Retail Lumber Dealers’ Insur-
ance Association, of Wisconsin, favoring removal of duty on
lumber and creation of a permanent tariff commission—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of common council of the city of Portage, Wis.,
favoring an appropriation to repair the levee on the bank of the
Wisconsin River at Portage—to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

Also, petition of citizens of Cedarburg, Wis., favoring free
hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, favor-
ing a treaty of reciprocity with Dominion of Canada relative to
the tariff—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE.

Frwax, May 14, 1909.

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m.

Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Washington.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

THE BROWNSVILLE AFFRAY.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of War, inclosing an application dated
the 10th instant from Lieut. Gen. 8. B. M. Young, United
States Army, president of the Brownsville court of inquiry,
requesting the reference to that court of certain exhibits filed
in the office of the Secretary of the United States Senate in
connection with the Brownsville affray (8. Doc. No. 44), which,
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed.

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS,

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion of the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting
a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the
cause of the St. James Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Gettys-
burg, Pa. v. United States (S. Doc. No. 43), which, with the
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims
and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution of the
legislature of Wisconain, which was ordered to lie on the table
and be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Joint resolution petitioning Congress for the establishment of a per-
manent, nonpartisan, expert tariff commission.

Whereas for many years the tariff has been the subject of politi
contention which has led to periodical upheaval aml’ nncerta[;;t c?f!l
the commercial activities of the Nation; that it has not always {u.’en
adjusted in manner to best promote and protect the industrial interests
as a whole, and has too often been dealt with as a purely politieal
question, without ﬁilvlgg full consideration to the grave economic
principles involved e same, ;

Whereas a study of the methods under which other great commerelal
nations of the world are handling these subjects leads to the conclusion
that the United States must eall Into its service in the near future the
ald of a trained body of men to enable us to meet intelligently the
various perplexing questions arising out of the general adoption of
maximum and minimum tariffs by several of our strongest competitors
for the world's trade: Therefore be it

Ttesolved by the senate (the auemtnl;{‘ concurring), That we respect-
fully memorialize the Congress of the United States to speedily enact
such legislation as will create & permanent, nonpartisan tariff commis-
sion, with semijudicial functions, such as the wer to summon wit-
nesses, which shall make an unbiased investigation of the operation of
our customs duties, regulation, and eclassification; hear complaints;
study domestic and foreign market conditions; and report to the
Executive and to Congress from time to time such modlfications as in
their judgment may safely and properly be made in the interests of
the general welfare.

JoHN STRAN

YGE,
President of the Benate.
F. E. ANDREWS,
Chief Clerk of the Senate.
L. H. BANCROFT,
Bpeaker of the AssemUly.

B

. BHAFFER,
Chief Clerk of the Assembly.
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