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SENATE. 

WEDNESDAY, June 9, 1909. • 
The Senate met at 10.30 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. IDysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Washington. 
Ur. JEFF DA VIS, a Senator from the State of Arkansas, ap-

peared in his seat to-day. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was rea.d and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution of 
the legislature of Wisconsin, which was referred to the Com­
mittee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows : 
Joint resolution memorializing Congress to enact a law providing for 

physical valuation of railroads. 
ResoZve<l by the asse-mbly (the senate cancurri.ng), That the Congress 

of the United States be requested to enact a law providing for the 
physical valuation of all railroad property to form the basis for fixing 
the rates and charges for service by railroads. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby directed to forward 
a copy of this resolution to the President of the United States and to 
each Member of the Congress. thereof. 

c. El SHAFFER, 
Ohief Clerk of the Assetnbly. 

F. E. ANDREWS, 
Chief Olerk of the Setiate. 

L. H. BANCROFT, 
8peake1· of the Assembly, 

JOHN STRANGE, 
President of the Senate. 

Mr. DICK presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pleasant­
ville, Findlay, and Toledo, all in the State of Ohio, praying that 
hides be placed -on the free list~ which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of members of the Com­
mercial Art Company's engraving-room chapel, of California, 
and a memorial of sundry photo-engravers of California, re­
monstrating --against the imposition of any duty on news print 
paper and wood pulp in the new tariff bill, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of · the Paci.fie Rolling Mill, of 
San Francisco, Cal., and the memorial of Edward J. Schneider, 
contracting manag~r of the American Bridge Company, of New 
York, remonstrating against the proposed duty on structural 
ir9n imported into the United States, which were ordered to 
lie on the table. . 

Mr. · SCOTT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Wheeling, W. Va., remonstrating against any increase of the 
duty on print' paper and wood pulp, as proposed in the so-called 
" Payne tariff bill," which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented a joint resolution of the legis­
lature of Wisconsin, which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
Joint resolution memodalizlng Congress. to enact a law providing for 

physical valuation of railroads. 
ResaZvea by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the Congress 

of the United States be requested to enact- a law providing for the 
physical valuation of all railroad property to form the basis for fixing 
the rates and charges for service by railroads. 

Resolvea, That the secretary of state is hereby directed to forward a 
copy of this resolution to the President of the United States and to 
each Member of the Congress thereof. 

c. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 

F. E. ANDREWS, 
Ohief Clerk of the Senate. 

L. H. BANCROFT, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 

JOHN STRANGE, 
Prcsidtmt of the Senate. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented a joint resolution of the legis­
lature of Wisconsin, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows : · 
Joint resolution memorializing Congress relating to federal cooperation 

in the work of road improvement. 
Whereas we believe that the adoption of a policy of federal aid for· 

road construction is a most important step toward! the establishment of 
a complete system of improved roads in all sections of the country, and 
that the cooperation of the National Government in this matter would 
be of great assistance to the various. state, county, and township road 
authorities in placing the work of road improvement on a permanent 
and scientific basis ; and 

Whereas we would submit that the improvement of. the country's 
highways deserves a share in the annual appropriations by Congress 
equally with the improvement of our waterways, and that it is only 
fair and' reasonable that a part of the revenues derived from taxes paid 
by the people as a whole should be devoted to thiB purpose, thus aiding 
in the bettevment of conditions affecting trade and C<>mmerce in all 
sections of the country: 

Resolt:ed by the assemW11 (the senate concurring), That we respect­
fully solicit the Congress of the United States, asking for the enactment 
o! legislation creating a national highways commission, and making an 

appropriation for aiding in the improvement and maintenance of the 
publie roads at the present session of Congress. so that the policy of 
federal cooperation in the work of road improvement can be inaugurated 
at the earliest possible date. · 

c. :m. SHAFFER, 
Ohief (Jlerk of the Aasembl!{. 

F. :m. ANDREWS, 
01iief Ole-rk of the Senate. 

L. H. BANCROFT, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 

JOHN STRANGE, 
President of the . Senate. 

, Mr. STEPHENSON presented a joint resolution of the legis­
lature of Wisconsin, which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed in the REOORD, 

: as follows : 
Joint resolution memorializing Congress to enact a law to prohibit rail-

. roads from increasing their rates and charges except upon notice. 
Resolved 'by the assembl11 (the senate concurring), That the Congress 

of the United States is hereby requested to enact a law providing that 
the rates or charges or railroads shall not be increased except upon 
notice of any proposed increase filed with the Interstate Commerce Com­
mission, and published in each State affected thereby, and upon such 
hearing as the Interstate Commerce Commission may, upon petition or 
its own motion, order, and that no increase of rates or charges shall 
go into e1l'ect unless said commission shall so order after such hearing. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, instructed 
to forward a copy of thiB resolution to the President of the United 
States and to each Member of the Congress there<>f. 

c. E. SHAFFER, . 
Chief Olerk of the. Assembly. 

F. E. ANDREWS, 
Ohief Olerk of the Senate. 

L. H. BANCROFT, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 

JOHN STBANQE, 
President of the Senate. 

Ir. STEPHENSON presented a petition of the Ladysmith 
Commercial Club, of Ladysmith, Wis., praying for the retention 
of the duty on print paper as provided in the Dingley tariff bill, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORT OF .A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred tbe bill (S. 2493) to make Scranton, in the State of 
l\fississippi, a subport of entry, and for other pm-poses, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 5) the~n. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bllls and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time> and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN~ 
A bill ( S. 2555} granting a pension to William Stephens ; 
A bill ( S. 2556) granting a pension to Mary A. Jordan ; . 
A bill ( S. 2557) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

Dempsey; 
A bill ( S. 2558) granting a pension to Gertrude L. Bradley ; 
A bill ( S. 2559} granting an increase of pension to Leonard 

Brigg.s· 
A bill (S. 2560) granting an increase of pension to James H. 

Lewis; and 
A bill ( S. 2561} granting a pension to Amos H. Hampton; to 

the Committee on Pensions. 
By Ur. BRADLEY: 
A bill ( S. 2562) granting an increase of pension to William R. 

Williams; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. FRYE: 
A bill (S. 2563) to require apparatus and operators for radio­

c<;>mmunication on certain ocean steamers; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LODGE: 
A joint resolution (S. J. R. 38) fixing the terms of court in 

the Philippine Isl~ds; to the Committee on the Philippines. 
.AMENDMENT TO THE TA.BIFF BILL. 

Mr. SCOTT 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 industries of the United States, 
and :for other purposes, which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. · 

SUGAR-TRUST SUIT. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, at the last session of the 
Congress the Senate, on my motion, adopted a resolution, directed 
to the Attorney-General, calling for correspondence between that 
department .and the Pennsylvania. Sugar Refining Company, 
malting complaint to the department against the American 
Sugar. Refining Company for a violation of the Sherman anti­
trust law. · 

That resolution was answered and the correspondence was 
printed. It indicated that complaint had been made to the 
Department of Justice, and that that department had failed to 
take action against the American Sugar Refining Company, 
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commonly called the " sugar trust," for a violation of the Sher­
man law wit.h reference to the absorption of the Pennsylvania 
company. 

I also presented at a different time a decision of the United 
States circuit court for the southern district of New York, con­
curred in by three or four of the circuit judges, holding on de­
murrer in a suit between the Pennsylvania Sugar Refining Com­
pany and the American Sugar Refining Company that the latter 
had violated the antitrust law. Notwithstanding this, no action 
on the part of the Department of Justice against the sugar trust 
·for violating the law has been taken, so far as we have any 
information. 

Yesterday, according to the press reports this morning, the 
sugar trust adjusted this suit with the Pennsylvania Sugar Re­
fining Company, it paying, according to the papers, $10,250,000 
in a suit brought against it under the Sherman antitrust law 
for treble damages. 

In view of the press of business here, I do not believe I will 
ask the Senate to stop to have the account of this adjustment 
read, but I do ask that the account of it, which appears in the 
New York World of this morning, may be printed in the RECORD, 
so that we can keep the run of this transaction, for I believe the 
American people will await with interest the action or non­
action of the Department of Justice under the circumstances. 

1\fr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator to ha~e it printed 
as a document, if that will be agreeable to him. We really 
ought not to encumber the RECPBD· with articles of this kind. 

l\Ir. CULBERSON. It is not a long statement, I will say to 
the Senator, and I do not believe it is long enough to malrn a 
document 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. I will not make any objection if the Senator 
desires to have it printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objectlon to the 
request of the Senator from Texas? The Chair hears none, 
and the order is made. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
SUGAR TRUST HAS SETTLED SUIT FOR THIRTY MILLIONS-ADMITS CON­

SPIRACY CHARGE WHE:S IT MAKES TERMS WITH PENNSYLVANIA SUGAR 
REFI~ING COMPANY-COURT'S DECISIONS WENT AGAINST ITS CON­
TE~TION"S-TRIAL SUDDENLY ENDS WHEN THE CASE IS ABOUT TO BE 
GIVE~ TO JURY. 
The American Sugar Refining Company settled out of court last night 

the case brought against it for $30,000,000 damages by the Pennsylva-_ 
nia Sugar Refining Company, of Philadelphia. 

For more than two weeks the trust, represented by Lawyers Jobn G. 
Johnson, of Philadelphia; Henry W. 'l'aft, John G. Milburn, W. L. 
Guthrie, Francis H. Kinnicutt and others, had fought an equally impos­
ing array of counsel for the independent sugar company, headed by 
ex-Governor Frank S. Black and ihcluding H. Snowden Marshall, John 
W. Hutchinson, jr., Joseph De Forest Junkin, of Philadelphia, and 
Samuel Untermyer. Judge Holt and a jury in the United States district 
court had listened to the story of what the plaintiff alleged was a con­
spiracy in restraint of trade. 

1STAilTS WITH $1,250,000 LOAN. 
Witnesses testified that Adolph Segal, controlling power of the 

Pennsylvania Sugar Refining Company, borrowed from Gustav A. Kis­
sel $1,250,000, for which he gave as security 26,000 shares of the com­
pany and a voting trust certificate for the stock, which was to run 
until the loan was repaid. 
. With the power thus conferred upon him Kissel installed himself and 
three clerks as directors of the independent sugar company, and that 
giving control of the board of directors he passed a resolution that the 
Pennsylvania's refinery, then nearing completion, be not opened until 
further order of the board. 

That resolution, the plaintiff claimed, was drafted by John E. Par­
sons, counsel for the sugar trust. It was shown that Kissel was an 
agent for the trust. 

Messrs. Kissel, Parsons, and the three clerks, Twigg, Robinson, and 
WerneL', were made codefendants with the trust on the conspira,cy 
charge, but on motion of Mr. Kinnicutt, appearing especially in their 
behalf, they were dismissed from the complaint late yesterday after­
noon by Judge Holt. 

· As to the other defendants, the court ruled, after lengthy arguments 
by Henry W. Taft, for the trust and for Parsons, and by Mr. Guthrie, 
for Kissel, that their motion to direct the jury to bring in a verdict for 
the defendants was not to be sustained. 

BLACK SAYS SETTLEMENT IS NEAR. 
Then Judge Ilolt asked counsel on each side how much time they 

would want this morning for their summing up. Ex-Governor Black 
said be believed the time of the court and jury would only be taken up 
unnece sarily this mol'ning, becau e he expected a settlement would be 
reached. 

Following the adjournment there were two conferences of counsel. 
One was at the offices of Black & Peck, No. 170 Broadway. There were 
present in addition to counsel for the plainti_tf company, George H. 
Earle jr. of Philadelphia, receiver for the Pennsylvania Sugar Refin­
ing Company, the man at whose instance the litigation was started, and 
Adolph Segal. · 

At the offices of Carter, Ledyard & Milburn, No. 54 Wall street, John 
G. Millmrn, Jopn G. Johnson, and Henry W. Taft were the principal 
conferees. 

Shortly after 6 o'clcck the conference in ex-Governor Black'.s office 
broke up with the announcement that though a settlement had been 
reached they could not give out its terms until ratified by the Pennsyl­
vania court which appointed Earle receiver. 

TilCST BE.ATEN ON THIS POINT. 
In arguments presented to the court yesterday afternoon by Henry W. 

.Taft, the, sugar trust's counsel dwelt upon the point that the same as­
pects of the case having already been presented in the New Jersey 

litigation, they could not be relitigated before the federal court in New 
York. Judge Holt ruled that, as the litigation in New J·ersey was ta a 
state court, it could not be held as a bar to litigation in the federal 
court here, based on the conspiracy charge in restraint of trade. 

Mr. Taft, in arguing for a verdict in favor of the defendants, based 
his contention on the proposition that the complaint failed to show any 
violation of the Sherman law. The plaintit'I'. company, he said, had not 
been engaged in interstate commerce. In behalf of Mr. Parsons Mr. 
Taft declared that whoever had " lugged him into the case took a 
heavy responsibility," as the evidence failed to connect Mr. Parsons 
with the alleged· conspiracy. Mr. Parsons, he said, had acted within his 
rights as counsel to the American Sugar Refining Company. 

If the Pennsylvania court that appointed Earle receiver of the Penn­
sylvania Sugar Refining Company fails to ratify the settlement, the case 
will have to be retried. 

l\Ir. CULBERSON. I will accept the suggestion of the Sen­
ator from Rhode Island, and have the articl~ printed as a docu­
ment as well as in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas also 
asks that the matter may be printed as a Senate document (S. 
Doc. No. 87). Is there objection? The Chair hea·rs none, and 
the order is made. 

VIEWS OF EX-GOVERNOR DURBIN, OF INDIANA. 

. l\lr. SCOTT. Mr. President, before we get started on the 
tariff bill this morning, I should like to have the Secretary read 
the following from the Indianapolis Star, from ex-Governor 
Durbin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir­
ginia asks that the paper which he sends to the desk may be 
read. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the Sec­
retary will read as requested. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the paper-­
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the date be read. 
Mr. SCOTT. I will state to the Senator that I do not think 

the date is given there. It was sometime ill the latter part 
of May. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
it to be printed without being read? 

l\Ir. SCOTT. I think it will help the Senator very much 
with the pending bill if he will allow it to be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am afraid not. I will ask the Senator 
from West Virginia to allow it to be printed in the RECORD with­
out reading. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will allow it to be printed in the RECORD, then, 
without reading. · 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
EX·GOVER!'<OR DU!:BIN SHOWS WHAT CONGRESS SHOULD DO. 

[From the Indianapolis Star.I 

• • • • • 
Business ls bound to stand still until Congress, after the year's un­

certainty as to the future which has followed the declaration of both 
parties for tariff revision in the last twelve months, gives to the coun­
try the new basis for business. It is doubtful if any amount of talk in 
Congress will either enlighten the country or change materially the 
new tariff bill. Everybody knows that the debating done in Congress 
has little bearing on the action of Congress. It is mostly for home 
consumption; and if the thunder . is needed; the people would oe willing 
for Congress to pass the bill and then debate it afterwards. 

Industrial conditions in the country are bad. It does not look as if 
the manufacturers had been getting the unholy profits attributed to 
them by the professional friends of the consumer, for nearly all of 
them have been either shut down or running with reduced pay rolls. 
This wasn't so bad for a while, but the time has about come when re­
lief ought to be had. The savings of the wage-earner out of employ­
ment are about exhausted, the prices of food supplies are as high as 
if employment were ready and remunerative, and the wage-earner is 
decidedly up against it. He has plenty of time to read the CONGRES­
SIONAL RECORD, but that doesn't pay grocery bills. The manufacturer 
in many instances :fj.nds his credit reaching the straining point after so 
many months of inactivity. He doesn't mind being held up as a horri­
ble example of inordinate prosperity, but he doesn't care to "bust" 
while the oratory is being turned on at Washington. · 

What the country needs more than all else is a chance to do business. 
If it doesn't get it pretty soon, the party in power will hear from the 
people, and no amount of oratorical fireworks will save it from the 
punishment it ought to get for fooling around unnecessarily in settling 
the tariff problem. People will not buy when they do not know the 
future basis on which business is to be done and prices fixed. 

So far as American business and manufacturing is concerned, it has 
got beyond the point where the tariff system is · of very vital importance 
to it. The big industrial combinations do not need, and most of them 
do not care for, protection. They can whip their competitors here on 
their own ground, and they can easily take care of foreign competition. 
and not by giving things away to the consumer, either. The tariff 
problem now is a revenue problem. One way to solve that problem is 
for Congress to back track in the matter of expenditures. There has 

·been a riot of extravagance at Washington which has been imitated 
at many of the state capitals, our own not excepted. The last three 
sessions of the Indiana legislature have been extravagant, far beyond 
the actual needs of the State. A sinking fund is a sacred trust, and 
no money should be taken therefrom for any other than the express 
purposes for whicb originally intended-debt paying. It would appear 
that prosperous times makes busy legislation in the way of appropria­
tions. 

During all the debates and demands for larger revenue indulged in 
in Congress, do we read of anyone raising his voice against the ex­
travagant expenditures in tbe several deputments? A few years ago 
Hon. Jesse Overstreet paid me a decided compliment while we were 
in the Post-Office- Department at Washington, in saying: "If you were 
at the head of the department and would apply the same business prin-

) 

( 
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ciples you did in the State's affairs, you would reduce the expenditures I Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I desire to state that my col­
at least $10,000,000 per annum." If th:;tt a~ount could be saved in league [Mr BANKHEAD] is unavoidably detained from t'he Sen-
one department, the aggregate of the savings m all departments would t t d • 
be vast, and the people would not complain thereof, either. a e 0- ay. 

The trouble lies -largely in the fact that our legislators do not dis- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-seven Senators have 
tinguish between a want and .a need. There mus~ be i;ef?rm in this responded to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present 
re pect. To double the expenditures of a country like this m ten years . . • 
is a crime. To add to the immense sum of billion-dollar Congresses, The Senator from Wyomrng will proceed. . 
billion-dollar se~sio~s ~11 ~·eceive a requi:s~ from the toiling "lllillions l\fr. WARREN. Mr. President, like my friend the Senator 
for an ~xplana~10n, itemiza~1on, and necess1t1es theref?r. The C?ngress- from Iowa [:Mr DOLLIVER] I am a farmer always have been 
men raised their own salaries, and then seemed to thmk that this made · • • 
the country so prosperous that it could stand anything. and always expect to be. 

Pr.esident. ~aft i~ right in the belief that there must be. eco~omy in Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me for a 
pubhc admmistrat10n. qongress h;ad better pass the tariff bill, and privileged question? 
then stay in special sess10n until it pares down the governmental ex- · 
penditures a good 33~ per cent. I do not know what could be done The PRESIDENT pro ·tempore. Does the Senator from 
that would give the Republican party a better chance for success in Wyoming yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
the future. Mr WARREN I do 

With expenses reduced, the tariff can be pared down some more. · • : . 
'1.'axes can be lifted from the necessities of life, where a heavy burden l\Ir. CLAY. Mr. President, it appears from the CONGRESSIONAL 
must go so long as it is necessary to raise a billion dollars a year to RECORD that the following colloquy took place yesterday even-
pay the cost of government. We are worrying about how much water · b f dj · d th · . S t . f N J 
it takes to fill the barrel while the bunghole is open and rµnning a mg e ore we a . ~urne , e semor ena or rom .r ew ersey 
stream. We need to get back to older ideas of the accountability of [Mr. KEAN] presiding: 
public servants to the people-that public business should be run after 
the fashion of a carefully conducted private business. This applies to 
the legislature at Indianapolis as well as to Congress_ at "'.ashington. 
Extravagance is as catching as the Asiatic cholera, and it is · epidemic 
in American public as well as private life. There has g9t to· be a halt 
somewhere. We can't lift the burdens of taxation by howling against 
the imposition of tariff duties. If the bills are made they have got to 
be paid. The thing to do is to quit making so many and such big ones. 

Special interests of all sorts have all sorts of ideas as to what Con­
gres ought specially to do on the tariff question. The people who have 
a living to make through industry and enterprise want Congress to pass 
a tariff bill that wlll raise enough money to pay the bills Congress has 
contracted ; then they want a little period of liberty to make enough 
money to pay their own bills, and then, i1 the statesmen who are run­
ning things do not cut down the cost of government, thereby making, it 
possible to reduce taxes, the people will see to the election of Congress­
men who will do that very thing. 

So far as manufacturers and business men are concerned, I believe 
they ought to make themselves heard with a demand on their Members 
of Congress that something be done; otherwise we are likely to have 
months of wrangling, as we bad in 1893, and a panic afterwards, the 
like of which this country has not seen in a long time, .and a panic ab­
solutely without excuse, except our own lethargy and indifference to 
what is going on at Washington. 

The foregoing is prompted by numerous appeals by manufacturers of 
Indian.a, who are under the impression that I am still president of _the 
bureau of manufactures of Indiana, and also by the fact that I am di­
rectly interested in a half dozen or more manufacturing industries and 
personally know of the needs and desires of the manufacturing and 
laboring classes. 

WINFIELD T. DURBIN. 
ANDERSO:N", I::-m. 

THE TARIFF. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The calendar is in order, 
and the first bill on the calendar will be proceeded with. 

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, anct 
for other purposes. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the debate yesterday devel­
oped quite a vadety of feeling on the part of Senators and a 
diversity of information, or lack of information. I have thought, 
notwithstanding the haste which we were all in, that I should 
like to get into the RECORD this morning a few facts. 
· l\fr. BACON. l\fr. President, we desire to hear the Senator 

on this side, and it is impossible to do so. . 
l\fr. CLARK of- Wyoming. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Wyoming yield to his colleague? 
Mr. WARREN. I do. 
l\fr. CLARK of Wyoming. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 

roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Frye 
Bacon Clarke, Ark. Gallinger 
Beveridge Crane Gamble 
Bradle.y Crawford Hughes 
Brandegee Culberson Johnson, N. Dak. 
Bris tow Cullom Johnston, Ala. 
Brown Cummins Jones 
Bulkeley Curtis Kean 
Burkett Davis Lodge 
Burnham Dick Mccumber 
Burrows Diiiingham McLaurin 
Burton Dolliver Money 
Carter Fletcher Nelson 
Chamberlain Flint Overman 
Clapp Foster Page 

Paynter 
P enrose 
Perkins 
Root 
Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taylor 
Warner 
Warren 

Mr. JONES. My colleague [Mr. PILES] is temporarily 
tained from the Chamber on departmental business, 

XLIV--187 

de-

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, one moment. Does that mean to come back 

in the morning or to come back to-night? 
Mr. ALDRICH. To-morrow morning. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 

WABREN] desires to address the Senate, and he prefers to do so to­
morrow rather than to-night. 

Mr. CLAY. It does strike me that there ought to be some other sched­
ule that we might be able to take up in the absence of the Senator from 
Wyoming. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that we are practically through with the bill 
except--

Mr. CLAY. The Senator is mistaken; there are several paragraphs in 
this bill that have not been considered yet. The question of hides has 
not been considered; the agricultural-implements paragraph has not been 
disposed of; the oil paragraph has not been considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph in regard to agricultural implements 
has been . agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator is mistaken, because we were on that para­
graph when we adjourned. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No ; I think the Senafor was probably not here when 
that paragraph was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. I think I am correct, for I marked it, and I am sure that 
It bas not been agreed to. We were on that paragraph when we ad­
journed, and we then turned to another paragraph the next day. Now, 
the Senator is fully aware--

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I hope my motion will not be lost 
sight of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The discussion is proceeding by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Inasmuch as it is almost half past 5, I shall have to 
call the attention of the Chair to the fact that I made a motion to 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 
Mr. CLAY. Well, I say this--
Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to insist on my motion before hal! past 5. 
Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Rhode Island has stated to the Senate 

time and again that he was anxious to get through with this bill and 
to have it passed. The Senator is fully aware of the fact that many of 
us on this side of the Chamber have come here night after night to 
attend the night sessions with a view of getting through with this bill. 
Now, Mr. President--

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to ask that my motion be put. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICEn. A motion to adjourn is not debatable. 
Mr. CLAY. I rise to a question of order. The Senate has heretofore 

fixed the hour of half after 5 o'clock to take a rece~s and to reconvene 
at 8 o'clock, and then to sit not later than 11 o'clock. 

Mr. ALDIUCH. A motion to adjourn is always in order. 
The PRESIDI~G OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the Sen­

ator from Rhode Island. 
Afr. CLAY. I rise to a question of order; and I ask to be heard on 

that question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the Senator 

from Rhode Island. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is not debatable. 
Mr. CLAY. Oh; there is no parliamentary law, Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the Senator 

from Rhode Island. 
Mr. CLAY. I make the point that there is no quorum- present. 
The PBESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the Senator 

from Rhode Island that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. CLAY. I make the point that there is no quorum here. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those in favor of the motion •will say "aye" 

and those opposed "no." 
Mr. CLAY. I call for a division. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ayes have it; and the Senate stands 

adjourned until to-morrow. 

Now, Mr. President, just a word. I will state what was my 
purpose in rising to a point of order. The Senate had by a pre­
vious order fixed the hour of convening at 10 and a half o'clock 
to stay in session until 5 and a half o'clock, and then recon­
vene at 8 o'clock and adjourn at 11 o'clock. Until that order 
was changed by the Senate the Senate was bound by a 
previous order of the Senate, and I intended to make the point 
of order that inasmuch as 5 and a half o'clock had arrived, 
and the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island had not been 
put to the Senate, by the previous order of the Senate the Sen-
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ate stood adjourned until 8 o'clock in the evening, .and therefore 
no motion was in ·order to adjourn. 

1\fr. President, I am fully aware of t1;J.e fact that a m-oUon to 
adjourn is -0f the highest order, but I insist that under the rules 
of the ,Senate and parliamentary law a point of order and a 
que tion of privilege are of the highest order, and when a 
motion is made to adjourn.a Sena.tor is entitled to rise to those 
orders and ha 1e them disposed of before the question to adjourn 
is put to the Senate. 

Mr. President, I was .entitled to have my question of order 
pa .. sed upon; but, leaving that question, the serious complaint 
that I make is that when the motion was made to adjourn and 
wllen it was put to the Senate for a vote, the Chair declared 
that the question was carried, and before the Ohair announced 
that the question was carried I called for a division of the 
queEtion. I insist that it was the duty .of the Chair when I 
called for a division on the motion to put the question to the 
Senate by a rising vote. 

Then, .Mr. President, I called for the yeas and nays, and the 
Chair declined to put either the .question or a division or to en­
tertain the demand for the yeas and nays. If tile Presiding 
Officer of the Senate on a motion to adjourn ea:n refuse to allow 
a Senator to have the question put to the Sen-ate when a divi­
sion is called for, or refuse to .allow a Senator to call for the 
yeas · and nays on a motion to adjourn, th-e Presiding Officer can 
do the same thing on the passage of the most important 
bill. , 

-F.or in.stance, Mr. President, if I should move to adjourn now, 
it is the privile<"e of any Senator on this floor to call for a di­
vi ion on that question. It is the privilege of any Senato:r to 
call for the yeas and nays on a motion to adjourn. And it is 
the duty of the Chair to entertain those demands. 
· If this ruling of th-e Chair should guide the Senate in the 

fllture,. .l\Ir. Pi-esldent, what would be th-e result when the tariff 
bill comes up for passage and the question is put to the Senate 
and the Chair shall declare that the bill is pa.Ssed and a Senator 
should ea.11 for a division .of that questi;on? If a Senator ·called 
for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill, if the ruling of 
the Chair wa-s correct, then, Mr. President, the Chair could 
decline to put the question to the ·.Senate .as t-0 whether -0r not 
the yeas and nays should be called. 

Whoo. I asked far a division on the question, I :was entitled 
to have that question submitted to the Senate on a motion to 
adjourn. When I asked for the yeas and nays, :Mr. President, I 
was entitled to have that question put to the Senate on the mo­
tion to .adjourn, and to deny a Senator tbat right is an open 
an'(]. tlagra.nt Violation of the rules of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
wm procee.d. 

l\Ir. WARREN. Mr. President, I aro a farmer. I have alw.ays 
been interested in farming, and naturally I must have had r.µy 
attention called to sheep and wool:growing, and an my life I 
have watch-ed interestedly its ups and downs. I was :b6rn in a 
woolen-factory i:own, where when I went to church or school or 
to village market the odor of the woolen factory was alwnys 
present. Thus I had some cause .to notice the rise and growth, 
the struggles up and down, of the woolen indu try. 
. I .have nev:er had, and never expeet to have, a doll-ar's inter­

est in woolen manufacturing, and I run not the owner of .a single 
sheep or head of cattle-and only one horse-though I do own 
stocks in corporations that are interested ill all kinds -0f live 
stock. 
· I make this introduetory s.tatement, because once or twice 

during the earlier debates on the tariff bill remarks were made 
which, I have been reminded, were 1ei1ed criticisms upon Sen­
ators sitting in this body and voting upon propos1tions that 
might directly or indirectly affect their pockets. 

I assume that very many Senators are owneui, as investments, 
of raili·oad and industrial stocks, but I do not think that voting 
upon a railroad rate .law or upon laws affecting the various 
industries is inconsistent with either the honesty or propriety 
of a Senator, who must, as a matter of -eourse, keep the interest 
of the public first in view. 

It seemed yesterday, in tb.e discussion, . t.bere was some misun­
derstanding .about the history of the tariff, it being asserted by 
same that it had been changed and the carded-wool men had 
suffered accordingly, and, on the other hand, by others, that it 
was an old and moss-grown chestnut. The fact is, the present 
wool and w oolen tariff is the same the carded woolen ,men 
helped to make. · 

Mr. 'President, woolgrowing is one of the oldest agricultural 
pursuits of which we have knowledge, and the manufactm:e of 
wool is . a1'o one of the earliest industries; and in the United 

States a tariff :upon woolens dates back to 1790, nearly one hun'­
dred and twenty years ago. 

The first act appli.ed to hats manufactured of wool and to 
carpets, velvets, and so forth.. The duty imposed was 7! per 
cent ad val-0rem. 

Twenty-six years later, in the tariff act of 1816, a duty was 
imposed upon wool and cotton of various manufactures. rang­
ing from 20 per cent to 25 per cent ad ,-alorem, and at that 
time the duty was made ·to apply where wool wa the material 
of chief value. 

The tariff ad of 1824 applied to woolen and cotton manufac­
tures and to unmanufactured wool. The duty was levied upon 
manufactures composed wholly or in part of wool, and thus 
was established a rule which has always been followed since 
that time-that the woolen-goods tariff shall cover any class of 
cloth or goods of which wool is a component part. The duty 
in the act of 1824 ranged from 15 per cent ad valorem to as 
high as 33~ cents per square yard specific duty and 25 per eent 
ad valorem. · 

And thus the double tariff of specifi.c duty with rul valorem 
added :was first inaugurated, and in 1828 the tariff wa imposed 
in a siniil.ar way upon unmanufactured wool. 

So it is shown that manufactures of wool have borne .a tariff 
duty continnow;ly for nearly one htmdred and twenty years, 
while unmanufactured wool has been dt1tiable for eighty-five 
years continu-0usiy, with the exception -0f tliree years tmder the 
Wils-011-Gorman Act 

Wool and woolens have been factors 'in at least 20 tariff 
acts, the la.st and best of all being the Dinaley Act .ot 
1897, .although in that measure wool on skins was for the 
first time ,made to bear 1 cent less duty than sheared or pulled 
wo.ol. 

The tariff has always applied where wool. has been mixed o·r 
cbrulged in any way from its original condition .at ihe highest 
rate _made on any class included in an article or a pa.ckage. 

It will also be observed that wool partially manufa.etured -0r 
changed. in ·any way toward a manufa~tured article has always 
been taxed as equal to the "Value of the finished product. This 
was ti·ue in all the low-tariff acts from 1832 to 1864. 

The system of schedules seems first to have been introdu-eed 
in the act of 1846, .and for years afterwards each schedule rep­
resented the percentage of tariff imposed rather than the class 
of articles. 

Up to the time of the breaking out of the civil war the total 
produd {)f wool in this .country aggregrated less than 60,000.000 
pounds. '.rhe tremendous pressure a.t that time for clothing 
and blankets for our -army pushed the pri.ee up and encour­
aged the growers and manufacturers. so tluxt our produet had 
increased to about -a hundred million pounds in 1866. But 
with the receding market, consequent fall in prices, and dis>­
tmb:111ce in business generally following the war both gr_ower 
and manufacturer felt the necessity of establishing some fir.i:n., 
rational basi . 

The fa.riff Qpon wool in the earlier years was -0ften changed 
and seldom adequate, and the same may be said ·of the tariff on 
manufactures of wool. Therefore, while the industry of wool­
growing was sometimes faixly successful and the manufa~ture 
of wool not sufficiently remunerative, at other times the manu­
facturer.s were doing :fairly wen while the growers were in dis­
tress. 

And so it ran along until about the time -0f the beginning of 
the civil war. 

From 1857 to 1864-seven years-there were 10 tariff ae.ts, 
and in 4 of these-the acts of 1857, 1 61, 1 62, and 1864-
the tariff on wool and woolens was changed. There had been 
contests and ill-feeling between growers and manufacturers, as 
would naturally be the case where so many changes had been 
made and where the business of each had been fluctuat0d, 
with perha1>-s no time. ·or, at least, n-0 considerable time in 
which both industries were similarly prosperous. 

There is no record to show that any per on or corporation 
has made any considerable fortune out of either of these in­
dustries from the Declaration of Independence down to the 
present time. 

The desirabllty of a 'wool tariff was so well recognized that 
the confederacy, among· its earliest acts, pro"V""ided that there 
should be a tariff upon manufactured woolens and, strang-e 
as it may seem, that there should be also a tax upon raw 
wool. 

So, ·away back in May, 1861, the confederate government 
provided . that there should be a tariff on wool and woolens. 
The language which has been objected to by my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] as to goods that are part woolen has been 

I 
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in every tariff act since 1790, except one. There has been but 
one tariff act which has not read "manufactures of which 
wool is a component part," or words-to that effect. 

Toward the close of the civil war, in 1864-65, Congress 
evidentJy felt that there should be some satisfactory adjustment, 
and, if possible, one that would permit both growers and manu­
facturers to continue in business, one that would make it 
possible for the growers to raise all of the wool necessary to 
clothe the American people and for the manufacturers to manu­
facture the same, the Government at the same time taking 
advantage of any importations that might come in, and col­
lecting therefrom an adequate revenue. 

So Congress provided for a reyenue commission in the act 
of March 3, 1865, as follows·: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to appoint a 
commission, consisting o! three persons, to inquire and report at !he 
eal'liest practicable moment upon the subject of raising by taxation 
such revenue as may be necessary in order to supply the wants of tiie 
Government, having regard to and including the seurces from which 
such revenue should be drawn and the best and most efficient mode 
of raising the same, and to report the form of a bill; and t~at such 
commission have power to inquire into the manner and efficiency of 
the present and past methods of collecting the internal ~evenue and 
to take testimony in such manner and under such regulations as may 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. · 

The members appointed to that commission were: David A. 
Wells, of New York; Stephen Colwell, of Pennsylvania; and 
Snowden Hayes, of Illinois; with E. B. Elliott, of :Massachu-
setts, as secretary. . 

The commission became fully organized in June, 1865. Their 
report was made to Hon. Hugh McCulloch, Secretary of the 
Treasury, in January, 1866, and in that same month the Secre­
tary presented the report to Congress, with the following in-
dorsemen t : · 

In presenting this report it may be proper for me to remark that, 
with the single exception, perhaps, of the one in regard to the time at 
which the payment of the principal of the national debt should be com­
menced, the recommendations of the commission have my hearty ap­
proval. The very important work devolved upon the commission, as 
fal' as it has been prosecuted, bas been most admirably performed. I 
earnestly ask that the report may receive the early and careful con-
sideration of Congress. · 

Among the subjeets to which this commission gave its most 
earnest attention was that of wool and woolens, and their re­
port on the same covers some 1S6 pa-ges of this book which I 
have in my hand. 

To show the spirit of the com·mission, I will ask the Secre­
tary to read what I shall send to the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows : 

.SPECIAL REPORT NO. 13-REPORT OF THE UNITED STATES REVENUE COM­
MISSION ON WOOL A."'<D MANUFACTURES OF WOOL--PRELIMINARY. 

OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES REVENUE COMMISSION, 
May, 1866. 

No considerations pertaining to the revenue of the counti:y are more 
important than those which relate to the employment and activity of 
its productive labor. The inquiry whether this labor is well or ill sup­
ported can never be amiss, when public wealth or revenue is in ques­
tion · nor ls it any less pertinent to examine whether any and what ob­
stru~tions or disturbances lie in the path of labor and national pro­
duction. The industry of a nation is an interest so vital as to be 
equaled only by its internal liberties and its independence of foreign 
control. These being secure, the highest national results can only be 
reached through widespread and fully diversified industry which is 
applied under the advantages of increasing intelligence and the aptitude 
of growing skill and experience. 

Mr. WARREN. Thus it will be seen that their great motive 
was the employment and activity of productive labor. And I 
want to say here and now that that has been the text all of 
the time, and is now, respecting the wool and woolens 
schedule. 

We want to raise in the United States all of the wool ·pos­
sible; and knowing as we do that the growth of the population 
wi11 far exceed the natural increase in the growing of wool 
unless the prod-qcer may be protected in his market it behooves 
us to look after the interests of the producer. 

We want to bring in from the outside whatever balance of 
wool may be necessary to clothe the Nation, in such form and 
condition as will give us the most employment for our labor. 
The only way to insure this is to bring in the wool in an un­
manufactured state. In order to accomplish this, the duties, 
compensatory or ad valorem or compounded, must be favorable 
for the manufacturer. Our desire must be not to place the 
duties on auy manufactures of wool so low that the necessary 
additional supply may be brought here in a manufactured state, 
but so that all additional supplies may be brought in as raw 
wool, so called, although that, by the way, is a misnomer, since 
wool is the :finished product of the farmer. 

The woolgrower's market must be here in his own country. 
He can not profitably ship his product abroad. Hence his ulti­
mate market lies with the American, the manufactm;er. 

The m~ufacturer of this country must have the opportunity 
to compete successfully with the foreign rnanufacturP,r. The 
duties must be so levied ·that if he conducts his business in an 
economical and intelligent way he can use the home product of 
wool and import, as raw wool, any necessary additional supply. 
And thus we employ all of the labo1;- to make all the cloth for 
American wear right here in our midst. 

The woolgrower gets his greatest benefit when the tariff is so 
adjusted that little or 110 manufactured goods come in from 
abroad, but that all necessary additional supplies com~ in as 
unmanufactured wool. 

Of course the ultrafashionable tailor and the ultrafashionable 
wearer will continue to. demand ~ small importation of woolens 
of foreign manufacture. " It's so English, y'know," or " so 
French," or "so German." But that soecies of American is 
daily diminishing, and a few single suit patter~s are now suffi­
cient to supply the demand, whereas whole pieces or bolts of 
cloth were formerly necessary. 

The Government gets its revenue from imported raw wool 
just as it would get revenue from the manufactures of 
wool. 

It is admitted here that the Government would get a little 
less if all the wool should come into this country unm'anufac­
tured than if part of it should come in in cloths; but this dif­
ference is overcome many-fold in the benefits to the Nation of 
the additional manufactories and the employment of operatives 
therein. 

The retail price of cloths and clothing in this country need 
not depend upon, and does not follow, the rate of tariff on 
cloths, because the competition in our woolen manufacturing and 
woolen trade in this country has always been keen and there is 
every prospect that it always will be. 

The retail price of woolen fabrics to the consumer is that of 
the cost of the wool, the cost of the labor, and a reasonable 
profit to manufacturer and dealer, which can not be much if any 
more-and is often less--than the ordinary commercial rate of 
interest on money invested. 

A woolen factory may be built without a vast fortune, be­
cause it may be a 2-set mill, a 20-set mill, or a 200-set mill, the 
first cost of the plant depending solely upon its size and extent. 

The -art of cloth manufacturing is old, and understood by 
many people; and consequently, without patents and trade se­
crets, and without necessity for a great outlay, a man who feels 
that the woolen manufacturer is making more than ordinary 
interest on money invested soon finds himself constructing a 
factory. And thus we have, and have always had, a most 
healthy competition in the price of cloths, and clothing continues 
to be cheap, tariff or no tariff. _ 

As a matter of fact only two or three pounds of scoured wool 
are used 'in cloth enough for a man's suit of clothes, · so that, 
even at a high tariff per pound, it amounts to but little toward 
the cost of a suit. The main cost of a suit of clothes is in the 
labor of making. 

We have had more than a score, if I have counted aright, 
of tariff laws regarding wool and woolens. The rate has been 
up and down; and so far as the sheepman, the woolgrower, 
is concerned, he has been buffeted about by these changes in 
the tariff. He has come to know that what affects the manu­
facturer affects the woolgrower, because the woolgrower in this 
country has no valuable market except this · market; · and if 
the manufacturers by legislation are placed 'upon a footing 
where woolen cloths come into this country to compete with 
wool grown here, indeed, the woolgrower in this country is 
without a market. 

The woolgrower asks to have a tariff that shall not be tink­
ered with up and down continually; that it shall be "live and 
let live;" that it shall be one under which the manufacturer 
can succeed ; and then that the additional wool needed in this 
country shall come in as far as possible in the condition of raw 
wool instead of manufactured goods. You may say that it 
does not affect the. woolgrower whether wool comes in or cloths 
come in. The woolgrower, if he is an American citizen of 
spirit-and he usually is-desires to have at every step the 
greatest employment for American labor. 

The manufacture of wool is a technical business. It requires 
a great deal of labor. Hence, if we can raise wool enough in 
this country, we will have all the labor here required by the 
industry, all the way from cultivating the grass and the pro­
duction of hay for the feed, that starts in to produce the sheep 
from which we get the wool. All of that is expended here. If 
we arrange a tariff·so that seemingly we are protected upon 
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wool and do not arrange the tariff so as to sufficiently provide 
for the manufacturer, then our market is impaired, the wool 
comes in from other countries in cloths, and our laborers are 
out of work. 

In the woolgrowing industry there are not less than a million 
people, farmers and all, in.terested. I will not unc:iertake to .say 
how many are interested in woolen manufacturmg, but right 
here in the neighboring. city of Philadelphia there are, if I am 
co:rrectly informed, more than 75,000 operati-ves in woolen mills. 
Those 75,000 operatives, with their families, make a very con­
siderable population in that city and in this country. If you 
grow wool here or bring in as wool what you need, those men 
are all employed and their families all supported from that 
industry. If you bring in the cloth, those 75,000 men are out 
of work~ and ·they naturally crowd into other vocations, and 
therefore the men in the other vocations are crowded out, wages 
go down, and many men and women are without employ­
ment. 

There has never been a time in this country, no matter what 
the tariff was, when the woolgrowers have been thrifty and 
their business has been profitable, unless at the same time the 
woolen manufacturers as a whole were prosperous. 

It bas been said with a sneer that the woolen manufacturers 
and the woolgrowers have made some agreement. Well, in all 
sincerity, I ask whether that is a proper thing, or whether they 
ought to have each other by the throat? What good can come 
of the woolgrower and the woolen manufacturer fighting each 
other? It as been tried. There have been many years. in the 
past when the manufacturers and the woolgrowers were at vari­
ance; but it has never transpired that either industry was fully 
successful, except when there was some reasonable element of 
harmony. 

Speaking of the carded-wool industry and the· worsted in­
dustry, l love the one as much as l. do the other. I have no 
interest in either one, except I want to· see them both succeed; 
but it matters not to me whether the worsted manufacturer or 
the woolen manufaeturer asks to have a benefit at the expense 
of the woolgrower. He must be met firmly, and the two must 
get upon common ground~ because it ca.n not be expected that 
the woolgrower is going to release and renounce a part of his 
protection in the way o.f lowering the· duty upon all wool wastes, 
which displace just the same amount, pound for pound, as 
scoured wool. That is the particular subject now before tile 
Senate in. this attempt to, lower the duty upon rioils, shoddy, 
rags, flocks, and so forth. 

But turning again: to the commission of. 1865-. 
From this report I quote the following as to the importance 

of the wool and woolen industry·: 
WOOL AND MAWI>ACTURES OF WOOL. 

As shown in one of the quotations cited, this commission, 
being unbiased and interested neither in the manufacturer nor 
the grower, sought to get information from every quarter where 
it was obtainable-from history and statistics, from Member of 
Congress and statesmen generally, from called meetings of 
manufacturers at -rarious points; also called meetings of grow­
ers at various points . . The manufacturers met and selected 
those whom they wished to represent them; the growers did 
the same; and the delegates, after wrestling with the sub­
ject, in the light of experience of long years of unsatisfactory 
results, became fully alive to the necessity for a li..-;e-and-let-live 
plan. 

The commission invited the growers, on their part, to submit 
a draft of such a tariff bill as they would ind-0rse, and asked 
the manufacturers to do the same. This both parties did. 
Then the commission, in. view- of the two bills thus submitted 
and after taking evidence from other interested parties, and 
witfi an the evidence and information obtainable from the out­
side, submitted •a proposition which was finally accepted by 
both parties. 

I ask that the two proposed bills be read. 
The Secretary read as follows : 

DRAFT OF BILL PROPOSED- BY THl!l NATION'AL WOOLGROWERS' ASSOCIATIO~. 

That from and after the passage of this act, ill lieu of the duties 
now imposed by law on the articles hereinafter mentioned, there shall 
oe levied and collected on all unmanufactured wool, hail.'. of the alpaca, 
goat1 and other like animals, imported from foreign countries, the duties 
herem provided. All wools, hair, etc., as above, shall be divided, for the 
purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon( into three classes, 
to wit: 

Class 1. Clothing ioools.-That is to say, merino, Uestiza, Mets or 
1\fetis wools or other wools of merino: blood, immediate· or remote; down 
clothing wools ; and wools of. like character with any of the preceding, 
including such as have been heretofore usually imported into the United 
States from Buenos Aires, New Zealand, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, 
Russia, Great Britain, Canada, and elsewhere. and also including all 
wools not het·einafter described or designated in classes 2. and 3. 

<Jlass 2. Combing ioools.-Tbat is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lin­
colnshire, down combing wools, Canada long wools, or other- like comb­
ing wools of English blood, :l.Dd usually known by the terms herein 
used·; and also all hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals. 

Glass s. Carp-et wools arid other similar 1000Zs.-Such as Donskoi, 
native· South American, Cordova:, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, and in­
cluding also such wools of like character as have fleen heretofore usually 
imported into the United States from Turkey,. Greece, Elgypt, Syria, and 
elsewhe¥e. 

For the purpose of e:u-rytng into effect tile classi1i.cation herein pro­
vided a sufficient number ot distinctive samples. of the various kinds of 
wool, hair, etc., embraced In each of tile three classes above named, 
selected and prepat·ed under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury.. and. duty verified by him· (the standard samples being re­
tained in the Treasury Department), shall be deposited in the custom­
houses and elsewhere, as be may direct, which samples shall be used 
by the proper officers of the customs to- d'etermin-e the classes above 
specified, to which all imported wools belong. The duty upon wools of 
the first cln.ss the valu:e whereof at the last port or plaee whence ex­
ported to the United States, excluding- charges in such port, shall be 32 
cents or less per pound, shall be 10 cents pe.r pound, and, in addition 

In considering what should be our public policy in referen.ce to- do- thereto,. 10 per cent ad valorem; the· duty upon wools of. the same class 
mestic production, with a view also to national revenue, our attention the value whereof at the last port or place whence exported to the 
has been specially directed to sheep husbandry and manufactures of United States, excluding charges in such po1·t, sha:U exceed 32 cents 
wool, as not only of great national importance, but as suitable to illus- per pound, shall be r2 cents· per p·ound, and,. in a:ddition thereto, 10 peu. 
trate the whole subject of the relation of industry to- revenue: cent ad valorem. The d'uty upon wools· of the second claS's, and upon 

The vast armies recently on foot have revealed some truths which all hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals, the value whereof 
can not be· overlooked for the future in adjusting our economfcal policy. at the last port or p!ace whence exported to the United States, ex­
Beef is the food for armies in active campaign, and the stock of the eluding charges· in such. port, shal~ pe 32 cents or less per· pound, shall 
eountry has been seriously reduced. Not only the beef but the hides be 10 cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 1-0- per cent ad valorem; 
were required for military uses. The country was thrown by the high the duty upon wools of the same class ~he value whereof .at the last 
price of beef upon: the consumption of mutton, but the wool was not port or place whence exported to the Umted States, excludmg charges 
less important · than the mutton. It was soon ascertained that the in such port, shall exceed 32· c.ents- pe1"" pound, shall be 12 cents per 
supply of beef was not more th.an sufficient, and that the supply of pound and, in addition thereto, 10 per cent ad valorem. The duty upon 
wool and mutton was far from being adequate to the national urgency. wools' of the third class the value whereof at the last port or place 
If doubled, it would not have sufficed to· clothe our armies a.Iid furnish whence exported into the United States, excluding cfiaTges in sucii 
meat enough to keep dowrr the price of beef and prevent too great a port shall be 12 cents or less per pound, shall be 3 cents per pound: 
reduction of the national herds of cattle. the· duty upon wools of the same class the value whereof at the last 

To complete and adjust the entire circle of national production sheep povt or place whence exported to the United. States, excluding charges 
husbandry should be stimulated and promoted until our flocks shall be in such port, shall exceed 12 cents per pound, shall be 6 cents per 
doubled, and our supplies of wool shall exceed 200;000,000 pounds, and ound. Provi<fed, That any wool of the sheep, or hair of the alpaca, 
our c.onsumption of woolen goods.,. domestic and impor.ted, shall be equal ~oat a·nd other like animals, which shall be imported in any other than 
to $10 per head. the ordinary condition as now and heretofore practiced, or which shall · · · · · . I be cha.ncred in. its character or condition, for the purpose of evading 

There is much more· In thl.s statement th. at is exceedingly m- the dutY or which shall be reduced· in value by the admix. ture of dirt 
teresting, but I forbear quoting for the moment. or any oilier foreign substance, shall be subject to pay twice the amount 

. · th' · · t k t t" ti b ed of duty to which it would otherwise be subjected, anything in this act At the time . IS comrms~10n :was :1- wor s a IS cs s ow. to the contrary not~ithstanding: Provided further,. That when wool of 
that the production of wool m the Umted States had reached, m different qualities is fn!ported in the same b~le, bag, or package, it 
round numbers 100 000 000 pounds and that the importations- of shall be appraised by ~he appraiser, to determrne the rate of duty to 

.' ' ' ' . . . which it shall be subJected, at the average aggregate value ot the wool were a little ove~ 73,000,000 pounds and the 1Illportat10ns contents of the bal~, bag, or pac~age; and when bales of different qaal-
of cloths of the equivalent of· 55,000,000 pounds. Thus our itles a.re embraced m the same mvoice at the same· price, whereby the 
importations of wool exceeded our production. We were im- average price shall be reduce~ more than 10 per cent below the value 

. . . of the bale of the best quahty, the value of the whole shall be ap-porting nearly 30 per cent more· than we were producmg, while praised according to the value of the bale of the best quality ; and no 
at the present time, notwithstanding the great increase in our bale, bag, or. padmg~ shall. be liable to a less rate of duty i_n conse-
population the extra. call for woolen goods and the distressina quence of being invoiced with wool of lower value: A!id prov uZea f?.lr­

' • . ' • "" ther That the duty upon wool of the first class which shall be im­fact that woolgrowmg has been greatly diminished east of the . ported" washed shall be twice the a.mount of duty to which it would be 
Missouri River, it is a fact, in spite of all this, .that. we are subjected' if imported unwashed; and that the duty upon wool of all 
growing two-thirds of what we require instead of less than half classes whi-ch shal~ be imported seour~d sha~l l!e three times the amount 

. . . . . ' of the duty- to which it would be subJected. if llilported unwashed-. The 
and therefore are travelmg m the right drrect10n. We now . duty on sheep skins, raw or unmanufactured, imported with the woor 
have two and one-half times the number of. sheep we had· then. · on, washed or unwashed, shall be --- per cent ad valorem ~ and on 
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woolen rags, 'Shoddy, mungo, waste, and flocks, shall be 12 cents per 
pound. 

Hon. STEPHEN COLWELL, 

HENllY S. RANDALL, 
Ohairman Ea;ecutive Committee 

National Woolgrowers' Association. 

Of tlie United State8 Revenue Oom1ni8aicm. 

DRAFT OF BILL PROPOSED BY THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF WOOL 
. MANUFACTURERS. 

That on and after the day and year aforesaid the duties to be 1evied, 
collected, and paid on the importation of the articles hereinafter men­
tioned shall be as follows, that is to say : On woolen cloths, woolen 
shawls, and all manufactures of wool of every description made wholly 
or in part of wool, not otherwise provided for, 53 cents per pound, :and, 
in addition thereto, 35 per· cent ad valorem; on .flannels, blankets, 
endless belts, or f-elts for paper or printing machines, hats of wool, 
knit goods, balmorals, woolen and worsted yarns, and all ma.nufactu.res 
of every description, e-0mposed wholly or in part of worsted. the hair of 
the alpaca, goat, or other like animals, except such as a.re composed in part 
of wool, not otherwise provided for, valued at not e~ceeding 40 cents 
per pound. 25 cents per pound; valued at above 40 cents per pound, and 
not exceeding 60 cents per pound, 35 <:ents per pound; valued at above 
60 cents per pound and not exceeding 80 cents per pound, 45 cents per 

Eound ; valued at above 80 cents per pound, 53 cents per pound; and, 
n addition thereto, upon all the above-named articles, 35 per eent ad 

valorem. · 
On women's and children's dress goods and Ita.1.Ia.n cloths, composed 

wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or 
other like animals, valued at not exceeding 20 cents the square yard, 
6 ,cents per square yard, and, in addition thereto, 35 per cent ad valo­
rem ; valued at above 20 cents the square ya.rd, 8 cents per square yard, 
and, in addition thereto, 45 per cent ad valorem : Provided, That on 
all goods weighing 4 ounces and over per square yard the duties shall 
be 53 cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

On clothing ready made, and wearing apparel of every description, 
composed wholly or in part of w-001, worsted, the hair of the alpaca., 
goat, or other like animals, made up or manufactured wholly or in pa.rt 
by the tailor, seamstres , or manufacturer, except knit goods, 53 .cents 
per pound, and, in addition thereto, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

On Aubusson and Axminster carpets, and carpets woven whole for 
rooms, 50 per cent ad v:i.lorem; on Saxony, 'Vilton, and Tournay velvet 
carpets, wrought by the Jacquard machine. 75 cents per 'Square yard, 
and, in addition thereto, .35 per cent ad valorem; on Brussels carpets, 
.wrought by the Jacquard machine, 48 (!ents per square ·yard, and, in 
addition thereto, 35 per cent ad valorem ; on patent velvet .and tapestry 
velvet carpets, printed on the warp or otherwise, 44 cents per square 
Fard, nnd, in addition thereto, 35 per cent ad valorem; 'On tapestry 
Brussels carpets, printed on the warp o.r otherwise, 30 cents per square 
yard, and, in addition thereto, 35 per cent ad valorem; on treble in­
grain, three-ply and worsted chain V-enetian carpets, 19 cents per square 
yard, and, in addition thereto, 35 per cent :ad valorem ; on yarn, VeBe­
tian, and two-ply ingrain carpets, 14 cents per square yard, and, in 
addition thereto, 35 per cent ad vaJ.orem; on d.ruggets and bockings, 
printed, colored, or otherwise, 25 cents per square yard ; on hemp or 
jute carpeting, 6§ cents per square yard.; -on carpets and carpeting of 
wool, :fiax, <>r cotton, or parts of either, <>r other material not otherwise 
specified, 40 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That mats, rugs, screens, 
covers, hassocks, bed sides, and other portions of carpets or carpeting 
shall be subjected to the rate of duty herein imposed on carpets or car­
peting of like character · or -description, and that the duty on all other 
mats, screens, hassocks, and rugs shall be 45 per cent ad valorem · on 
oilcloths for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, valued at 50 cents or 
less per square yard, -- per cent ad valorem; valued at over 50 
cents per square yard, and on all other oilcloth, except silk oilcloth, 
-- per cent ad valorem. 

* . * * * * We have the honor to be, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 

E. B. BIGELOW, 
T. S. FAXTO!'<, 
Eow ARD HARRIS, 

• 

S. WILEY ED~IANDS, 
N. KIXGSBURY, 
THEODORE POMEROY, 
S. w. CATTELL, 

IJ1111ecutive Committee National Association of WooZ Manufacturers • 

JOHN L. HAYES, 

Hon. STEPHEN CoLWEJ,L, 
Secretary. 

United States Revenue Ootntnissioner. 

Mr. '1ir A.HREN. And o, finally, all agreed upon a common 
ground, neither growers nor manufacturers receiving what they 
had been desirous of and what they felt they honld have; but, 
considering the C<)nsumer, general welfare, the Government's in­
terest in revenue, and the c-0 t of capital and labor in growing 
and manufacturing, a set of resolutions was adopted and laid 
before a .convention called for the purpose of finally settling the 
question. 

I will ask the Secretary to read these resolutions and also the 
concrete of their decision, presented by Mr. Randall on the part 
of the woolgrowers and by Mr. Bigelow on the part of the 
manufacturers. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
Resolud, That of the great industries with which the people of the 

United States can occupy themselves to advantage, the woolen interest 
is especially commended for combining and developing in the highest 
degree the agricultural and mechanical resources of the Nation. 

Rcsoii;ed, That the mutu .. 'tlity of the int<m~sts of the wool pToducers 
and wool manuf.actu·rcrs of the Unit-ed States i!'! established by the 
closest of commercial bonds-that of demand and supply-it having 
been demonstrated that the A.me1·ican grower supplies more than 70 per 
cent of all the wool consumed by American mills, and with equal en­
couragement would soon supply all which is pr<>perly adapted to produc­
tion here; and, further, it is confirmed by the exper1enc.e of hali a cen-

tnry that the periods -of prosperity ana depression in the two branches 
of woolen industry .have been identical in time and induced by· the same 
general causes. 

Resolved~ That as the two branches of agricultural and manufactur­
ing indnstry represented by tbe woolen interest involve largely the labor 
ot the .conntry, whose productiveness is the basis of national prosperity, 
sound policy requires such legislative action as shall place them on an 
equal footing and give them equal encouragement and protection in 
competing with the accumulated capital and low wages of other coun­
tries. 

ResoltJed, That the benefits of a truly national system, as applied 
to American industry, will be found in developing manufacturing and 
agricultural enterprise in all the States, thus furnishing markets at 
home for the products of both interests. 

Resolved, That it shall be the ducy of the respective executive com­
mittees of the National Manufacturers' and National Woolgrowers' 
associations to lay before the revenue . commission and the appropriate 
.committee in Congress these resolutions, together with such facts and 
statistics as shall be necessary to procure the legislation needed to put 
in practical operation the propositions therein set forth. 

Mr. WARREN. This commission was charged with consider­
ing the interests of both growers and manufacturers, and it was 
mutually understood, and could not be otherwise, that if a tariff 
were put upon unmanufaetured wool, the manufactures of this 
country would have to have first a compensatory duty to cover 
.and put them on an equality with the manufactures in other 
countdes where wool was free. This being granted, then the 
manufacturer must have a. tariff upon bis product to cover 
the difference in labor in other <!Ountries, just the same as if he 
were getting froo wool and had no compensatory duty. _ 

It became the duty of the commission to regulate the ratio 
of the duties referred to. The commission not only had the 
oral and written evidence from both sides, but it had provided 
for sending sample lots of wool to different factories, in which 
the problem was worked out a.s to how many pounds of scoured 
wool would be used in producing fabrics, and a ratio was finally 
established and adopted, running from H to 1 to 4 to 1, based 
upon unwashed No. 1 wool. 

In order to protect the woolgr-0wer and to pr~tect the manu­
facturer maximums had to be at all times considered to secure 
protection f-Or whatever advantages might accrue to competitors 
from minimums. 

At the time this schedule and ratio were ma.de up and the 
tariff bill followed in 1867 the natural outcome of the report 
of the commission, enacted by the next Congress, the manu­
facturers participating were nearly all manufacturers of 
carded wool, as that was then the fashion, and very little had 
been done in worsteds, and that little mainly in luster goods, 
braids, linings, and · so forth. 

To quote from the very able report already mentioned, the 
commission said : 

Cut off the supply of American wool and our mills are stopped :as 
effedually as by turning the water from the wheels which move them. 
We declare. therefore. with th~ utmost emphasis,. that American 
wools are eminently the foundation of the prosperity of ()Ur manu­
factories. 

And the commission further said : 
Combing wools, required in the manufacture of worsted, are pro­

duced in this country only to a very limited extent. The domestic 
supply of very fine short-cloth ·wools, required in the manufacture of 
broadcloth and face goods, is at present inadequate to the necessities of 
the manufacture; and a modeTate supply of these wools, to be mixed 
with our own, would increase the consumption of American wools. 

And fol' this reason, it seems, second-class wools, which are 
usually washed on the sheep's back, were given the advantage 
of a. rate which was the same on washed and unwashed, 
although the scoured duty applied the same in class 2 as in 
class 1. / • 

At that time the combing wools for worsted were only those 
of very long growth. There were very few worsted cloths 
made. The great volume was carded, and so it is perfectly 
evident that in making up the ratioa at that time, which have 
existed. ever since practically the same, even under the Wilson 
and Gorman .A.ct, the carded-wool men must have arranged 
the ratios as they .desired to have them. 

Thi commission recommended the division of the wool into 
classes 1, 2, and 3, using almost the identical language now 
used in describing them; and they proposed that there should 
be a set of distinctive samples of the >arious kind of wool, 
hair, and so forth, embraeed in each of the three classes, se­
lected and prepared under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and duly verified by him. 

The commission also considered the manufacturers' part of 
it, and pr.:ovided for a duty almost identical with that under 
the present law~ · 

The whole plan of the wool and woolen schedule is based upo~--~ 
the desirability-

First. To eneoura.ge the raising of sheep in this countty in 
suffi-cient numbers, if possible, to give us wool enough for our 
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consumption, and to increase, as nearly as may be, the growth 
of ,.-col in proportion to the growth of population. 

Second. To manufacture all of our own product. 
'Third. •.ro insure importations of raw wool instead of manu­

factured wool in making up any deficiencies between our home 
growth and consumption. 

'l'his being true, it naturally follows that the wool grown in 
this country can not be successfully exported, but must be 
utilized by our own manufacturers. 

Hence, our home market being the only market, and our home 
manufacturers the only manufacturers of our wool product, it 
is vital to the grower that the manufacturer may be successful 
and thnt the latter's product may be fully protected. 
T~e interests of the grower and manufacturer are mutual in 

the desire that all the needed imported wool material may come 
in in an unmanufactured state. Hence, the advantage of tariff 
must be so laid. The farmer must receive sufficient protection 
to keep his flocks from decreasing. The manufacturers must 
have high enough ·duties on cloths so that, after absorbing the 
home product, they can draw upon other countries for raw ma­
terial and be able to compete successfully with the foreign manu­
facturer, who is struggling for this American market-the best 
in the world with reference to the consumption of wool. 

Of course there will be importations of cloths in fancy styles 
and novelties, for the use of those who always desire " some­
thing different,'' " something ·foreign," " something imported," 
and so forth. 

Kow, if we go back and examine the record of woolgrowing 
and wool manufacturing, it is as clear as the light of day that 
when .the relations of these industries have been disturbed so 
that either one has had insufficient protection, the industry has 
languished. 

Prior to 1860 both branches were fitful and uncertain, and I 
can best describe the condition by a quotation from the report 
made by a combined committee, composed of seven members of 
the National Wool Manufacturers' Association and five members 
of the National Woolgrowers' Association, who signed the report. 
These ·members were the delegates from their respective as­
sociations selected to report to the revenue commission of 
1865-66: 

The question next arises as to our position under the present laws. 
It is our duty to the revenue commission, as well as to the several 

Interests which we represent, to submit at length our views of the opera­
tion of the present tariff laws, in their application to the production 
and manufacture of wool. 

In order to understand cle.arly the object sought for in adjusting the 
present tariff on wool and woolens, it will be necessary to consider the 
operation of tho two preceding tariffs, viz, those of 1846 and 1857, each 
of which having proved to be defective in opposite directions, suggested 
changes which were necessary to perfect a system equitably adjusted to 
the two branches of the woolen interest. 

The tariff of· 1846 placed, in the main, a duty of 30 per cent upon both 
wool and woolens ; and in some cases a less duty upon the latter than 
upon the former. · This arrangement was justified to popular opinion by 
its apparent equality. But the equality existed only in name. The 
grower of the wool had the full benefit of the protection of 30 per cent, 
without any drawbacks or neutralizing duties; and the arrangement 
would have proved most beneficial to him, at least, if the manufacturer 
bad continued to consume his wool. But the manufacturer being the 
consumer of the wool, had to .pay the whole of the duty of 3o per cent 
by which the grower was .protected, which, when deducted from the 
duty on the manufactured article, left him a protection so inconsiderable 
as to be unavailing. · 

Burdened with heavy duty, and receiving no equivalent, he had to con­
tend with a foreign rival, who had the vast advantage of obtaining his 
wool without duty. Waiving argument upon the theoretical ·question of 
the equality or justice of this arrangement, it is sumcient to refer to 
the practical fact that the system, whether sound or not in theory, 
proved most disastrous in its actual results to both interests. 

The manufacturers, encouraged by the poli<;y of the tariff of 1842, 
had attempted the branches of manufacture requiring the utmost skill, 
and demanding large capital and expensive establishments. No less 
than 1,800 looms were in operation in the manufacture of broadcloths. 
The woolgrowers, encouraged by the demand for the finest cloth wools 
required in this manufacture, imported Saxony sheep, and had made 
pro:?ress in the growth of the finest wools, distinguished in Germany 
as ' noble wools," which, if c"ontinued, would have placed this country at 
the present time on an equality with Silesia in the production of such 
wools. The manufacturers of fine cloths found it in vain to struggle 
against fo1·eign rivals, who, in addition to cheap interest and cheap 
labor, had the crowning advantage of free wool. · The higher branches 
of the manufacture were abandoned; soon every one of the 1,800 of 
the broadcloth looms in the country ceased work. The only branches 
of manufacture continued with activity were those like flannels, which 
were supplied by the common wool of the country-so superior in its 
spinning qualities as in itself to afford an advantage over the foreign 
manufacture. There was no longer a demand for any but common 
wools. The Saxon wool husbandry ceased with the manufacture of 
fine cloths, which had called it into existence. 

* • • * * * • 
We must regard the blow which prostrated alike the woolgrower and 

the wool manufacturer as one of the most disastrous that has ever 
fallen upon the industries of our country. · · 

Armed with arguments, derived from the state of things above de­
scribed, against giving preponderating consideration to the woolgrower, 
the manufacturers, on their side, approached the national councils and 
invoked legislation which should regard their interest as the predom­
inating one of the country. The result was the passage of the tart.ff 
bill of 1857, which imposed a merely nominal duty upon wool, and 

protected . the manufacturer by a duty of 24 per cent. This tariff, 
although temporarily advantageous to the manufacturer, did not con­
tinue long enough in operation to furnish facts as to its effect upon 
both interests, such ·as a longer experience under the tariff of 1846 had 
afforded. The obvious disadvantage to the manufacturer of the policy 
of the tariff of 1857 was its inherent instability. 

The manufacturer investing large capital in structures and machin­
ery which can not be diverted to other purposes, and which may not 
give returns until years of operation, demands, above all things, stabif­
ity of legislation. This he could never expect under a system which 
made the agricultural interest secondary to his. 

In.tluenced by these considerations, and candidly acceding to the recla­
mations of the woolgrowers, the manufacturers cordially responded to 
the proposal of t'ie Committee on Ways and Means of the Thirty-seventh 
Congress; and particularly of the subcommittee, presided over by the 
distinguished member from Vermont, whose name is identified with the 
policy mainly due to his influence, to so adjust the tariff upon wool 
and woolens as to give · not merely nominal but absolute equality to 
both branches of the woolen interest. 

Whatever may have been the practical working of the Morrill tariff, 
which is the basis of our present system, it is a matter of history that 
equality of adjustment was the main object of the provisions of that 
bill and the tariff bill of 1864, respecting wool an(l woolens. 

The object sought in these bills was to give a sufficient protection to 
the woolgrower, and to place the manufacturer in the same position as 
if he had his wool free of duty. A duty supposed to be sufficient to 
protect the woolgrower against wools competing with his own was 
placed upon such wools, and such a specific duty was placed upon 
woolen cloths as was supposed to be sufficient to reimburse the manu­
facturer for the a.mount of the duty paid on the wools. The ad va­
lorem duty on the cloths was added to reimburse to the manufacturer 
the expenses of carrying the duty on the wools, the internal taxes, the 
duties on drugs and other materials used in manufacture, and to fur­
nish the required protection. 

While recognizing fully the correctness of the principles upon which 
the present tariff laws are based, it is our duty to point out defects in 
their J.lractical operation. It has been proved by official returns that, 
while 1t was the manifest intent of the law of 1864 that the minimum 
rate of duty upon the class of wools most directly competing with our 
own should be 6 cents per pound, the average rate of duty upon this · 
class of wools actually paid has been less than 5 cents per pound. The 
American producer has been thus deprived of the intended protection. 

In view of the facts above stated, and of the requirements of our 
manufacturers for an increased supply of American wool, and in orde1• 
to furnish a stimulus for such supply, and at the same ti.me to secure 
" equal encouragement and protection to both interests," we recommend 
as a basis for the readjustment of the revenue laws applicable to wool 
and woolens the following propositions: 

1. A provision to be inserted in the tariff laws requiring all wools now 
known as "Mestizo," "Metz," "Cape," and "Australian" wools, to be 
subjected to a duty of not less than 10 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad 
valorem · said provision to be so worded as most effectually to prevent 
these and similar wools from being admitted at a less rate of duty; 
the rates of duty on all other wools to remain a~ th~y now are, with 
the exception of wools the growth of Canada, which, rn the absence of 
treaty stipulations, shall be subjected to a duty of -- cents per 
pound. 

2. All manufactures composed wholly or in part of wool or worsted 
shall be subjected to a duty which shall be equal to 25 per cent net; 
that is to say, 25 per cent, after reimbursing the amount paid on account 
of duties on wool, dyestuffs, and other imported materials used in such 
manufactures, and also the amount paid for the ip.ternal-revenue tax 
imposed on manufactm:es and upon the supplies and materials used 
therefor. 

E. B. BIGELOW, 
T. S. FAXTON, 
EDWARD IlARRIS, 
.T. W. EDMANDS, 
S. W. CATTELL, 
H. KINGSBURY, 

· THEODORE POMEROY, 
E:recutive Committee National Association of Wool Mantlfactttrers. 

IlENRY S. RANDALL, 
E. B. POTTLE, 
E. HAMMOND, 
R. :M. MONTGOlliERY, 

· GEORGE B. LORING, 
E:rec1tti'Ve .Committee of t11e National Woolgrowers' Association. 

.JOHN L. HAYES, 
Secretary of the Joint Committee. 

As to the production of sheep in this country, it is often said 
that we are going backward; that we are not producing the 
proportion of wool, according to the number of people, which we 
formerly did, that we were expected to raise and furnish. 
Going back about as early as we have any census-I might go 
back, for instance, to 1810-we find that we had then some 
seven and a half million people, and that we had less than 
10,000,000 pounds of wool raised in the country, which is a pound 
and one-third of wool per capita. At the present time we have 
somewhere from 85,000,000 to 90,000,000 people, and we pro­
duced in this country last year 311,000,000 and odd pounds of 
home-grown wool. So, the proportion, you see; has very largely 
increased, and we are more nearly to-day furnishing the amount 
of wool that we consume than we were away back in the time to 
which I have referred. 

Going back, for the purpose of our present consideration, to 
the year 1860, these industries recorded the following: 

Head. 
Number of slreep in 1860------------------------------ 22, 471 275 
Number of sheep in 1880 ------------------------------ 40, 765; 900 

Increase in 20 years ---------------------------- 18, 294. 625 

This shows the effect of a favorable tariff during this period 
of twenty years. Our manufactures of wool in 1860 were 
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$73,450,000 in value. Manufactures of wool had increased to 
$268,085,686 in value in 1880, two and two-thirds times as much. 

I have used the years 1860 and 1880 because these were census 
periods, and therefore the figures used are official. 
- During this twenty-year period a few of the first years were 

not profitable, but nevertheless the period taken as a whole, 
with nearly double the sheep and almost four times the value 
in wool manufactures, was a record of success. 

A.t that time-1880-we imported in raw wool 128,131,477 
pounds, and but $33,911,093· worth (duty paid) of woolen man­
ufactmes. Mark the figures and see what followed. 

The first four years following showed progress and a gain of 
10,000,000 sheep and a corresponding growth in manufactures. 

Then came the tariff of 1883, which, while it left unmanu­
factured wool in almost the same notch where it had been, re­
duced the manufacturers' protection, and the result was a dull­
neNs in sheep husbandry following the dullness in manu­
facturing. The numbers of sheep were reduced, and instead 
of the rapid increase prior to the act of 1883, in the next ten 
years the decrease in sheep was as follows : 

Head. 
January 1, 1884, when 1883 tariff went into etfect _______ .., 50, 626, 626 
January 1, 1894, when 1894 tariff went into effect ________ 45, 048, 017 

Decrease------------------------------------ 5, 578, 609 
Late in 1892, when the election showed that we were to have 

in power a President and majority in Senate and House elected 
upon a platform which declared for free raw material (wool), 
greatly reduced tariffs, and so forth, the downward trend of 
wool and woolens was still more marked. 

The period following 1883, which gave a dull and unsatis­
factory business to the woolgrowers, was eaused by an insuffi­
cient protection of woolen manufactures and the consequent im­
portation into this country of vast quantities of manufactured 
woolens, decreasing proportionately the quantity of unmanu­
factured wool imported. 

In 1880 we had in this eountry 2,330 woolen manufacturing 
establishments; the value of the product manufactured in that 
year was $238,085, ~86. We were importing: 
In woolens------------------------------------- $-33, 911, 093 In raw wooL _____________________________ pounda_. 128, 131~ 747 

Now, note carefully the following: 
In 1890 the number of manufactories had decreased to 1,693, 

and the total product of our home manufactures of wool had 
increased to only $270,527,511, about ll per cent per ~ar, not­
withstanding that the first three or four years after 1880, and 
before the change- caused by the act of 1883, were prosperous, 
and notwithstanding our great growth in population durir\g 
that decade. On the other hand, the value of imports of cloth 
had arisen to $56,582,432, nearly 70 per cent increase, and the 
imports of raw wool bad fallen to 105,431,285 pounds, nearly 
23,000,000 pounds decrease, notwithstanding our growth in 
population. 

In other words, the law of 1883 seems to have impaired the 
manufactures and changed our imports in wool and woolens so 
that while we increased our importations of woolen cloths 70 
per cent, we decreased our importations of raw wool 23,000,000 
pounds, or 18 per cent. And this was before the manufacturers 
were permitted to import at the lower rates of the Wilson­
Gorman .Act. 

So much for the wool tariff of 1883. 
Now, following up this subject a little further, we had in this 

country in 1894, 45,048,017 sheep, valued at $89,186,110; in 1897, 
36,818,643 sheep, valued at $67,020,942, showing a still further 
decrease of over 8,250,000, or nearly 20 per cent, in the, number 
of sheep, and a decrease of over $22,000,000, or 20 per cent, in 
tlle value in the three short years intervening between the tariff 
law of 1894 and that of 1897. 

And th.is much for the Wilson-Gorman tariff act of 1894. 
In fact, Mr. President, the numbers and values of sheep have 

moved up and down with favorable or unfavorable tariff legis­
lation much the same as the mercury in the thermometer moves 
with the change of weather, the one being about as sensitive as 
the other. 

And so it is plain to me and to many more that. it is to th~ 
interest of the manufacturer to en<!ourage an increased growth 
of wool in this countJ.·y, for if he should be entirely dependent 
upon foreign markets he might find himself with an uncertain 
and insufficient supply ; and in times of war-if war should 
occur and this country should be cut off from the other wool­
producing countries, when our army might greatly need in­
creased supplies in woolen ..,.oods-it would be disastrous alike 
to manufacturers and eonsumers, and especially so to the army, 
if the manufacturers should find themselves cnt ott entirely 
from other bases of wool supply. 

Furthermore, should the farmers of this country be forced 
out of the growing of wool, the world's supply being that much 
diminished, the effect would be that prices abroad would be 
raised, in fact, the world's prices would be higher, and thus 
we might have far higher prices than now; indeed, it is possi­
ble that the world's prices on wool might be as high (if free to 
all parts) as protected wool is now in this country, for we 
raise about one-eighth of the world's wool supply while we 
consume fully one-fifth of the world's supply. And we would 
sutrer similarly because of the decreased supply of mutton, so 
necessary as a food product. 

This statement may be new and startling to those who have 
not given the subject attention. But it is true that, although 
we have less than 90,000,000 population out of a total world's 
population estimated at one and one-half billions, nevertheless 
our consumption of the world's wool supply is one~:fifth, as 
stated; and our mutton supply is most necessary in times of 
peace or war, as we slaughter about 9,000,000 at the regular 
slaughter establishments and thousands more on the ranches 
and farms. . 

Having thus stated the interest that manufacturers must 
have in woolgrowers, I may say that the grawers are equally 
interested in all of the conditions named. 

If the price of wool should increase because of a shortage in 
the world's supply, what would it matter to the woolgrower 
if he had gone out of the wool business and was engaged in 
other industries, wool raising having passed out of. its leading 
place in bis own country? 

In 1810 the amount of wool grown in this country was esti­
mated at 13,000,000 pounds, our population at that time being 
7,293,913; so that the wool then grown in this country was 
less in amount than 2 pounds per capita, while at the present 
time it is 4 pounds. .At that time (1810) there were but 24 
woolen factories, and small ones at that, while- there were 
nearly 1,700 fulling mil1s which were used by the farmers and 
woolgrowers in making domestic cloth woven in their resi­
dences and shops. To-day we have some 1,500 woolen factories, 
many of them immense in size and capacity. 

There have been various seasons successful and unsuccessful 
to the woolgrowers, and the :figures show perfectly plain that 
the numbers have gone up and down according to favorable or 
unfavorable tariff conditions respecting both wool and the 
manufactures of wool. 

Under the earlier tariff laws, up to 184o, our sheep had 
reached in numbers 19,311,314. 

With the low-tariff laws in the forties and fifties, and up to 
1860, they had increased in the twenty years to only 22,471,277; 
only a little over 3,D00,000 in number-a trifle over 20 per cent­
in twenty years, or- 1 per cent pe1· annum. 

With the higher tarifis of 1861 and 1867 they had increased 
in the seven years to 39,385,386, an increase of nearly 80 per cent 
in only seven years-over 11 per cent per annum-as against an 
increase of a trifle over 20 per cent in the twenty years pre-
ceding, or 1 per cent per annum. . _ 

Of course the necessities for woolen goods during the war 
and the high prices paid for them had something to do with this 
seven-year period. 

.Again, going to 1884, the year in which the 1883 tariff law 
became effective, we had 50,626,626 sheep, valued at $119,902,706. 

In 1897, when. the Dingley law was enacted, the number of 
sheep had decreased to 36,818,643, valued at $67,020,942, a de­
crease of 28 per cent in number and nearly 80 per cent in value-. 

This great decrease in thirteen years was caused by the tariff 
acts of 1883 and 1894, notwithstanding the counteracting effect 
of the two or three years under the favorable tariff act of 1890. 
That is to say, out of thirteen years of bad tariff legislation 
we may deduct three years of good tariff legislation, and the 
balance will represent the decrease as stated-a decrease of 
3 per cent per annum in the number of sheep and 8 per cent in 
value in the remaining ten years. 

And I am now tempted t(} make one more comparison. 
Starting with the record of 1897, as given, and coming down 

to 1908-eleven years under the Dingley .Act-we find that our 
sheep have increased from 38,818,643, valued at $67 ~020,942, to 
54,631,000, valued at $211,736,000. 

This shows an increase of 48 per cent in number and 215 
per cent in value, or 4l- per cent per annum in number and 20 
per cent per annum in value. 

RECAPITULATION. 

And so it is all the way since· 1840, when the first census 
enmneration of sheep and other live stock was first made, up 
to the present time~ 

First~ We ha-d twenty years with low tariffs on WQolens. ruid 
on wool, andi c;mr increase was but 1 per cent per annmn. 
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Second. Then followed seven years with better tariff laws, 
and we had an increase of nearly 80 per cent, or 11 per cent per 
annum. 

Third. From 1 67 to 1884-continuing under favorable tariff­
we had increased from 39,385,386 head to 50,626,626 head, an 
increase of 11,241,240 head-an increase in the sixteen years 
of nearly 26 per cent, or about 1! per cent per annum. 

Fourth. In the period after the bad tariff law of 1883 up to 
1 97, when the Dingley law was inaugurated, our sheep had 

' decreased 28 per cent in numbers and 80 :Per cent in value, a 
decrea~e of over 2 per cent per annum in number of sheep and 
over 13 per cent per annum in value of sheep. 

Fifth. From 1897 to 1908, eleven years, we find an increase 
of 4 per cent in the number of sheep in this country, about 4! 
per cent per annum, and an increase of about 215 per cent in 
yalue, oi· nearly 20 per cent per annum. 

Of com e, in :figuring these percentages, fractions are omitted 
and the figures used are the nearest approximate. 

Can there be any better proof of the value to the sheep 
grower of ·an adequate or even nearly adequate tariff upon 
wool? 
. The figures I have given, and their fluctuations, seem enor­

mous, but they are official :figures. 
It is sometimes said by those who oppose the tariff on raw 

wool, and sometimes by the manufacturer· who would like to get 
his wool without duty, that the woolgrower has enjoyed the 
protection of the tariff long enough to enable him to grow all 
of the wool that is needed for our consumption if he can ever 
do so. 

But the :figures I have just quoted show the discouragements 
and the backsets which the woolgrower has had to contend with 
in past years. · 

The :figures show conclusiyely that if we would grow all the 
wool needed for our consumption, we must continually and 
adequately protect the woolgrower. 

No doubt it is thought by many of the growers ·that the 
present tariff rates and the rates proposed by the Senate com­
mittee are not sufficient and adequate; but I have believed, 
and I still belieYe, thttt, with the rates as proposed, although 
not as perfect as might be desired, the industry can be sus­
tained, the numbers of sheep increased, and the quality of our 
wool greatly improyed. 

But there is one thing certain-without protection, or with 
less protection than that proposed in this measure by the 
amendments of the Senate, we can not increase the industry 
of woolgrowing, and we shall go down hill in the production 
of wool and mutton, as we have done heretofore when thte tariff 
has been insufficient upon either wool or manufactures of wool. 
The grower is affected by either one or both. If the manufac­
turer's business is made unprofitable, the grower can not pro-
duce and dispose of his product with profit. . 

Now, all of this being true, we ask the question: Is the in­
dustry of. growing mutton and wool of value to this Nation? 
Is the United States ready to allow that industry to perish, or 
to diminish into unimportance, and then take its chances in 
peace or war of purchasing all the product required for our 
l1ome manufactures or of bringing into the country the manu­
factured product necessary for this great people, who consume 
a fifth of all the wool grown in the world? 

' Not only is it of interest to the sheep grower that fully 
manufactured goods shall bear a rate higher than raw wool, 
but he is also interested in e>ery partially manufactured prod­
uct of wool-tops, yarn, and the wastes that fall from wool in 
process of manufacture. 

During the war, when we were cut off from supplies abroad, 
this country realized as it never before realized that mutton 
and wool were as necessary as powder and ball to carry on a 
war. Wool is an article of contraband as much as meat and as 
powder, in a ense. To let the wool and the meat industry 
languish would leave us where we could not clothe our soldiers, 
where we could not furnish them with blankets, and where we 
could not support them with our meat supply. During that time 
we had changed the tariff a number of times, and our good old 
friend who honored a seat in the Senate for so many years, 
the former Senator from Vermont, Mr. Morrill, made the mat­
ter of the tariff on wool a special study and brought out for the 
first time a tariff under which both industries could thrive. 
But there were yet differences; hence the commission to which 
I have already alluded. 

The whole plan of protection for woolgrowers and wool manu­
facturers was based by Mr. Morrill upon the intention, first, to 
grow all of the wool it is possible to grow in this country; 
second, to add to that sufficient wool in its unmanufactured 
state to make up the difference; this in order that all of the 
labor in manufacturing might be done in this country. 

Now, so long as we seek to add whatever is necessary in un­
manufactured wool, we must be extremely careful to guard 
against every avenue which wotild lead manufactured goods 
through the customs-houses at better rates than those given to 
unmanufactured wools, plus the cost of manufacture here. We 
must also see to it that all substitutes, good and bad, shall bear 
duties equivalent to raw-wool duties, otherwise both the manu­
facturer and the grower would be injured. 

Of course all of the importers of goods under Schedule K are 
arrayed against the tariff duties, and especially the duties upon 
manufactured goods, because, with the thousand-and-one varie­
ties of cloth sought to be sold oYer here, manufactured by the 
cheaper labor of other countries, they are seeking a landing 
place in which to market their goods. 

Hence, to carry out the plan, we must maintain the duty on 
unmanufactured wool, and when it enters into manufactured 
goods with cotton and other substitutes it stands us in hand to 
get the rate too high rather than too low, because the rulings of 
the customs-houses are almost inYariably made in fayor of the 
importer as against the producer-the farmer or grower-be­
cause the one is always present in his large transactions, clam­
oring for favorable rulings and endeavoring to obtain in some 
way advantageous classifications. The farmer or grower is 
almost never present. He is at home, producing the material. 

And hence, from every direction and for all reasons, we must 
protect, first, the grower; second, the manufacturer; and, third, 
::rnd more important than either, the working classes engaged in 
these industries, so that all of the labor may be done in this 
country, and also that all of our people may be well clothed at 
reasonable prices. 

If we leave a door open for any class of manufactures to come 
through on more favorable terms than raw wool, both manu­
facturer and grower are injured. If we reduce the rate too 
greatly upon manufactured goods, and the manufacturer suf­
fers, the grower suffers with him. So that for every reason and 
all reasons we must have an abundantly sufficient tariff on 
woolen goods. 

It is no doubt true that in the case of some of the cheap 
goods in which there is but little wool and much cotton or other 
substitute, the cloth and the clothes made therefrom can he 
bought for sums nearly as low as the duty itself. But it must 
be acknowledged that this fact does not hurt the consumer. 
We ·are too apt to speak of the rate of duty as a cost or expense 
to the consumer. Under our tariff system this is very seldom 
the true measure of the consumer's extra cost where, indeed, 
there is any extra cost. In many cases, and in very many 
articles, the consumer is provided for at just as low n rate as 
il: there were no tariff imposed. And yet the tariff is necessary, 
because it insures a continued and prosperous business for our 
own manufacturers, and they in turn, through comp~titlon in 
business, keep the prices to the consumer down to the very 
lowest possible notch. 

If there were no protective tariff upon such articleS" as I 
have been speaking of, manufacturers would have no assurance 
as to what the foreign market might become; and with the 
fact always before them that foreign labor is cheaper than 
domestic, the field of manufacture is not inviting and will not 
be substantially filled unless a certainty is assured that their 
business shall continue through protection which shall at least 
equalize, and should somewhat exceed, the difference in cost 
of labor. 

Ordinary wearing apparel for men and women is cheap in this 
country; and while our people buy liberally abroad, on account 
of fashions, love of variety, and so forth, there is no consider­
able difference in the cost of cheap woolen goods, clothing, and 
so forth, as between this country and the foreign countries; 
and the yearly cost to a man or woman or family is as nothing 
compared with the wondrous advantages of a protective-tariff 
system. 

There has never been and can not be a successful trust or 
combination for handling wool. It can not be graded and sold 
upon grades and speaulated in like wheat or cotton, because 
there is a certain individuality about wool, and it has so many . 

·requisites; there may be so many excellencies or deficiencies 
and so many contingencies, that e>ery lot must be sold upon its 
own merits, varying greatly in different seasons from the same 
locations and flocks. It is true that in grading and sorting 
houses the fleeces of A. B, C, and D, can be assorted into dif­
ferent grades by actually handling each fleece of wool, but a 
combination of the clips of the · same growers for. the following 
year might present a different quality and a different con­
dition, owing to many contingencies, such as good vl! bad 
weather, drought or flood, sufficiency or shortage of feed, method 
of shearing and caring for, and so forth. 

! 
l 
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As to the manufacturing of wool, it is true that one concern 

bas been made up of 28 different companies; not a holding com­
pany handling the 28 different corporations, but one company 
which holds in fee simple .all of this number excepting one or 
two, in which it holds all of the stock. This concern has been 
doing business some ten years, and probably never has reached 
a point of manufacturing 20 per cent of the output of the woolen 
mills of the country, and 8 per cent to 15 per cent would be 
nearer the mark, the aYerage being about 12 per cent. 

I have here some facts and figures relating to this company. 
I shall not read them, but I shall ask, Mr. President, that I 
may insert them in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro ternpore. The Chair bears no objec­
tion, and it will be so ordered. 

The matter referi'ed to is as follows: 
American Woole1~ Oompany.-Incorporated March 29, 1899, in New 

Jersey, as a consolidation of the following New England woolen mills: 
Washington Mills, Lawrence, Mass. 
National and Providence Worsted Mills, Providence, R. I. 
Saranac .Mills, Blackstone, Mass. 
Fulton Worsted Mills, Fulton, N. Y. 
Fitchburg Worsted Mills, Fitchburg, Mass. 
Beoli .Mills, Fitchburg, Mass. 
Valley Worsted .Mills, Providence, R. I. 
Riverside Worsted .Mills, Providence, R. I. 
Assabet Mills, Maynard, Mass. 
Sawyer Woolen Mills, Dover, N. H. 
Bay State Mills, Lowell, Mass. 
Beaver Brook Mills, Lowell, Mass. 
Vassaij)oro Woolen Mills, North Vassalboro, Me. 
Puritan Woolen Mills, Plymouth, Mass. 
Anderson Mills, Skowhegan, Me. 
Ken,nebec .Mills, Fairfield, Me. 
.Manton Mills, Manton, R. I. 
Anchor Mills, Harrisville and Pascoag, R. I. 
Chase Mills, Webster, Mass. 
Brown · Mills, Dover, Me. 
Ray's Woolen Mills, Franklin, Mass. 
Weybosset Mills, Providence, R. I. 
Baltic Mills, Enfield, N. H. 
Moosup Mills, Moosup, Conn. 
Lebanon Mills, Lebanon, N. H. 
Prospect Mills, Lawrence, Mass. 
Hecla Mills, Uxbridge, Mass. 
All the plants of the company are held in fee, with the exception of 

the National and Providence worsted mills. in which instance the entire 
capital stock is owned by the company. The bonds existing at the time 
of purchase upon two of the properties, aggregating $505,000, were paid 
off from earnings. 

The increase in business having equaled the capacity for producing 
the directors in August, 1905, ort?anized the Wood Worsted Mill· Cor: 
poration. The entire stock of this company, except shares to qualify 
directors, is owned by the American Woolen Company. 

Capital stock authorized, $40,000,000 common and $35,000,000 7 per 
cent cumulative preferred (as increased November, 1906) ; outstanding 
$29,501,100 common and all of the .preferred; par, $100. No bonds'. 
Dividends at the rate of 7 per cent per annum have been regularly paid 
on · the preferred since the company began operations, but nothing has 
as yet been returned to holders of the common. 

Officers: W. M. Wood. president; Frederick Ayer, vice-president; J. T. 
Shaw, secretary; F . G. Sherman, assistant secretary; W. H. Dwelly, jr .. 
treasurer; W. A. Currier, assis~ant treasurer; B. F. Smith, jr., second 
assistant treasurer ; P. C. Wiggrn, comptroller, Boston. . 

Directors: G. E. Bulla~d. John Hogg, F. W. Kittredge. Boston; S. P. 
Colt, G. L. S~epley, Providence, R. I.; Frederick Ayer. Newton, Mass.; 
A. G. Pierce, Jr., New Bedford. Mass. ; C. H. ~enney, New York; w. M. 
Wood, Andover, Mass. ; J. C. Woodhull, Summit, N. J. 

Annual meeting, first Tuesday in March. 
Office, National Shawmut Bank Building. Boston, Mass. 
Selling agency, Eighteenth street and Fifth avenue, J. C. Woodhull, 

selling agent. 
Agent in New Jersey, Registrar and Transfer Company, Jersey City 
Wood Worsted Mm Oorporation (controlled by stock ownership) :_ 

Incorporated September 6, 1905, in Maine. Capital stock, $1 000 000 
all owned, with the exception of shares to qualify directors: by' the 
American Woolen Company. 

Notes: Three million five hundred thousand dollars 4~ per cent con­
struction and equipment notes, dated September, 1905 ; due. 500,000 
March 1. 1910 ; $2,000,000 September 1, 1910 ; and 1,000,000 March 1 
1911. Int. M. and S. 1. Guaranteed, principal and interest by the 
American Woolen Company. ' 

THE TENTH ANXUAL REPORT OF THE AMERICA.." WOOLEN CO~IPANY FOR 
· THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1908. ' 

PRESIDE.NT'S REPORT. 
To the stockholders: 

The depression which occurred during 1907 prevailed during the past 
year and reduced the volume of gross business 37 per cent compared 
with the previous fiscal year. This decrease naturally affected the net 
profits of your company. It is quite unnecessary to discuss further the 
disastrous effects of the business depression of 1907 and 1908. That 
is now past history, with which !111 are fa~iliar. Th!'! business of your 
company naturally suff~red as did all busrness. The vigorous curtail­
ment of production, which your management thought necessary for the 
first six months of the year, was continued during the greater part of 
the last six months. Total gross sales of $29,986,000 speak for them­
selves. 
. The new year opens auspiciously, however, orders booked from Janu­
ary 1 to February 28 amounting to $22,000,000, so your directors have 
every reason to anticipate a greatly improved year in 1909. Notwith­
standing decreased operations of the mills owned by your company, they 
have nll been well maintained, and your company is in excellent condi­
tion to resume full operations at such time as improved business condi-
tions permit. · 
~be heavy advanced sales of cloth have been provided for by engage­

ments of wool in anticipation of its wants. The company is still obliged 
to enter the open market for a part of its worsted-yarn requirements. 

Your directors, however, are considering a proposition to increase the 
company's yarn production during the coming year to meet its full re-
quirements. · 

'l'he number of shareholders of the company has increased during the 
year 10 per cent, following a 45 per cent increase in the 1907 year. 

The operations for the past fiscal year are fully shown in the treas­
urer's report, which follows. 

WILLIAlll 1\1. WOOD, Pre&ident. 

Treasurer's statement. 
AMERICAN WOOLEN COMPANY, BALANCE SHEET, DECEMBER 31, 1908. Cash _____________________________________________ $2,892,168.71 

Accounts receivable, net_ ___________________________ 14, 543, 498. 36 
Inventories; wool and fabrics-raw, wrought, and in 

process-and coal and supplies ____________________ 14, 317, 069. 09 

31,752,736.16 
Plants, mill fixtures, and investments as per last year's 

report----------------------------------------- 4~ 352,876.84 
Capital stock of Wood Worsted Mills________________ 3, 499, 400. 00 

Bank loans---------------------------------------
Current vouchers and accounts _____________________ _ 

77,605,013.00 

2,890,400.00 
757,393.10 

3,647,793. 10 

510,416.67 
Accrued dividends on preferred stock to December 31, 

1908 (payable January 15, 1909)----------------­
Capital stock (common)------------ $29, 501, 100. 00 
Capital stock (preferred____________ 35, 000, 000. 00 

------~ 64,501,100.00 
Surplus ------------------------------------------ 8, 945, 703. 23 

77,G05,013.00 
PROFIT STATEMENT FOR THE YEAR 1908. 

Net sales and other income _________________________ 29, 986, 978.'50 
Cost and expenses--------------------------------- 28,706,273. 30 

Net ·profits for the year 1908----------------------- 1,280, 705.20 
Dividend on preferred stock________________________ 2, 450, 000. 00 

Deficit, year 1908 --------------------------------- 1, 169, 294. 80 
Surplus December 31, 1907------------------------- 10, 114, 998. 03 

Balance: Surplus December 31, 1908________________ 8, 945, 703. 23 
By approval of the board of directors : 

WILLIAM H. DWELLY, Jr., 
Treasurer. 

I hereby certify that the above statement is correct. 
GEORGE R. LAWTO~, 

Oerti;fied Public Accountant. 

l\fr. WARREN. 1\lr. President, returning to earlier tari.Jr 
struggles and the lack of contemporaneous success for wool­
grower and manufacturer, and to the bill worked out by the 
revenue-tariff commll:sion, which was presented to Congress 
and. passed and which became the tariff law of 1867, I 
lmve this to say: Barring the time during which the war gave 
an added stimulus to the woolen business, that act of 1867 
was the commencement of the really successful times in the 
woolgrowing and wool manufacturing industries. 

I want to mark as we go along-and this was alluded to 
by my friend the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] yester­
day-that at that time the manufacture of worsteds was 
almost unknown. Ninety-nine per cent of wool manufactur­
ing was so-called "carded wool," so that whatever influence 
was exerted in making the tariff of 1867, and whatever bene­
fit accrued, can be charged to the carded-wool industry. There 
was at that time a call for the so-called "second-class wool" 
for making a certain class of goods. At that time there was 
no way of combing the short wools, designated as" No.1 wools," 
and so the very rare goods of the day, mostly luster fabrics, 
were made of combing wool, and it had to be of very long 
staple. 

The growth of the wool industry since has been phenomenal, 
very largely because of the inventions which ham been de­
veloped and applied to the industry, and we have gone along to 
a point where there is really no wool of consequence now. 
grown that is not combing wool. 

While the carded manufacturer can use any kind of wool, 
cotton, shoddy, mungo, flocks, or wastes of any kind that he 
can get across the cards, the worsted manufacturer must have 
wool that will comb ; the short and long particles must all be 
separated and drawn lengthwise and put in the form of a 
fine, highly twisted, hard yarn. That kind of yarn is used in 
weaving both ways. In the carded-wool industry a softer, 
coarser, larger yarn may be used and almost any kind of ma­
terial can go into it. 

To show the difference in the density of those yarns and their 
strength I have here a list. For instance, there are various 
sizes. In the carded-wool industry the numbers range from 1 
to 50; a 1-cut yarn has 300 yards to the pound; a 25-cut yarn 
7 ,500 yards of . yarn in a pound ; a 50-cut yarn has 15 oOO 
yards, or nearly 10 miles of yarn, to 1 pound. ' 

In the worsted woolen industry the yarns run from No. 1 
to No. 200 in all the even numbers. up to 100, and in even tens 
from 100 to 200. They start with No. 1, a yarn that has 560 



2986 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE~ JUNE 9', 

yards to the pound·, and they run up to No. 200, which_ Jias 
112,000 yards in a pound. These figures are for single ply, 
and to ascertain· the number of yards in 2 or. 3 ply one may 
divide the number of yards by 2 or 3, as the- case may be. 

To show how relatively infinitesimal the wool tariff is when 
worked out, it will be observed that 1 pound of worsted wool 
yarn, No. 200, contains a thread over 63! miles long. The 
1 pound of wool in that yarn would reach. from Washington to 
Baltimore· and over halfway back. 

A pound of wool makes a very great deal of cloth, and' what 
may: seem to. be a large tariff, applied per pound to wool,. sinks 
into utter insignificance when it comes to the difference in the 
puice· of a suit of all-wool clothes of ordinary weight, contain­
ing at most only· 2 to 3 pounds. 

I do not want to enteu at this time into· the question of trusts 
and great combinations, but if there is any line of business 
on this earth that is a hard one for the trusts to get into and 
manipulate and control, it is the manufacture of wool. It is 
utterly impossible, in the· light of the experience we have had 
up to the present day, for any trust to be formed to handle 
the wool of this country. There is an individuality about wool 
and a: difference· in wools. The same clip changes from one 
year to another and the same sheep will bear a different clip 
on different pastures. So the only way that wool may be safely 
handled is upon samples, and the way large transactions are 
handled is upon samples large enough so that they may be 
taken to a scouring mill and scoured in mill-run quantities. 
So that, in contradistinction to wheat, corn, and other products, 
.which can have· a few grades and numbers easily distinguish­
able, wool must pass upon its merits and can be bought in_ small 
quantities or large quantities. 

In the· matter of the manufacture of wool a small mill will 
sometimes manuf.acture cloth cheaper than a large one~ just the 
same as a man and his wife and two or three children can raise 
sheep cheaper than any corporation can, because he turns his 
own interested service and that of his family into the work of 
rai ing the sheep. In manufacturing, a mill may be a 2-set mill, 
which is complete, or it may be a 200-set mill; so that to under­
take successfully to form a combination in this industry, as has 
been done, we will say, in the case of the Steel Corpora ti on or 
the Standard Oil Company, would be, to my mind, an absolute 
impossibility. It is true, as I have said, that there is one 
corporation. manufacturing woolens-and I may say paren­
thetically that it is manufacturing both worsted and woolen 
goods, 01: carded goods, so called-that has under one manage­
ment what were formerly 29 companies, but it is not a trust or 
holding company. 

All of those companies but one were bought . outright with 
money or stock of the company, and the two which had mort­
gage, time securities· out were taken in by. buying the stock and 
putting it in the treasury of the company. That company has 
gone on in, the business for some ten. years. I have asked, first 
and last; probably 100 manufacturers of wool whether they felt 
injuriously the competition ot this corporation-the American 
Woolen Company-in. the market as against. their interests, and 
they have all said n-o, except in so far as the company a:dds to 
the volume- of manufactured goods. 

That company-and I may say the same as to· any other com,.. 
l)any that I know of in the- wool-manufacturing . business-has. 
never made for any length. of time an exorbitant profit. r know 
of no multimillionaires in the woolgrowing and wool manu­
facturing industries. 

The American Woolen Company. has never- paid dividends 
except upon its preferred stock, and. then only 7 per cent per 
year. 

The total American consumption of woolen goods a year· is 
valued at approximately $400,000,000. 

The imported· portion of this is approximately $20,000,000_ 
The woolen goods of domestic manufacture represent. a · 

value of approximately $380,000,000: 
The American Woolen. Company has manufactured,. as its 

maximum, in_ some one year, 13 per cent of this domestic pro­
duction or approximately $5,000,000. 

Last year, 1908, its product amounted to 7 per cent of the 
·domestic production or about approximately $28,000,000. r 
will say, in passing, that I have had no cemmunication. with 
the Ame:rican Woolen Company, nor with' any men connected 
therewith. If t should meet on the street to-day every marr 
connected with that company, r do not know that there would 
be a single acquaintance of mine· among them. I 'have. taken 
some of the matter:· from Moody's Manual, and: as it' is the· com­
pany•·s own. statement, I assume it to be correct as to organiza­
tion. The matter relating to the product of its miila is. takerr 
trom other sources which are theught to be relial1le. 

It is stoutly claimed that there is no monopoly, nor anything 
remotely approaching a monopoly, in the woolen business, and 
owing to the endless variety and grades of fabrics produced 
there never can be a monopoly. Therefore, in such an industry 
where there is unrestricted· competition,. the margin of profit 
ca:n never be excessive, no matter how much higher than actu­
ally necessary the rate of duty may be. And who shall say 
what rate of duty is necessary to measure the difference in co t 
of production between America and Europe? A rate that would 
be exactly protective as against England would be in.suffi.cient 
as against Germany; a rate that would be exactly protective 
as against Germany would fall short as against Belgium; and a 
rate that would be effective as- against Belgium would fail 
utterly as against Japan. The essential thing, if the American 
market is to be kent by the American manufacturer and the 
American. workman kept employed, is to keep the rate of duty 
high enough as against all foreign competition. 

The statement made to the stockholders of the American 
iWoolen Company for last year, 1908, shews that their gross in­
come from sales and other sources amounted to $29,986,978. 
Their costs and expenses were $28-, 706,273.30, and their profits 
for the year 1908, before any dividend was made, amounted to 
$1,280,705.20. The dividend on the preferred stock required 
$2,450,000, so that their deficit for the year 1008 was $1,169,-
294.80. Of course they took that from. a surplus that had 
accumulated during· more fortunate years but the surplus. since 
the company was organized-ten. years or so · .ago-has only 
reached $8,945,000, and from that must. be deducted the above 
deficit, the depreciation, and so for.th. ' 

I ha Ye here figures taken from the· census-and, by the way, 
I do not see the Senator from Oklahoma in his seat, but )le 
made a statement the other day concerning a company which 
had paid very large dividends-the Troy Cotton and Woolen 
Company-and spoke of a 66 per cent dividend. I want to say 
that I shall take no issue with him upon the cotton question, 
because that is not under consideration now: The Troy Cotton 
and Woolen. <Jompany, never made a yard of woolen cloth a:nd 
has no interest whatever in woolen manufacturing. I suppose 
it adopted the word " woolen " in. its name with the intention 
of going into the woolen business, but during the many years that 
have since followed it is quite likely that the company-has never 
seen profit enough in the business- to enter upon it. r do not 
know of a single woolen manufactory in the United States that,, 
going back twenty years, has paid a larger dividend th"an the 
regular going. rate of interest of' the State. in which. the mil.Is: 
are located. 

New, for a moment as to· this difference, which one would 
think from the debate yesterday was a very wide one, betweerr 
the carded-wool men and the worsted. men. I know nothing of 
their dlfferences, except that I do know that the customs tariffl 
law as we have it to-day is framed, as to wool and:. woolens, like 
the acts of 1867 and- 1890; and if the manufacturers had any­
thing· whatever to do with it, it was made by the carded-wool 
men, as they were in the large majority when those acts were 
approved. . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, if it will not disturb· the 
Senator, before he I?asses the subject of the concentration ot 
capital in the· woolen and worsted industries, r desire to. say a 
word. 

Mr. w ARR.EN. I shall be glad tO' yield. 
~fr. DOLLIVER. I called attention yesterday to the organf­

za.tion of a rag trust, and the Senator in a good-liumared way 
intimated broadly that I was seeing· things. I at that time 
could' recall only in a dim sort of way a reference to this rag 
trust in a trade newspaper. I have this morning the Daily 
Trade Record,. of New York, which seems to be devoted mainly 
to the textrre-mill industries, and in the news portion of it, under 
the head of ." Rags,'' it s_ays : 

New York.-Stockholders of the United Woolen By-Products Company 
elect directors. 

The ar,ticle then goes on to describe a very interesting contro­
versy between the stockholders· and the higher officials of the 
company, in. which the issue seemed to· be the retirement- of the 
original organizer of the concern, he refusing and stating he 
had seen it first and had introduced all the rest of them to a 
"good thing;'' and therefore he felt he ought not to retire just as 
the institution--

1\fr. WARREN. Is not that-·" good· thing,,. very much of the . 
Colonel Sellers- order-very much in the future?· 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I intend to put into the RECORD, if it will 
not mutilate the Senator's speech, a statement showirrg where 
the compa:ny has its scattered headquarters. It is a very fiour.­
ishing institution, to which every carded manufacturer must ~o 
if fie would purchase the by-products which: are useful in his 
business; 
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Mr. W All.REN. What are the by-products? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I suppose they are these wastes. 
l\Ir. WARREN. I understood that was a rag trust. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. It is mainly rags. 
Mr. WARREN. What is the name of it? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. The clippings of tailor shops. 
l\Ir. WARREN. Those are rags. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. The name of it is the United Woolen By­

Products Company, so that it deals not only in the by-products 
of the manufacture-

1\Ir. WARREN. The Senator means that it proposes to deal. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. It is in full blast. [Reading:] 
Some change was made in the board of directors * • • at the 

adjourned annual meeting yesterday, * • * and, while it was stated 
the meeting was entirely harmonious, it is understood that greater con­
trol of the affairs of the company will be assumed by the clothing manu­
facturers and others actually interested. 

Then follow other matters which I will ask the privilege of 
printing. 

Mr. WARREN. It will be found on investigation that this 
" rug trust " is a myth. I will not burden the RECORD, but if I 
should take up the record of variouS' "wild-cat" mining com­
panies, with several million dollars alleged capital, which have 
had quarrels and have elected new boards of directors, the Sen­
atol' would think it was a good deal in the air. This concern 
the Senator speaks of I never heard of before. I do not know who 
called it to his attention. I doubt very much wheth~r they have 
yet gone very largely into the business, or else somebody must 
have heard of them. The Senator may have some information--

Mr. DOLLIVER. Somebody sent me that paper for another 
purpose, and as I was glancing at it my eyes caught the word 
"rags," and I thought I would inquire about it. 

l\fr. WARREN. The Senator is not able to give a balance 
sheet of the company or a statement of the amount of business 
it does? . . 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. Except the testimony of the president, who 
was refusing to retire under fire, that he inh'oduced his asso­
ciates to a good thing. 

l\Ir. WARREN. I think, possibly, they may succeed, because 
they start out in about the same way that the woolen people 
and the woolgrowers did-with a quarrel. 
. l\1r. DOLLIVER. Not to interrupt my friend too much, he 
spoke of the struggling character of the business of the Ameri­
can Woolen Company . . I happen to have here the ·president's 
recent report to the stockholders, in which he gives some very 
cheerful and optimistic figures, verified, as he says, by the treas­
urer's report, stating that the new year opened auspiciously, 
that the orders amount to $22,000,000, and that the directors 
have every reason to contemplate a greatly improved year. 

l\Ir. WARREN. What is the date of that? . 
1\-Ir. DOLLIVER. This is of the date of December 31, 1908. 
l\Ir. WARREN. I am perfectly willing that the Senator 

should insert it, but I have already had permission to insert 
the same thing. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. Very well. Then I will not encumber the 
RECORD. 

l\Ir. WARREN. This company shows a loss for 1908, as the 
Senator will see if he will look upon the fourth page of the 
report. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. There is only one page of it. 
l\1r. WARREN. Will the Senator let me see it? I think I 

can call his attention to it . 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not see how the president could be 

so cheerful with a loss stnring him in the face. 
Mr. WARREN. H e expe:!ts to make it up. If the Senator 

will look at t he third Jine from the bottom of that page, he will 
find the recorded loss, of which I speak, of nearly a million 
and a quarter of dollars. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will exa mine it when I have more leisure. 
Mr. WARREN. Yes; I hope the Senator will; and I hope the 

Senator will examine into the rag trust, because I want to be a 
member of that h ·ust. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I spoke some weeks ago about a proposal 
still further to cons~lidate the woolen industry by organizing 
profitable concentrations, and I quoted, or referred without 
quot ing, to the Kew York Journal of Commerce, which contained 
a sort of running prospectus of what was intended to be done. 
I ask the pri•ilege of printing that statement from the New 
York Journal of Commerce. It seems to be in the nature of news. 

l\Ir. WARREN. Does the Senator care to put it in just at 
this point? 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. No; I will abstain. I do not care to en­
cumber the Senator's speech with my documents. 

Mr. WARREN. I leave it to the Senator himself. I think 
there is a better place than this: I do not know what the docu­
ment is. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I did not know whether to believ-e this 
statement in the newspapers, becam:e there is always more or 
less hearsay--

1\lr. WARREN. Will the Senator give the high point of the 
statement? · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The high point which I was reaching out 
for here was a circular by bankers in Boston offering, subject 
to sale and change in price, a limited amount of the United 
States Worsted Company 7 per cent cumulative stock, at $100 
a share, which price will net the investor about 7 per cent. It 
states the number of mills that were to be included in the en­
terprise. Such a cold business proposition has led me to believe 
that the New York Journal of Commerce had misinterpreted 
the situation when it spoke only a month ago, as a matter of 
news, of the organization of the worsted industry of the country 
into another great combination. I will not, however, take 
the Senator's space in the RECORD to print it, but will study 
it, and will print it in connection with a few observations of 
my own. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator, of course, has a good ally in 
the Journal of Commerce. 

Speaking of periods of harmony and discord, I will ask the 
Secretary to read a portion of the report of which I spoke, of the 
commission which Congress authorized to investigate all mat­
ters of revenue-that of wool included. What I send to the 
desk is with reference to this particular industry. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
r equested. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
WANT OF HARMONY. 

It is known that during the rise of the manufacture of wool in Great 
Britain a want of harmony existed between the woolgrowers and woolen 
manufacturers which not a little retarded the progress of their indus· 
try, lessened their influence with the Government, and damaged their 
interests in other respects. A similar want of harmony and good in­
tellieence was exercising a like injurious influence here. As nothing can be more certain than that the industrial interests of 
these two classes iu the United States are substantially identical, it 
was a principal object to have the fullest possible interchange of 
opinion between them. Upon the first intimation of the wishes of the 
commission the necessary conferences commenced and continued for 
more than six month:;, without much pause, by conventions and sepa­
rate and joint committees, in which the various interests of each class 
and thfl united interests of both were subjected to a scrutiny so patient, 
so intelligent, and so discriminating that the utmost deference and 
weight is due, and should be awarded, to conclusions so carefully pre-

paJ~~nt meetings were held in Syracuse, in the city of New York, in 
Philadelphia, and in· Washington. 

As the carefully prepared opinions and statements of these com­
mittees will form a portion of this report. it is not proper here to ~tici­
pate what is so well stated by them. It was assumed, as a pomt of 
departure. that growing wool and increasing flocks of sheep were of 
national importance with reference to clothing, food, and the general 
interests of agriculture. 

l\Ir. WARREN. l\fr: President, I wUI ask to print. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair. hears no objec­

tion to the request of the Senator from Wyoming, nor to the 
request to print which the Senator heretofore has made. 

Mr. WAR.REN. I wish it to be distinctly understood-and I 
make the statement subject to the challenge of any Senator or 
Senators present-that at no time in the history of the United 
States since the imposition of a tariff on woolens has there been 
any considerable length of time during which either the wool­
growing industry or the wool~manufacturing industry was suc­
cessful unless both were. When I speak of that I do not mean -
that the woolgrowers have been successful in every State, but I 
refer to the industry as a whole. And when I speak of the 
manufacturers I do not say that there may not be mills, or even 
groups of mills, that have been successful, but I mean the manu­
facturers of woolens as a whole. 

Take the complaint made yesterday by the Senator from Iowa 
regarding the carded-woof men. I have looked carefully through 
all they hav-e said and I have looked through the records, and 
I find that only a small percentage of the carded-wool mills 
either signed this "round robin " or entertain the v-iews repre­
sented by the items read from the desk yesterday and incor­
porated in the speech of the Senator from Iowa. .The records 
show 747 carded-wool mills, and only 74 signed the protest. 

I have a number of tables here, which have been taken from 
well-known authorities, largely from the census of the United 
States, and I will ask that they be incorporated in my reniarks. 

The PRESIDE:NT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. HEYBURN. l\Ir. President, I rise for a question. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wyo­

ming yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
. l\Ir. WARREN. I do. . 

Mr. HEYBURN. What effect would it have upon the price of 
beef if all the mutton were withdrawn from market that fur­
nishes animal food to the people? 
· Mr. WARREN. It would very materially raise it. 
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Mr. President, this difference ·about which I have spoken, if 
there is one, between the carded-wool manufacturer and the 
worsted men is of recent date. The wool_grower is equally in­
terested in the manufacturer of carded wool ·and the manu­
facturer of worsted-if he uses new raw wool and the legitimate 
wastes therefrom, and not shoddy, rags, and substitutes. If 
the carded-wool manufacturer happens to be one who 11ses 
nothing but shoddy and rags, of course the grower's intere1)t in 
him is less; but nevertheless the grower sta:nds ready ·at any and 
all times to bring about any improvement that can be ·brought 
about for the carded-wool men, unless he has to lose his tariff 
protection on wool by a lowering of the duty on wool wastes 
which will displace his J)roduct. 

Mr. President, the qnestion that is now before us is on these 
wastes. Excepting nails, there is not a single one of them 
enumerated in the paragraph that is used by the carded-wool 
men. Of course they can use an classes of wool and wastes, 
but they do not use them, because the wersted men use all 
their own wastes except noils. The word " waste " is a mis­
nomer. It is purified wo0l. It is wool that has passed be­
yond the stage of scoured wool and is a -stil1 cleaner and more 
valuable product. On the other hand, as to the manufacture of 
noils, which are mentioned in another paragraph, the noils are 
u eful in making carded wool and are very much sought after; 
yet they are a natural product of the worsted men, and the 
more worsted cloth ma.de the more noils in this country, and 
the more noi1s made the cheaper the market price of noils. 

There has been some controversy about the refined wool 
article called "tops." 

Tops_ are selected, cleaned, pure, scoured wool, and in making 
them the wool has lost thus far in process of manufacture a 
large -percentage which mnst be sold a.ta greatly reduced price-­
that .is to say, noils and the several forms of wastes. And 
hence a .duty must be levied 'Very much higher than that upon 
wool itself in order to pTotect the woolgrower, because if tops 
come in at a duty relatively lowel' than craw wool, then the duty 
on raw wool must be immediately lowered, or the ilow of raw 
wool will decrease and the stream of tops increase, and the rate 
of duty on raw wool will be practically reduced just that much. 

Tops represent the result of the first process from scoured 
wool toward the manufacture of cloths, yarns, and so forth. 

Tops, as such, are first mentioned in the tariff act of 1890, 
although they would have found a place in the so-called "basket 
clause" in preceding acts, which provided for manufactures of 
every description not specifically enumerated. The language of 
the act of 1890 was as follows : 

390. Wools a:nd hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals, 
in the form of roping, roving, or tops, and all wool and llair which 
have been advanced in any manner or by ·any process of manufacture 
beyond the washed or scoured condition, not specially provided for in 
this act, shall be subject to th~ same duties as .are imposed upon manu­
factures of wool not special],y .Provided for in this act. 

And by referring to the paragraph covering woolen and 
worsted cloths, and so forth, it will be seen that the duty on 
tops thus became--

On manufactures valued at less than 30 cents a pound, three times 
the duty on a pound of first-class unwashed wool plus 40 per cent ad 
valorem. 

And even under the act of 1894, when scoured wool could be, 
and was, imported free of duty, large quantities of tops were 
imported, notwithstanding the 20 per cent ad -valorem differ­
ence between scoured wool and tops (equal to a displacement 
of 20,000,000 pounds of raw wool). This proves the great dif­
ference in value between scoured wool and tops. 

Probably the reason for specifically mentioning tops in the 
law of 1890 was the result of a ruling of the Treasury Depart­
ment officials, following 'the act of 1883, under l\ir. Cleveland's 
first administration. That ruling permitted "broken tops" to 
come in as "waste," at 10 cents per pound. 

Is it any wondel.", then, that the subject of tops became~ live 
wire, and that its consideration challenged the attention of 
manufactuTers and growers alike, but more especiaDy the ln.tter, 
as this misruling of the department had permitted a product 
which, according to the act of 1894, was considered to be 20 
per cent more valuable than scoured wool, to come in at less 
than one-third the tariff on scoured wool? 

In the Dingley Act it was thought best to allow tops to go 
back into the "basket clause," where they would bear the same 
relation to scoured wool as before, .except that noils, which 
compose one of the wastes and amount to practically one-sixth 
of the scoured wool, were reduced from 30 cents a pound to 
20 cents, noils being considered to be worth only 60 per cent of 
the value of scoured wool. 

This reduction of 331 per cent in noils .gave an advantage to 
car-ded wool manufacturers .and to such other manufacturers, 
if any, as required noils, domestic and foreign, for use in the 
manufacture ·Of their product. 

Of course whatever wool is imported in noils displaces that 
much clean wool. 

Tops are now made of all grades of wool grown in this 
country. Nearly every pound we grow can be combed nnd 
made into tops with the late inventions of French and American 
combs, short though tlie staple .may be. Even the taglocks may 
become handsome combed top. 

I have here [exhibiting] a sample of taglock and a sample 
of top made from similar taglocks. The tags are about as 
ordinary and unattractive looking a lot as could be shown, 
while the combed product is smooth and attractive. If .all of 
our home product should be combed, then every pound of it 
would yield noils; and as the worsted maker who use tops 
for their yarns can not use their noils, and as the carded wool 
makers are the only consumers of noils, it would seem that the 
latter could themselves make the price, for the worsted spinners 
must .dispose of noils in one of the following ways : 

First. Sell them to carded-wool manufacturers. 
Second. Export them and sell abroad. 
Third. Go into the carded-wool manufacturing business 

themselves. 
AO'ail1 if our importations are raw wool, then the tops are 

mad~ therefrom on this side, and the noils also. So there 
M'OU1d seem to be no necessity for the importation of noils. 

The carded-wool manufacturers are certainly worthy, and 
we would accord them every attention ; but up to this time T 
have not been able to get from them any plan for a change in 
duties that does not involve unfavorable results for the wool-Valued from 30 cents to 40 cents, three and one-half times plus 40 

per cent. growers. 
Valued at ·more than 40 .cents, four times plus 50 per cent. Ad valorem duties have never been satisfactory. 

Mr. P.resident, Tegarcling the carded-wool manufacturers, some 
The _price of tops abroad has run from 35 cents to 60 cents of them complain of the schedules. At the time the rates of the 

per pound. . . . wool schedule were determiiled upon-before . the 1867 tariff-
Tops w~e next mentioned m the act of 1894, which made raw very little worsted was manufactured in this country, in fact, 

~ool free, m the grease or scoured. The duty placed upon tops scarcely any at all, and, therefore, it was practically all carded 
m tha~ act was 20 ~r cent ad valorem, the language of the wool, and whatever influence was exercised by the manufac-
law bemg as follows· . ttlrers in O'aining this schedule, now deemed . too high as to 

279. On flocks, .mungo., shoddy, garnetted waste and card-ed waste, oolen goods or whatever inequalities if any there may be in 
and carbonized noils or carbonized wool, 15 per cent ad valorem, and W • ' . • hr" _ ' i;;: ' f ·eff 
on wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goa.t, alpaca, .or other like ani- 1 the tariffs on wools of different s inkage..,, ~a.me rom . orts of 
mals, in the form of roving, roping, or tops, 20 per cent ad valorem. the carded-wool men, -as they were the dommant party m all of 

Tops were covered by the Dingley Act as follows: those negotiations. Rates and ratios ~ave not ;111.aterially 
changed, but have been much the same m the tanff acts of 364. Wool and hair which have been advanced in any manner or by O d 

1897 any proce s of m8;Ilufacture. bey~nd the washed . or s~oured condition, 1867, 189 , an · 
not specially proVIded for m this act, shall be subJect to the ·same Noils which seem to be one of the products of which the 
duties as are imposed upon manufactures of wool not specially provided carded-~ool people complain, were made 10 cents lower, or 20 
ftir in this act. cents per pound in the Dingley Act, while they were 30 cents 

This clause is exactly, word for word, like that of the 1890 per pound in the McKinley Act. 
act except for the omission of the lines in which were enu- Noils are only one of the many waste products, there being 
me~ated the various forms of wool and hair so advanced, and very many others, such as slubbing, garnetted waste, ring 
so forth, waste, roving waste, top waste, ya1n waste, and thread waste; 

The act of 1894 was not considered to be the woolgrowers' · also the commoner kinds, such as mungo, shoddy, and general 
friend, but it did propose to give the wool manufacturers some waste. Slubbing, garnetted waste, and so forth~ are used in the 
manner .of protection, and the 20 per cent a.d valorem ·duty worsted manufactures, ·the others in the carded ma.m1factures. 
which Congress then .Placed upon tops was its ·conception of the We have had :various experiences and ,examples in importing 
difference in value brought about by the labor- performed and these wastes in their effect upon our domestic weol. Every 
by taking .out a large· ·percentage of short and Jess -valnabfo pound of these wastes imported displaces from 1 to 3 pounds 
wooL of domestic wool, and of course rags, shoddy, mung(}, flocks, 

y' 
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[Values above 60 and not exceeding 80 cents per poun-0.} 
and so forth, are, to an extent, a fraud upon the consumer. 
They are used to thicken and make cloths heavier. Portions 
are woyen in so that they will stay in place and give some 
wear as well as warmth, but much of the material rubs off, as Year 
many of us know, by finding large deposits in the linings and eJ~g 
around the bottoms of our coats and vests. When the Wilson 30-

Rate of duty. Quantity. Value. 
DtltY col- Aver- Ad va· 

lected. p:i~:. lorem._ 

law made all of these wastes free, the tremendous increase in 
their importation was phenomenal, notwithstanding all kinds 
of raw wool were free. 

In the first year after the passage of the Wilson-Gorman law 
importations which had been but 1,000,000 or less per annum 
before, increased to over 20,000,000 pounds, displacing about 
60,000,000 pounds of our domestic wool in grease; this, too, 
when foreign wool8 came in free. The only protection our 
people have against the filthy rags and old clothing of foreign 
countries, which are ground up into shoddy, mungo, flocks, and 
so forth, for use, is to put a high tariff upon them-I person­
ally wish that it might be prohibitive-so that pure wools may 
be imported as freely as may be to cover the difference between 
the amount of wool we raise and the amount we consume. 

This would lessen the temptation for this counterfeiting, 
diluting, and, I might almost say, swindling business of grind-

1886--- 24 cents per pound 
ancl 35 per cent. 

1887~- -----d0----------------1888 _______ do _________ . _______ _ 
. 1889 _________ do ________________ _ 
1890 ________ do~--------------· 

Pounds. 
8,985,00 $6,216.30 

136,889,00 100,633.33 
315,578.13 229,733.65 
477,6i8.72 34:2,697.34 
461~935.88 335,136.14 

Per ct. 
$i,332.10~$0.692 69.69 

68,075.03 .735 67.65 
155,145.53 . 728 67.97 
23"4,579.8 . 717 68.45 
228,169.45 .725 68.08 

[Values above 80 cents per pound.] 

1886 ____ 35 cents per pound 36,920.44 $39,550.31~ $28,746.2~ $1.07 
and 40 per' cent. 

1887 _________ do_________________ 77,097 .15 81, 722.4 59,673.03 1.06 
' 1888 ____ -----do----·----------· 226,709.60 254,067.83 180,975.5 1..12 
. 1889 _________ dj__________________ 521,470.48 587,801.13 417 ,435.21 1.13 

1soo ________ do_________________ 630,992.30 765,205.77 526,9'29.68 i.21 

72.66 

73.o-2 
71.23 
71.08 
68.86 

ing up and selling over and over again for decades and centu- · YAR:>is, wooLEl'I Axo WORSTED. 

• ries rags and refuse of what was once pure wool and woven [Values above 30 and not above 40 cents per pound.} 

into good, honest cloth. But as the Wilson-Gorman Act was a · 1 ~I 
failure-was acknowledged so in every respect. as to its effect 1883. ___ 20 cents per pound 2,406.33 $029.51 $701.60 $0.262 111.45 
on wool and woolen imports-I will let it drop for the present lS88 

12 
and 3~ per eent." d 

1 258 400 38 471 863 0
-

316 168 03 
· 

375 67 as a bygone folly, and will turn baek to the effect of the act of ---- a:/in35 p~eE~~ ' ' · ' · 0 
' • • 

1883, which, while leaving the woolgrowers' 1·ates on wool at t887 _________ do ________________ . 661,086.43 241,074.00 163,706.28 .36- 67.90 

satisfactory figures, did not leave margin enough, the manufac- i===== =====~g=~============~ ~:·~~-~ ~~·b~~-fig ~~~·~·~f -~ ~~~ 
turers were Il(}t given the proper ratio, and hence they were isoo _________ do------~----~---- · 737;762:13 232:054:00 is1:130:36 :383 66.35 
driven into the use of these wastes. 

Importations under act of 1883. [Values above 40 and not above 60 cents per pound.1 

RAGS, SHODDY, MUNGO, WASTE, AND FLOCKS. 

Year 
ending 
June 
30-

1883--~- 30 cents per pound l,958.00 $999.35 $939.17 $0.51~1 and 35 per cent.<» 

A 
1886 ____ 18 cents per pound 1,353,836.75 733,584.41: 500,445.20 .542 

Duty col- ver- Ad :va- ' and 35 per cen-t. 

00. 77 

~.2i 

68'.08 
67.M 
66.95 
67.79 

Iected. P~~. lorem. 1887 _________ do________________ 753,993.72 410,264.12 279,311.35 • 
1888 ____ --~-do _______________ . l,985,028.481,09i,621.20 740,422.-05 .5.51 

Quantity. Value. Rate of duty. 

Pounds. 
1884--- 10 cents per pound---- ,225,360.50 $533,739.-00 
1880---- _____ dO----------------- 2,696,517. 919, 771.00 
1887 _________ dO--- --- • --- ------ - 4, 902,38LOOJ1,85a,-618..00 
188& ___ ---~-do~------------ 4,0£7 ,73L001l,575,.0l3.-00 
1889 _______ do------·--·---_·-- 8,418,984,0013,339,-480,00 
1890 ________ do _____________ -- -14,985,266.00

1
2,037, 731.00 

CLOTHS. 

Per ct. 
$122,536.05~·$0.436 22.97 
269,65.l.70 .341 ~.32 
4-90' r238 .10 • 379 26 .41 
400,773.10 .388 25.75. 
847,8~.4 .394 25.39 
498,526.60 .409 24,46 

[Values not exceeding 80 cents per pound.) 

1889 _________ do--~------------- 2,567,().)0.061,446,064.60 968,193.22 .563 isoo ________ do ________________ I,l.98,465.87 657,829.15 445,96i.15 .54 

[Values abe-ve· 60 a.nd not a.bove 80 cents per pound.] 

1883 ____ 40 cents per pound~ 87,467.25 $64,759.15 $64,759".l5J~.7{() 
and 35 per cent.<> 

1888---- 24 cents per pound 1,196,202.56 819,258.82 573,829.19 .685 
a-na: 35 per cent~ 

1887 _________ d<>----------------· ,.275,8U.'ro 815,280.12 612,550.81 .686 
1888 ____ ----..d<>-- --- ----------· 820,656 . .SO 551,819.00 390,00!.28 .67'2 
1889 ____ -----d-0----------------· 726,0-23.51 475,973.00 340,836.20 .656 
1390 _______ AO---u-~~--·-----·/··180,144.63 795,064.00 561,507.11 .674-

89.03 

70.0! 

6'9.0S 
70.69 
71.6! 
70.62' 

188-1---- 35 cents per pound~ 383,055.83 $242,975.17 $219~110.83 $0'.634 90.17 · MANUFACTl1RES OF' WORSTED~ THE HAIR OF THE ALPAC"A, GOAT, OR OTlrElt 
. ANTh1A.LS,. N- S. P. F. (EXCEPT SUC°l:t AS ARlil COMPO-SED· IN PART OE' 

WOOL). 
and 35 per cent. 

1886---- _____ do________________ 510,3-77.so 313,678.81 288,410.83 .615 
1887 _________ do _________________ l,117,564.40 713,315.94 640,808.21 .638 
1888 _________ do _______________ I, 736, 705.861,072,993.27 983,394.69 .618 
1889 _________ dO------------ 1,915,.138.161,l.24, 766..1.81,063,966.68 . .fEl 

91.95 
89.81 
91.65 
94.59 

L Values above 40 and :not exceeding 60 cents. per pound.] 

1890 _________ do _________________ 7, 715,276.96 5,136,205.19 4.-505,018.95 . .668 3·7 .37 1883---- 30 c-ents per pound 124,096.i ~.wo.oo $60.661.46 $0.539 90.61 
and 35 per cent.a 

1884 ____ 

1886 ____ 
1887 ____ 
1888 ____ 
1889 ____ 
1890----

MANUFACTURES OF WOOL, N. S. P. F. 

[Values not exceeding 80 cents per pound.] 

35 cents per pollD.d 68,101.25 $il,307.17 ~.~2.98 
and 35 per cent. _____ do _________________ 99,540.50 61,691.78 56,431.30 

_____ do __ - --- - - -- - -- ---- 123,783.46 80,510.00 71,502.76 
_____ do ___ --- - ---------- 109,508.60 62, 771.00 60,297 . .s;s 
_____ do- -- ------ -- ---- -· 304,720.72 121,838.00 114,295.60 
_____ do ______ --- __ -- __ -·- 260,636.W 157,133.85 146,219.85 

[Values above 80 cents per pound.] 

$0.60'7 92. 70' 

.608 91.47 

.650 88.81 . 
,573 96.06 
.595 93.81 
.600 93.05 

1886---- 35 cents per pound 574, 71.3.39 $9'98,955 .80 $600, 732.0'2 $1. 74 60.14 
and 40 per cent. 

1887 _________ do _________________ 993,500.111,421,735.00 916,419.10 1.43 &i .46 
1888---- _____ do----------------- 700,826".431,021,284.28 653,803.05 1.4.<i 64.92 
1889- ________ dO-- ---- ---- ---- --- 594,417 .38 905,833.46 570,379.46 1.52 62.97 
18!JO _________ do_________________ 982,690.481,458,112.87 929,186.82 · 1.48 63.59 

FLANNELS. • 
[Values above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per pound.J · 

1886 ____ 18 cents per pound 3,890.~ $1,939.00 $1,378.95r$0.498 
and 35 per cent. 

1887 _________ do________________ 4,653.37 2,653.37 1,796.10 .551 
1sss _________ do_________________ 310,306.03 158,306.03 111,222.15 .511 
1889·---- _____ dO·----------------· 367,299.50 189,84&.00 132,560.71 .517 
1890 ____ -----dO---------------- - 266,344-. ' 142,121.66 97,684.60 .534 I 

71.12 

67.69 
70.26 
69.82 
68.73 

1884 ____ 18 eents per pound 577,.519.25 327,828.00 218,003.31 .568 66'. 71 
and 35 per cent. 

I.SS&----- _____ dO'---~-----~-~---- 2,057.'l37.501,125,444.00 764,297.97 .54'1 61.91 
}887 ____ --~--d0---------------.1,588,069.60 859,029. 70 585',512.92 .541 68.28 
1888---- _____ dO--- ------------ - 2,223, 739. 1,2311701:.00 831,368.42 .554 67.50 
1889 _________ do_.------------ _.

1

3, 7Cll ,698. 97j2,047, 427.00,1,383-, 985.2S • 552 67 .60 
1soo _________ do---------------- 518,723.25

1 

275,626.00 189,839.28 .531 68.88 

(Values above 60 and not exceeding 80 cents per pound.] 

1883---- 4.0 cents per pound 374,543.25 $272,959 .~ $245,352.951$0.729 89:89 
and 35 per cent.a 

1884---- 24 cents per pound m ,327.25 560,219.08 382,635.23 . nl 68.30 
and 35 per cent. 

1886--- _____ do _______________ 2, 795,244-.oo1t,.992,840.!i3 1,368,352.89 . 71.a 68.66 
1887 _________ do _________________ 3, 785,978.60

1

2. 740,630.001,867 ,855.36' . 724 68.15 
1888---- _____ do---------------- 14,616,268.85 3,358,232.0012.~83,285 . n . m 67.99 
1889-- _______ do ___ ------------ - 5,949, 772.34 4,2<]2,352.00

1

2,898, 768.55 • 7(fl 68. 98 
1890---- _____ do·---------------- 500,278.25 31»,331.00 244,082.63 .708 68.89 

[Values above 80 cents per pound.] 

1883 ____ 50 cents per pound 438, 775. 77 $608,803.oo/ $432,468.94 
and 35 per cent." 

· ISS4 ____ 35 cents per pound l,23'!,677.251,508,724.~1,035,626.67 
and 40 per cent. 

1ssa _________ do ________________ 1,483,811.38 2,098,553.03 1,358, 755.24 
1887 _________ do ________________ . l,343,256.80 l,469,66L 751,058,004.68 
1888--~- -----do ________________ . I,2'51,398.581,313,&-i.26 OOS,530.09 
1889---- _____ do _________________ 2,298,026.58 2,576,.565. 

1

1,834,005.58 
1s90 _________ do ________________ . 1,1s1,200.ss 1,308,514.41 936,84'1'.13 

a Under act of 1867 rates. 

$1.39 71.0{ 

1.22 68.64 

1.fl. 64. 75 
1.09 71:.90 
1.05 73.34 
1.12 71.22 
1.11 71.60 
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Number of pounds of wool imported in form, of wastes or manufactures. Table showi11g the raw wool prodiiced in eacli of the principal •tvooZ­
pt·oducing countries of the wo7'ld. 

1883. 1889. 

Wastes _________ --------------------- - -- - ---- - -- - - - - - - - - - -
Cloths _____________ ------------------ _____________________ _ 
Manufacturers of wool n. o. p. f-----------------------· 
Yarm>------------------------------- ________ --- _ --- -------
Worsteds--------------------------- ______________________ _ 

Pounds. 
3,676,000 
1,187,460 
2,503,155 

319,226 
1,994,556 

Pounds. 
25,437,952 
23,462,210 
4, 712,668 

14, 04.2 '44-0 
38,629,880 

TotaL_______________________ ___ _ ____ __ _ ___ _ _ ___ _ _ __ _ 9,680,477 106,285,150 

The importations thus shown in the five years from 1884 to 
1889 amount to · increases from less than one and one-quarter 
million pounds to almo t eight and one-half million pounds; and 
the number of pounds of wool imported in the form of waste 
or manufactures increased from 9,680,477 pounds in 1883 to 
106,2 5,150 pounds in 1889. 

I submit herewith a table showing the number of sheep in 
1840, 1850, 1860, 1867, and every year thereafter, the values 
being given for each year, beginning with 1868. 

I also submit a table of the products, imports, and so forth, 
of wool for 1840, 1850, 1860, 1864, and from that time up to 
and including H.108. I want to say in passing that in 1860, when 
the annual record I submit commenced, we were importing in 
wools and. cloths 42.6 per cent of our consumption. Since that 
time it has run as low as 11.9 per cent in the year 1868, which 
was immediately after the ciYil war, when immense quantities 
of woolen army stuffs were distributed. It has run as high as 
57.8 per cent in 1897; has run above 45 per cent for several 
years, and in others above 40 per cent. But in 1908-the low­
est year-it was but 27.9 per cent. 

I call attention to this showing because the claim is often 
made that protection of the woolgrower is a failure, since the 
number of sheep is growing less and less, while our wants for 
wool are growing more and more. 

An examination of all of the figures which I have submitted 
will show: 

First. That if we had had a continuance of protection, such 
as has been afforded for le s than half of the time, we would 
have been growing all of our own wool. 

Second. That notwithstanding the many years when we have 
suffered from insufficient protection, we have nevertheless in­
creased a fair a i"'erage. 

The world's flocks of sheep number practically 500,000,000 
head. In 1894 it was nearly 527,000,000, but had decreased up 
to 1904 to a little over 450,000,000, being a decrease of almost 
72,000,000 head, or nearly 14 per cent, which occurred in the 
countries that did not have protection for the woolgrowers. 
Some part of it, and quite a large part, was caused by the 
drought in Australasia. The total number of sheep in Austral­
asia ln 1903-at the time of this low ebb in the world's number 
of sheep-was 75,765,457. But the figures of 1907 show that their 
flocks have increased with the good seasons and good prices 
since that time to 10 ,871,681 head. This increase of 33,106,224 
head in four years is extremely interesting, as it shows an in­
crease of about 44 per cent, or 11 per cent per annum, and shows 
what sheep may do tmder favorable circumstances. 

In this country the sheep are widely distributed. We have 
no general droughts, such as beset the woolgrowers in Australa­
sia, but, on the other hand, we have to contend with unfavorable 
weather conditions, high values of land, and lack of pasturage; 
nor do we have the benefits which the government of Austral­
asia bestows upon- the flock masters in that country. 

During the consideration of House bill 9051, Fiftieth Congress, 
second session, on January 21, 1880, Senator Vance, of North 
Carolina, stated that Australasia led the world in the number 
of sheep and lambs, and he presented the following tables 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 20, pt. 2, 50th Cong., 2d sess., p. 
1031): 
Table shoioing the numbe1· of sheep a,id lambs of the principal wool­

producing countries of the u;orld. 

SHEEP AND LAMBS. 

Russia in Europe (1882)-------------------·------ - --­
United Kingdom ( 1886 )------------------------------­
France (1885)---------------------------------------

~~~!~~lf~~~~~====================================== United States of America (1887)----------~-----------
Ai·gentine Republic (1885 >----------------------------­
Uruguay (1884)-------------------------------------­
Australasia (1 84 and 1885 >-------------------------­
India (1877 and 1878)----------------------------- --­
Cape Colony and Natal (1875 and 1885)----------------

Number. 
47,508,966 
28,955,240 
22,616,547 
16,939,288 
19,189,715 
10,594,831 
44, 759,314 
75,000,000 
15,921,069 
78,888,710 
17,140,757 
11, 815, 225 

QUA..~TITIES PRODUCED. 
Pounds. 

Russia in Europe (1884) _________ ------------------~ 262, 966, 000 
United Kingdom ( 1885 >-----------=-------------------- 135, 936, 000 
France (1882)------------------------------------ - - 80,13 ,000 

~~~~~
1

~I
8

>1>===================================== g~:~~~:888 Eungary ( 1885 >------.------------------------------- 43, 146, 000 
United States of America ( 1885 >---------------------- 302, 000, 000 
Argentine Republic (18 5)---------------------------- 283,047,000 
Uruguay (1884)------------------------------------- 59,0 4, 000 
Austrnlasia (1885-1886)----------------------------- 455, 470, 000 
British East Indies____________ __ ____________________ 36, 354, 000 
Capa Colony and Natal (1885)------------------------ 46, 605, 000 

These tables showed that the United State was second in 
wool producing and fourth in number of sheep and lambs of 
all the countries in the . world. 

WOOL PRODUCTION OF THE ARGE"'TINE REPUBLIC. 

Census reports of May, 1905 and 1908, show the following: 
1905. 1908. 

Sheep and lambs _______________ number __ 74,379, 562 67,211 754 
Exports of wool ________________ pounds __ 421,09 ,000 386,981:000 

Wool production bas to be figured by the wool exportation· and as 
little~ if any, manufacturing of woolens occurs in Argentina, the figures 
showrng exports would be practically the full production. 

In order to show the prices of wool, rags, shoddy, wastes, 
and so forth, I submit here the following tables, which give 
the market rates on May 15 : 

Boston wool ma1·ket-Do-mestic wools. 

[From the Commercial Bulletin, Boston, Mass., May 15, 1909.] 
OHIO AND PENNSYLVANIA FLEECES. xx __________________________________________________ 34 

x --------------------------------------------------- 32 
No. 1 washed------------------------------------'----- 39 
No. 2 washed----------------------------------------- 39 
Fine unwashed---------------------------------------- 24 
Fine unmerchantable ---------------------------------- 2() 
~ blood combing ________________________________ __ ____ 31 
~ blood combing _______________________________________ 31 
~ blood combing _______________________________________ 30 
Delaine washed--------------------------------------- 39 
Delaine unwashed _________ ---------------------------- 31 

MICHIGAN, WISCONSIN, AND NEW YORK FLEECES. 

@35 
@33 
@40 

~ 
40 
25 
27 

@32 

®1 ~~ 
40 
32 

Fine unwashed---------------------------------------- 23 @ 24 
Delaiile unwashed------------------------------------- 28 @ 30 
~ blood unwashed--------------=-----------~----------- 30 @ 31 
~ blood unwashed------------------------------------- 30 @ 31 
!: blood ---------------------------------------------- 29 @ 30 

KENTUCKY, INDIANA, AND ll!ISSOURI. 
blood---------------------------------------------- 30 ~ 31 

~ blood----------------------------------------------- 29 31 
Braid ----------------------------------------------- 24 25 

Scom·ed values. 

TEXAS. 
Fine 12 months----------------------------------- ---- G5 @ 67 
Fine 6 to 8 months------------------------------------ 58 @ 60 
Fine fall --------------------------------------------- 53 @ 55 

CALIFORNIA. 

Northern --------------------------------------------
Middle county----------------------------------------
Fall, free --------------------------------------------
Fall, defective ----------------- - ----------------------

OREGON. 
Eastern No. 1 staple----------------------------------Eastern clothing _____________________________________ _ 

~~u:~ ~~: ~========================================== Valley No. 3----------------------------- -------------
TERRITORY. 

~~: ~~7:R~effi-8ta-Pie==================================== Fine clothing----------------------------------------·-Fine medium clothing _________________________________ _ 

~ blood---------------------------------------------­
§ blood ---------------------------------------------­
~blood----------------------------------------------

PULLED. 

Extra ----------------------------------------------­
Flne A-----------------------------------------------
A supers--------------------------------------------­
B supers_ ------------------ --------------------------

~i~~P~~~~ini========================================= Medium combing--------------------------------------
Coarse combing---------------------------------------

g~1~~~~l; ~:c~s~d====================================== 
Foreign wools-Classes 1 an<l 11. 

AUSTRALIAN-SCOURED BASIS. 

Port Philip combing : 

63 @ 65 
55 @58 
45 @48 
37 @38 

68 ~ 70 60 62 
53 55 
52 @ 53 
47 @50 

70 ~ 72 68 70 
65 § 66 63 G5 
65 , 67 
62 ~ 63 65 66 

70 @ 72 
63 @ 66 
55 @ 60 
46 (q} 53 
30 @ 35 
60 @. G5 
54 @58 
47 @50 
65 @70 
55 @60 

~8~====:========================================= ~~ ~ ~g 648---------------------------------------------- 78 ~ 80 
608---------------------------------------------- 74 @.I 75 
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NEW ZEALANO. 
Crossbreds ; 

36s to 40s---------------------------------------- 44 
408---------------------------------------------~ 45 
46s------------------------------------------·--- 53 
50S-------------- .-----------------------------~- 60 o6s ______________________________________________ U3 

Geelong 46s----------------------------------- 57 
Geelong 50s-------------------------------- 6;) 

g~~}~~~ 36~=====::::::::::================== ~~ 
MONTEVIDEO. 

Grease: 

@46 
@47 
@57 
@62 
(d) 66 
1i· 60 
(qj G7 
0170 
@82 

~~fi.~~~~~~-=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~1 r£ 3~ 
Merino------------------------------------------ 3'.! @ 33 

AilG:t:'XTINE C;ttOSSBREDS. 
Lincoln-------------------------------~-------------- 29 @30 

(@ 32 
(W, 35 
@36 

Low ?J: blood------------------------------------------- 31 
Straight :\ blood --------------------------------------- 34 
.High ~ blood__________________________________________ 35 

ENGLISH AND IRISH. 
Lincolnwether--------------------------------------- 29 @l 31 

@38 
f!~ 36 
@38 
@3t.i 

rn:~ ~~f~:~~=~-=--=--=--=-·:::.-=-~--=-:-=--:.::-=--=-==:.::.:::::::-=.::::::::::::::: i1 
Shropshire bogs --------------------------------------- 36 
Shropshire wether --------------------------------- 34 

CLASS III. 
Aleppo washed---------------~------------------------ 30 @ 32 
Angora---- ------------------------------------------ 16 @ -
Bokhara, colors -----·---------------------------------- 15 @ 16 Bokhara, white ________________________________________ 21 @ 22 

Chin.a combing--------------------------------------- 19 @ 20 
China ordinfil'Y---------------------------------------- 14 @ 15 
Donskoi combing -------------------------------------- 28 @ 29 Donskoiordinary ______________________________________ 24 @ 25 

Jorias----------------------------------------------- 27 @ 29 
Kandahar------------------------------------------~ 26 @ 27 
Karadi choice---------------------------------------- !al -
Karadi ordinary---------------------------------- @l -
Khorassan first cliP----------------------------------- 20 @ 22~ 
Khorassan second cliP--'-------------------------------- 19 @ 20 
Vickaneer -------------------------------------------- 27 @ 28 

• ~Iossul--------------------------------------------- (~ _ 
Scotch---------------------------------------------- 18 @ 19 

Nou,s.-There was an improvement in demand for all fine noils, both 
domestic and foreign. Soro P. dealers are well sold up. Coarse grades 
are also receiving a fair sh. re of attention, and some sellers have ad­
vanced their prices during this past week. One-fourth blood noils 
range from 21 to 26 cents; three-eighths noils, best grades, 32 to 33 
cents, lower grades, 28 to 31 cents; one-half blood, 40 to 45 cents, 
lower . grades, S8 to 39 cents; fine domestic noils, 50 cents ; fine Aus­
tralian, 60 cents: fine Australian, carbonized, 65 to 70 cents. 

SHODDIES. 
White yarn, best all wooL _____________________________ 40 
White knit stock, best fine all wool------------~---------- 30 
White knit stock, No. 2------------------------------- 25 
New blue elip, best, fine-----------~---------------- 22 
New blue clIP------------------------------------- 17 

@-

§ 35 
28 
25 

New black, fine worsted _______________________________ 28 @~ 18~ a 30 Light yarn, extra fine __ ___________________ ___________ 25 

Dark mixed. extra fine, and free from cotton and silk------ 22 
28 

@24 
@J 16 
@24 
(@ 24 
@16 
@ 22 
@17 
@28 
0: 26 
@ 18 
@l 20 
@ 16 
@24 

Medium to coarse goods all-wool yarn ____________________ 14 
Red flannel, all wool-------------------------------- 22 Red knit stock, strictly all wooL ______________________ 22 
No. 2 dark blue, hosiery, not all wQoL~----------------- 14 
Fine dark merino, all wool No. 1------------------------ 18 
Medium dark merino,- all wool No. 2 __________________ 15 
Fine light merino, all wooL __________________________ 26 
Fine black merino, all wooL---------------------------- 20 Medium light merino, all wooL ________________________ 16 
Fine black, No. 2---------~-------~----------------- :t 7 
l\Iedium black ------------------------------------- 1.4 
Fancy colors, all wool----- ---------------------------- 20 

EXTRACTS. 

Regular graY-----------------------~-----------------
Black-----------------------------~----------------­
Light----------------------~------------------------
Fancy colors ----------------------------------------Choice black, strictly fine_ ____________________________ _ 

NEW CLIPS. 

Fine merchant tailors' cliPS---------------------------­
Merchant tailors' clips--------------------------------­
Factory wool clips-----------------------------------
Choice light------------------------------------------
Ordinary light clips-----------------------------------
Plain blacks------------------------------------------
Fine dark-----------------------------------------­
Medium dark---------------------------------------­
Plain blues-----------------------------------------
Black worsteds---------------------------------------­
Blue worsteds-------------------------------------·---
New fancies-----------------------~-----------------
New blue serges------------------------------------­
New black serges--------------------- ----------------
Ulxed unions----------------------··------------------
Light unions------~-----------------------------------
Blue unions------------------------------------------
Fine dark unions-------------------------------------
0Pdinary dark unions-------------------------------­
New satinets---------------------~--------------------
Cloakings -------------------------------------------Ne\v blue flannels _____________________________________ _ 

New scarlet flannels-----------------------------------
soFTS A..."lD MERINOS. 

Soft woolens, besL--------------------------------=---Soft woolens, ordinary ________________________________ _ 

Soft woolens, ordinarY------------=----------------=--9 

11 @ 12 
13 @ 14 
16 @ 18 
14 @. 21 
20 @ 22 

g § ? 
1(} @ 12 

7 @ 8 
@ 7* 

7 @ 8-
4 @ 5 
6 @ 8 

14 @l lG rn @ 12 

10 ~ H 
9 @ 10 
H@ 2 
2 @ 2il: 
2,t@ 2~ 
2 ?t @ 2~ 
l?J@ 1~ 
1~ @ 2 
3 @) 3i'-

15 @ 16'"' 
18 @Ht 

5 @ 5i 
4!1@ 4i 
4~ ® ~H 

Soft woolens, old red flannels------------------------- 10 111 
Soft woolens, old blue flannels---------------------- 6! 7i 
'\Vhite softs------------------------------------------- 14 15 

~~~~I;1~~~i~ffi~~~~~~ffi~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ir I ~f 1 
Coarse dark--------------------------------------- - I 5 
Black merinos, fine----------------------------------- 10!; 11! 
Fine dark flannels------------------------------------ ~ 8~ Seamed _______________________________ _ _________ 18 20 

LINSEYS AND MISCELLANEOUS. 

~~~e:'~:-~°_~~~~-rs:_a!_:::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::==:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
'\Vhite --------------------------------------------­
'\Vhite flannel---------------------------------------
Blues-----------------------------------------------­
Browns, nom ---------------------------------------­
Plaids ----------------------------------------------
1.fi:xed woolens----------------------------------------
Old satinets -----------------------------------------
Black slatings --------------------------------------Carpets, wooJ _________________________ : _____________ _ 
Carpets, hard backs _______________________ ____ __ .: ____ _ 

Carpets, soft backs--------------------------------
Carpets, lin.seY-----~------------------------------
'Yool hats, skirted-----------------------------------­
"'ool hats, unskirted ---------------------------------­
'\Vool hats, " rob't" --------------------·------------ ---
Felt huts------------------------------------------~--

CLOTH AXD DELAINES. 
Ilough cloth -------------------------------~------..,.-
Skirted, dark----------------------------------------
Rltirted, light----------------------------------------
kirted, bluC-----------------------------------------

Skirted, black---------------------------------------
Black erge------------------------------------------Blue serge ___________________________________________ _ 

Black skirted worsted--------------------------------­
Dark skirted worsted----------------------------------

~-;~ s!~~-~~~s~=~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~ 
Delaine skirted --------------------------------------
Unskirted -------------------~-------------------------

oza materials. 
WOOL WASTE-A.LL WOOL. 

Fine white worsted yarn-------------------------------Medlum white worsted yarn ___________________________ _ 
Coarse white worsted yarn _____________________________ _ 
Carpet white worsted yarn---------------~-------~~-----
Fine colored worsted yarn ___ .,-------------=------------Medium colored worsted yarn _________________________ _ 
Coarse colored worsted yarn __________________________ _ 
Fine white carded--------------------------------------
i\Icdium white carded ____ ·-------------------------------
Low-gi·ade white ca1•ded--------------------------------Cotton mixed colored ______________ ____________________ _ 

Burr waste whtte-----------------~-----------------·-­
Burr waste dark--------------~------------~----~-----
Flyings ------------~-------------------------------~ 
Fine headings-----------------------------------------Sweepings __________ _: __________________________ :. __ _,_ 

FI~E ALL WOOL FLOCKS . 

White shear----------------------------------------­
Black and blue sheal'--------------- -----------------­
Indigo-blue shear-------------- ----------------- ----­
No. 1 black cuL---------------------------------------

E4:~!\ ~\~c:~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: Dark gig ____ _________________________ ...: ______________ _ 

Mill flocks--------------------------------------------
All-wool fancy shears ---------------------------------
Bones------------------------------------------------

1~ I H - . 2~ 
4 H 

_::t: rm U 
41@ 4i! 
5 @ 5.t 

- @ 6 411 5 7 7~ 
- 85 
1~ (@ 1~ 

- @ ll 

45 @50 
28 @30 
22 @24 
16 r 15 20 
10 16 

7 9 
20 r 16 18 

15 
3 ' 5 
8 @10 
2 @ 3 

10 ~12 6 9 
@ 1 

6 @ 8 
4 $J 5 
6 7 
4 @ 5 
2 ~ 3 
1 2 
1 @ H 

it ~ 2 
!! 

70 @ 75 

As there has been much said in debate about cotton and woolen 
companies' dividends, I submit the following as to cotton mills' 
diYidends and prices of stocks of such corporations: 

A. GOOD SHOWIXG. 

[From Fibre and Fabric.] 

In view of the improved conditions in cotton manufacture since last 
fall, it is not surprising that the dividends declared by the Fall River 
mills for the second quarter of 1909 should make a favorable showing. 
Out of 35 mills in that textile center only one passed its dividend, the 
average rate of all being a trifle over 1.59 per cent, or on the basis of 
6! per cent per annum. · 

·The showing for the third quarter is likely to be better than that for 
th second, the improved demand for mill shares and the rising ten­
dency which quotation·· on the latter have shown lately foreshadowino 
increased or extra dividend disbursements in some instances in the nea~ 
future. The mills are doing a good, steady business; and while in most 

I 
cases the unlt of profit is not as large as it has .been in some previous 
years, the surpluses of the mills are being steadily and materially en- · 
larged. JJ'inancially, the ll'all River mill corporations are in excellent 
co:o.dition, . which will benefit stockholders in a substantial way befor..­
many months have passed. 
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COTTO~ MILL DIVIDENDS-FALL RIVER CORPORATIONS EARNED AN AVERAGE 
OF 1.59 PER CENT FOR SECOND QUARTER. 

The statement of dividends paid or declared by the cotton manufac­
turing corporations of Fall River for the second quarter of 1909 shows 
a total of $396,400 on a total capitalization of $26,525,000. Excluding 
the Ancona common, the Barnaby Manufacturing Company's- stock, and 
the inc~·eased capital of the Davis Mills and Sagamore Manufacturing 
Company, in all of which no dividend has been declared, and leaving a 
total of $24,925,000 in capital, the total of dividends declared gives an 
average of 1.59 + per cent. -

The Barnaby is the only corporation in the list that passed its divi­
dend. Last LJuarter it was also the only one to pass. The total amount 
paid last quarter was $3!J6,400, and the average, figured with similar 
omissions of capital, was 2.73 + per cent. A dividend of 25 per cent, 
part in that quarter, by the Union, was almost entirely responsible for 
the large average. For the last quarter the Union paid only its regular 
amount, 1~ per cent. There was only one other change in rate from 
last quarter, the Troy paying 3 per cent this time. 

Fo1· the second quarter of 1908 the total amount paid was $410,025.50, 
an average of 1.64 per cent. For the first quarter of 1906, $428,650, 
average 1.88 per cent; second quarter, $289,025, average 1.26 per cent; 
third quarter, $367,275, average 1.58 per cent; fourth quarter, $381.895, 
average 1.74 per cent; 1907, first quarter, $605,895, average 2.56 per 
cent; second quarter, $524,525, average 2.11 per cent; third quarter, 
$664,850, average 2.66 per cent; fourth quarter, $901,350, average 3.60 
per cent; 1908, first quarter, $561,550, average 2.25 per cent; second 
quarter, $410,025.50. average 1.64 per cent; third quarter, $399,642, 
average 1.45 per cent. 

Hatrards & Co.'s statement is as follows: 

Capital. Rate. Amount. Name of corporation. I 
~~~~~!~~~ 

American Linen C0--------------------------------1 
Ancona Co.---------------------------------------· { 
Arkwright Mills---------------------------- -- ----­
Barnard Manufacturing Co-----------------------
Bourne Mills ... ---·-------------------------------· 
Border City Manufacturing CO------------------­
Barnaby Manufacturing Co---------------------· 
Chace Mills ... _____ -- ___ -- ------ ------------- ------Cornell Mills _____________________________________ _ 

Conanicut Mills._-------------------- -- . ---------­
Davis Mills----------------------------------------· 
Davol Mills.---- __ ._ -- -- -- ---- -- ----- ---- ---- ---- -­
Flint Mills.-----------------------------.----------
Granite Mills __ . ___ ---- --- _ -- . -- . ----- ----- ----- ---· 
Hargrav~s Mills __________________________________ _ 
King Philip Mills ........ --------------------------
Luther Manufacturing CO------------------------· 
Laurel Lake Mills---------------------------------Merchants Manufacturing Oo ____________________ _ 
Mechanics Mills .. ----------------------------------
Narragansett M.ills. _ ----- -------- ----- --- _ .. _____ _ 
Osborn Mills---------------------------------------
Parker Mills. ____________ -------------- ~ -----------
Pocasset Manufacturing Co----------------------· R. Borden Manufacturing Co ____________________ _ 
Sagamore Manufacturing Co _____________ _: _____ _ 
Seaconnet Milli!---·--------- ---- -----------------Shove Mills._. ____ ------- _________________________ . 
Sta ff ord Mills.------ ____________ ------------------
Stevens Manufacturing CO-----------------------· 
Tecumseh Mills.----------------------------------
Troy Cotton and Woolen Manufactory. _________ . 
Union Cotton Manufacturing CO------·----------· 
W ampanoag Mills. ___ -----------------------------
Weetamoe Mills •• _ --- -- -- ---- ---- _ ---- ---- --- _ ---- · 

Total •••• -- - --- --- - - --- - -- - - --- __ : _ --- - - -- -- -

$.S00,000 1~ $12,000 
a 100,000 11! 1,500 

b~·~ 1~ 6 750 
496:000 11! 7~425 

1,000,000 1 10,000 
1,000,000 11! 15,000 

350 000 ------- ----------
1, 200:000 2 24,000 

400,000 2 8,000 
c 300,000 1! 3, 775 

1,250,000 d 1~ 7 500 
500,000 11! 7:500 
580,000 1~ 8,700 

1,000,000 2 20,0CO 
800,000 Ii 12,000 

1,500,000 ll 22,500 
350,000 1~ 5 250 
600,000 2 12:000 

1,200,000 11! 18,000 
750,000 l~ 11 250 
400,000 2 8:000 
750,000 1~ 11,250 
800,000 1~ 12,000 

1,200,000 l~ 18,000 
1,000; 000 2 20,000 
1,200,000 e 2 18,000 

600,000 1~ 9,COO 
550,000 I! 8,250 

1,000,000 H 15,000 
700,000 1~ 10 500 
750,000 1~ 11:250 
300,000 3 9,000 

1,200,000 l~ 18,000 
750,000 1 7,500 
500,000 11 7,500 

26,525,000 1--------1 396,400 

a Preferred. 
bCommon. 

a Paid on capital of $500,000. 
" Paid on capital of $900,000. 

c Authorized capital. 
NOTE.-An average of 1.59 + per cent on the above capital, excluding 

Ancona common, Barnaby Manufacturing Company, and increased capital 
of Davis Mills and Sagamore Manufacturing Company. 

Neio England mill stocks. 

[Specially reported for Fibre and Fabric b~ A. B. Turn,er & Co., 24 Milk 
street, Boston.J 

Amoskeag. -------------. ------------------- -------- ------ -- .. 
American Glue, preferred.------------------_----.------------ · American Glue, common:. __________________________________ _ 
American Linen Co ... -------------------------------------_ 
Androscoggin Mil1B---------------------------------------· 
Arlington Mills._------------- -- ----- -------------- ------ ---· 
Appleton Mills._ - -- -- - . -------- -- -----------------------------
Atlantic Cotton Mills .. ----_--------------------------- ___ _ 
Acushnet Mills._.---- __ ----- __ ----- __ ------------------- __ ---· 
Bates ManufacturingCo ... ______ ----- - __ -------- __ ------- __ _ 
Border City Manufacturing CO-----------------------------
~!fs~g~v~f~~t c°o~----~~-:_~~~~~-:_-:_-:_~-:_-:_~-_-_-:_-:_·_-_~-_-:_-:_~---_-:._-_~-:._-:_-:_-:_·_-_-_-_· 
Boston Storage Warehouse 00------------------------------· Oornell Milli! .. ___________________________ . ____________________ . 
Oabot Manufacturing Co .. _·------------·---- __ -------------. 
Obicopee Manufacturing Co ____ ---------------- -------------
Continental Mills ... _____ -- _ ------ __ --------------------- _ ----· 
City .Manufacturing 00-------------------------------------· 

Latest 
sale. 

$301 
133~ 

8.5 
127i 
204 
133~ 
152~ 
761 

340 
260 
155 
134 
200 
104 
210 

88 
103 
88~ 

250 

Par 
value. 

$100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

New England milZ stocks-Continued. 

Dwight Manufacturing OO-----------------------------------
Draper Co., common __ ----- __ ---------------------------_---· Dartmouth Manufacturing Corporation ____________________ _ 
Essex Co. __ ----------_----- __ ----- -- ----------------- ---------
Everett Mills .. _____ ------------._ --- -- - . ----------------- - --- -
E. & T. Fairbanks CO---------------------------------------

~r:!~1io~lli!W~~~~f~c;~~~-~-:_-:_-_-:_·_-:_-:_-:_~~~~--~--~~-:_-_-_-_~-:_-:_-:_~--~~~ 
~fu~~g:t:~~~;~::~~~-~~----:_~---_-_-:_-_-:.·.--~~-_-:_·_~----~-:_~~--~~-:_-:_~---:.~ 
Laurel Lake Mills ___________ ------------------------ --- __ -----
Lawrence Manufacturing Co·-------------------------------
Lockwood Co _____ ----------_------ __ -------------------------
Lyman Mills .. _-------·--------------------------_-------_---- · 
Merchants Manufacturing CO--------------------------------· 
Massachusetts Cotton Mills, Lowe1L-------------------------
Massachusetts .Mills in Georgia _______ ---------- ________ -·-----
Merrimack ManufaL'turing Co., common ___________________ _ 
Merrimack Manufacturing Co., preferred-------------------­
Naumkcag Steam Cotton Co-------------------------------· 
Nashua Manufacturing Co----------------------------------
Pocasset Manufacturing Co. ________ ---- __ ---------- __ -----_ 
Pa~.fic Manufacturing Co.--------_------------------------ . . 
Pepperell Manufacturing Co---------------------------------­
Richard Borden Manufacturing CO--------------------------
Plymouth Cordage Co ______ -------------------------------- .. 
Sagamore Manufacturing Co _______ ----------_-------------- · 
Tecumseh Mills---------------------------------------------· 'l'remont and Suffolk Milli!. _________________________________ , 
Union Cotton Manufacturing CO---------------------------· 
Wamsutta ?iiills ______ . ----· ________ ------ __ ------------ ______ _ 
Whitman Mills. ______ . _____ . ____ ------·_---------------------
West Point Manufacturing Co ______________________________ _ 

Latest 
sale, 

$1,19,j 
150 
260 
2()(iji 
130 
300 
204 

8() 

6-07 
180 
210 
170 
102 
120 
125 
134 
1051 

51 
95 

130 
517 
150 

3,500 
305 
1021! 
230 
185 
150 
129 
240 
138 
150 
130 

Par 
value. 

$500 
100 
100 

50 
100 
500 
100 
100 

1,000 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

. 100 
100 
100 
500 
100 

1,000 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

And I. submit the following as to profits in wool manufac-
turing: 

THE PROFITS IN THE WOOL MANUFACTURE. 
LETTER TO THE COMMI'l'TEE ON WAYS AND MEANS BY THE NATIONAL ASSO· 

CIATION OF WOOL ?.IANUFACTURE:RS, SUBMITTED FEBRUARY 10, 1909, 

Hon. SE:&ENO E. PAYNE, 
BOSTON, MAss., February 9, 1909. 

Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, 
"House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: It is an assertion as old as the protective policy Itself 
that the tariff on wool and woolens enable:;; the manufacturers to heap 
up inordinate profits from their industry, and that their buslness is 
and always has been one of the most lucrative in the world. In our 
address of December 2, 1908, before your committee, we took the ground 
that the wool manufacture, as a rule, had yielded only a moderate rate of 
profit; that it had not proved especially attractive to investors; that 
stocks of corporations engaged in the industry were not eagerly sought 
and were rather difficult to dispose of; that dividends were relatively 
small; and that exceptional cases of large gains had been due to accre­
tions of capital dul"ing a long series of years remaining uncapitalized­
that is, to the undercagitalization or to exh·aordinary skill and good 
fortune in management. We cited the fact, brought out upon a careful 
inquiry by Gen. William F. Draper, that 65 representative Massachu­
setts manufacturing corporations, many of them textile concerns, had 
made in a decade an acti..:al profit on the par value of their stock of a 
little less than 5 per cent. 

We submit herewith an elaborate analysis prepa,red by :M:r. Frank 
A. Ruggles, statistician, showing the average annual net earnings of a 
large number of New England textile corporations, mo t of them en­
gaged in the manufacture of cotton, but seven of them engaged either 
wholly or partly in the manufacture of wool. This analysis covers a 
twenty-year period, and we believe that it is in many ways the fullest 
statement of the kind that has thus far been prepared. It will be 
observed that 38 cotton-manufacturing companies included in this 
analysis show an average net return of 6.38 per cent on their average 
capital stock, and that seven companies engaged in wool or wool and 
cotton manufacturing show an average net return of 7.0S per cent on 
their average capital stock. Considering the peculiar hazards of the 
wool-manufacturing industry, because of the capricious changes of fash­
ion, requiring frequent alterations in machinery as well as in the prod­
ucts of the mills, we think it must be agreed that these are no more 
than reasonable rates of profith no more than fair compensation to the 
manufacturers for the risks t ey run, and, indeed, no greater profits 
than are derived from other manufacturing industries or from important 
business undertakings in other sections of the country. 

BOSTON, MASS., December 19, 1908. 
Mr. WILLIAM WHITMAN, 

President National Association of Wool Manufactm·ers, 
Boston, Mass. 

DEAn Sm : Herewith I hand you condensed and detailed statistics 
covering the financial operations and stock-market fluctuations for the 
past twenty years of 44 companies and for the past ten years of 1 
company, the list comprising 38 engaged in cotton, 3 engaged in wool 
and 4 engaged in wool and cotton together. ' 

This list of companies includes all of those whose stocks have been 
bought and sold with reasonable frequency in the Boston market over a 
period of twenty years. 

Accompanying this letter are 3 compilations, marked A, B, and C 
and 45 separate sheets, covering in detail the record of each company 
by single years, givi~g capitalization, par value of stock, dividends paid, 
and record of publlc sales of stock for each year, the high and low 
quotations being taken. 

Common stock which has been issued as a bonus with preferred stock 
is omitted from these compilations. 

Schedule A covers the operations of all the companies for the period 
from January 1, 1889, to December 10, 1908, and gives the average 
capitalization for the period, the average annual net return after de-

\ 
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ducting losses in capital from dividends paid, and the percentage of net 
return on the average capital stock. 

From Schedule A we derive the following results : 
Forty-five companies, with an average capitalization of $77,156,615, 

have shown an average net return for twenty years of $5,li8,775 per 
annum, or 6.67 per cent on the average capital stock. 

Five of these companies, three engaged in cotton, one in wool, and 
one In wool and cotton together, with an average capitalization· of 
$31,662,100, have shown an average net return for the twenty years of 

2,896,742 per annum, or 9.10 per cent on the average capital stock. 
Excluding these five companies, the remaining forty companies with 

an average capitalization of $45,494A515 have shown an average net 
return for the twenty years of $2,25:.::,033 per annum, or 4.95 per cent 
on the average capital stock. 

Thirty-eight cotton companies with .an average capitalization of 
$45,209,247 have shown an average net return for twenty years of 
$2,886,353 per annumi or 6.38 per cent on the average capital stock. 

Seven companies., a l engaged in wool or wool and cotton together, 
with an average capitaUzation of $31,94.7,368 have shown . an average 
net return for twenty years of $2,262,422 per annum, or 7.08 per cent 
on the average capital stock. . 

Schedule B supplements Schedule A by giving the operations of ·au 
the companies in two decades separately, the first from 1889 to 1898 
and the second from 1899 to date. 

From Schedule B we derive the following results : . 
Forty-four companies with an average capitalization of $53,022,875 

during the decade 1889-1898 showed an average net return of $3,243,-
573 per annum, or 6.12 per cent on the average capital stock. 

Thirty-eight companies engaged in cotton with an average capitali­
zation of $44,548,000 during the decade 18S9-1898 showed an average 
net return of $2,613,330 per annum, or 5.87 per cent on the average 
capital stock. 

Six companies, all engaged in wool or wool and CQtton together, with 
an average capitalization of $8,474,875 during the decade 1889-1898, 
showed an average net return of $630,243 per annum, or 7.44 per cent 
on the average capital stock. . 

Forty-five companies with an average capitalization of $78,883,830 
during the decade 1899-1908 have shown an average net return of 
$5.341,485 per annum, or 6.77 per cent on the average capital stock. 

Thirty-eight companies engaged in cotton, with an average capitali­
zation of :i;45,810,630 during the decade 1899-1908 have shown an 
average net return of $3,068,435 ' per annum, or 6.70 per cent on the 
average capital stock. 

Seven companies, all engaged in wool or wool and cotton together, 
with an average capitalization of $33,073,200, during the decade 1899-
1908 have shown an average net return of $2,273,050 per annum, or 
6.87 per cent on the average capital stock. 

Schedule C shows the market selling . value of the stocks of all the 
companies on January 1, 1889, July 1, 1899, and December 10, 1908, 
based on quotations recorded at pubnc auction sale in Boston, the offer­
ings in practically every case consisting of a few shares. The schedule 
also includes additional capital invested during the period and the total 
dividends paid. 

From Schedule C we derive the following results : 
The market value of the stocks of forty-four companies on January 

1, 1889, was $62,798,850 and on July 1, 1899, it was $61,389,950, show­
ing a depreciation of $1,408,900. There was invested in these com­
panies during that period $2,270,000 of additional capital, so that the 
total depreciation for the ten years was $3,678,900. 

The market value of the stocks of forty-two companies on July 1, 
1899, was $67,775,450 and on December 10, 1908, it was $117,683,200, 
showing an appreciation of $49,907,750. '!'here was invested in these 
companies during that period $35J40,000 of additional capital, so that 
the net appreciation was $13,967,-150. · 

Excluding from this last compilation the stocks of four companies, 
two engaged in wool and cotton together and two engaged in cotton, 
the market value of the stock of the remaining thirty-eight companies 
on July 1, 1899, was $46,996,650, and on December 10, 1908, it was 
$76,625,000, showing an appreciation of $29,628,350. There was in­
vested in these companies during that period $29,820,000 of additional 
capital, so that the comparison actually shows a depreciation for the 
period of $191,650. . . 

The market value of the stocks of forty-two companies on .January 1, 
1889, was $58,306,350, and on December 10, 1908, it was $84,433,200, 
showing an appreciation of 26,126,850.. There was invested in these 
companies during that period $13.1,,210,000 of additional capital. so that 
the net appreciation bas been $1:.::,916,850, an average of $645,840 per 
annum, or about H per cent per annum appreciation on the selling 
price January 1, 1889. 

Excluding from this last compilation the stocks of 5 companies, 3 
engaged in cotton and 2 in wool and cotton together, the remaining 
37 companies had a market valuation of $41,392,850 on January 1, 1889, 
and of $43,375,000 on December 10, 1908, showing an appreciation for 
the period of $1,982.150. There was invested in these companies dur­
ing that period $6,190,000 of additional capital, so that there has been 
a net depreciation in the market value of these 37 companies during 
the past twenty years of $4,207,850. 

Respectfully submitted. 
FRANK A. RUGGLES, 

Statistician. 
Average capitaUzation, average annual net rettwn after deducting losses 

f rom d·ividends paid and pet·centage of 'return. on average capital, 
1889- 190&. . . 

Company. Product. Capital. Net Per cent. . return. 

JEtna·----------------~----· WooL--------- ~ -- - $268,750 $14,250 American Woolen _______________ do ____________ . 22,375,000 1,566,250 
Amory _____________________ Cotton ___________ . 1,212,647 90,530 
Amoskeag"---------------- _____ do ____________ . 4,143,000 477,880 

~~~~g~-~~=========·====: =====~~===========~: \;m:~ SS,~ Arlington __________________ Wool and cotton_ 2,762,438 243,247 
Atlantic ___________________ Cotton ___________ _ 1,000,000 33,000 
BatCS-- -------------------- _____ do _____________ 1,160,000 126,000 
Boott_ _____ _____________________ do _____________ bl,140,000 11,376 
Boston Duck ___________________ do_____________ 350,000 45,400 
Cabot: __ --------------- -- . _____ do_____________ · 724, 000 20,220 

. "Wool and cotton since purchase of Manchester in 1905. 
b Loss. 

XLIV--188 

5.3 
7 
7.46 

11.53 
8.6 

8.8 
3.3 

10.85 

13 
2.8 

Average capitalization, average annual net return, etc.-Continued. 

Company. Product. 

Ohlcopee___________________ Cotton ___ ·-------· Cocheco ________________ -- _. _____ do ____________ _ 
ContinentaL ____________ -----dO-----------· 
Dwight__ -____ ------------- -----dO-----------· 

- ~~:[~:-_:::-_::-_:::-_-_::-_:· ====~g=:::::::::::: 
~~ill=========::::=~ =====g~======::::::: Great 'Falls ______________ ~--1 -- ___ do ______ ------· Hamilton _______________________ do ____________ _ 

·. Do ______________________ Wool and cotton_ 
Hill----------------------· Cotton ___ -- __ --- -· J ac~son_ __________________ -----do __________ --· 
Laconia ___________________ J ___ --do ___________ -· 
Lancaster _________________ . _____ do ___ ---------· 
Lawrence ______________________ do_-----------· 
Lockwood _________________ -----dO------------ · 
Lowell Bleachery __________ -----dO------------ · 
Lyman_________________ _ ____ do _________ -___ _ 
Manchester ________________ . Wool and cotton_ 
Massachusetts_____________ Cotton __________ -· 
Merrimack. _____________________ do ____________ _ 
Middlesex_---------------- ·1 WooL _________ --- · 
Nashua_--------_---------- Cotton ______ ----- · 

~ :=;t~i:::::=====::1 = =: ==gg============: 
i~~Iiereff b:::::::::::::====1 -wog1°8D.~coftoD.:· 
Pacific ___ ---- ------ __ ------· Cotton _________ -- · 
Salmon Falls ________________ --dO------------· Thorncllk:e ______________________ do ___________ _ 
Tremont and Suffolk _____ ______ do ___________ _ 
York _____________ ------ _________ do ___________ . 

Grand totaJ __________ --------------------

Capital. Net 
return. 

0$890,625 $10,944 

Per cent. 

1,,500,000 15,000 1 
1,500,000 7,500 .5 
1,200,000 142,800 11.9 
1,021,250 72,500 7.1 

700,000 34,&30 4.9 
472,500 27 ,100 5.74 
862,500 24,500 2.8! 

1,500,000 149,250 9.95 
1,8()().,000 81,900 4.55 
1,000,000 30,250 3.02 
. - 980,000 31,360 3.2 

600,000 . 35,600 6.1 
(Merged with Pepperell in 1899.) 
1,140,000 7 ,500. .66 
.1,218,750 75,000 6.15 
1,800,000 - 92, 700 5.15 

335,000 1,700 .5 
1,~70,QOQ 56.,595. 3.~ 
2,00Q,180 15,300 . 75. 
1,800,000 101,700 5.65 
2,930,000 133,813 4.57 

.750,000 30,375. 4 
1,000,000 79,250 7.92 
1,500,000 56,250 3.75 
<>745,000 23,800 

800,000 79,200 
2,725,000 362,750 
2,419,100 489,852 

600,000 18,300 
529,875 47,138 

1,672,500 121,600 
975,000 70,800 

77,156,6151 5,148,775 

9.9 
13.3 
20.2 
3.05 
8.9 
7.27 
7.26 

6.67 

" Loss. b Includes Laconia for entire period. 
NOTE.-Operations of A.mory and Manchester are · for seventeen years 

and American Woolen since organization in 1899. 

An examination of these figures and the great difference in 
the cost of scoured wools and the various wastes substituted 
show clearly the constant temptation for the use of the cheaper 
product, and it shows me-and I think it will be plain to any 
thoughtful person-the necessity of keeping the tariff _ rate on 
wastes at high figures, so that, while the wastes from our own 
product in this country may still be used, and doubtless will be 
used, we will not have the added rags and cast-off substitutes 
of foreign markets. 

Table showing numbe1· of sheep in the United States. 
[Sheep not enumerated prior to 1840.] 

January 1- Number. 

1840- - - -------------------- --- - - --------~---------- - - ----- 19, 311,37 4 
1850 __ -------------- - ------------ ---- -- --- ------ - _.:. ________ 21, 773, 220 
1860 ___ - -- ----- - - ----- - ----------------- - - ----------- -- -- 22, 471, 275 

Value. 

1857 __________ ----- --------------- ---- --- - - ---- ------------ 39,385,386 
1868------ - --------- - -- - --- - -------------------------- - - -- - - 38, 991, 912 
1869 __ . _________ --- ---- - ---- ------------------------------ 37' 724,279 

-$98:401:800 
1870 __ - - --- - - --- - - --- - - --------- - - --- - - --- - - -- ----- - - ----- 40 ,853, 000 
1871 ____________________ - - ---- - - ---- - - ---- - - ---- - - ---- - - . 31, 851, ()()() 
1872 ________ - - ----------- - - --- - - --- - - ------ - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - 31, 679, 300. 
1873 ___ -- ·---- ------- ----- ------- ---- - - ------------------ 33,002,400 
1874 ___ -- ---- - ---- - ---- --------- --- - - - - - -- -------- -- -------· 33, 9'28, 200 
1875 _____ ------ -------- - ---- -- ---------- -- ----------------- 33, 783,600 

}~~==~====: = ============= = ==== = ==== = ===================== ~~:~: ~gg 
1878_ -------- ----- ------------ --- -----~---- ---------- ---- --·· 35, 740,500 
1879_ ---- -- --- ---------------------- - --- -- ---- -------------- ·38,123,800 
1880- -- -- - ---- ---- ----- -- - -------------------------- -- ------ 40, 765,900 
1881- __ -- - - - - - - - - - - ------ - -----r---------------- ---- -------- 43, 576,899 
1882- - - - - - - --- - - -- - - - --- - - -- - - - --------- - - ·------------ - --- - 45, 016, 224 1883 _____ - ---- ---- ________ :. ______________________ ----------- 49, 237 ,291 
1834 ____ - - - -- - - -- - - -- - - - - - - ------ - - -------- - - -- - -·-·- - _·_-_ __ - - . 50, 6Z6, 626 
1885--------------------- -- -- -- -- -- -- - - ----- ---- ---- ------- 50,360, 243 
1886 ___ ;. __ : __________________________ --- - ---- ---- ------- --· 48,322,331 
1887 __________ ----------- - ---------------- ------ ---------- 44, 759,314 
1888--------------------------- ---- - - ----- - ----- ------------ 44,544, 755 
1889 ______ - - --- - - --- - - --- - - ------ - - - -- - - -- - - - ------------ 42, 599' 079 
1890 _______ ------------ ------ -- ----- - ---- - - -------- - -------- 44,336,072 
1891------------ - - - -- - - - -- - - - ------ - - --- - - -- - - - --- - - ------ 43, 421, 136 
1892 __ - -------- -------- ----- ----- ------ - ------- - - ----------- 44, 938,365 
1893 _________ -- ------- ----- ------- -------- --- --- --- _:.______ 47, 273,553 
189:l--- -- ----- ------ - - --- - - - ---- - - ----- - -------- - - ---- - --· 45, 048, 017 
1895---------------- - -- ----- - - --- - - ---- __ . __ - - -- - - - - - - ----- 42, 294, 064 
1896----- - --------- - ----------- - ------------- --------------- 38,298, 783 
1897------- - - ---- - -- ------ - ----- - - ------- - - --- - - - - - - ------- 36,818, 1»3 
1898 __________ ----- ------ ------------------ ----------- ---- 37 ,656,980 
1899--------------- ------ - - ------ - - ---- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - ---- 39' 114, 453 
l!XX>- - _ -------- - - ---- - - ---- - - ---- - - ---- - - --- - - -----------~ 41,883, 085 
1901------ -- ----------------------------- ---- - --- --------- 59, 756, 718 
1902 ___ :. ___ - - ----- - - --- -- - ----- ----- - - - - - - -- - - - -- --- ------- 62, 039, 091 
1903-------- ------------------- -- ----------- ---------------- 63, 954,876 
l!XH--- ----- ---- --------------- ------- - - ---------- ---------· 51,630,144 
1905- - - -------------- - - ----- - - ----- - - ----- -- _.:______________ 45, l 70' 423 
1906-- - - ------ - ------ --- - -- --- - - ----- - - -------- - - -- - - - - - - --- 50' 631, 619 
1907 ________ - - ----- - - ----- - ----- - -------------- - - ---------· 53, 240, 2S2 
19()8 ___ -------- ----- _______ :_ ___________ -- --- - --- _ : _ - - -- ---- 54,631,000 

82,139,979 
93,364,4H3 
74,035,837 
88,7TI,197 
97,922,350 
88,690,569 
94,320,652 
93,666,318 
80,89'4,683 
80,603,062 
79,0'23,984 
00,230,537 

104,070, 759 
106,594,954 
124' 365' 835 
119' 90'2, 708 
107' 960, 650 

92,443,867 
89,872,839 
89,279,926 
90,640,369 

100,659, 761 
108,397,447 
116,121,290 
125,909,234 
89,186,110 
66,685, 767 
65,167,735 
67,0-20,942 
9"2, 721,133 

107 ,697 ,530 
122. 665' 913 
178,072,476 
164,446,091 
168,315,750 
133,530,099 
127 ,331,850 
179,056,144 
204, 210, 12lJ 
211, 736,001 
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PabZe sllmcint1 Un.iteit B'tates 1ff:Od1i{c't,. impom,. etc:.,. of fl:lUoL 
WOOL PRODUCED~ nrPOR'l'EU, EXYO:RTED, AND RET'A.ISED FUR C'ONSUliPTION: QUANTITIRS. 1S4Q, 1850,. 186"-0',, NI> Ii'ROll 1864 T"O· 1908.0 

Yea-r ended June SC}-

D'omestil!' 
'Production.b Exp-arts o:f retained for 

. domes-tie'.- eonsm:np .. 

184(}C _______________________________ ._. ____________ _ 
185()l __________ _________ _ ____ ___________________ ~ · 

1860 ... ______________________ ~-- ------~---·---~ 
1864-__________________________ --- -- - ---------~-----~-----IS6fu. ______________________________ . ______________ _ 

1866;.. _______________ ~---·------ ------ -- -----------· 
1861----------------- -------------·--------------~ 
1868·---------·--------------- --·- - ----·--~ .. ..---------· 
1869 __ ---------------- --- --------------------·------ -· . 
1810----------------------------------~------- : 
ISil_ __________________________ ~----------------- · · 

18.7.:L _____________________________ ~-----------· 

18'l3_ - - --- ---- ---- ---- - - - - -~-- ----~~-------·-· 1874. _____ : ______________ . ________________ ~~~---------
1871L --------------~---------~--·~----:_ ____________ . 
1876_ - - - - ----- --- -- - - - - -- - -- - - - - - - ----------~-- - -- - --- - - -
1817 __ - - -- ----- -----------~---------~-~~---~---· 
1878-------------------------------~---------·---· Iifi9 ___________________________ ...,: ___ ~ ____ _:, __________ , 

188()i __ --------- -- -- - - ---- --- -- - ------------~---·- --- ' 
18SL----------------~-----------~~--------· 

~==~====~=:~==========:==~:====--==~-===-18S-L ______ !._ _____ _____________________________ ! __ ._ ~ 

I 5:.------·------------------------~---------·--· · 
1885------------- ----------------------~--------18 7 ___ __________________ ___:_ ______________________ _ 

1888. -------·--·----- -·--- - -·---- - - - - ---- ---------·-- - ----·· I 

1889'- - - -- - - - --- -- - - - - - -------------------------------· 1800 __ ____ _________________ __ ________________________ , 

1891_ _____ , ____________________ ___ ~-------------· 

1892' __ - -- - - ---- ----~----------------------- -------· 
1893---------------------------------------------------
1894 ___ ---- --- ---- --- -- -- -- --- --- --- -------- -- -----~------ -· 
1895_ -------·----------------------·-- - -------------------- . 
1896-----------------------------------:--
i~~================~==================== I 1899---------------------------------------· 
1900.------~------~------ --------------~-------------1001. _______________________________________________ , 

1902- - ---- ---- --- -------- --- -· - --- ---- ------ ----------- ---· 
1902~------------------------------------· 
~--- ·--------------------·-·------------------II 1905 ___________________________________________________ _ 

190()._ -- ---- ---- ---- - ---------- -- -- ----------------~-----
1907 -------- --- ------------------------- ----- ------------ - · 
1908_ - - --- ------ -- ------- --- --~ - ----- ----- ------- -----

Po11,nds.. , Pov:n,:t!s.. , 
35-,802',114' ·~------~--- ' 
52,fil6' 909' 35· • .898 
oo,26i,913 r.055.,928' 

123·,.000,000. · 155-,.482' 
142• ()()(): ·000' 46& 1-82 
100~oo}..ooo 973:000 
100,.()()(),00& 307,il8 
168 ,.GOO, 000-- 55&,.435-
180'-' 900., 006> 444 ,.381 
162,000,000- i I52,.890' 
160,000,000 25',.195 
150., OOG, 000 14.0', 515 
158,000',000: 75.,129 
170,000,000 :rur,600: l 
181,000,000· m,.034. n 
19'2,000.,000 11)(,.768 
200-,000.y{)()() 'ilf,599··1 
2()8,,.250,000 . :541,854: 
211,000,600 : ~ 60', 784 
232,500,000 r· :rm.,.551 
240',000;000' ,' ··: 71,455 
272:,000.,000- •,.' 116,179 
290,.000,00C> , M,.474 
39(}, 000' 000 :t0-,.393 
308,000',000 88,005' 
302' ()()(> ,OOC> 147, 023' 
285, 000 '000 251, 9!0 
269, 000, 000 22', 164 I 
265,000,000 141,576' ' 
27&,600,000' 231,042' 
285., {)()() ,.000 29:l,.9'22 
29!, ooo. 000: 202' 456 
303 ,153 '000 :- 91 , 858 
2!8,057,384! : 520,.247 
309,748,000' : 4',2"i'9>,109 
2:72,474., 708 I &,94<5,981 
259,153,2D~ 5,271,535 
266'' 7-20' fi84. 121, 139 
272',191,330' !,683,419 
288 ,.686', 621 2 ~26().,.309 
302,.502,328 100,.565 
316,341,0~ 123,278 
287 ,.450,..000 &18.,.919 
291/iSB, 002. 3W, 'Z50 
295,488,.438 123,951 
298' 915 '130 192' 481 
298~2g;i,1ro 214-.840 
311,138,.321 182' 458 

tton.. 

Pot."llids·. 
35,.802,1!4; 
52,.481,061 
59:,.208., 985 j 

122',.844,518. : 
141,533 .. .SlS' 
154,026,92S: . 
159',692.,.582' ' 
161,.«J.,.565 
179,555,613 
I6L,8fl',108 
159' 974,805· 
149' 859' 48.5 
157' 9'24' 871 
169' ,.580' 4.00' 
!80' 821. 966' 
191: 895: 232' 
IOOl, 920,401! : 
zo:r,002 ,.r 4f3. 
210,939,216' 
232' 308' 449 
239-, 928', 545 
211, 833:,.&n. 
28lJ,~,.5W 
299,.989,607 
run,9n,m 
30li' 85!!' 977 
28t,.'142", 000 
268'. m 836 
26(858:424 
275' 768' 958 
284,700,(178 
293,Tffl,~. 

~·~·ig. J 

305:4£8:891 
265,52&,727 
253'' 88]:' 7I-O 
200' 599 ,545 
210-,5(/{.,.911 
286 436' 312' 
302: 30'2: 763 
316., 217, 'ZM 
286',001, 081 
29-:E, 463 ,.282 
295., 364' .s7 
298, 722,649' 
298,(179,910 
3-IG·,.955,'.&i3 

' i 
':L'otal· con- i I'e'l" cent· . Fereign 

E:xpor~ o'.L : retainedl foi:: · 
foreign~ : cons.ump-

~ tum. 

P-o.unds-. PowuU~ 
9,898, '1-40- 85,.1}2$. 

18,695,294 -----------
26,282,900 I . 157.0lll. 
91,.2fJO' J:1 ( 22?3 '4!J'5 
"'420., 37l'i 679, 281 
71,287' 98& 802,04,5 
38,158',.382 619,614 
25.,,467' ,3'36 2',80'.li,85~ 
39,275,926 342 ,417 
4.9' 230·,.:roo: 1, 11 O', ()53. 

; 

68:; 058 ,008 1,zocr.,zu. ~ 
126,507 ,.409 2,343,93'7 
85,496'.049= 7,040,.385-
42',.939,5'1'1. o,.816',ro-V 
54, 001, 760· 3:,56-1,627 
4.f.,,6:12-, 831J 1,.61&, 421f 
42,171,.192 3 088 95'r 
4'5',~ • .(179 5:~~221 
W,005,155 <t,1-04,6161 

128,131 ,747 3,648,520 
55.,~,236· 5,5017',5&(. 
67',851, 144. S:,831,836' ' 
7(), 515', 47S 4'' 01-0, (J43= 
78,350,651 2,30!, 701 
70,500,110 3,U5,339· 

I29', 08.f,.958: 6 ,.534, 426 ~ 
114,.oss·,ooo &,728',292' 
11.3~558.'1:>3' 4,359, 731 
1'26,487 ,7'lfJ 3,263,0M 
105 431 285- 8' 28S' 461 
129; 303; 648 2' 638' 123 
l.4&,670,652 S,.001,.5& 
J.Jn,4331,.838' 4l,218',S3'r 
55, I52 ,.585 5 ,..97'1, 4ff7 

206,033,906 2,343, 081 
230' !RI' 47.31 ff, 026' 236" 
3:00-, 852 ,.006. 3', 4Z'i' 834 
132', 795 ,.202 2', 50! '832 

76,.73&,..209' 12.,411,!nff 
1'5:1' 9'>..8', 4'55 5' 70'2' 25i 
103, 583,.505' 3,590,.5(}2 
166,575, 966- 3,1G4,G63 
17.7,137' 700 2:,.99'2.,-995 1i 

173' 742, 8Sf 2 ,86:J ,$3 
249,1-35,.746 2',43'r.,69'l 
201,688,668 5;4D0~37S: 
203 I 847' 540 3 J 231, oos: 
12'5,.98l),.52:f 5,.684,3.57 

Pownfla_ 1
: 

-9', 813; 2'12 
1S' 695-,294-
26' ,.!25-, 891 
91.0-26' 6311 
43, 7 41.,.004 
7.0, 43&, 943· 
37',538.,'15H 
22,.665.,484' 
38,.933', 500· 
4{{.' 520 ,.14S: 
00:, 752.,.717 
lM,163,.47~ 
7g,455',663. 
36123" 38~ 
1n'.33~133: 
4:3 ,.12! ,..41() 
39•,.0S2 235 
42 400 858 
34: 900: 539' 

J.2j ,.483 ' 227 
56 ,456., 700 
6!,029,008 I 
66',565,43.T 
76,0.f5,95() 
El'Z,.480,831 

l22,55fr,5ll2 ; 
lO'r.,309, 738 
JOO ,.:too, 022' 
123' ,.22it, 635 
102 ,142' 81'8 
126,.665,525 
14:5', 6631 ,.089· 
1-68', 21& ,.2(}1 

4.9 ,175,!78 
203' 690' 825-
224· ,,885' 237 
3!7,42'4,100 : 
iao.~.m 

64 ,.824 ,.200' 
150 ,.2'W, 20{ 

99,993,000 
163 ' 472,.SOO: 
17 4. ,144, 800:. 
170,.879,.7811 
24l:f ,.698 ' 049 . 
l'00,238,290 . 
200, 615., 637 
120,296,167 

SlIDIIJtioa. ~ of CUil'­
domestie : S1'1Il.IP-

:md · tion,. 
foreign. I ioireign:. 

PO'fJlaM-
45 615' 326' 
71~176'~355' 
85<,.331,876 

213,871.,157 
185',.27 4:,.912 
22{,462',868 
197,231,350 
100,107,;0~ 11 

~·~:·~ 
2':W::72.1:5.'22: 
274-, 0'22'.9'>-r 
236,380',53~ 
2Qii.,.803,784 l 
232,.156' 000' l 

235,0W,.642· i 
2311, 000'. 636 
250' 399' OOfi 
2!5· 839- 155 II 

356"; 791 :67!r 
200,-385,24-7 
:?3:),,913-,729: 
358' 500 961 
376:035'.557 
315,3912,8?....5 
4.'2-1' 4.03 ,.609' 
392,051,'1'.98. 
sm,I76',85& 
388' os:t, 959 
371, 9-ll ,.776. 
m 373: 60.'f 
m:400'.633 
471 , 276 .. a~ 
346' 712.,.315' 
509,159, 71.G 
490 ,-03' 9M ! 
601,.305, 908 ' 
396' 889 ,.915 
334,832,204 
436', 662 I 51& 
402 295· 700 479: 690: Oo.,.. 
461,.ffl 5 ,.882' 
462,343,063 
542 ,-062', 536: 
4:94'' 960 ,939' 
498' 695, 547.' 
431,.252'., 000-

21.5 
26.3 
30.6 
42,(J 
2:t.6' 
31.0 
19' .. (') 
ll.9' 
17.S 
22.7 
20'.4! 
45,:; 
33.2 
17.5 
22.I 
18.3: 
!6.3 
16'..lJ 
u.z 
34..91 
17.3 
19'J) 
I.s:.7 
20.a: 
18.0 
28.9 
2'Ul 
28.9 
31.8· 
27'.6 
:m.s 
33.1 
3ft.1 
U.2 
40.0' 
45.9 
5'T.& 
:JZ.8" 
19.2 
34.4' 
2'4-.9' 
34.1 
37 .8 
37.fl 
45.5 
:l!J.6! 
40·.o 
27.9 

a Does not include data with r-espect to· commerce between the United. States and its- insular possessio:nsr a!t.el'. J'urre 30, 1000. 
b F'rom estimates of the Department of Agricurture prtor to· 1896 ~ from 1896 fo- date estimated by the secretary ot tlle National Ass:oclation 

of Weol l\Ianufacturers. 
0 Year ended September 30. 

The following is' an estimate of the. world's supply of wool: fifth. That difference must be: made up in some way, and! an 
[From the Dai1y Trade Record~ New York.I that i:s asked · by both par.ties, the- woolgrower and th€ wool 

The Amerlcan Wool and Co-tfon Reporter, in its issu~ of September : mru;iu!a.cturer~ is that the wooigr~wer may hav~ an opportunity 
'T,: pubHshes the results of exhaus1tlve ~es-ea.rehes to deteFmine if fhe: : to mcr~ase ~1s. flock. so . th::t he may cov~r thrs: defi:ctt an!1 be­
present world-wide· elevation ot wool pnees· 1s- ba-sed on. the fa-et, as is- able to furnish aTI if possible~ amI to· g1...ve the nm:nufucture~ 
alleged,. that the supply 0£ wool !s- now s~aHer than the· world's- eon- sufffeient tariff protection so- that he may manufacture first 
sumin"' demand, and that the- p-r1ee elevation is therefore- Hkely to be th 1 f thi tr and'. ..,h if' +i:. •. • ,. · • ' 
perma'D.ent. The· paper's eonclusions are that no great quantity of wool· • e woo o s. eoun y., " en! • l..ll~e lS a deficit, brmg 
can come here- from any of the outside- markets of the world. The- re·- : m the :raw wool from f>tll.e:r countries m its natural. state, and 
sum. ot its handling of the- pl'Obl-em is as follows-:- · not in manufactured fabrics, thereby giving employment to' 

· . Head'. : a gi,-eut. number of· men and women.. If you disturb· these re-
World'.'s. tlock of_ sheep in 1895-----· ------------ 526.867, 135- : Iations: you; are bound ta cut down th~· supply ef. wool grown 
Worlds flock of sheep in 1.904-----~---------- Mi5 046• 93s. · here1 you are .bound to .P1;1t Ia.boring people out of erilployi:µerrt 

Decrease In 9 yea.rs,__ _____________ 71,. 820, 199' Itere, and putting them onto:f employm-entin one indu.stry simply 
or 13.f per· cent. · evercrowds. others. 
With the exception or ttre· United StateS', all of thi~ de'C'l"e·ase has ~n: S'o it seems to me perfectly plain that we are not interestedi 

in: countries· thiLt do not' have a tari!f for the proteet101;! oi' woolgrowmg in bringin"' in goods manufactured from any kind of wooI . If 
The nmnbe't'· of sheeP' i:n the Umted' Sta:tes in 1890-be:forn the de- f . 0 

• • • • 
stimcttve eJiects of' the free'-woo'l' Wilson tariff act had· yet- done· itS' full: ashionable- tailors want to have upon their shelves, as they do 
damage--was. 42,.294,064, and in 1904 was 40,121,477, a: decrease of to-day a lot of cloths fo:r gentlemen who wish to pay any price 
only 5 per cent while. the :flocks- of· th~ whore worid, including those o~ asked for a suit and do· not w:rn.t any other man in the country 
't;he United States, dm:mg- the same period, decreased 13i per cent. to have a suit like it; if tailors want to send abroad and order 
. Mr. President~ I want the Members of the Senate· wh& are a certain rn1mber of pieces, each for one suit of clothes and put 

in.teresfed in the wool question to keep in mind one thing, that them upon. th"eir shelves and charge. fabulous prices f~ makin,., 
the tariff E>n wool and woolens is. not as. it may seem from u. them, that is a: matter between the fastidfous wearers and tb~ 
clll' ory glance, but is a mere baga.telle· when you come tO' com ... tailors. We need not car·e how much they pay for such clotfiin"' 
pa:r·e- the total amount, if any,. that a family couid possibly if: we are able to furllish, fn the meantEme, all neeessaxy clo-U::: 
save· if there were no tn:riff upon wool and woolens. The: total ing' for the; poo1r.and rich :rtlke; and leave no necessity for bring­
wool consumption: af the United States i-s fnrtr little over 1~ , ing. in wo"l'ffil.: material in woolens~ We certainly injure n.o 
p01mds of scoured woo:t per capifa. I do not know tl'l.at there · warkingmnn, no consumer, regardless ot what that tariff may 
is as much as a billion pounds .of scoured wool -produced in be, because the relation of capital to· labor and the relation of 
the wortd.. There· never has beerr more than 2,600,.000;00&pounds the industri~s to cash-seeking, interest-paying investments:, 
of wool in the grease grown fu the entire world. whicli would have alwa:ys made; and always will make, in this industry, a 
average: a shrinkage of at least 60 per cent in cleansing.. Tfiis competition. that will render · it impossible for the cloth mann­
CQuntry grows f:rom one-eighth to one-tenth or the total wool faetnrer fo get more for h.is cloth on an average than what 
grown in the world, and it uses between one-fi::Jurth and OllR'-- will just about pay the interest upon. the capital invested. 
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Such has been the history of this industry, and there is no 
reason why it should not continue. While the whole world is 
producing only about two and a half billion pounds of wool in 
grease, and we are producing an eighth or more of it, and 
might produce as much more if properly cared for, with a con­
tinuous, fair, protective tariff on wool, we have no right to 
complain because the percentages must be high on the very few 
pounds per capita that we use. It is not a matter of percent­
uges or increases or decreases. What this Nation is interested 
in is net results. Are we clothing our people in good clothing 
at cheap prices? Yes; ne\er more so than at the present hour. 
·Was there ever a time when we were clothing them in rags or 
in clothing that was an aggregation of rags that could hardly 
hold together? "Yes. When was it? It was during free-wool 
times. 

It was after we had been importing shoddy to the extent of 
only about a quarter of a million pounds per year, which ·im­
portations we increased to about 40,000,000 pounds during the 
three years while wool was free. Our people did not want 
free wool. They needed shoddy. For, as a matter of fact, the 
people were so infernaliy poor during those three years under 
the Wilson-Gorman Act that all they could do was to buy 
shoddy clothing, and mighty little of that. 

Mr. President, yesterday there was some inquiry made about 
the different processes of woolen manufacture. We were asked 
what we meant by carded wool and what we meant by worsted 
wool, and what were the various stages through which wool had 
to pass to become cloth. I am tempted to take a little time to 
give some information that I may be able to give. 

We will start in the manufacture of worsted yarn, and I 
may say that in the manufacture of cloth, except in feltings, 
there must always be yarn. So, while it may not be necessary 
to go beyond that, it is rather necessary for us to understand 
the course of the wool from the sheep's back to yarn. 

Here is something of the proce s of worsteds. We start with 
wool which first has to be assorted and put into its various 
grades, fine, medium, coarse, and so forth. Then, in well-regu­
lated mills, it goes through a duster, which, in part, cleans it 
and takes out a portion of the dust and foreign substances by 
sending currents of air through it. This reduces it about 12! 
per cent in weight. It then goes into the scouring vat, and that 
is the most interesting proceeding. Passing out of the scouring, 
we get what is known as scoured wool and a further· shrinkage 
of all the way from 15 per cent to 50 per cent, according to the 
character of the wool. Then it goes through a process of dry­
ing, and after the process of drying it must be carded. Here is 
where the two industries, if they do not meet, are similar, be­
cause they use cards in both industries. The difference is 
stocking up the cards with worsted. In the carding there coines 
one of the products they call " waste," termed " card balls." It 
then goes through a process called" back-washing," which more 
thoroughly cleanses it. Observe, please, how many stages the 
wool has to go through after it becomes scoured wool, which, by 
many, is believed to be the acme of refinement. 

You will observe further bow many stages it bas yet to go 
through before it becomes cloth, and how many stages the 
product called "waste" has to go through after it starts from 
scoured wool. Here come the card waste and card strips and 
card fly, all of them pure wool, and yet all termed "waste"­
waste for the moment to the worsted manufacturer, but stock 
supply later on-which goes right back with the other stock 
and becomes yarn again. 

From the back washing it again goes through the drying ma­
chinery. From there it starts in on. a series of machines in a 
process called " gilling," and there comes out of the first gilling, 
after the back washing, the "back-wash noils; " there comes in 
the second gilling, " gill balls; " in the third gilling, " combed 
balls." 

I want to say that noils are the only product in waste that 
carry any amount of impurity . . The noils come from scoured 
wool; they are the ~horter fibers, because in worsted the whole 
plan of the worsted is the length of fiber, whether short or long 
that can be laid parallel and that can be twisted into fine yarns: 

All these wastes were shown here as exhibits yesterday by 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. CABTEB], every one in clean, 
white, pure wool. 

From the third gilling it goes to the combs. Formerly comb­
ing wool was looked upon as quite a rarity. It was supposed 
that it must be long wool, that you could pull out in straight, 
long fibers in your hand and twist it and make yarn without the 
use of machinery. It is the second-class wool, the rate of duty 
on -which is so much complained of by our carded-wool -friends, 
who say that the carded-wool men have tlie disadvantage of 
having to buy for their product all heavy wool, that shrinks in 
percentages running from 60 to 80, while the second-class wool 

the worsted man buys is a class of wool that shrinks 1G to 20 
per cent. 

As I remarked yesterday, that is a fallacy long since exploded, 
because in second-class wool between 6 and 7 per cent only of 
the total importations, and 4 to 5 per cent only of the total con­
sumption, have been of that class, on an average, in the last 
sixteen years, and even that has not gone into the worsted 
fabrics commonly worn by men and women in suits, but has 
gone into braids and luster goods. The entire growth of second­
class wool is used for that purpose. 

In combing wools formerly there were the luster combs, and 
the fiber had to be long in order to produce the product desired 
by worsted men. 

Following the worsted processes already mentioned, there are 
ten more processes before we reach yarn, and during these 
processes seven kinds of so-called " waste products " are made, 
all of which are purified wool and go back into the best stock. 

In carded woolen goods the scoured wool goes-after burr 
picking-to the cards and then to the mule and is spun into 
yarn. From yarn to the finished product the process is much 
alike in both worsted and carded-wool products. 

I am going to show you here a product about as villainous 
looking as you ever saw in wool [exhibiting]. Here are the 
tags, all refuse, short in staple, ugly in appearance, crooked, and 
matted as you see them. Yet, Mr. President, with the machinery 
of to-day that wool becomes noils. This sample was taken from 
a lot of 50,000 pounds of tags that had fallen from perhaps ·a 
million pounds of wool. It was refuse. In former times if a 
man had talked of putting such material into worsted he would 
have been thought fit for a madhouse. The grease wool shrank 
80 per cent in scouring, and in making "top" 39 per cent went 
to noils. Yet to-day they make that product, which, while it is 
slightly discolored, is nevertheless in texture a very good sam­
ple of what we term "tops." This is the progress which we 
have made since 1867, when the foundation was laid for our 
present schedule of tariffs. 

Now, Mr. President, of what avail is it to rail against No. 2 
wool, of which we consume only 5 or 6 per cent, and say that 
because its shrinkage is but 16 to 20 per cent the woolgrowers 
shall submit to the importation, at 20 cents a pound, of a clean 
product of wool called " noils" into which over 2 pounds of wool 
in grease to each pound of nails must enter, thereby bringing 
the tariff upon our wool in grease down to less than one-half 
of what it is now? 

The pretense, Mr. President, that the woolgrower is to be 
benefited by a change in regard to this second-class wool will 
hardly bear the light of investigation if it shall develop that 
when we get another article of scoured wool called "tops," wool 
refined several times after it is scoured, it shall be brought in 
here at a tariff rate which would be much less than the present 
duty rate upon our wool. . 

Mr. President, it is just as easy to import into this country 
wool in the form of tops; it is just as easy to import it in the 
form of these several wastes; in fact, a great deal easier than 
it is to import it as wool: Therefore our interest as woolgrow­
ers is that every pound of "waste," so called, that is imported 
shall bear a tariff in proportion to the tariff borne by the wool 
in its original state. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Wyoming yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
l\Ir. WARREN. I do. 
Mr. l\fcCUl\IBER. While the Senator is discussing that fea- -

ture of the subject, I should like to ha>e him make clear to the 
Senate why in the doubling and trebling of the rates we have 
doubled, not only in this bill, but in all the previom; bills, on 
class 1 if it is washed, and three times the amount if it is 
scoured on class 2, with no additional if it is washed, but three 
times the amount if it is scoured. Why is class 2 left out of 
the Inst proposition, even though it may be only 7 per cent of 
whatever it may be? I want to have that made as clear as the 
Senator can make it. 

.Mr. WARREN. I want to discuss (his question with the ut­
most frankness, and I want to say to the Senator that objec­
tions of that kind have been filed at meetings of woolmen and 
woolgrowers all the way down the line, but they have had to 
accept a great many disappointments, small and great. This 
one is usually a very small one when it is explained, first, that 
the percentage is very, very small, and, second, tbnt that class 
of wool is grown only upon sheep raised principally for mutton.-

Mr. McCUMBER. Why should we compel him to waive a 
right? What difference will .it make whether that sheep can 
be used for mutton or otherwise, so far as his right to have the 
same duty upon the washed wool of the second class is con­
cerned? 
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Ur. WARREN. I was about to pass on to the further fact, 
which perhaps will explain more fully that the mutton sheep 
e.re naturally an open-wool sheep. The shrinkage of their wool 
in the grease is very light. It scours to a slight percentage, 
and, as I said before, does not enter into competition with No. 
1 and No. 3 wool to any great extent. 

l\lr. DOLLIVER. Ur. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wyo­

ming yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
l\Ir. WARREN. Yes. 
1\Ir. DOLLIVER. If the Senator from Wyoming will not be 

interrupted, the importations in 1907 of the second-class wool 
seemed to be in excess of twelve million, the total importations of 
wool outside of carpet wool being about ninety million. I think I 
may safely say to the Senator that it is running now at a rate 
that would amount to twenty-four million this year if it goes on 
as it has since last winter, which would make that variety of 
wool nearly one-fourth of our importations this year, and that 
variety in direct daily contact with the price of all the wool 
that is produced in States like 1\Iinnesota, Iowa, and even in the 
Dakotas. 

l\Ir. WARREN. The Senator yesterday quoted the amount of 
wool at nine million and something, and I corrected him, by 
saying that it was more. It is true that it is nearly 12,000,000 
pounds, including the pulled wool and the wool that comes in 
on . skins, the entire product of No. 2, that is brought to 
this country, and it is also true that there were nearly 
200,000,000 pounds of the other classes of wool brought in in the 
meantime. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. One hundred million of that practically is 
carpet wool. 

Mr. WARREN. No; not so much as that; and, furthermore, a 
very large proportion of third class, or so-called "carpet wool," 
goes into clothing, and a great deal more into blankets, as the 
Senator himself surely knows. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. In 1897 it was only claimed that one-fourth 
of the carpet wool had ever gone into clothing; and that is the 
Bagdad wool. We took Bagdad wool out of the carpet class 
and put it into the clothing class. 

l\Ir. WARREN. I beg the Senator's -pardon. Documents in 
the archives of the Senate and House will show that it was not 
merely one class of wool that went into clothing, and also 
that the woolgrowers made a statement before the House 
committee that large quantities of carpet wool, as now im­
ported, go into clothing and blankets. I have the report of it 
here, and I will bring it out at the proper time if the fact is 
disputed. Some of them claimed that as high. as 80 per cent 
of that wool went into clothing. I do not believe so much as 
that went into clothing, but quite a large percentage of such 
wool goes into clothing and other manufactures outside of 
carpets, as the Senator knows and as every Senator knows who 
has investigated t!_le subject. The sixteen years last past show 
that only about 7 per cent of the importations were second­
class wools. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. l\fr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wyo­

ming yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
l\fr. WARREN. I do. . 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I dislike exceedingly to get into a con­

troversy, especially on a statistical matter, with my honored 
friend from Wyoming about wool, but I have sought authority 
on the subject of what proportion of wools now called "carpet 
wools" have been used for clothing, and every authority I 
have cited, many very good ones, nonpartisan in this con­
troversy, said that years ago there were certain wools described 
as " carpet wools" whiah did in a measure enter into the total 
volume of clothing wools mentioned there, especially made of 
Bagdad wool, which was of a character that could be converted 
to the use of clothing manufacture. But Bagdad wools were 
taken out of the list of carpet wools in 1897, and I have author­
ity which, I think, nobody will question, certainly not without 
producing contradictory authority, that at present these wools 
that are down in our tariff law because they are carpet wools 
and because they are not produced at all here are of such a 
character that enter in no way in competition with clothing 
wool. 

1\fr. WARREN. We have the assertion of the Senator, and I 
respect it very much. I place my assertion alongside of it that 
there is a large quantity. I am perfectly willing to enter into 
a contest with the Senator in the filing of statistics, and on any 
line he may see fit, if it is only comprehensive. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will bring them, with plea.sure. 
Mr. WARREN. So we will dismiss that subject for the 

present. 

As to this paragraph, when we vote upon it we vote upon 
something in which the carded-wool men really have no inter­
est-I will say that they have not the slightest interest in it, 
except such interest as they may have in scoured wool. The 
only benefit to the carded-wool men and the only benefit to the 
worsted men would be a reduction of the tariff on it so that the 
duty would be reduced upon imported wool, which would take 
the place of the woolgrowers' product. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the carded-wool people have no interest, 
who has? What becomes of the product which the woolgrow­
ers have? 

Mr. WARREN. What becomes of the product? It all goes 
back into the products of the worsted mills. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But the knitting people ~and felt people 
write me that they are buying all classes of these wastes. 

l\fr. W .ARREN. But the Senator must differentiate. If he 
will ~:rnmine his correspondence, he will find a differentiation 
between noils and all the other wastes. But I am speaking of 
these particular classes of wastes. .All of them are used in the 
yarn mills. I have visited several mills. All these wastes 
go right back into the yarns that are manufactured by the 
worsted men. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. What I wanted to impress on the Senator 
was that my investigations have got upon my back the troubles 
of a great variety of people besides the carded-wool people. I 
am almost as much disturbed by the protests of people who are 
engaged in the manufacture of knit goocls and felt goods, who 
seem to be in almost as much trouble as the carded-wool people. 

Mr. W .ARREN. l\Ir. President, I am glad the Senator has 
called my attention to that; and I want to assure the Senator 
that there is not a single manufacturer of woolen goods or of 
cotton goods with a little wool who would not like to have his 
raw material cheaper than he now has it; and if he can get his 
material in the form of waste cheaper than he can in the form 
of raw wool, he, of course, wants it that way. Where does that 
end? It simply means that he proposes to gouge the wool­
grower out of a part of the tariff protection which belongs to 
him in order that it may be used in knitting or felting or cloth 
or anything else. It comes down to that. It is not a matter of 
the manufacturers, it is a matter of the woolgrowers. It is a 
matter that enters in competition against his wool. 

The waste can be used by the knitting people, but they do not 
have to have it; it can be used by the felting people, but they 
do not have to have it; it can be used by the carded-wool -men, 
but they do not ha>e to ha>e it; it can be used by the worsted 
mills right where it is manufactured without any loss, and is 
so used, and it is not an article of general sale to-day, all things 
being equal, unless a mill is equipped with only part of the 
machinery and does only a part of the process of cloth making. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wyo­

ming yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
1\Ir. WARREN. I do .. 
1\Ir. DOLLIVER. These people represent to me that these 

wastes and noils differ. 
Mr. WARREN. The noils do differ. I am not speaking of 

the waste referred to in the paragraph now before us and upon 
which we must first vote. Notis are not included in this para­
graph. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. For example, there are camel's hair tops 
as well as wool tops, are there not? 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Iowa is probably as well 
yersed about camel's hair as I am. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. The bill says "hair of the sheep or camel's 
hair." 

Mr. WARREN. It does. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. "Or of other animals." Now, there are 

thousands of very humble manufacturers making horse blankets 
out of the refuse of the carpet mills-refuse in the form of 
noils and not top wastes; wastes that are of no value to anybody 
except these humble manufacturers-and that which follows 
here is of no importance to the woolgrower in any sense of the 
word, so far as I can see. Yet ~hese cheap, worthless noils and 
cheap wastes and yarn waste, that have to be used by the 
humble manufacturer of horse blankets, bear the same top­
waste duty that is assessed on these magnificent specimens of 
the spinner's art which were exhibited here yesterday by my 
honored friend from Montana [Mr. CABTE.R]. . 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will possess himself in 

patience for a moment, I will show just what kind of waste I 
am talking about ll,._nd the kind of wastes that are referred to in 
this paragraph upon which we are called to vote. Then I shali 
ask the Senator whether they are refuse or whether they are 
material fit to be used only in carpets or coarse fabrics. 

; 
l 
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Mr. SMOOT. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

,Wyoming yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. WARREN. I do. 
Mr:· Sl\IOOT. I merely want to state to the Senator from 

Iowa that the carpet makers do not use combs for making their 
yarns. They simply use them as three-set carded-first breaker, 
second breaker, and finisher. 

Mr. PAGE. l\fr. President-~ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wyo­

ming yield to the Senator from Vermont? 
Mr. W ARRIDN. I do. 
Mr. PAGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Wyoming 

if he can not explain to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLTvER] 
why it is that the manufacturers of worsteds are able to use 
such a large percentage of this so-called " waste? " I shoul(J. 
like to have him explain the improvement in machinery which 
permits the use of a shorter wool than was used ten years ago. 
It seems to me that that would be instructive to him. 

l\fr. WARREN. I thought I had covered that in speaking of 
the different combs. Of course, it is hard to describe what a 
comb is and what the process of combing wool is; but I will 
state briefly, if I may, something that will give that idea. 

In making worsted woolens, the combing process means the 
straightening out of the 'particles, . bringing them parallel with 
each other, and arranging the fibers so that, as one overlaps 
t.he other, when they are wo-,en into yarn they may make a 
continuous, long, strong thread. The shorter wools · in the 
cnrded. product-I will show some samples here that will give 
the idea-go into a soft, spongy sort of yarn that is not so tightly 
twisted. That goes into the cloth and then is sheared arid 
sometimes "plastered over," I will term it, with flocks and 
other material that will remain in the cloth a short time and 
make a heavy, fine fabric. 

I want to say here in all sincerity tb,at I have just as much 
interest in the carded-wool men as I have in the worsted men, 
and I have no interest in either except a desire that both may 
succeed; but the moment that the worsted-wool men undertake 
tt;> say that the sheep growers shall yield a part of their pro.­
tection so that the worsted men's profit may be more, or the 
carded-wool men ask the same, and the proper equilibrium is 
disturped, so . that the sheepmen make nothing and the manu·­
facturers make all, that is where I want to call a halt. In the 
carded-wool business they make beautiful cloths. There are 
beautiful cloths for ladies' wear .and men's wear-broadcloth, 
and so forth-but the .large line of carded-wool goods is made 
up of shoddy, of rags that have been torn up-short material. 
While it is warm and thick, yet it does not always meet the 
fancy of the American people. 

The style will go one year one way and another year another 
way. I have known th~t. because I have been more or less in­
terested every season for many a long year in the price of wool. 
Sometimes that which is best fitted for the carded-wool men goes 
up, while the worsted wool goes down. Sometimes the worsted 
wool goes up, and that of the clothing style goes down. The · 
carded-wool men of late have had a series of years of dull busi­
ness, and many of them have put in worsted looms. On the 
other hand, many of these so-called "worsted mills" have put in 
carded-wool machinery, owing to the lack of market for their 
noils, because of no demand for them. 

Mr. PAGE. Just one word. 
Ur. WARREN. I wish merely to ftllish this. 
To-day I think I see, and I have for some months seen, a 

rising sun in the horizon of the carded-wool men, and I hope 
that it may go that way. I have every reason to hope and 
believe so. But the main difference is, that it has got to be 
pretty .well understood that worsted goods are woven of wool; 
that is, they are claimed to be, unless they are made on a 
cotton warp; th'at the man who buys them is getting an all­
wool fabric; that he is getting a fabric that does not necessi­
tate his opeIµng the seams of the lining and outside cloth to 
take out a bunch of flocks occasionally; and it is the same on 
heavier goods. It has got to be known that the cheaper stuff 
can get into the carded wool, and does get in. 

Therefore in my opinion the carded-wool men have par­
tially destroyed their own industry, and largely because they 
were forced to it under the Wilson-Gorman law, when it was 
almost impossible to get a sufficient price for cloth to cover a 
better article than that which was made of all flocks and of 
rags. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Wyoming yield to the Senator from Vermont? 
l\fr. ·WARREN. I do. 

Mr. PAGE. Has there not been some material improvement 
in machinery, ·so that since 1897 the man who' makes ·the 
worsteds can use a very much shorter staple than he could 
then? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 
Mr. PAGE. I remember well that the wool puller, in pulling, 

measures the wool on his fingers, and that it must be long 
enough to reach over the second knuckle, or it is not long· 
enough to go into the class known as " combings suitable for 
worsteds." We make in wool pulling a B-combing, a B-long, 
a B-medium, and a B-lamb; and formerly it all had to go into 
the spinner's wools except the B-combing. The B-long ii::J now 
used for worsteds, and we have had a demand for that for the 
past two years that has taken, it as fast as we could make it, 
while the carded wools, the shorter wools, have been. absolutely 
unsalable. I imagine that the change in the machinery since 
1897 may be something that we will have to take into account 
in considering this matter. I should like to know more about 
it than I · do. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont 
alludes to the time of the old Lister comb, when, as he says, 
a long wool was necessary in combing and in making worsteds. 
To-day, under the French comb and under the American comb, 
namely, the Heilman and the Noble, almost anything can be 
combed. It is a mere matter of whether it can be combed. 
But now, as to the tags. I have shown tags out of a lot of 
50,000 pounds; a small proportion are really combed and put 
in the flocks, although that is not a profitable proceeding. The 
shrinkage of that, first, in washing was 80 per cent, and .then 
39 per cent in noils. The shrinkage in way of noils in the 
ordinary combing is about one-sixth; that is, 16~ per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. I\Ir. President--
The PRESIDEl~T pro tempore. DoeE; the Senator from Wyo­

ming yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. WARREN. I do. ' 
l\fr. SMOOT. I was manager of a woolen mill for over twenty 

years, and during that whole time I never sold one pound of 
waste made in the manufacture of woolen. It was all put back­
and made into the cloth that was manufactured at that mill. 
The worsted people can not do that. What the Senator from 
Wyoming has said in relation to wastes, that we are discussing 
now, is true-namely, that they are different from noils. The 
worsted people, after the noils are taken out by combing, can 

· not use those noils; but all the woolen mills use their waste 
from their products, and they buy thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of pounds more in the mixing and in the making of 
woolen goods. 

Mr. WARREN. I may cite right there, Mr. President, a 
curious fact in connection with the wool industry. At the time 
when I was a boy, in the town where I -was born, there were 
several woolen mills, and I used to spend a great deal of tin1e 
in the mills, because at that time the farmers' daughters and 
farmers' sons worked in the factory and considered it no dis­
grace. I was often in those mills and have se-2.Il the work go 
on. They were then making the old-fashioned satinettes and 
broadcloths. They were then, as now, seeking to manufacture 
something cheaper from ·day to day, and I am sorry to say that 
I used to see evidences, as many another man has, of their try­
ing to use adulterants to cheapen the cost without lowering the 
selling price. 

From that day until now the changes have been great; but the 
provisions of law in regard to wastes and tops of wool were made 
at the time when there were practically no worsted manufa.&ories 
in this country. The changes that have occurred since are 
not chargeable as being against the interests of the carded-wool 
men, or, if so, wilfully so. The carded-wool men have had the 
tariff as nearly like they wanted it as any class of manufac­
turers have, and it seems to me almost pathetic that they 
come down here now and demand that, because they are using 
one class of 'the wastes of the worsted manufacturers, Congress 
shall put the iron to the worsted manufacturers and give the 
carded-wool men an advantage that they never claimed before 
when they had the entire market and the entire subject within 
their control. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Wyoming yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. WARREN. I do. 
Ur. CARTER. Mr. President, it occurs to me that this sub­

ject has been confused by the commingling of two. distinct para­
graphs in a discussion which should properly be directed to 
only the paragraph upon which we -are about to vote. It is 
clear to my mind-and I think it is important to recognize the 
distinction thI·oughout-that there are certain products of the 
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worsted mapufacture that the worsted manufacturer must sell:, 
because he can not use the so-called " waste." 

This class of by-products, if you please, is called "noils," and 
is not being dealt with in the paragraph under consideration 
at all, but will be reached in paragraph 369, noils being classed 
in that paragraph with shoddy, wool extract, yarn waste, thread 
waste, and so forth. I understand the fact to be that the worsted 
'manufacturers do not sell any part or portion of the alleged 
waste designated in paragraph 368, but that every part and 
portion of these so-called " wastes " is recast into tops, being 
of the quality of tops, and ultimately run into yarn in the 
worsted manufacturing establishments. 

The noils, constituting a product of the worsted manufactur­
ing establishment; sold to others because of no use in worsted 
manufacture, will be reached in the very-next paragraph, and 
I think the discussion of the proper treatment of the noils and 
the arrangement of these duties should not be injected into the 
discussion of a paragraph which does not in any sense what­
ever deal with the noils or the duty to be placed upon them. 

llir. President, the Senator from Wyoming has the samples 
there to show .that top waste is refined, scoured wool, and is of 
precisely the saine quality as the tops from which they are 
torn; that they are returned to tops at inconsequential expense, 
and used in the manufacture of worsted yarn and worsted goods. 
The same is true of slubbing waste, of roving waste, of ring 
waste, and of garnetted waste, which is a waste the product 
of a machine invented by a man named Garnet. The machine 
does not deteriorate' the quality of the wool, nor put it into such 
form as to prevent the recasting of the mass into the form of 
tops, thence into slubbing, and finally into yarn. The noils are 
east aside for sale, and the noils are taken care of in the next 
paragraph on a different basis. 

l\fr. WARREN. Mr. President, what the Senator has said is 
true, and this discussion from the commencement has rather 
hung upon the whole field of so-called "wastes." As I have 
said before, the term " wastes " to me seems like a misnomer, in 
that while they are wastes in one sense, in another they are 
·refined wool and more valuable than scoured wool, from which 
tliey are made. We are talking now about top waste, slubbing 
waste, and roving waste. 

Mr. McCUMBER. l\fr. President, let me ask the Senator if 
there are any of those things mentioned in paragraph 368 that 
can not be used in the worsted mills themselves? 

Mr. W .ARREN. There is not one of them but what can be · 
so used and is used. 

Here, Mr. President [exhibiting], is top waste. Perhaps I 
ought to show, in the first place, the commodity called" scoured 
wool." Some people have the idea that scoured wool is abso­
lutely clean. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, if it will not disturb the 
Senator from Wyoming--

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Wyoming yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

l\Ir. WARREN. I do. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Is it not true that a very large number of 

worsted mills confine their operations entirely to weaving the 
yarn, leaving out the manufacture of tops and all of the vari­
ous stages of yarn manufacture? 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator probably means that they buy 
the products all the way as the process advances? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. At the various stages of procedure. 
l\fr. WARRilli~. · As it proceeds from scoured wool to yarn. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. For instance, many of them buy their tops 

and manufacture their yarns, and then proceed with the manu­
facture of cloth. 

Mr. WARREN. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Does not that create sometimes a com­

mercial relation between these wastes in the manufacture of 
worsted yarns and the public? _ 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, as to some of them, yes; but 
if the Sena.tor will take any commercial paper in which market 
quotations are given, he will fail to find some of these things 
which we are now talking about, because, as I said before, they 
are used by the manufacturer in the first case. Of course there 
is no juncture in the manufacture of woolens preventing a 
product being bought and used by another. But I was speak­
ing of scoured wool. 

Here [exhibiting] is a little scoured wool, which I myself took 
from a large quantity. That passes the world over as scoured 
wool. The tariff on that wool -is 33 cents in its present shape; 
and yet, Mr. President., if you go through that you will find, for 
instance, a cocklebur. There is one there [exhibiting], and 
you find smaller bnrs; there is one there [exhibiting], and you 
find vegetable matter, straw, hay, an~ so forth, which the soap 
and othn ingredients in the bath have not taken out. That is 
scoured \'1"0ol, and is a product that is known as such the world 

over. You would natur~lly ·suppose that scoured wool, worth 
three times what wool in the grease is worth, is perhaps the 
best product; but here we have what is called a " waste." 

This [exhibiting] is top waste. I think you will see the dif­
ference even from the chair in which you sit. This [exhibit­
ing] is yet full of impurities, which must be taken out. This 
[exhibiting] has had all the impurities extracted. These are 
the short pieces of tops that can not go out into the long line 
of tops, of which one piece only perhaps forms a large ball; and, 
while it is refined' wool, it is called "top waste," and that is Qne 
of the wastes that we are now about to vote upon. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Wyoming yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

· Mr. JONES. I understood the Senator from Iowa [l\Ir. DOL­
LIVER] yesterday to take issue on this very proposition to which 
the Sena tor is now referring in relation to top waste. The 
Senator from Iowa contended that this top waste had impuri­
ties in it, and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The article which I had the opportunity 
to exhibit on yesterday was not a top waste; it was the noils, 
a portion of the fleece that is left after the tops are combed 
out of it. · 

l\Ir. JONES. I understood the Senator from Iowa, in answer­
ing the Senator from Montana, to claim that what the Senator 
from Montana exhibited was not top waste. 

Mr. CARTER. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Wyoming yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. WARREN. I do. 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa re­

ferred, . as I understood, to the noils, as he now states. His 
objection was not based upon any reference to the quality of 
the tops made of the scoured wool with the noils eliminated. 
He did object to the cleanliness of the samples presented, and, 
in order to show that the noils exhibited were cleaner than 
noils usually appear, the Senator exhibited noils from a black 
sheep, or some noils that had been stored in a coal scuttle for 
a time, and thus apparently blamed my exhibit because it was 
too clean. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAGE. l\fr. President, just a word. Is it not true, I 
would ask the Senator from Wyoming, that all of the vegetable 
matter in these noils can, by carbonization, be taken out, so 
as to make it absolutely clean? 

Mr. WARREN. It not only can be taken out, but it is taken 
out. I want to say, in regard to the complaint of the carded­
wool men, that, as the Senator from Montana has stated and 
as I have stated before, the truth is that the paragraph under 
consideration is one that concerns the . worsted men alone, and 
in which the carded-wool men have no interest whatever, ex­
cept that the carded-wool men can put almost anything across 
their cards into cloth from the finest and best wool made to 
the ordinary piece of an old carpet or a horse blanket; so that 
in the manufacture of carded wool, with the proper preparation, 
everything is used-flocks, shoddy, old rags, old carpets, horse 
blankets, and everything else. 

I do not wish to say that to cast any imputations \lPOn carded 
wool as such, because the carded-wool men, as I s}lid before, 
make some of the most beautiful fabrics that have ever glad­
dened the eye of a man or that have ever emptied his pocket to 
buy a white broadcloth suit for his wife. 

Here [exhibiting] is another sample of scoured wool-one I 
picked out of a lot " hit or miss." There is a bur in that wool 
weighing almost as much as the wool itself. That is scoured 
wool; but, as you see, it has not only got burs in it, but it has 
got splinters and straw and chaff. That all has to go through 
further machinery. 

Speaking of the noils for a moment, I will show before I 
close my remarks the difference between carbonated noils and 
noils proper. If the worsted men should assert their rights. 
they would ask us to put a great difference between carbonized 
noils and straight noils, because the noils do carry a lot of im­
purities and vegetable matter; even after the burring machine 
has taken out these large amounts, there are bits of straw and 
other matter. Carbonizing takes out everything in the line of 
vegetable matter, but does not injm·e the animal matter, so 
that the noils ft.at may carry 16 per cent shrinkage, by carbon­
izing carry nothing; and yet we put just the same ta.riff on 
carbonized noils as on the other. 

The consequence is that under the rate of tariff which is pro­
posed here for noils, we are only putting 20 cents a pound, 
whereas there is 33 cents upon this character of wool [exhibit­
ing]. We put 20 cents a pound upon something that is more 
valuable to the carded-wool manufacturer, far more than this 
[exhibiting], because, in the first place, it has been refined down 
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from thi [exhibiting]. By taking out all 'of this matter that 
is left in scoured wool proper, it is worth more to him than is 
tl1e scoured wool itself. Carbonized noils ought to carry a duty 
of nearer 40 cent a pound than 20 cents a pouncl. 

nder the old style the carded-wool man could only buy wool 
and scour it and manufacture his cloth; to-day, on account of 
the worsted men, he has a market in which to buy noils at a 
cheap rate and get almost or quite pure wool. 

I do not blame the caTded-wool man for buying wherever he 
can buy cheapest. I do not blame him for taking adnmtage of 
this opportunity that ha been given him by the worsted men; 
but when they make a product which has put money in their 
pockets to take the worsted-mill mun by the thl'oat-the man 
who made it possible for them to get this product-and say 
that they, the carded-wool men, shall make the price upon it, 
it is, in my opinion, too much. The worsted man can not use 
the noils. The noils are the one by-product that he can not use. 
Re ha no other market on earth for noils except with the 
carded-wool men, unless he himself makes noils into cloth by 
putting caTded-wool machinery into his factory. 

Mr. 1'.'"ELSO.N. Ur. President--
Ur. W ARRE.r~. One moment. So that here we have a prod­

uct made by the worsted men that is needed by the carded-wool 
men, and can only be sold to the caTded-wool men, and the 
carded-wool men can make their own prices, it seems to me. 

l\lr. NELSO.N. If I understand the Senator from Wyoming 
correctly, he makes this differential duty in fa VOI of waste, as 
between that and the scoured wool, because of the removal of 
the dirt and impurities in the wool as it is adrnnced in pro­
duction. 

Mr. WARREN. You mean between scoured wool and fleece 
grease wool. 

Mr. NELSON. No; I mean between scoured wool, the wool 
you hel<l up, and what you call "top waste." You held in one 
hand a sample of scoured wool, and then, in the other, what 
you called " top waste." 

l\Ir. WARREN. Top waste. . 
l\fr. NELSON. Why do you want a higher duty on top waste 

than on scoured wool? 
l\Ir. WARREN. I think if the Senator will look at these 

two samples, it will carry the idea. 
Mr. NELSON. What is the idea? 
Mr. W Ailil.EN. One is free of impurities, and the other is 

full of them. 
l\lr. NELSON. What is it? 
Mr. WARREN. Because this has impurities in it and the 

other has not. 
1\fr. NELSON. If that is the case, why do you not apply your 

doctrine to paragraph 364? Let me read : 
The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, Angora goat 

· alpaca, and other like animals, of class 1 and class 2, which shall be 
imported in any other than ordinary . condition, or which has been 
sorted or increased in value by the rejecUon of any part of the original 
fleeces, shall be twice the dnty to which it would be otherwise subject-

This is what I wanted to call your attention to-
Provided, That skirted wools as imported in 1890 and prior thereto 
are hereby excepted. 

I find by turning to page 468 of the Tariff Notes this state­
ment. 

The fleece of a sheep after being sheared and before sorting resembles 
the form or shape of the sheep. The fleece is first laid on the sortin.,. 
table, and the poorest part and the dirty edges torn off. This proces'S 
is known as " skirting " the fleece. • 

I find under paragraph 356 of the act of 1890 there is an 
exception provided, " that skirted wools as now imported are 
hereby excepted." Now, what is the effect of this? You take a 
fine piece of wool and trim off all the exterior, all the dirty 
trimmings, and you have the perfect fleece inside, and that 
you except from the provisions of this. paTagraph. In other 
words, you state first that any wool which has been sorted or 
increased in value by the rejection of any part of the original 
fleece shall pay twice the duty, and then in the next breath you 
state, practically, that skirted wool shall be exempt. 

Mr. WARR.EN. What act has the Senator before him? 
l\fr. NELSON. I have the present bill-127. 

. Mr. WAil.REN. The Senator probably knows that that was 
put in the McKinley bill when he was a. Member of the House. 

Mr. NELSON. No; I was not in the House when the Mc­
Kinley bill was enacted. But why do you not live up to the 
principle in that paragraph? 

l\fr. WARREN. That is the one exception which was de­
manded of the woolgrower, and that has been conceded, and, I 
may say, with bad grace and heartburnings on the part of a 
great many of them. It is the liye wire that has made· great 
tronble between the woolmen and the manufacturers. They 
have had many a. tussle o"cr it, but it is a practice that has. 
gone on from time immemorial, that the Australian-the heavy-

shrinking-wools are sold to countries near by, and they bring 
over here a wool that shrinks perhaps 55 per cent, that might 
shrink 65 per cent or 70 per cent, ii it was altogether the 
whole fleece. Hence they skirt the fleec'es; the main fleece 
comes here and the tags, and o forth, go to other counh·ies. 

l\Ir. NELSON. The entire fleece? 
l\Ir. WARREN. Yes. The other paragraph--
1\.Ir. NELSON. If the Senator will allow me, I do not intend 

to interrupt him--
1\Ir. WARREN. I am yery glad to haye the Senator do so. 
1\Ir. NELSON. I do not interrupt him -for the purpose of em­

barrassing him. But it seems to me that is a great incongruity 
and unfairness and discrimination in this bi11, which ought 
to be cured. Does it not so strike the Senator, where you make 
this discrimination between the scoured wool and the wool tops, 
as you call them? You make that difference because one is of 
greater value than the other, has been improved; it has not as 
much dirt in it, as much rubbish. Now, why, after you t ake a 
fleece of wool and take off all the dirt and the trimmings, should 
you make an exception as to that class of wool? That is not a 
fair discrimination. Is not that a discrimillation in favor of the 
foreign wool, the Australian wool of which the Senator spoke? 

l\Ir. WARREN. The Senator is a little wrong, because we 
do not charge, and the proposition is not to put the tariff upon 
these several wastes as we have on scoured wool, although they 
are cleaner wools. They do not carry all the fiber, and hence 
the price is 30 cents a pound, proposed, instead of 33 cents. 

1\Ir. NELSON. Tbe Senator is mistaken. Skirted wool-­
Mr. WARREl.~. r will come to that in a moment. I am 

talking of waste. 
l\Ir. NELSON. Let me understand the terms. Skirted wool 

is not the dirty wool, but the fleece trimmed off is the skirted 
wool. 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly; that is what I intended to say. 
But the Senator is wrong in saying we are charging more on 
these wastes that I have exhibited than on scoured wool. We 
charge less. 

l\Ir. NELSON. I did not mean that. I mean there is an un­
due dis~rimination in that case. You say, where any change or 
modification or improvement has been made in the wool it shall 
pay double the duty. You say that in one part of the law, and 
then in the next that skirted wool shall be immune from this 
provision. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator will understand that "skirted ,, 
means that the balance must be of one fleece. 

l\Ir. NELSON. But the double rates do ilot apPiy to it. 
l\Ir. WARREN. One moment; if the Senator will curb his. 

impatience I will try to show. The character of this fleece is 
the same. They all represent honestly what they are. But 
that other, I will not say it is a penalization, but it is a pre­
\entive of frauds in undertaking to mix low and high quali­
ties of wool together from different fleeces and of different 
kinds and get them in here under the lowest classification, 
which applies only to a percentage of the wool. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to call the Senator's attention to the 
fact that the exception in the law permits the fraud, because 
but for that exception in the law skirted wool would come in 
under the double rate, like the other wool. It is the exception 
that permits the fraud. 

Mr. WARil.EN. There is no fraud about it after you have 
named it in that way, the Senator will allow. As I said befor~ 
it has been found necessary, in underta1..Tig to protect as well 
as we may all interests, that the woolgrower must have a 
market with the wool manufacturer, and he must have a marg~ 
so that he may be prosperous; and these heavy wools are 
skirted, way back in the country where they grow, and the 
skirted wool, which becomes the main pal't of the fleece, comes 
in here. The other part makes equally fine goods, but it goes 
to other countries or is manufactured at home. The skirted 
wools are yet dirty, or in grease, as the term is. 

The other proposition about mixed or damaged wools is to 
prevent first and seeond class wools from being mixed with 
third-class wools and having the tariff apply only to third 
C]a . The skirted wools can not be mixed-the different kinds; 
they must all be of the same kind. 

l\.Ir. President, about these wa tes, I have just shown a sample 
of top waste, which is the first mentioned here. The n~'i is 
slubbing waste_ That is represented by this [exhibiting], which, 
as will be noticed, is refined wool. The next is roving waste. 
That is a similar product, only instead of being in the large rope 
or roving, is in the smaller rope, as it is preceded in gilling 
toward yarn making. but, as will be seen, that is a refinement of 
wool which canies it beyond the sconred wool. 

The next mentioned is ring waste, and here [exhibiting] we 
have the ring wa.ste1 which, it will be noticed again, is very pure 

• 
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wool, from which not only the dirt and grease but all ~he I Senator from West Tirginia is necessarily absent. If he were 
\egetable matter has been taken. · here, he would -vote" yea." He is paired with the Senator from 

Here are the thread wastes. We have garnetted waste [ex- Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. 
hibitingJ. Here [exhibiting) is the garnett·ed waste. This is . Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
of a different character, because the finer bits that have been the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
twisted up and become matted or closely assembled are separated l\Ir. FRYE (when Mr. HALE's · name was called). My col­
again and put back as ne·arly as may be into all clean, pure league is detained at home by sickness; and is paired with the 
wool. This again goes into machinery, and all these that I junior Senator from Mississippi [l\Ir. 1\IcL.AuRIN). 
ha Ye shown come out as worsted woolen yarns. Upon those we 1\Ir. l\IcLAURIN (when his name was called): I am paired 
have only 30 cents in this amendment, while on scoured wool on this vote with the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 
we ha-ve 33. The carded-wool men do not use them. The Mr. NIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
worsted men do. the Senator from Alabam~ [Mr. BANKHEAD]. If he were here, 

I have here some samples that I took out of the hopper as I should vote "nay." 
they were making some yarns for carded:~vool or kJ?.it good~. 1\Ir. PENROSE (when Mr. OLIVER'S name was called). My 
This [exhibiting] is the stock that was rn the hopper as it colleague is unavoidably absent from the city, and is paired 
started to go into the set of cards. A part of that is cotton. A with the junior Senator frem Oregon (Mr. CHAMBERLAIN]. 
part of it is made of rags, picked to pieces and washed clean, Were he present, he would vote "yea." 
and a very little of it is wool. . The roll call was concluded. 

It passes across the first and second cards, and commg out of Mr. DILLll~GHAM. Owing to the absence of the senior Sen-
the condensing cards it is in that form [exhibiting]. From ator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] with whom I have a 
there it goes into another process and comes out in that _form general pair, I withhold my vote. ' 
[exhibitingJ, ~hi~h is fron;i rope to yarn, to u~ the ordmai?· Mr. BAILEY (after having voted in the negative). I am ad­
phrase, not to go mto techmcal term~. Then there are the van- vised that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] has 
ous processes from there. There is the warp yarn and the not ~oted. I desire to ask if that is true. 
filling yarn. Then it goes to the loom, is made into cloth, comes The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
out.from there, _ai;id is burred and crabbed, steamed, dyed, car- Mr. BAILEY. Then, having a general pair with that Sen-
~0~1zed-ea.rbo111zmg takes ~rnt the v~getable matter. . Then a tor, 1: withdraw my vote. 
it is sh:orn-sh~rs r".ln over it to make it even. That t3;kes off 1\Ir. PILES. I desire to state that my colleague [l\Ir. JONES] 
these httle fibers ~h1ch look alm_ost as fine as dust, ~vhic_h are is paired with the junior Senator from South Caroliria [Mr. 
turn~d _and sold or used as flocks. Then the cloth is pressed SMITH]. The junior Senator from South Carolina being absent, 
and it _is on the ~arket. . . . and my colleague being in the chair "(he has voted "yea 0 ), I 

It w11l be observed that m carded-wool manufacture it does ask leave on his behalf to withdraw his vote. · 
not matter how short the fiber may be. On the other hand, the The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection it is with-
worsted wool is made of a fiber that must be long enough drawn. ' 
to make a continuous, strong, fine yarn. In the next paragraph The result was announced-yeas 40, nays 30, as follows: 
we ha-rn this product of noils.; and I want to say in that respect YEAS-4o. 
that the wool can all be made into noils, no . matter how long it 
may be. If you put a tariff on noils lower than what you may 
put upon the other product, raw wool would be put into noils 
unnaturally, in order to evade full duties on wool. Here [ex­
hibiting], for instance, are a class -0f noils that are made from 
a perfect worsted product. It could just as well have gon~ into 
the worsted product, but by recombing it becomes a waste, and 
eould come in as noils at 20 cents, instead of 30 cents or 33 
cents. 

So you _ could go on ; by setting your combs differently yon 
could recomb it. 

Therefore it is necessary, if we are going to protect the grower 
of wool, to see there is no spot or place in the tariff where 
some product or waste can c1·eep in under one name ·at a very 
much lower tariff than what it may come in under another 
name. 

:Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate, for I know 
it is tired. I have here some tables which are taken from the 
census returns and other official records, which I ask may be I 
included in the RECORD with the few remarks to which the Sen-1 
ate has been patient enough to listen. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\Ir. JONES in t:tie chair). With­
out objection, it is so ordered. 

l\Ir. KEA.L~. Question! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment reported by the committee. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. BURKETT. I should like to know what the amendment 

is. It has been a long _time since it has been stated_. 
:. Ur. CLAY. I ask that the amendment may be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 129 the committee proposes to strike 

out the paragraph of the House text and to insert the following: 

· Aldrich 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 

Bacon 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Clapp 
Clay 
Culberson 

Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Dick 
Dixon 
du Pont 
Flint 
Gallinger 

Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kean 
Lodge 
Mccumber 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 

NAYS-30. 
Cummins La Follette 
Davi Martin 
Dolliver Money 
Fletcher Nelson 
Foster New lands 
Gore Overman 
Hughes Owen 
Johnston, Ala. Paynter 

NOT VOTING-21. 
Bailey Depew Jones 
Bankhead Dillingham McEnery 
Chamberlain Elkins :McLaurin 
Clarke, Ark. Frazier Nixon 
Curtis Frye Olivet· 
Daniel Hale Richardson 

Piles 
Root 
Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Rayner 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 

Shively 
Smith, S. C. 
Tillman 

So the committee amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 

next paragraph pas ed over. 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 369, page 129, lliie 11, before 

the word "cents," strike out "twenty" and insert ''-twenty­
five," so as to read : 

Shoddy, 25 cents per pound. 
The PRESIDENT pro ternpore. The question is on agreeing 

to the amendment of the committee. 
Mr. BACON. I desire to make ·an inquiry of the Senator 

from Rhode Island. I understand we are simply proceeding 
through this schedule for the purpose of acting on the com-

368. Top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and gar- mittee amendments. 
netted waste, 30 cents per pound. · 1\Ir. ALDilICH. The committee amendments . 
. 1\Ir. ALDRICH. That restores the Dingley i·ate on these Mr. BACON. we are not acting upon the paragraphs them-
wastes. selves, but simply upon the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the demand for the yeas 
1 

.Mr. ALDRICH. We are acting upon the paragraphs after 
and nays seconded? · the amendments are acted upon. If the Senator has an ·amend-

. The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded ment, of course he can offer it. 
to call the roll. Mr. BACON. I notice that there was no question put upon 

l\Ir. JOHNSTON of Alabama (when l\Ir. BANKHEAD's name that particular paragraph. 
was called). My colleague is nnnvoidably detained from the l\lr. ALDRICH. There should have been. 

' Chamber. He is paired with the junior Senator from Nevada Mr. BACON. I made the inquiry for this reason: I ha e 
[Mr. NrxoN]. some amendments to offer to almost all ·the paragraphs in this 

Mr. C UTIS (when his name was called). I desire to an- schedule. I would prefer to have the privilege of offering them 
nounc& my pair with the junior Senator from Indiana [l\Ir. after the Senate has acted on the committee amendments. If I 
SHIVELY]. \Vere he here, I should vote "yea." may have the privilege of returning to the original paragraphs, 

Mr. KEAN (when the name of Mr. ELKINS was called). The it will save a good deal of time, I think. 
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l\Ir. ALDRICH. I have no objec_tion to that course. 

want to . agr.ee to the committee amendments. 
Mr. DOLLIYER. What is the understanding? 

We wool men or their agents; and tl,le carded-wool men cerj:ainly 
have as good an opportunity to fix the price of the cornmudity 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no understanding except that after 
the committee amendm~nts are agreed to, the Sen.ator from 
Georgia may offer amendments to all the paragraphs. 

Mr. BACON. Or any 9ther Senato_r who has an amep.dment, 
I suppose. I do not know that there will be anr others. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph as amended ought to be 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment which was 
agreed to was the insertion of a paragraph. It was simply an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

l\lr. DOLLIVER. Do I understand that the amendments to 
paragraph 369 have been agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT .pro tempore. No; paragraph 368. The 
paragraph is agreed to. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee in line 11, page 129, paragraph 369. 
. M1·. DOLLIVER. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
to p1a:ce the two amendments before the Senate as one. I desire 
to ask for the yeas and nays, and would be very glad to · have 
them con so Iida ted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be very glad to have that course 
followed. It will save one vote, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The two amendments to 
paragraph 360 will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 129, line 11, before the word" cents," 
strike out " twenty" and insert " twenty-five; " and in line 14, 
before the word " cents," strike out " twenty" and · insert 
"eighteen," so as to make· the paragraph read: 

as 1.he men who have noils for sale. • 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Let us see, Mr. President. These noils are, 

.in part, at least, the prQduct of combing F,inglish washed goods 
and Canadian washed . wools. Of these _wools 12,000,000 pounds 
were imported into the United States in 1907, and in the last 
few m9nths they have been arriving at a rate which would 
indic;ite that the _importations for this year will be 24,000,000 
pound,s, or one-fourth of the total importations of wools into the 
United States outside of carpet wools. These men are thus im­
porting by the millions of dollars' worth combing wools . upon 
which the net scoured duty is 15 cents a pound, incre.asing the 
manu;facture of worsted tops, ~d they turn aside this by-prod­
uct, n~arJy one-third of the fle~e. and sell it to their competitors, 
protected by a . duty very much greater than the duty which 
they were called upon to pay on. the fl~e out of which thP. 
articles are made and in the manufacture of which they are 
a mere by-product. . . 

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator mean that the shrinkage 
on the average is less? _ 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I mean to say that the shrinkage is \ery 
low. I belie\e the Senator will agree with 01e that if a shrink­
age .of 20 per cent would net a duty upon the scoured contents 
of a fleece of a value of 15 cents a pound--. . 

l\Ir. WARREN. Let me say to the Senator, as to the wools 
from which these noils are made, there may have been a fleece 
or a few fleeces with a shrinkage of only 15 per cent, but the 
lowest shrinkage class of .wools that we are importing,. as a 
.class, has a shrinkage of 32 per cent, and from that up to a 
higher percentage of shrinkage. 

369. Shoddy, 25 cents per pound; noils, wool extract~ yarn waste, Mr. DOLLIVER. Do the English washed wools shrink 32 
thread waste, and all other wastes composed wholly or in part of wool, per cent? 
and not specially provided for in this section, 20 cents per pound. 

. ~ ~Ir. WARREN. The English washed wools are scarcely as 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa de- much as a mosquito bite upon the hide of a rhinoceros compared 

mands on these amendments the yeas and nays. · · with the amount of· wool that is used in this country by the 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I think there lies in this paragraph the worsted combers; and none of it is brought here except some 

root of much of the difficulty which is now besetting the carded from Canada. 
woolen industry, the knitting indcstry, and felt-goods industry Mr. DOLLIVER.. I have just stated that in. 1907 the total 
in all departments throughout the United States. The most importations of these wools was above $12,000,000 worth . . 
definite complaint which this great company of American manu- · Mr. WARREN. The Senator certainly does . not mean that 
facturers have made to me I placed upon record on yesterday they brought in $12,000,000 worth. 
in the form of their memorial addressed to the "President of _Mr. DOLLIVER. I beg your pardon-12,000,000 pounds. 
the United States and to the Senate. The most tangible com- l\Ir. WARREN. The Senator yesterday said 9,000,000 pounds, 
plaint they have is that these wastes and by-products which and I have endeavored to instruct him since that it was 
they must use, and which they do use, are dutiable at such 12,000,oqo pounds, or thereabouts. 
prohibitory rates as to enable their competitors, who are try- Mr. DOLLIVER. I verified the figures this morning, and while 
ing to get their business away from them, and, according to all I would be very glad to concur always with the Senator's 
testimony, have fairly well succeeded in doing so, to hand out recollection, I sometimes find that it is fallible, as well as 
to them the necessary materials of their craft on such terms IllY own. 
as they please. They ai·e· not asking that prohibitory rates be Mr. WARREN. But in this case the Senator found that I 
made on shoddy or noils or wool extract or card waste or thread was about right. 
waste, or any other of the wastes which are composed of wool Mr. President, that covers all the. wool that came here in 
and which appear in the process of the manufacture of woolen fleece and all that came in as pulled wool and all that came in 
cloth, but they ask that they be put at least in touch with the on the skins of animals, and it means 12,000,000 out of about 
foreign supplies of these materials, so that when they come to 500,000,000 pounds used. 
buy them their competitors may not be _able to say to them, M DOLI IVER D 
Pay this or pay that, without regard to the value; but when r. _, ·· 0 you mean to say that we bring in 

500,000,000 pounds? 
the price rises to a point approaching unreasonableness or ex- Mr. w ARREN. No. 
tortion that this law may give them the right to turn away Mr. DOLLIVER. I was talking about what we bring here. 
from their home competitors and have their dealings with the Mr. WARREN. That is the total consumption in the United 
market places of the world. . · States. 

- · Mr. WARREN. To whom does the Senator allude when he Mr. SMOOT. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
speaks of their competitors? · that during the sixteen years passed 200,079,164 pounds haw 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I allude to the gentlemen who are manu- been imported into this country of class 2 wool, and that is an 
· factming go~ds which, according to the testimony, have driven a\erage of 12,504,948 pounds, or within a few hundred thousand 
them out of business. pounds of what was imported last year. That is certainly a 

l\fr. WARREN. I do not understand now to whom the Sena- fair statement to make as an average of sixteen years, and it is 
tor alludes as competitors, except he means as they compete an amount within a few hundred thousand pounds of what we 
with each other. imported last year. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I suppose the worsted manufacturer is a l\fr. DOLLIVER. Very well, Mr. President; these figures do 
competitor of the carded woolen manufacturer, in a sense of the not bother me, if I have time to sit dowh and look at them. I 
word. said the importations of the English wools were 9,000,000 

Mr. WARREN. In the use of noils? pounds. That ·was correct because I had excluded from the 
Mr. DOLLn ER. No; in the manufacture of cloth. calculation hair of the alpaca, wool on the sheep's back, and 
l\Ir. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me? wool that never was on the sheep's back, and wool that grows 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Certainly. on the back of the sheep in the park out here, that I saw on 
Mr. WARltEN. This article, these noils, now before us, is Sunday, which do not have any wool at all, and yet ha·rn every 

not used by the worsted men. It is used by the carded-wool appearance of sheep. 
men. The only market in the United States for it is with the Mr. WARREN. I should like to ask my brother shepherd if 
carded-wool men. there is any product of pulled.._ wool that d1.d not come from the 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is exactly what I have been trying sheep's back or from some part of a sheep? 
to say. Mr. DOLLIVER. Nobody ever raised on a farm in the 

Mr . • WARREN. On the other hand, _ the only persons to mountains of Virginia needs any .instruction on the subject of 
whom .the worsted manufacturers can sell noils are the carded__:..,!~ ~_??l pulled from a sheep's back after it has died. 
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In the figures which I gave yesterday, I was dealing with the 
English and Canadian washed wools of the second class, and 
in the figures that I give this morning I am dealing with the 
official statement of the amount of second-class wool imported, 
which included some of these eccentl'ic hairs that have found 
their way into this tariff bill as they sometimes do into our 
butter at boarding houses in remote regions of the COlmtry. 
And here now is the Senator from Wyoming with the fact be­
fore him that 12,000,000 pounds of this wool came in last 
year, and with the additional fact before him that it is coming 
in now at the rate of 2,000,000 pounds a month, and has been 
for months, as the records of the Treasury Department show; 
if it goes on for this year, will make it 24,000,000 pounds, one­
fourth and more of the total importations of wool into the 
United States ; and yet he has the cheerful enthusiasm to stand 
up here and say that it is a negligible quantity. 

l\Ir. WARREN. The Senator does not wish us to understand 
that he is now giving us the correct figures as to importations 
of wool. He certainly ought to correct it. 

Mr. SMOOT. l\fr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield ·to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. To show that the amount is incorrect--
1\Ir. DOLLIVER. Now, I will ask the Senator to state it in 

dollars and to state it in pounds for this year. First, I talk 
about one and then he talks about the other. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. I will say that the average for sixteen years-­
Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not care anything abOut that. 
l\lr. SMOOT. Of all wools the average is 173,907,967 pounds. 

That is the average for sixteen years. Of the last year's impor­
fation I have not the exact amount here, but it was nearly 
175,000,000 pounds. 

l\lr. DOLLIVER. Does that include all the carpet wools? 
Mr. SMOOT. Of course; it includes all wools. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Why can not we get down to business and 

show how much English washed wool of the second class came 
into the United States last year and this year? 

Mr. SMOOT. I have already stated that. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. How much was it? 
Mr. SMOOT. Twelve million pounds last year of class 2 

wool. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Is it true, now, that it is coming in at the 

rate of 2,000,000 pounds a month? 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Perhaps you can take one month which shows 

there ai.·e 2,000,000 pounds that come in. There will be scarcely 
any more importations than we have now. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And yet both Senators have denounced this 
importation of 12,000,000 pounds of .wool as negligible, while 
they are wasting the time of the country and befogging this 
issue by debating hour by hour the question of thread wastes 
and roving wastes. 

111r. WARREN. What is the Senator going to do about it? 
Mr. DOLIJIVER. I ~ill tell you in a minute what I am 

going to do about it. 
I say it is not fair for men who import the class of wools 

privileged under our tariff law, so privileged that the total im­
portation of duty net upon scoured contents of a pound of it is 
only 15 cents, and to be permitted under this law to manufac­
ture that into tops, making a by-product of one-third of the 
whole weight of the wool called "noils," and then sell these 
noils to their competitors in the cloth business with an assess­
ment of 20 cents a pound. 

l\fr. WARREN. Does the Senator wish to go on record and 
stake his reputation upon the fact that 12,000,000 pounds of 
second class come in this country that shrink only 15 per cent? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have the authority of the finest experts 
I can get hold of who tell me that is o. Does the Senator deny 
that these wools washed shrink afterwards more than 20 per 
cent in such scouring as they get in the United States? 

Mr. WARREN. I will simply · enter my denial and say that 
we do not import 12,000,000 pounds of second-class wool that 
only shrink after scouring 15 per cent. 

l\lr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, the peculiarity of this law 
is that these wools are not imported dirty. They are imported 
at the same rate after they are washed. Therefore they are all 
imported washed, and I make the proposition that the shrink­
age in scouring, uch scouring as they get before they become 
tops, is not more than 20 per cent. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Pre ident--
The PilESIDE)fl"- pro tempore. Does the Sena.to-r from Iowa 

yield to the Sena tor from Montana? 
l\lr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. CARTER I under tand the Senator's contention to be 

that the protective duty on this second-cla. wool should be 
classified somewhat as the protective duty on the first-class wooL 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. Yes, sir; I should like to see it done. 
Mr. CARTER. Permit me to suggest to the Senator that he 

does not advance the cause of that classification by the effort 
to reduce the protective duty on the first-class wool, the classi­
fication whereof he would gladly follow. The noils of commerce 
are the product of the first-class wool, and a reduction of the 
duty on this by-product of the first-class wool below that which 
is a just relation to the duty on the scoured wool will, of 
course, tend to open the door for a reduction of the duty on the 
scoured wool by indirection. 

The Senator's proposition is to better the condition of second­
class wool growers by desh·oying the advantage, if any there be, 
enjoyed by first-class wool growers. Now, I would equalize it 
not by tearing down the wool grower whose sheep produce the 
merino wool, but by raising up the other, if, as suggested by the 
Senator, the measure of protection is inadequate, and as I 
really think it is. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, there is no man more just in 
opinions on this floor, or wiser in the technique of such a con­
troversy than the Senator from Montana. Therefore, I want to 
ask him one question. Is it not true that the combing of the 
English wools and the Canadian wools which come here washed 
produce noils? .... 

Mr. CARTER. I presume noils could be produced from the 
wools referred to, but in the manufacture of worsted goods, and 
it is from that process of manufacture the noils are evolved, 
they do not use the Canadian wools or English wools so called. 
The process of manufacture known as " worsted manufacture," 
known as the " combing or carding manufacture," does not pro­
duce a noil at all. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. What is it that they produce? The Sen­
ator's statement is a little ambiguous, or, rather faulty. 

Mr. CARTER. It is the mechanism employed in refining the 
wool into the worsted yarn that produces noils. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Why are these English wools called" comb­
ing wools?" 

l\Ir. CARTER. Because, I suppose, they are combed. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. They are fit for combing. They need to be 

combed. What is the by-product that is combed out of them? 
Mr. CARTER. The by-product combed out of the wool in the 

ordinary process of the :manufacture of wool is merely the alien 
matter in the wool, and no part of the wool is combed away or 
disposed of, as I rmderstand it. Then the shoddy may be incor­
porated in a woolen garment. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. They comb out of it-­
Mr. CARTER. Burs, straw--
1\Ir. DOLLIVER. Foreign matter? 
Mr. CARTER. Foreign matter. 
Mr. Sl\fOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. I want to call the attention of the Senate to 

the fact that only 12,000,000 pounds of second-class wool come 
into this country, and the great bulk of that wool is used in the 
making of braids and luster goods and never goes into the 
worsted goods at all. I do not believe there is over a quarter 
of it that ever reaches a worsted card. That one-quarter would 
be 3,000,000 . pounds of wool; and the noils out of 3,000,000 
pounds of wool would be only 16 per cent of 3,000,000 pounds at 
the outside. The great bulk of noils marketed in this country 
comes frOJ+l first-class wool-at least 85 per cent of them'. . 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Utah, havinO' had experi­
ence in a woolen mill, can probably answer a question which will 
form a correct understanding between the ena tor from Iowa 
and my elf. My information is that the noil con titute only 
about one-sixth of the weight of the scoured wool. 

Mr. S.lIOOT. That is correct, ·Mr. Pre ident, as to a num­
ber of them· I mean, taken as a whole, all clas es of wool. ' 

l\1r. CARTER. I understand; the gene_rul averao:~. The Sen­
ator from Iowa has been making an assertion that noils con­
stitute about one-third. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no doubt that the amount of noils 
produced varies with the state of the wool and in the way in 
which it has been kept. The noils fall off by r ason of the 
threads being broken and disfigured in rnriou ways. If the 
wool has been carefully handled and scour ed by a "'eutle process, 
the product of noils, of cour e, is smaller, but I was speaking of 
cases that I knew to be correct. · · 

1\Ir. Pre ident, the thing that I want to call the attention of 
the Senate to is that all these wastes ·rnry almost like the poles in 
their value. If they are made out of the hiO'hest grades of wool 
the noils may be ...-ery >aluable .and very beautiful such as llie 
Senator from Wyoining exhibited here this morning. If they 
are made from ordinary fleeces, if they are made of fleece that 
have only been imperfectly scoured, there is a combing out of 
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burs, small pieces of vegetable matter, chaff, straw, and many 
things which the sheep -accumulates in his earthly pilgrimage, 
and the result is a noil which is not an equivalent of any kind 
of scoured wool, but which has been made the receptacle of the 
dust and impurities in the wool that is being combed. Be(ore it 
can be used after being bought, it must be carbonized and puri­
fied and scoured, and 25 per cent of it falls away into irrev­
ocable waste before it can be used in many cases by the carded 
woolen manufacturer. -

Mr. Sl\IOOT. l\fr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator fTom Utah? 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. S~.fOOT. The Senator must know that all wool has got 

to be scoured, and scoured clean, in order that it may be carded 
and combed sucecssfully. It is true that the wool passing 
through the cards and then through the combs, the noil is 
~ornbed out and with them the chaff and straw. 

But I want to call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that no importer would ever import noils in that condition. No 
importer would ever import a noil until it had been carbonized; 
and we are passing a law to take care of that class of noils. 
They would not pay the fTeight upon this chaff and straw that 
comes from the noil, but every pound of importations will be 
carbonized. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. That is a speculation I have no statistics 
to follow the Sena tor in·. 

Mr. SMOOT. I belie-re common reason would tell the Senator 
that. Any manufacturer would import the noil in the. best 
condition possible-

.Mr. DOLLIVER. Common reason, sailing on the high seas 
of this tariff debate, has been shipwrecked and sunk to the 
bottom. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President-- . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator is a little wrong 

in his formula. The burs are taken out by the burring ma- · 
chine, through which the wool passes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Do they never miss a little bur in that 
machine? -

Mr. WARREN. The Senator seems to base his argument 
altogether upon the superlatives and upon the radical features. 
.When he claims that the second-class wools shrink 15 per cent, 
he knows probably, as well as I do--

1\Ir. DOLLIVER. I did not say that they shrank 15 per <:ent. 
I said that they shrank in such a measure that the net duty 
upon the scoured contents of a pound was 15 cents. 
. Mr. WARREN. What percentage of shrinkage would the 
Sena tor now have us understand? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It would indicate a shrinkage in that case 
of 20 per cent. 

Mr. WARREN. No doubt there may have been samples of 
wool that may have shrunk only that much. 

Now, as to this matter of noils. They are made, as I said 
before, in the worsted process only. The Senator speaks of 
noils coming from second-class wool. What are noils? The 
noils are the short fibers that are too short to pass the comb and 
go into the product called " top." Second-class wool has no 
short fibers in it unless there are some broken fibers. So the 
noils from the second class amount practically to nothing. The 
noi1s, as a matter of fact, come from first-class wool. 

It is true that originally, when these terms were first adopted, 
colI}bing wools and second-class wools were synonymous, and 
that was at a time when you had to have a staple several inches 
long in order to comb it. But, as I have shown already by . 
samples of wool, the different combs that have been adopted 
since comb practically every pound of wool that we grow, so 
that the noils do not come fTom the second-class wools to any 
apI>reciable extent. The second-class wool has a fiber that will 
pass the comb, so that practicalJy there are no noils. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. l\fr. President, if I thought by consenting 
to the truth of every word which the Senator from Wyoming 

. TMr~ WAR.REN] says I could induce him to vote for an amend­
ment which I propose to offer, abolishing this classification of 
second-class wools altogether, I believe I would admit the truth 
of evexything he says without further debate. If there is a 
negligible quantity of that wool, if it has no effect on this situa­
tion, then there is surely no reason for maintaining its ancient 
privilege, accorded first in 1867 to a worsted mill in Lawrence, 
Mass., by the testimony of a venerable gentleman sitting now in 
the gallery, which I have had the honor to present to this Senate. 

There surely can be no reason for continuing that privilege 
after the substance of it has become negligible and the result of 
it almost unintelligible. 

Mr. President, on yesterday I took the opportunity that is so 
often e~ercised as a privilege in the Senate of having read some 
testimony of the editor of the Textile World Record, of Boston, 
a young American student of textile problems, who has, by his 
diligence and by the acuteness of his criticism, attracted a 
fTiendly international reputation as an expert in all departments 
of our textile industries. I sat down with him as a learner to 
see if it were possible for ri man of moderate abilities to com­
prehend even what was talked about when the wool tariff was 
up in the Congress of the United States. The more I talked 
with him, the more distinctly I saw that he dealt with exact 
facts and with perfectly accurate statistics, and the more that 
was impressed upon my mind, the more anxious I became that 
his opinions, already expressed in a general way in the editorial 
columns of the Boston Textile 'Vorld Record, should have tho 
influence that the nonpartisan opinions of experts ought to have 
upon such a controversy as we have here. 

So I asked him to let me talk with him as man to man; I, 
ignorant, trying to get some instruction from the wise and from 
the learned. I had hardly lmowledge enough of the subjects; 
of the matters at stake, to frame my questions, and those who 
read will see how ignorant the questioner was and how accu­
rate in his knowledge was the man who was kind enough to 
answer ·the questions. I put that dialogue into the RECORD, 
and here we are debating this question. Yesterday we came to 
matters to which he referred, anq the only notice taken of 
those questions and answers by those who pa:i;ticipated in the 
debate was not to dispute their truth or their accuracy, but to 
read a memorandum, scandalous in its character, handed to my 
friend the Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT], relating to the 
personal and business history of this man. I should like the 
Senator from Utah, if he is in the cloakroom, to hear what I 
have to say, for I never like to get into a row when the other 
fell ow has gone. 

l\lr. President, it is a strange state of society when a man 
can not be brought into the Senate to give the public the benefit 
of his knowledge and his wisdom, a man who is not personally 
interested in the controversy, a man seeking solely light and 
giving out light and guidance to those interested in the pursuit 
of that form of knowledge-it is a sn·ange moral state when 
that can not be done without invoking from the members of 
the Finance Committee of the Senate a personal insult and dis­
paragement of his fitness, based upon his alleged failure in 
business. Such an assertion becomes all the more grotesque 
and repulsive in its appearance when that gratuitous dispar­
agement is made by a Member of the body who confesses that 
he himself failed in the same business, and whose mill, which 
was -once active and prosperous, is now silent there in the 
heart of the Rocky Mountains. 

Mr. President, if I was in the business of manufacturing 
woolen goods, charged with the duty of fixing their rela­
tion to the American people, I should be very slow to depart 
very far from the facts and records and statistics by· which 
the Congress of the United States ought to be guided in such a 
matter. I should fear that somebody might read the rules of 
the Senate to nie, or point out to me some such landmarks in 
the world's parliamentary history as are contained in Jeffer­
son's Manual; and, if nobody did it, I would be too thankful 
for their forbearance to undertake to disparage anybody else 
or to point out the impropriety of his being heard in the set­
tlement of such a controversy as this. 

I desire to say to my fTiend from Utah that I should not have 
brought into the Senate Chamber Mr. Dale, the editor of the 
Boston Textile World Record, unless I had had many opor­
tunities to know both his intellectual qualifications for the 
work which he did at my request and his moral qualifications 
as well. I knew that he had been a student fTom his boyhood, 
and I knew that he would not have been chosen nnd main­
tained these long years as the editor of the most important 
textile trades journal in America, unless he had those quali­
ties of brain and of heart to warrant the confidence and good 
will of the constituency to which that great periodical appeals 
every month. So, as I brought him here and quoted him­
though he does not own any stock in any mill now, though he 
has no relations of a business character to the enterprise in 
which we are involved, though he is not seeking the protec­
tion of the law to care for an industry in which he is himself 
interested-seeing that his is a nonpartisan relation to this con­
troversy-I feel that I ought to put into the RECORD a plain 
statement in his own handwriting of his connection with these 
matters, about which yesterday the Senator from Utah thought 
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it both kind and helpful to the Senate to pfa.ce UPon him the 
brand of his di approbation and disparagement. I ask that 
the Secretary read what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the Secretary will read as request-ea.. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
BosTON, !liss., June 8, 19U9. 

MY DEAR Sn.."A.TOR DOLLIVER: I have read in this afternoon's papers 
an account of the :first day's debate on th~ wool schedule, in whkh 

enator SMOOT i-eplied to the statements in my interview with you by 
referring to the clo in~. o! the Merchants' Woolen l\Iills, Dedham, Mass., 
while I was agent of me mills in 1 93. I am writing to acquaint you 
with the facts, that you may use them as you see tit in replying to the 
retorts, nut arguments, of those who attack tile statements I made to 
you. 

In December, 1891, I made a year's contract with Edgar Harding, 
sole owner of the Merchants' Woolen Mills. That contract . was re-

ewed twice, first in 1 92, and again in 189"3. Within eleven months 
a.tter I began my service there, Grover Cleveland was elected Presi­
dent of the United State , pledged to a revision of the ta:rur :and the 
r emoval of all duties on wooL Within nine months after that el~ti-on, 
a.nd a. a result of it, 700,000 worth. of wool in the raw state and in 
process and of manufactured goods, which Mr. Harding had . on hand, 
had depreciated in value until they were worth 50 cents on the dollar, 
making a loss or 350,000 by shrinkage of wool values alone. M.r. 
Harding, who would have failed if he had not been a very wealthy man,, 
continued to run the mill for several months after this loss, and then 
in l 93 decided to run out the stock, sell the mill, and retire from the 
woolen business. In .accordance with orders received from him, I ran 
out the stock and closed the mill, two years and four and one-half 
months from the date of my :first contrad. There was still seven and 
one~half m.'Onth'S for which we were both bound by the contract. It 
was then th.at I ma.de a sacrifice which has since given me a great 
deal of personal satisfaction. I voluntarily made the offer to Mr. 
lhlrding to relinquish one-hall' of the amount, 2,500, he was still 
bound to pay me (at the rate of $4,000 per yea1-) for the remaining 
eight months. This offer was accepted and I receiv-ed $1,250 and ended 
my business connection with him. He sold the mill and never again 
engaged in the carded woolen business. I have always taken much 
satisfaction in this voluntary :sacriti'Ce by which I shared to some ex­
tent my employer's losse , and which was altogether one-sided, be­
cause of the great disparity of worldly goods possessed by Mr. Hard-
ing and m-ysel!. · · 

I have .ma.de ·this explanation because your opponents apparently 
think there is some connection between. my busine s relations with 
Edg:ar Harding in 1893 and the duty on wool and worsted tops in 
1909. 

All who are connected with a woolen mill, whether in tne capacity of 
owner, agent, overseer, or common operative, com.e into possession of 
their proper share of the credit or discredit attaching to the success or 
nonsucc s "of the establishment. This is true whether the mill is Ed­
gar Harding's or Senator SMooT's. And I am not the one to seek to 
e cape the consequences of this natural law. Instead of seeking to 
shift the blame for the cl-osing of the Merchants' Woolen Mills on others, 
say, the selling agent, Hllrding, Whitman & Co., whose specialties then 
were dress goods, yarns, tops, and not heavy carded woolen beavers, or 
on th1' owner, .or on employees, or even -on Grover Cleveland, I am con­
tent to state the fads. 

The years <luring which I was at Dedham have their peculiar le·sson 
for us at this time. It is that we .should maintain adequ11.te protection 
to both wool.grower and manufacturer. Then it was endangered by 
those who would lower the duties on wool and wool g.oods. Now it is 
en'da.ngered by those who would establish a policy of exclusion for 
selfish special interests. The cour e for the true friends of pr-otection 
to adopt is as plain now as it was then. 

You are at liberty to use this letter in any way you may see :fit. 
Judging from the press accounts of the debate, I would suggest that 
you make it a part of the RECORD to.morrow. 

Yours, very truly, SAMUEL S. D.ALm. 
Ho.n. J. P. DoLLIVEB, 

Washi1igton, D. 0. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah( 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 
Mr. ID.IOOT. Mr. President, I was not in the Chamber when 

the Senator made his remarks, but I suppose that they had 
reference to what I said yesterday a.bout Mr. Dale's employment 
in the Merchants' Woolen Mills. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes; an indirect allusion to what the 
Senator said yesterday. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. Does the Senator say that I cast any refiec­
ti.on upon the moral character of Mr. Dale in any way? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; I did not say so. 
Mr. SMOOT. I want the Senate to distinctly understand 

that I did not. 
1\Ir. DOLLIVER. The Senator seemed to think he was a pre­

sumptuous man, however having failed in the wool business, 
to be here instructing the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. l\Ir. President, my whole contention was that 
the Senator from Iowa had Mr. Dale here in Washingto~ that 
he had an interview with him, that he thought it was of so 
much importance that he had the interview published, and that 
he based his argument for the changes that he wants made in 
this particular schedule upon the statement of Mr. Dale. I 
thought there was nothing wrong--

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, while it is not important, 
I will correct the Sena tor for saying that. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want the Senator to do so, if' it is not true. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I have suffered the affliction, which some-

times happens to very good people, of having my news at­
tributed to Democrats now dead and gone. 

Mr. SMOOT. -0 Mr. Presid€D.t, the Senator certainly can not 
lay that at my door. 

Ir. DOLLIVER. Certainly not. 
.Mr. SMOOT. I never mentioned a Democrat; I never men­

tioned politics; I never mentioned a soul except Mr. Dale. 
.Mr. DOLLIVER. But I do not llold the Senator from Utah 

responsible for everything that emanates from the Finance 
Committee. The RECORD is surely filled with trwnpery of the 
·last generati:on, intended to show that I could not entertain 
such ideas as these without abandoning Republicani m and fall­
ing back onto a form of Democracy that has already been 
buried with the usual honors. [Laughter.] 

l\fr. SMOOT. I wish the Senator would correct me if I am 
wrong in my assumpti-0n; and that was that the Senator had 
an interview with Mr. Dale; that he had that interview pub­
lished as a Senate document ; and that he was peaking and 
basing his argument upon that document or interview. Is that 
not correct? . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Well, the whole argument fell back on that 
as a sort of outer defense. 

Mr. SMOOT. All I did was this: I ca.lied the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that Mr. Dale had not appeared before 
the Ways and 1\Ieans Committee to be cross-examined there, 
but that he eame here and had an interview with the Senator 
from Iowa--

Mr. DOLLIVER. l\Ir. Presid~--
Mr. S.l\IOOT. And then I called attention to the fact--
Mr. DOLLIVER. Just a moment. The Senator wants to be 

just. 
Mr. SMOOT. Let me finish--
Mr. DOLLIVER. He came here at my request 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly; I do not .question that. 
l\!r. DOLLIVER. I will tell you how I happened to want 

him. I had been reading the Textile World Re-cord for .a good 
while every month. I do not take the same p1ide that the 
Senator from Rhode Island [l\!r. ALDRICH] does, who puts him­
self forward as the master of the fate of the textile industry 
of the United States, and yet stands here to avow that he ne-ver 
heard of the paper or the magazine which for twenty years, 
has been the representative trades organ of the most important 
branch of the textile industry of the United States. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let us get back 1.o Mr. Dale. That is the 
question h.ere. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Iowa 
yield to me for a moment? 

.hi"r. SMOOT. Le.t me finish--
Mr. NELSON. I want to get .at the point of this matter I 

understood distinctly that the e.ffect of the Sena.tor's remarks 
was to belittle Mr. Dale be-cause he had been in the woolen 
business and made a failure of it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That was the idea, as it seemed to me. 
Mr. NELSON. Exactly. 
Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator from Minnesota had waited, I 

would have told him exactly my thought and what impression 
I wanted to convey to the Senate. When this question was 
before the Ways an.cl Means Committee, the men interested in 
this subject appeared before the committee. Upon this very 
question there was a certain man · before the Ways and :Means 
Committee who gave testimony, but who upon cross-exnmina­
tion utterly failed t~ sustain his assertions. l\fr. Dale did not 
go before the Ways and Means Committee. I do not know 
whether or not he was asked to do so. I suppose, if he was 
int re ted enough in this question, he could have gone before 
thn t ommittee, but he did not do so. I simply said that I 
wanted to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that this 
man~ on whose statement the Senator from Iowa had based his 
arITTllllent, certainly was· not a successful manufacturer, with 
all the protection that had been given. Other men had passed 
successfully through the. same years; and, inasmuch a.s the Sen· 
ator referred to me as a manufacturer, I want to say here that 
during those years the woolen mill that I managed ran every 
day. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Very well; but your colleague said that 
multipled tens of thousands of these corporations went to the 
bad during that period. 

Mr. SMOOT. Well, Mr. President, we are discussing the 
question now between Mr. Dale and myself, as the Senator has 
thought proper to bring the que tion up. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Sena.tor '1as located more f ortunately, 
surrounded by those magnificent mountains whi h give his city 
such beauty of situati,on, and evidently they operated to i olate 
him from the storm which was raging in the commercial world 
about that time. 

I 
) 
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Mr. Sl\100'.r. Not altogether; we felt it just abont as much 

as any other section of this country, and I can assure you that 
I hope never to live to see the day when we shall have to pass 
through such an experience again. I disclaim now that I 
have cast any reflection upon the moral character of Mr. Dale; 
but I do claim that he is not fitted, any more than a thousand 
other men are fitted, to give testimony upon this great branch 
of industry in this country. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, he might be if he were a Sen­
ator. [Laughter.] 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have no hesitation in saying, 
and in saying as forcefully as I can, that his testimony or his 
knowledge would exceed the testimony and the knowledge of the 
Senator from l\finnesota upon the wool schedule. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. l\Ir. President, I understood the Senator to 
say that nobody had ever recognized the skill of this man. 

Mr. SMOOT. 0 Mr. President> I never said that 
Ur. DOLLIVER. The Senator said that he would have ap­

peared before the Ways and Means Committee if he had been 
sent for. 

Mr. SMOOT. . I said that if he was interested in this subject, 
and if he wanted to do so, he could have appeared before the 
Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Has the Senator read the testimony taken 
before-the Ways and Means Committee! 

Mr. SMOOT. I was in the committee room a great deal of 
the time when the testimony was being given. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Has the Senator read the testimony that 
was taken? 

l\fr. SMOOT. I can not say that I have read every word of 
the testimony, but I have read a great deal of it, and I know 
that Mr. Dale did not appear before that committee. 

Mr. DOLLIVER . .Mr. President, I undertake to say that the 
record will show that he did, or that his testimony is preserved 
in those hearings. 

Mr. SMOOT. In this last hearing? 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Sl\IOOT. Well, Mr. President, I will leave the record 

to speak for that. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I may be in error about it--
Mr. SMOOT. I thiiik the Senator is in error. I want to 

say right now that I have looked through it, not as carefully 
perhaps as I ought to have done, but I do not believe that Mr. 
Dale appeared there before the Wa~s and Means Committee. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I de> not think it is necessary to authenti­
cate his position a·s an expert that he should have been there, 
because I notice that nine-tenths of the testimony was given 
by Mr. Whitman and my old friend from Philadelphia, l\Ir. 
Theodore Justice. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, that was not the question. The 
question was as to whether ·he did appear. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Question! 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I take it that these two 

amendments will be voted upon together. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is my understanding. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. And on that question I ask for the yeas 

and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BACON. The question, as I understand, is on the two 

amendments? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the two amendments. 
.Mr. BRADLEY. Are those amendments of the committee? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are amendments of the 

committee. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
l\Ir. JOHNSTON of .Alabama (when Mr. BANKHEAD's name 

was called). My colleague [Mr. BANKHEAD] is unavoidably 
detained from the Senate to-day. He is paired with the junior 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. NIXoNJ~ If he were present, my 
colleague would vote "nay." 

l\Ir. CURTIS (when his name was called). I desire to an­
nounce my pair upon this vote with the junior Senator from In­
diana [Mr. SHIVELYl. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], who is necessarily 
absent, and for that reason I withhold my vote. 

l\Ir. FRYE (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and therefore 
withhold my 'rote. 

1\Ir. JONES (when his· name was called). I am paired for 
the day with the junior Senator from South Carolina [l\fr. 
SMITH]. Therefore I withhold my Tote on all the votes taken 
for the day, und make this announcement now to apr>lY to all. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). On this vote 
I am paired with the senior Senator from Maine [l\fr. HA.LE]. 

By an arrangement with the senior senator :from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDBICH] that pair can be transferred to the senior Sena­

, tor from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], which will permit 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM} and myself to 
vote. I vote " nay." . · 

l\fr. NIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the- junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANK.HE.AD], and there­
fore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\lr. DILLINGHAM. Under the transfer of pairs announced 

by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAUBIN], I wm vote. 
I vote " yea." 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to inquire if the junior Senator from 
Oregqn [.Mr. BOURNE] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
he has not. 
Mr~ CURTIS. Then I transfer my pair with the Senator 

from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY] to the Sena.tor from Oregon [Mr. 
BOURNE] and vote. I vote "yea." . 

l\Ir. OWEN. I wish to announce the pair of the Senator from 
Tennes ee [Mr. FRAZIER] with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
DEPEW]. 

Mr. SCOTT. My colleague [Mr. EL.KINS] is unavoidably ab­
sent. He is paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY]. If my colleague were here, he would vote " yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 42, nays 31, as follows: 

Aldrich 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 

Bacon 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Clapp 
Clay 
Culberson 

Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
du Pont 
Flint 
Gallfnger 
Gamble 

YEAs-42. 
Guggenheim 
Heybrrrn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kean 
Lodge 
l\fcCumber 
McEnery 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

NAYS-31. 
Cummins La Follette 
Davis McLaurin: 
Dolliver Martin 
Fletcher Money 
Foster Nelson 
Gore New lands 
Hughes Overman 
;Johnston, Ala. Owen 

NOT VOTING-18. 

:~~ihead g*~ Hale 
Jones 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Ric-hardson 

Bourne Elk.ins 
Chamberlain Frazier 
Clarke, Ark. Frye 

Root 
Scott 
Smith, M!ch. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Paynter 
Rayner 
Simmons 
Smith~Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 

Shively 
Smith, S. C. 
Tillman 

So the amendments of the Committee on Finance were 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDE....~T pro tempore. Without objection, the para­
graph as amended is agr~ed to. 

The SECRETARY. The next paragraph passed over is 370, and 
in line 15, after the word " flocks," the committee propose to 
strike out the word " six " and insert " ten." 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, just before the previous 
vote was taken, and just before the distinguished Senator from 
Utah [Mr. SMOOT] took his seat, a controversy, somewhat nebu­
lous and uncertain in character on both sides, developed as to 
whether the Ways and l\Ieans Committee had had before it the 
witness to whose name reference had been made. The Senator 
from Utah being a little dim in his recollection as to whether 
he had read all this testimony, was unable to say whether l\Ir. 
Dale had appeared or not I, for want of absolute confidence 
in the accuracy of my recollection. was unable to press that 
point with that ·vigor which would become a man who knew to 
a dead certainty that he was correct about it. Therefore, the 
controversy lapsed into what would be called in worldly circles 
a "controversial draw." 

In the meantime I have examined these hearings, and I find 
there is a sense in which we were both wrong, and a sense in 
which I was not far from right, because I find on page 5183 
of the tariff hea.rings, on Sched-ule K, before the Ways and 
l\Ieans Committee, a letter by Sidney Blumenthal, of New York, 
ubmitting for the consideration· of the committee, not Mr. 

Dale's testimony, but an extract from an extraordinary editorial 
article printed in the Textile World Record, of Boston, for 
January, 1909; and in view of the fact that this editorial arti­
cle thus appearirig, occupying pages of this record, the work 
of Mr. Dale, states with felicitous accuracy, so that almost any­
body can undeTstand it, notwithstanding the complexity of the 
subject, the question that is at issue here, I wish to read a few 
lines of it., because he exhibits for our attention the grievances 
of large classes of woolen manufacturers in New England and 
everywhere else in the United States. 



8006 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. JUNE 9, 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President----
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah'/ 
. Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Afr. SMOOT. I take it for granted the Senator remembers 
what my statement was, and that was that Mr. Dale did not 
appear before the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
that he was not there to be subjected to cross-examination. ' 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is true. 
1\Ir. SMOOT. That is the statement I made. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. He was absent in person and in body but 

he had his ideas there. The rest of them were there in pei.·son, 
but there was a peculiar dearth of ideas in connection with 
their attendance in some cases. But here is what he says about 
the.se wastes : 

It is evident that one of the most difficult problems before the com­
mittee is the removal in the inequalities in the taritr on wool and woolens 
The new tarur should afford adequate protection to all branches of the 
industry. 

So you see he is not a free trader. 
That is the basic principle on which the revision must be made. It 

should also bear equally on all branches, favoring none at the expense 
of the others or of the consumer. The inequalities encountered first are 
those in rates on wool. As it comes from the sheep's back and is re-

. ceived at the mill, wool contains a widely varying amount of grease 
and dirt. Some lots may consist of three-quarters grease and one­
quarter clean wool ; other lots, one-quarter grease and three-quarters 
clean wool ; and no two lots shrink exactly alike. 

The Dingley law fixes the tariff on wool at a uniform amount per 

H
pound of grease wool, refardless of the amount of grease it contains. 

ere lies the fundamenta and insurmountable difficulty with a specific 
duty on grease wool. A duty of 11 cents a pound amounts in fact to 44 
cents per pound of clean wool if there is 75 per cent of grease present 
and to only 148 cents per pound of clean wool if there is 25 per cent of 
grease. 

Now, listen: 
The result is that the 11-cent duty oil wool excludes the heavy shrink­

ing wools from the country. In effect, the law says: "No wool shrink­
ing over a certain amount shall be imported into the United States 
except at a loss." It is impossible to escape this prohibition by scour­
ing the wool abroad, because the law expressly provides that the duty 
on scoured wool shall be three times the duty on grease wool. 

The wools required by ·the carded woolen industry are the short, heavy 
shrinking grades. This explains one reason why the specific duty on 
wool is a serious burden on the carded woolen industry and bears 
lightly on the worsted trade for which the light shrinking wools are 
chiefly adapted. 

Deprived wholly of any supply of foreign wool, the carded woolen 
industry is forced to rely on the domestic clip, which provides less than 
half the wool (clean weight) used in the country: This domestic supply 
is still further restricted by the fact that worsted machinery has been 
steadily developed so as to comb and spin shorter wools for worsted 
goods. This is a second reason why the carded woolen industry is 
placed at a disadvantage. . 

Restricted to a small part of a small domestic clip, the woolen manu­
facturer turns to the by-products of worsted manufacture and to reworked 
wool (shoddy) for a supply of raw material, and again finds condi­
tions adverse to him. The duty on noils, the by-product of worsted 

· combing, which the worsted spinner can not use, is so high as to pro­
hibit importations, and as a result the carded woolen manufacturer is 
forced to pay the worsted manufacturer a high price for a very limited 
supply of domestic noils. 

The carded woolen manufacturer finds a similar condition when he 
turns from noils to wool waste and reworked wool. Prohibitory duties 
on the foreign supply restrict him to the narrow limits of the home 
supply. 

1-'he products of the carded woolen industry are necessary in order 
to provide the people with warm clothing at a low price. They are pre­
emmently the clothing of the poor and of those in moderate circum­
stances. The effect of the present law has been to make cotton, instead 
of carded woolen cloth, the substitute for the higher priced worsted, 
and thus deprive the consumer of an adequate supply of warm clothing 
at a moderate price. 

It is difficult to avoid the conclusion that the carded woolen indu!'ltry 
has been starved while the worsted industry has been placed in a fa­
vorable position by reason of the low duty on light shrinking worsted 
wools and of the high prices at which the worsted by-products have been 
sold to carded woolen and knitting mills. 

It is not surprising that the carded woolen industry has languished 
under these conditions, nor that those identified with it should now ap­
peal vehemently for a recasting of the tariff on wool and wool goods at 
the coming revision. It is our purpose here not to recommend a defi­
nite schedule, but rather to point out facts that would aid in framing 
such a schedule. If objection is raised to the abandonment of specific 
duties on wool on the score of danger of undervaluations, this question 
may well be asked, Is the evil of undervaluations with an ad valorem 
tariff, which evil can be limited by the vigilance of the Government, 
likely to be greater than the evil of discrimination against heavy shrink­
ing wools, which evil can not be limited in any way whatever? It is 
up to the advocates of specific rates on wool to propose a schedule 
under which such rates will not favor some and discriminate against 
others. 

I ask leave to print as a part of my remarks the extract to 
which I have referred from the Boston Textile World Record 
of January, 1909. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
[From the Textile World Record, Boston, January, 1909.J 

It is evident that one of the most difficult problems before the com­
mittee is the removal of the "inequalities in the tariff on wool and 
woolens. The new tariff should afford adequate protectlo~ to all 

branches o:f the industry. That ls the basic principle on which the re­
vision must be made. It should also bear equally on all branches 
favoring none at the expense of the others or of the consumer. The 
inequalities enc?untered first are those ln rates on wool. As it comes 
from the sheep s back and is received at the mill, wool contains a 
widely varying amount of grease and dirt. Some lots may consist of 
three-quarters grease and one-quarter clean wool ; other lots, one­
quarter grease and three-quarters clean . wool ; and no two lots shrink 
exactly alike. 

The Dlngley law fixes the taritf on wool at a uniform amount per 
pound of grease wool, regardless of the amount of grease it contains. 
Here lies the fundamental and insurmountable difficulty with a specific 
duty on grease wool. A duty of 11 cents a pound amounts in fact to 
44 cents per pound of clean wool if there is 75 per cent of grease pres­
ent, and to only 14j cents per pound of clean wool if there is 25 per 
cent of grease. · The result is that the 11-cent duty on wool excludes 
the heavy shrinking wools from the country. In effect the law says· 
" No wool shrinking over a certain amount shall be imported into the 
Unlted States except at a loss." It is impossible to escape this pro­
hibition by scouring. the wool abroad, because the law expressly pro­
vides that the duty on scoured wool shall be three times the duty on 
grease wool. 

The wools required by the carded woolen industry are the short 
heavy shrinking grades. This explains one reason why the specific 
duty on wool is a serious burden on the carded woolen industry and 
bears lightly on the worsted trade for which the light shrinking wools 
are chiefly adapted. 

Deprived wholly of any supply of. foreign wool, the ca.rded woolen indus­
try is forced to rely on the domestic clip, which provides less than half the 
wool (clean weight) used in the country. This domestic supply is .still 
further restricted by the fact that worsted machinery has been steadily 
developed so as. to comb and spin shorter wools for worsted goods 
This is a second reason why the carded woolen industry is placed at a 
disadvantage. 

Restricted to a small part of a small domestic clip, the woolen manu­
facturer turns to the by-products of worsted manufacture and to re­
worked wool (shoddy) for a supply of raw material, and again finds 
condi~ions a~verse to him. The. duty on noils, the by-product of worsted 
combmg, which the worsted spmner can not use, is so high as to pro­
hibit importations, and as a result the carded woolen manufacturer is 
forced to pay the worsted manufacturer a high price for a very limited 
supply of domestic noils. 

The carded woolen manufacturer finds a similar condition when be 
turns from noils to wool waste and r eworked wool. Prohibitory duties 
on the foreign supply restrict him to the narrow limits of the home 
supply. 

The products of the carded woolen industry are necessary in order to 
provide the people with warm clothing at a low price. They are pre­
eminently the clothing of the poor and of those in moderate circum­
stances. The effect ·of tl1e present law bas been to make cotton instead 
of carded woolen cloth, the substitute for the higher-priced 'worsted 
and thus deprive the consumer of an adequate supply of warm clothing 
at a moderate price. 

It is difficult to avoid the conclusion that the carded woolen industry 
has been starved while the worsted industry has been placed in a favor­
able position by reason of the low duty on light shrinking worsted wools 
and of the high prices at which the worsted by-products have been sold 
to carded woolen and knitting . mills. 

It is not surprising that the carded woolen industry has languished 
under these conditions, nor that those identified with it should now ap­
peal vehemently for a recasting of the tariff on wool and wool goods 
at the coming revision. It is our purpose here not to recommend a 
definite schedule, but rather to point out facts that would aid in fram­
ing such a schedule. If objection is raised to the abandonment of spe­
cific duties on wool on the score of danger of undervaluations. this 
question may well be asked, Is the evil of undervaluations with an 
ad valorem tariff, which evil can be limited by the vigilance of the Gov­
ernment, likely to be greater than the evil of discrimination against 
heavy shrinking wools, which evil can not be limited in any way what­
ever? It is up to the advocates of specific rates on wool to propose a 
schedule under which such rates will not favor some and discriminate 
against others. 

Another problem before the committee, and which is still more closely 
interlaced with the technical details of textile manufacturing, is the 
framing of a schedule of rates on wool fabrics which will be uniform on 
all grades of goods. The first step in reaching a solution of this prob­
lem is to obtain facts. The present law is based on the assumption that 
it requires 4 pounds of grease wool to make 1 pound of wool cloth. 

The error of such a general proposition is at once evident, because 
of the variable shrinkage of grease wools. But it is not enough for 
the committee to know that the 4-to-1 ratio is wrong. They are 
charged with the task of finding out what is right. It will aid them 
in this search to know just how the present law, with its 4-to-1 ratio, 
has operated on different fabrics. With this object in view we have 
applied the Dingley rates to a number of wool fabrics which have either 
been made or analyzed by us personally. We know as well as it is 
possible for anyone to know how much material is required to manu­
facture a pound of the respective cloths, and present here the results 
of our calculations. We believe this is the first time that the results 
of such an examination of the Dingley schedules have been published. 

Dingley schedules. 

A25-WORSTED SERGE. 

[18.4 ounces per yard, 54 inches wide; 10,000 yards, at $1, $10,000; 
11,500 pounds cloth. This requires 21,941 pounds grease wool.] 

Duty. Per cent. 

Dingley duty: 
ll,500pounds cloth, 44 cents---------------------------- $5,000.00 50.6 
55 per cent of $10',ooo________________ _________________ ___ 5,500.00 55.0' 

Total dutY----------------------------·--·------------ 10,560.00 105.6 
Actual compensatory required: 

21,9il pounds grease wool, 11 cents-- ----- ------------- · 2,413.51 24.1 

Actual Drotection __ --------------- -------------- --- --- 8,146.49 81.5 

\ 



1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. 3007 
Dingley schedules-Continued. 

A96-COTTON-WARP DRESS GOODS. 

[6.7 ounces per yard, 50 inches wide; 10,000 yards, at 25 cents, $2,500; 
4,187 pounds cloth. This requires 4,515 pounds of grease wool.] 

Duty. 

Dingley duty: 
4,187 pounds cloth, 44 cents _________________ ------- $1,842.28 
50 per cent of $2,500 __________________ _: ________ _._____ 1,250.00 

Total dutY---------------------------------------- 3,092.28 
Actual compensatory required: • 

4,515 pounds grease wool, 11 eent&---------------------· 496.65 

Actual protection..----------------------------- 2,695.68 

C96-WORSTED DRESS GOODS. 

Percent. 

n.7 
50 

123.7 

19.9 

103.8 

[6.7 ounces per yard, 50 inches wide; 10,000 yards, at 40 cents, $4,000; 
4,187 pounds cloth. This will require 9,760 pounds of grease wool.] 

Dingley duty: 
4,187 pounds cloth, 44 cents----- ----- - ---------------- $1,8i2.28 
55 per cent of $i,OOO------------------------------------- 2,200.00 

Total dutY------------------------------------- -----· 4,012.28 
Actual compensatory required: 

9, 760 pounds grease wool, 11 cents- --------------------· 1,073.60 

Actual protection------------------------------------- 2,968.68 [ 

E119-WORSTED SERGE, PIECE DYED. 

. 46 
55 

101 

26.8 

74.2 

[14! ounces per yard, 56 inches; 10,000 yards, at 90 cents, $9,000; 
9,062 pounds cloth. This would require 20,945 pounds grease wool.] 

Dingley duty: · 
9 062 pounds cloth, 44 cents----------------------------- $3,98'7.28 44.3 
55 per cent of $9,000------------------------------------- 4,950.00 55 

-----1--~~-
Total duty _____ ------~------------------------------ 8,937 .28 99. 3 

Actual compensatory req1tired: 
20,945 pounds, 11 ce,nts------------------; ·--------------- , __ 2_,_30_3_._90_~_ . ___ 2_5_.6 

Actual protection----------------------------------~ 6,633.33 I 73.7 

A226--cOTTO~ WORSTED. 

[14 ounces, 55 inches wide; 10,000 yards, at 50 cents, $5,000; 8,750 
pounds cloth. This would require 3,125 pounds grease wool.] 

Dlnglcy duty: 
8,750 pounds, 44 cents----------------------------------- $3,850.00 77 
roper cent of $5,000----- -- ----- --------~----------------· 2,600.00 50 1-----1------

Total dutY---------------------------------------·---- 6,350.00 127 
Actual compensatory required: 

3,126 pounds, 11 cents----------------------------------- 343.75 6.8 
1-~---1------

Actu al protection-----------------------------.------ , 6,006.25 120.2 

A207-COTTO:'.ll-WARP, CASKET CLOTH, COTTO:S, WOOL, AND SHODDY. 

[i5l! ounces per yard, 68 inches wide; 10,000 yards, at 50 cents, 
$5,000 ; 9,688 pounds cloth. This will require 2,375 pounds cotton 
warp, 1,600 pounds grease wool, 1;125 pounds raw cotton, 9,563 
pounds shoddy.] 

Dingley duty: - I 
. 9,688 pounds cloth, 44 cents-- ------------- -------------- $!,262. '72 

50 per cent of $5,000----------- ------- ~ ------------------ 2,500.00 
Total duty _________________________ _.:__________ _ 6, 762. 72 

Actual compensatory required: 
1,600 pounds, 11 cents--------- --------- --- --- $1, 760.00 
9,563 pounds, 5 cents________ _________________ 478.15 

2,238.15 

85.2 
50.0 

135.2 

44.S. 

Actual protection------------------·------------------ 4,521. 57 90. 4 

608-PIECE·DYED KERSEY. 

[ 25 ounces per yard, 55 inches. Stock : Back warp, 40 per cent Oregon, 
60 per cent shoddy; face warp and filling, 50 per cent California, 50 
per cent shoddy; 10,000 yards, $1.25, $12,500 ; 15,625 pounds cloth. 
This would require 32,426 pounds wool in grease, 13,167 pounds 
shoddy.] 

Dingley..duty: . 
15,625 pounds, 4-! cents-------------- -------------------- $6,875.00 
55 per cent of $12,500 . . ------------- -------------------- 6,875.00 

55 
55 , _____ , ___ _ 

Total dutY--------------------------------------- 13, 700.00 
A.ct11al compensatory required: 

::!2,420 pounds , 11 cents ----------------------· $3,566.8-
13,167 pounds, 5 cents------------------------ 658.35 

4,225.21 

Actual protection------------------~=----------- 9,524.79 

110 

33.8 

76.2 

Dingley BoheduZes-Continued. 
E382-COTTON-WARP BEAVER. 

[28 ounces per yard, 55 inehes; 10,000 yards, at 75 cents, $7,500; 
17,500 pounds~ This quantity would require 3,611 pounds raw cot­
ton, 1,309 pounds cotton warp, 22,123 pounds shoddy, 4,886 pounds 
fine woo~ J..,137 pounds coarse wool.] 

Dlngley duty: 
17,5001>ounds, 44 cents------------------------------
50 per cent of $7,600------------------------------------

Total duty __ . ___ ----------------------------- ---- ____ .. 
Actual compensatory required: 

6,023 pounds, 11 cents------------------------ $662.53 
22,123 poun.lli!, 5 cents---------------- 1,106.15 

Duty. Per cent. 

$7,700.00 10-2. 7 
3,750.00 60 

1~----1·----
ll,450.00 152.7 

1, 768.68 23.6 .. ----
Actual protection __ ----------·----------------------- 9,681.32 129.1 

E24-IBISH FRIEZE. 
[34 ounces per yard, 55 inches. Stock: 50 per C'ent wool and 50 per 

cent waste; 10,000 yards, at $1, Sl0,000; 21,250 pounds cloth. This 
requires 23,625 pounds grease wool, 17,719 pounds shoddy RJ'.\d 
waste.] 

$9,350.00 I 93.5 
5,000.00 50 

I Dingley duty: 
21,250 pounds, 44 cents-------------------------5() per cent of $10,000 ..• ________________________ : _______ _ 

Total duty __________________________ .-------------· 14,850.00 143.5 
Actual compensatory required: 

23,625 pounds, 11 cents _____________________ $2,598.75 
17,719 pounds, at 5 cents-------------------- 885.95 

3,484.70 34.8 
Actual protection ________________________________ _ _ 10,865.30 J 108.7 

A211-WOOL CASSIMERE, TERRITORY WOOL. 
[13 ounces per yard, 54 inches wide; 10,000 yards, at 85 cents, $8,500 ~ 

8,125 pounds cloth. This will require 32,143 pounds grease wool, 
shrinking 65 per cent.J 

Dingley duty: 
8,125 pounds cloth, 44 cents----------------------------- $3,575.00 
55 per cent of $8,500---- --"-- ------------------- --------- 4,675.00 

42 
55 

Total duty _______________ .:______________________ 8,250.00 97 
Actual compensatory required: 

32,143 pounds, 11 cents---------------------------------- 3,535.73 41.6 
Actual protection ___________________________________ • --4~,71-4.._2_7_ ,, ___ 55 __ .-4 

DE-WOOL DRESS GOODS, PIECE DYED. 
[6 ounces per yard, 50 inches wide; 10,000 yards, at 40 cents, $4,000; 

3,750 ·pounds cloth. This would require 14,823 pounds grease wool, 
s hrinking 65 per cent-] 

Dingley duty: 
3, 750 pounds, 44 cents---------------------------·-------- $1,650.00 41.2 
55 per cent of $4,000__________________________ 2,200.00 55 

Total dutY--------------------------------------· 3,85-0.00 96.2 
Actual compensatory required: . 

14,823 pounds, 11 cents--------------------------------- 1,630.53 40.8 

Actual ·protection _______________________________ ~---! 2,219.47 55.4 

It will be noticed that the ''actual compensatory" is based on the 
amount of 'grease wool extended at 11 cents a pound and of waste or 
shoddy extended at 5 cents. This is on the assumption that the cost 
of wool in this country is increased by the full amount of the duty, 
which is not always the case. In the case of waste and shoddy 5 cents 
a pound has been allowed, because it would clea rly be wrong to take 
the full amount of the duty, 10 to 20 cents, which in many cases is 
more than the total cost of the material in question. We have. sent 
to England fo.r samples of the cheap fabrics on which the compensatory 
duty per pound, owing to the lower valuation, is less than four times 
the duty on a pound of wool, and hope to give the results of our 
analysis in an early issue. 

The following summary ennbles a comparison to be made for each 
of the fabrics between the duty as divided between " compensatory " 
and "protective" in the present law and as actually · divided in 
practice: 

- Dingley duty. 

Compen· Protect-
satory. ive. 

----
A25-Worsted serge ____________ 5<>.6 55 
AOO-Cotton-warp dress goods- 73.7 50 
COO-Worsted dress goods _____ 46.0 55 
.El.19-Worstedsergepiece, dyed. 44.3 55 
A220-Cotton worsted _________ 77.0 50 
A207-0otton-warp casket cloth. 85.2 50 
608-Piece dyed kersey __________ 55.0 55 
E382-0otton-warp beaver _____ 102.7 50 E24-Irish frieze _________________ 93.5 50 
A211-Wool cassimere _________ 42.0 55 
DE-Wool dress gooas ________ 41.2 55 

Actual. 

Com pen- Protect-
satory. ive. 

--------
24.1 81.5 
19.9 100.8 
26.8 7!l.2 
25.6 73.7 
6.8 120.2 

4!.8 90.4 
33.8 76.2 
23.6 129.1 
34.8 108.7 
41.6 55.4 
40.8 oo.4. 

Total 
duty. 

105. 
123. 
101. 

99. 
127. 
135. 
110. 
152. 
143. 
97. 
96. 

6 
7 
0 
3 
0 
2 
0 
7 
5 
0 
2 

We have purposely excluded details of cost of manufacturing from 
these tables in order to avoid complications and confine attention to 
one important phase of ta.riff revision. Even now they involve many 
details and require careful study in order to determine their bearing 
on the revision of the tariff. One of the defects in the present tariff 
on wool goods, and perhaps the only one that attracts the attention 
of the public, is that the aggregate ad valorem rates amount in many 
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cases to considerably more than 100 per cent. Pop·crlar attention is 
also directed to the fact that the tari1f is prohibitory on the cheaper 
grades of goods. This fact is being seized by politicians as a basis 
for the cry of discrimination against the poor and in favor of the rich. 
It is the part of wisdom for the textile trade to look the situation 
squarely in the face and devise some plan by which the friends of 
protection at Washington may be able to frame a law that will not 
only avoid favoring one branch of the wool and wool-goods trade at 
the expense of the other, but which will remove all grounds for the 
belief on the part of the public that the rates favor the producer at 
the expense of the consumer. 

When inequalities in a tariff are corrected some one must give up an 
uniair advantage in justice to others. The woolgrower, the worsted 
spinner, the woolea manufacturer, and Congress, representing all inter­
ests, including the consumer, should get together with the determina­
tion to incorporate in the tariff bill of 1909 the square deal of which 
we have heard so much for seven years. The woolgrower may find that 
he needs protection against evils at home more than against im­
ports from abroad ; the worsted spinner may realize that his higher 
interests require a yielding up of some of the advantages be now pos­
sesses ; while the carded-woolen manufacturer would doubtless gladly 
exchange such tarit'f protection as be does not need for a supply of the -
raw material without which he can not live. And this general equaliza­
tion of rates, while affording adequate protection to American industry, 
will satisfy the consumer, who is the final arbiter in this country. 

A majority of the people _in the United States believe in adequate 
protection and want it incorporated in the new bill. They also want 
excessive protecti·Jn abolished. Under these conditions the course for 
the textile industry to adopt is plain. It is o aid Congress to deter-· 
mine what is adequate protection and to insist that the rates on all 
goods shall be lowered or raised as may be necessary to bring them to 
the " adequate " mark. · 

Mr. WARREN. I do not yet understand what the gentleman 
proposes to do, unless he proposes_ an ad valorem tax ; and I 
will ask the Senator from Iowa whether that is his proposition? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not know what he proposes. I know 
what I propose, although I despair of getting my honored friend 
the Senator from Wyoming to help me with it. 

Mr. WARREN. Let me say to my honored friend the Senator 
from Iowa if he will show me anything that will benefit those 
who grow the wool, those who manufacture it, and those who 
consume it, I will be glad to go with him. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. I am afraid that in reality the Senator 
from Wyoming has the same misgivings about it that were ex­
pressed by the Senator from Montana. He has not so much 
opposition to it as a dull fear, intuitively interpreted by long 
experience, that if the schedule were once reopened, it does not 
lie with human wisdom to tell what may happen to it in the 
course of the next few weeks. 

Mr. WARREN. What is the "it" to which the Senator from 
Montana assented and I did not? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. A proportional statement of specific duties 
upon raw wool in the ratio of its shrinkage. 

Mr. WARREN. How would the Senator decide the per-
centage? · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. By modern methods, of which I can not 
find that anybody in the Senate has ever heard. 

Mr. WARREN. ,Will the Senator permit me right here? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes. 
Mr. WARREN. I have within a very few days had some 

experience in regard to this matter, and I want to say, if the 
Senator has any way of unraveling that problem of deciding 
what is the shrinkage on wool, so that we can put on an ad 
valorem tax and base it upon the shrinkage, and go through 
the custom-house safely, he will perform one of the great won-
ders of the age. · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President--
Mr. W ARHEN. One moment, please. I want to say to the 

Senator that neither his wool nor the wool of any other man 
will be sold in large quantities upon any market in this country 
without taking the wool itself, or some of it, to the factory and 
scouring it, and buying it upon what it really shrinks. Would 
the Senator undertake to say that the wool shall be scoured, all 
ot it, under government supervision, before it passes out of the 
care of the custom-house? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. On what basis does a man who is buying 
wool of the Senator from Wyoming buy it! Does he buy the 
dirt and grease in it! 

1\fr. WARREN. He bUys it upon what he believes will be its 
scoured value. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Are there no facilities out in Wyoming to 
enable him to judge what are the scoured contents of a fieece? 

Mr. WARREN. ~'here are not. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Where is that decision made? 
Mr. WARREN. There are not, because the wools purchased 

by the different d.ealers for different manufacturers are sub­
jected to different treatments according to what they are in­
tended for; and hence every western scouring concern which has 
been started, in my knowledge, except the one in Aurora, Ill., 
has closed, because the wool has to be brought to market in the 
grease and scoured after arrival at its destination. 

When the wool is offered for sale and the Senator from Iowa 
comes in to buy it, if he is willing to trust his judgment suffi­
ciently to pay the price asked by the dealer, he may buy it and 

take the chances, but in buying large quantities of wool it 
almost invariably happens that sample bags will be ordered 
and the sample sent to a factory, where it is scoured in order -to 
find out what it shrinks, and then he comes back and buys the 
wool in quantity ·on the actual results of his test. . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is not that exactly what is going on at the 
custom-house when duties are assessed upon certain cloth? Are 
not samples removed and tested 1-

1\Ir. WARREN. 'l'he Senator certainly can not have given -
that the attention which he usually gives to matters about which 
he talks, if he thinks the custom-house is going to be able to say 
how the raw wool will scour. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I was not talking about wool. 
Mr. WARREN. One moment. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. There are many things that come into the 

custom-house upon which they do assess duties by taking speci- -
mens out of the consignment and making the assessment upon 
the consignment on a standard determined by what appears · 
from the specimens. . · 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. DOLI ... IVER. - Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. In answer to that question I wish to say this: 

I have gone to a wool camp where there have been racks of · 
wool blocks lorig and containing hundreds of tons. The clips 
were offered for sale. I have taken one sack, sometimes two 
sometimes three; I have shipped them _to the mill. I hav~ 
scoured the sample bags of wool and purchased the clip upon · 
the scoured result of the three bags. When I came to scour 
the whole clip, I have found a discrepancy of at least 5 to 6 
per cent. ;No one can tell what a clip of wool will shrink until 
it is all scoured. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But this was a very modest transaction -
in the open ·air; in a salubrious climate. There are millions of 
pounds of wool sold every year in London. The agents of 
every nation in the world are there buying wool. Nobody buys 
the dirt that is in the wool, or the grease. Everybody buys and · 
pays for the scoured contents of the bale. How do these agents 
tell how much to bid at the London auction? _ · 

Mr. SMOOT. A man goes into the London auction-I have _ 
been there and seen purchases made ; I have seen the samples 
taken from a lot-just the same as in purchasing wool in the 
West. They get it scoured," and upon that sample they bid on . 
the wool. But that does not prove that the whole clip of wool 
or the amount of the purchase will shrink the same. 

1\fr. DOLLIVER. No. 
Mr. SMOOT. But it gives them an idea as to what it wjll 

shrink. A man has to use his own judgment in buying wool 
in London the same as in the West. I have missed the scoured 
result in many clips as high as 5 and 6 and 7 per cent, and I · 
think that every wool buyer who has had any experience has 
done the same. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If we could get a scheme here of assessing · 
this wool that would reduce the error to 5 or 6 per cent, it 
would be the very step forward to which my friend the Senator · 
from Wyoming has alluded. The truth. is, we have now a · 
system that in the very nature of the case has ranged from 
75 per cent down to nothing, and everything is assessed as if it 
were of one value and one shrinkage. · -

When I propose to assess it upon the shrinkage, the Senator 
says there is sometimes a difference of 6 per cent in judging of 
the character of the fleece: If I could be certain we could re­
duce this inequality to 6 per cent, I would not for a moment 
hesitate in calling on my friend from Wyoming to follow my · 
suggestion. • 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Iowa is talking about per­
centages, and the illustration as stated by me is as to dollars 
and cents. I desire to say that wools, no matter what kind, are 
bought upon the scoured basis; and if they shrink 20 per cent, -
they are bought upon the basis of a shrinkage of 20 per cent. 
If they shrink 80 per cent, they are bought upon the basis of 
a shrinkage of 80 per cent. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it stands to reason that if 
there is a tariff of a certain rate upon wool, those who raise 
the wool in a foreign country-if it is per pound-will select 
the lighter wools for thi~ market. There is no doubt about. that -
You go to the shearing pens and you will find them throwing the 
light fleece in one direction and the heavy fleece in another; the 
light fleece for exportation to the United States; the heavy for 
Bradford and other mar~ets. The concession which has been ·. 
made, if I may term it such, by the woolgrowers in f::rrnr of 
the wool manufacturers, as regards the skirting clause, has 
helped those who intended to import wool to reduce it nearer to 
an equilibrhz.m, because only the light wools will come into 
this country. There is no advantage in that given either to the 
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carded woolen men or to the worsted men. All of us understand 
that. The wools of lighter shrinkage will come here, and the 
market abroad is governed accordingly. The market abroad is 
governed by the shrinkage of wool, and if the worsted men want 
to buy No. 2, which shrinks but little, the price abroad is regu­
lated by the price it will bring here, duty paid. So there is no 
advantage. Prices rise and fall according to the laid-down duty­
paid scoured prices at the factory, and hence the light-shrinkage 
wool costs the buyer just as much more as the light shrinkage 
differentiates in the grease from the wool of heavy shrinkage. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. l\Ir. President, I do not think the carded 
woolen manufacturers and the manufacturers of knit goods in 
the United States or other forms, outside of the worsted in­
dustry, ought to be shut out by so high a duty as the Senator 
proposes from the universal market for those wool substitutes. 
I recognize the fact that nearly everybody is prejudiced against 
ra·gs, and .I . have often myself heard gentlemen-and I am not 
-certain that I have not followed the custom-speak of the beg­
gars of Europe raking the gutters of Constantinople for woolen 
cloths for the purpose of bringing them to the United States to 
be afterwards worn upon the backs of our people. .There is a 
good deal of humbug about that. · 

As I said yesterday, the Providence that made this world 
made wool practica lly indestructible, and when the process of 
refining wool is completed, when the dirt is taken out of it and 
the filth and the disease purged away from it by chemical 
operations, the wool fiber remains absolutely pure and abso­
lutely clean. That is true even of rags which have been dug up 
in Constantinople. 

Mr. W A.RREN. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. · 
Mr. WARREN. Is the Senator undertaking to assert that 

wool loses nothing in all these processes and that remanufac­
tured wool, shoddy, and so forth, is equal to the original clean 
wool? · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Oh, no. It is not equal to it It has the 
disabilities of age and that treatment which comes to things 
and people who are without friends in a world like this. 

Mr. W .A.BREN. I am very glad to say that from the founda­
tion of this plan of a tariff upon wool, 'people who have been 
interested in enacting the laws have felt that if they took care 
of their own rags in this, their own, country, they did not need . 
to pull down the bars for the rags of the pauper cities of· this 
world, diseased as they might be, old as they must be. We 
have rags enough and shoddy enough in this country to get 
along well with. Shall we let down the bars lower than we 
have heretofore? We have already· reduced the rate in the 
tariff on noils since the McKinley law. We have reduced it 50 
per cent. We have reduced it from 30 cents to 20 cents per 
pound, which is a reduction of 50 per cent. · 

Mr. President, it was stated yesterduy by the Senator from 
Minnesota that this wool schedule was a time-honored sort of 
chestnut and had hoary whiskers on it, but we are talking now 
about a duty that has been reduced 50 per cent since the McKin­
ley law was p:rssed. · · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. .Mr. President, I want to say a word fur­
ther. The outcast rags of the world are by no means the most 
important kind of rags that are involved in this amendment. 
Rags, in the sense of this amendment, are a by-product of the 
tailor shops, big and little. In fact, they are the by-product of 
every household in the country. They are saved, and they 
ought to be saved, because the supply of wool, as Mr. Dale 
shows distinctly by uncontroverted ·figures, is not sufficient to 
give the people who live in this world, outside of the ~'ropics, 
one suit of woolen clothes in three years. 

Therefore it is of vast importance to the comfort of this 
world that there should be economy in the saving of all these 
wastes and by-products, and as I have intimated in illuminating 
a little broader philosophy, I think that was tl:i.e design of 
Providence in making wool, as He has made the precious metals, 
indestructible. 

l\fr. WARREN. Would the Senator depend on the products 
of old rags from abroad rather than to have new, clean, fresh 
wool? 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Mr. Dale shows that after all these things 
have been· said and done, the woolen mills are compelled to 
turn to these products. · 

Mr. WARREN. I am talking about imported stock. Would 
the Senator rather import rags than pure wool? That is the 
question. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not want to import either; and I will 
tell you why I want to have this duty reduced a little. 

Mr. WARREN. But admitting that we have to import one 
or the other, which the Senator knows is true, what will we 
import, rags or wool? 

XLIV--189 

Mr. DOL.LIVER. I think I would pref~r to import wool 
myself. . . 

Mr. WARREN. Very true. The Senator proposes now to 
.reduce . the price on shoddy or rags so that they come in here 
and cut out the pure wool of this country, and he is going to 
reduce it so that instead of importing good wool from other 
countries, the manufacturers are going to bring in shoddy. That 
is the difference. 

.Mr. DOLLIVER. Going upon the theory that these carded 
woolen manufacturers can get goods cheaper and sell cheaper, 
they will have to turn to the "rag market," so called, to the -
market that handles the by-products, in order to piece out the 
wool su,pply that lies in the United States, since they are shut 
out entirely from the high-shrinking wools by the unscientific . 
way in which this duty is assessed upon all wools. I want to 
know whether it is the wish to leave them .dealing with such 
rag dealers as now occupy this market in the United States? . 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--- . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. DOL.LIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. I think it would be very unfortunate for the 

carded woolen people to give it out to this country that they 
are depending upon rags to make their goods. 

l\1r. DOLLIVER. Mr. President--
Mr. SMOOT. Just a minute, and I will be through. That 

is one reason why the carded woolen people are suffering to-day. 
The market has been demanding year in and year out a cheaper 
class of goods, and because a manufacturer one year sold his 
line of tricots for $1.40, the very nert year every clothing manu­
facturer in the United States would say we want a tricot for 
$1.35, the following year for $1.30, next for $1.25, and continued 
until they got the price down to $1.05 a yard. 

l\Ir. President, how can they make it? In only one way ; and 
that is to take out the pure wool and put in the waste and rags 
to cheapen the product. I believe to-day that if all the carded 
woolen men · of this country had stood firm, and said to the 
American clothing manufacturer, "We will not so cheapen our 
goods," they would be better off than they are to-day. As far as 
I am concerned, I would like to see the duty on rags so high 
that no European rags could ever be brought into this country 
to be put in clothing to be worn upon the backs of.the .American 
people. 

Mr. bOLLIVER. Mr. President, there is a good deal of truth 
in what the Senator says and a good deal of sentiment. He 
falls back on the prejudice against rags which everybody _en­
tertains. But that does not throw practical light upon the 
situation in which these manufacturers are placed. They say 
that they can not import the high-shrinkage wools because--

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me there? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. W .A.BREN . . Mr. President, the Senator says they want 

to get shoddy beca.use there is a shortage of wool. Why not 
import wool, then? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Because you have a scheme here in the first 
part of the bill that makes it impossible to import high-shrink­
age wools. Whenever wool rises to a shrinkage of 70 per cent, 
you have a duty of. 36! cents a pound on the scoured contents 
of every pound. You have a statutory duty of 33 cents on 
scoured wool; that is our advertisement; and you have an ac­
tual duty of 36£ cents on every scoured po.und of wool that 
comes in here shrinking 70 cents on the hundred. 

Mr. WARREN. Let me tell the Senator what happened under 
the Wilson law. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let me tell him about this other. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. I should like to see the carded-wool 'people say 

to the .American people, "We are not going to use rags at all; 
if we are going to cheapen the product, we will cheapen it by 
mixing cotton instead of woolen rags." Let me tell you why 
they do not do so. When the clothing manufacturer uses cloth 
he wants it in such a condition that he can say to the .American 
people that it is all wool, and when it is tested by the chemi~als 
it will show that it is all wool. If that same product carried 
cotton instead of waste, it would be a better article, but chem­
ically treated it would show just the amount of cotton in it, and 
the clothing manufacturer could not say to the people that it is 
all wo.ol. The cloth itself would be a great deal better if it had 
our best staple cotton instead of these chopped-up rags. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, the eloquence of the Senator 
from Utah entertains, but it does not put a light on the path-
way in which I was trying to walk. _ · 
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:Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from IOwa 

yield to the Sena tor from Wyoming? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN (continuing). Speaking of rags, some of our 

fi·iends of the other party, when they were in power, feeling 
that the consumer ought to be cared for, gave him free wool 
They wanted to be generous. They also gave him free shoddy. 
The consequence was that while we_ had been importing before 
that time, I think less than one-quarter of a million pounds of 
shoddy in a year, with wool free and with shoddy free, we im­
ported over 45,000,000 pounds of shoddy the first year under the 
. Wilson and Gorman tariff act. 

Now, I ask the Senator, with wool free and shoddy free, which 
best serves the consumer? Would he have shoddy instead of 
;wool? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. At that time we had not money enough to 
buy either. 

Mr. WARREN. That is true, probably; but at a time like the 
present, when the best worsted goods are being sold, double 
width of 56 inches, 3 to 3! yards, sufficient to make a suit of 
clothes, at the small price of from 85 cents to $1.25 per yard, do 
we need to ask to put our tariff down where rags instead of all 
pure wool shall enter into the structure of the cloth for our 
working people? Here is the product of rags [exhibiting]". It 
bas no fiber of length, as the Sena tor can see. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Do yo·u mean to say that all shoddy is 
.without any fiber at all? 

Mr. WARREN. It is a broken and worn fiber. I want to 
say that while this shoddy does thicken the cloth aiid does make 
it warmer if you can keep it hanging together long enough, at 
the same time it cuts out just that much weight of our domestic 
wool-it takes just that much wool market away from the wool­
growers. The proposition right now is, Shall we clothe our 
people in rags or shall we clothe them in home-grown wool, and 
if we fall short between the supply and the need, shall we buy 
shoddy or shall we buy wool? 

At the time the Senator speaks of, when over 45,000,000 
pounds of shoddy came in here, we had all we could do to buy 
even cheap· clothing. Does the Senator want to reduce us to 
that point now? 

:Mr. DOLLIVER. No. 
Mr. WARREN. Does he wish to make the price of shoddy 

so much less than the price of wool that the temptation will be 
ten times as great as it was then? They made cloth at that 
time of single width-27 inches-that was sold here for 18 cents 
per yard, and the men who . bought it were beaten out of 17i 
cents on every yard of it. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President--
'l'he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. CARTER. I desire to ask the Senator from Wyoming if 

it is not a fact that those who sell the cloth made of this shoddy 
always advertise the cloth as all wool and. never advertise it as 
a product of shoddy, and if it is not therefore an imposition on 
the purchasing public? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. In the past, not long ago, a tender of 
law along the lines of the oleomargarine and pure-food laws, to 
require cloth to be tabbed with the material in it, was offered, 
and there was such an earnest protest on the part of the manu­
facturers of cheap woolens as probably was never before offered 
under the Dome of this Capitol, and we were compelled to drop 
it there. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President--
Mr. WARREN. Just a moment more, if the Senator will 

allow me. 
I may not be very well dressed at this moment, but of the 

suit of cl!lthes that I now have on, the cloth, 54 inches ·wide, 
costs, the mill price, $1.20 per yard. . Now, the cheapest shoddy 
cloth that ever was made, and that was in times of free 
shoddy, was 18 cents per yard for half that width, which would 
be 36 cents, in comparison with $L20 for all pure new wool 
worsted cloth. I ask if we want to encourage by letting down 
the bars here the introduction of rags that take away pound 
for pound the market of the American woolgrower for just 
that much of his product; and, second, deal out to the customer 
a fabric which, if he once gets it wet, he will have to hang out 
and call in a neighbor to tell him what kind of garment it 
is when dry, for it will be out of shape if not all to pieces? Here 
we have the opportunity to have clothing of the best character 
for a matter or $3 or $4 for the cloth in a suit, and it costs 
for ma.king the suit just as much if it is a rag suit made of 
shoddy as it does if it is an all-wool suit. 

Is it ne~ssary .to.r ~s to reduGe th{! price of shoddy down to 
a lower tariff ratio than we put on anything else in the woolen 
line, so that the consumers of this country at every point can 
be humbugged and robbed? ls that what the Senator would 
like to do? We have rags of our own.• We make them into 
shoddy. .A.s the Senator says, we take them from the tailor, we 
take them wherever they fall, ·and they enter into OU\' manu­
factures. Now, the Senator asks us to let down the bars and 
import rags from all pauper cities of Europe to drive out the 
woolgrowers that grow wo9l here, and to keep from buying 
absolutely pure wool abroad that can be bought almost as cheap 
as the rags themselves . 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not intend to allow the 
Senator's statement that I want this country flooded with rags 
from abroad- · 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator if he wishes that to be 
done? · · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do want this duty on rags high enough 
to keep them out, but I do not want them so high as to invite 
enterprising persons to org~ze. the rag business into one .hand. 

I called attention this morning to the fact that this duty is 
mere guesswork. There is no man on the committee or on tlµs 
.floor who lmows what the difference in the price of rags in 
London and New York is. It is just simply a piece of ordinary 
mental play in which these duties are put absolutely prohibi· 
tive. The result of it has been, first, to keep rags out, and I am 
glad of it ; and the second result has been to organize in this 
market place the United Woolen B_y-Products Company, gen­
erally known as the "rag tr.ust." The result is that eve17 
American woolen manufacturer is trying to buy our own rags 
sent, not to Europe, Asia, Africa, or the islands of the sea but 
to the city of New York, and Oincinnati, and Cleveland' and 
Ohicago, and St. Louis, and San Francisco, to the agents ~f the 
American Woolen By-Products Oompany, and these people are 
robbed without benefit of clergy; and they are here complaining 
about it. 

1\1.r. WARREN. Will the Senator tell us about this great 
corporation that he mentioned that nobody else knows anything 
about? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. My honored friend has not forgotten. 
Mr. WARREN. Will he point us where we can go and find 

it, so we can learn where all the woolen factories are located 
and what their capital is, and so forth? Can he direct us to 
some point where we can get the particulars of the concern actu­
ally doing business that has a corner on rags? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If my friend will consult the junior Sen· 
a tor from Ohio [Mr. BURT-ON], whom I do not happen now to see 
in this Chamber, he will give him particulars of that branch 
of the rag trust that is now operating in Cleveland. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
Mr. WARREN-. Does the Senator feel that we are going to 

be short of rags? Does he fear a dearth of rags? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not think the rag trust is going to be 

short of money so long as the carded woolen manufacturer 
must purchase from it. 

l\Ir. WARREN. The carded woolen manufacturer desires to 
· clothe the people well and that they shall not depend upon rags. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. 
. Mr. LA FOLLETTE. On the subject of shoddy, I have a bit 
of testimony taken from the hearings before the Ways and 
.Means Committee which I think will be pertinent at this point 
of the discussion. When Mr. Whitman--

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator please direct us to the page 
of the testimony ? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am not able to cite the page just now, 
but I will cite an incident and will give all of the testimony 
from the hearings. I think the Senator from Wyoming will be 
able to turn to it without any difficulty. 

Mr. WARREN. I only wished to see what might precede 
and what succeed it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. · When Mr. William Whitman, of " wool 
top" fame, was before the Oommittee on Ways and Means, on 
the 2d day of December, Mr. LONGWORTH, of Ohio, a member of 
the Oommittee on Ways and Means, propounded to him the fol­
lowing question. You can find it in Mr. Whitman's testimony' 
without much difficulty, I think, but I will give you all there is 
of it. I have not garbled it. 

Mr. LoNGWORTH. I desire to ask you a. question which will not in· 
volve any political theory, and I will put it in the form of reading to 
you a few sentences . from a letter that I received this morning from 
a constituent of mine. I will say that be is a Republican-I know 
it because I served with him in the legislature-and therefore he 
would not be bia.Bed .by free-trade theories in asking for a reduction 
in the tariff on woolens. He makes this statement : 

"As a. manufacturer of clothlng for a period of almost fifty yea.rs, I 
can truthfulJy state that I never handled cloth of so inferior a quality 

\ 
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for the price as I do now. The masses, ·consisting of laborers, mechan­
ics, and farmers, the real users of ready-made clothing, are receiving 
practically no value for thefr money. The qualities and colorings are 
so poor that 'in many instances the colorings fade and cockle, and in the 
manufacture of garments give positively no satisfaction to the wearer." 

Ei..:id of the quotation from the letter. Mr. LoNGWORTH says: 
I would like to hear your comments on that statement. · 
Mr. WHITMAN. It is not true. 
Mr. Lo GWORTH. It is not true? 
Mr. WHITMAN. It is not true. There never was a time in the history 

of the United States when goods were as well made as they are now, 
and there never was a time when the people wore such good clotlling ; 
and I will apply that to both men and women. (Pp. 5352 and 5353, 
Taritr Hearings, Vol. V, Woolen and Worsted Industry.) 

At the bottom of the -same page upon which I find this state­
ment of Mr. Whitman as a footnote there appears a letter 
which evidently was placed in the hearings by Representative 
LONGWORTH. It came manifestly in response to Mr. Whitman's 
denial, and reads as follows : 

CINCINNATI, OHIO, December 9, 1908. 
Hon. NICHOL.AS LONGWORTH, 

Ways and 'Means Committee, Washington, D. 0. 
HoxoRED Sm : At a meeting of the Cincinnati Clothiers' Association, 

held on the 8th day of December, 1908, Max Silberberg presented and 
read copy of a letter which, uni:ler date of November 30, 1908, he had 
addressed to the Hon. NICHOLAS LONGWORTH, Congressman from the First 
Ohio District, memtier of the Ways and Means Committee, on the sub­
ject of the tariff as it affects fabrics entering into the manufacture 
of clothing, and the attention of the association was called by Mr. 
Silberberg to the fact that Mi:. LONGWORTH had referred, in the course 
of an examination of Mr. William Whitman, president of the National 
Association of Wool Manufacturers (who appeared before the Ways and 
Means Committee to testify), to the letter addressed to him by Mr. 
Silberberg and asked Mr. Whitman to comment thereon, and especially 
to a s tatement made in said letter that "Never before in the history 
of the country had woolens from the mills been so rank and costly to 
the clothing manufacturers as now." To. which M1·. Whitman replied: 
"It isn't true." 

The Cincinnati Clothiers' Association, composed of substantially all 
the clothing manufacturers of Cincinnati, Ohio, wishes to corroborate 
each and every statement contained in the letter addressed by Mr. Max 
Silberberg to the Hon. NICHOLAS Lo~GWORTH, dated November 30 
1908, and desires in this way to make each and every statement con~ 
tained in said lette1· the statement of this association, and the president 
and secretary of this association are authorized and directed to certify 
this action and forward the same to the Ho:c.. NICHOLAS Lo~GWORTH 
for presentation to the Ways and Means Committee of the Congress of 
the United States. 

We, the undersigned. president a.rid secretary of the Cincinnati 
Clothiers' Association, hereby certify that the foregoing action was 
taken and adopted by said association at a meeting thereof held on the 
8th day of December, 1908. 

CHARLES SHOHL, President. 
ENOCH L. STRICKER, Bec-retarv. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SMITH of Michigan in the 
chair). The Senator from Iowa will proceed. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not want to go any 
further into that question except to state that if what these 
people say is true we have not escaped this aflliction of rags by 
the policy that has been pursued up to this time. 

Mr. W A.RREN. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator knows that there is a large 

product of rags in this country. The larger portion is what 
falls from the tailor's cutting bench or table, because we do not 
haYe that ragged, poor population that some of the old coun­
tries have, thanks to our better country, b~tter legislation, tariff 
acts, and so forth. So rags are bound to enter into the manu­
facture of cloth to a gr~ater or less extent. But the point I 
want to make is, that after we have taken care of our own wool 
and our own rags, shall it be wool that comes in as an extra 
supply, or shall it be the rags from the slums of foreign countries? 

Afr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I want to say just a word 
about this despised shoddy. I have in my mind a very excellent 
treatise on textile fabrics by Professor Matthews, who is the 
head of the chemical and dyeing department of the Philadelphia 
Textil~ School, and he speaks of this despised shoddy in such 
terms as would almost seem to refute some descriptions that 
haYe been made of it. In. fact, he devotes a chapter to .the 
various ways of determining whether goods are made of pur.e 
wool or shoddy, and he ends his chapter by saying, on page 74, 
that " 1\fost samples of shoddy in fact show scarf!ely any struc­
tural difference from ordinary fleece wooL" I have quoted that 
to show that there are all grades of these materia1s, though I 
desire to add that I do not want any of them admitted into the 
United States. · 

The thing I complain of is that we are putting a duty upon 
them not only high enough to keep them out, but high enough 
to warrant the organization here of mercantile agencies, the 
operation of which has been greatly to the disadvantage of 
those of our own manufacturers who are compelled to buy these 
articles in the ordinary course of their business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the apiendment. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph as amended is 

agreed to, if there is no objection. The Chair hear s none. 

The SECRETARY. The next paragraph passed over is para­
graph 372, "wool and hair which have been advanced in any 
manner," and so forth. · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to offer a substitute for the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no amendment to the paragraph. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 

to paragraph 372. 
The paragraph was ag!-"eed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. _ The Secretary will read the 

next paragraph. 
The SECRETARY. The next paragraph passed over is para­

graph 373. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I desire to offer a substitute for paragraph 

372, which I will send. to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 372 has been 

adopted. unless there is objection. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to have it reconsidered for the pur­

pose of offering a substitute. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be reconsidered. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have nQ objection to its being reconsid­

ered for the purpose of offering a substitute. 
The PRESIDI NG OFFICER. Reconsideration will be 

granted, unless there is objection. The amendment of the Sena­
tor from Iowa will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 0.D. page 129, paragraph 372, strike out the 
House text and ~sert the following : 

372. Wools advanced from the scoured state, known as tops val­
ued at not more than 40 cents per pound, 30 cents per pound ; valued 
at more than 40 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound; and in addition 
thereto on all the foregoing, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa as a substitute for 
paragraph 372. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I desire to have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
_ Mr. CURTIS (when 1\fr. BoURNE's name was called). I am 
requested to announce that the senior Senator from Oregon 
[l\lr. BounNE] is paired with the junior Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. SHIVELY] . 

l\Ir. DILLINGH.Altf (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL­
MAN], which, in his absence and with the consent of the junior 
Senator from l\~ississippi [Mr. 1\fcLAURIN], I transfer to the 
senior Senator from Maine [.Mr. HALE], which will leave the 
Senator from Mississippi and myself at liberty to vote. I vote 
"nay." 

Mr. FRAZIER (when bis name was called) . I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEW]. If he 
were present, I should vote "yea." 

.Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). Under the 
arrangement announced by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
DILLINGHAM], I am at liberty to vote, and I vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. SCOTT. I desire to announce-and it will not be neces­

sary to make this announcement again-that my colleague [Mr. · 
ELKINS] is unavoidably detained to-day from the Senate. He 
is paired with. the junior Senator from Texas [1\fr. BAILEY], I 
shall not make this announcement on future roll calls. · 

The result was announced~yeas 29, nays 42, as follows : 
YEAS-29. 

Bacon Davi.$ McLaurin 
Bristow Dolliver :Martin 
Brown Fletcher Money 
Burkett Foster Nelson 
Clapp Gore New lands 
Clay Hughes Overman 
Culberson .Johnston, Ala. P ayn ter 
Cummins La Follette Rayner 

NAYS-42. 
Aldrich Crane Guggenheim 
Bora h Crawford H eyburn 
Bradley Cullom .Johnson, N. Dak. 
Brandegee . Curtis Kean 
Bri.~gs Dick Lodge 
Bulkeley Dillingham Mccumber 
Burnham Dixon l\1cEnery 
Burrows du Pont Page 
Burton Flint Penrose 
Carter Gallinger Perkins 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Piles 

NOT VOTING-20. 
Bailey Clarke, Ark. Frye 
Bankhead Daniel Hale 
Beverido-e Depew .Jones 
Bourne Elltins Nl.xon 
Chamberlain Frazier Oliver 

.So Mr . DoLLIVE&'s amendment was rejected. 
The paragraph was agreed to. 

Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 

Root 
Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Suth erland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Owen 
Richardson 
Shively 
Smith, S. C.. 
Tillman 
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The PRESIDENT pro tem:po:re. The next-paragraph passed 
oyer will be .stated .. 

The SECRETARY. The next paragraph passed crver is :373., to 
·which the Committee on Fina.nee -propose . an amendment on 
page 130', line 2, after the word " class," to strike out "in addi­
tion the1·eto 25 per cent ad valorem;" :and in line "'1, after the 
word " thereto_,'' insert the words ''upon '3.ll the foregoing.'" 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The quastion is on th-e 
amendment proposed by the _Committee on Finance. 

The ru:nendment w.as agreed to. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I desire to offer a substi­

tnte for p.aragr.a-ph 373, which has just 'been amended. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed 

. by the Senator .from Iowa will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 129, beginning in line 25, it is pr.o­

-posed to strike out paragraph 37-3, and in lieu -thereof to insert 
the following : · 

373. On yarns made whoUy or in -pa-rt of wool, valued at not more than 
40 cents per pound, 27~ cents per pound on the wool contained ther.e.in; 
valued at more than 40 cents per. pound, 381 cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein; and, in .addition thereto, on .all the foregoing, 
35 per cen.t ad va:lorem. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Mr • . President, this ls the first paragraph 
in which a peculiar anomaly of our wool tariff, which has been 
perpetuated for a great many years, appears, and tb.at is our 
effort to compensate the manufacturer on 11.ccount of the- loss 
whi~h he sustains by reason of the tariff on raw wool. So, in 
the case of yarn, we propose to compensate .him by assessing 
on imported yarn three times the duty on the corresponding 
class of wool, and, in addition to that, a protective ad valorem 

· of a gi\en percentage. 
I have already stated that I do not intend now to make any 

·figbt on this theory of compensatory duties. although I am sure 
that the compensatory rates are not scientifically proportioned, 
and in themselves operate to create unnecessary inequalities; 
but there is one thing of which T fool -comparatively sure, and 
that is when you compensate a man for a 1oss which he has 
sustained you ought to be certain he has sustained the loss. 

Therefore, in making compensation to the manufacturer for 
the loss which he has sustained by reason of the dut~ on the 
wool .contained in these yarn.s, l propose to assess th~ compensa­
tion, not upon the weight of the yarns, but upon the weight of 
the wool contained in them. I submit that amendment for the 
friendly consideration .of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT · pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa {Mr. 
DOLLIVER]. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. l\Ir. President, on the 25th of Septem­
ber, 1908, Mr. Taft, then the candidate of the Republican party 
for the Presidency, said, at Des Moines, Iowa: 

It is my judgment that ·a revision of the tarlff in accordance with 
the pledge of the Republican party will be, on the whole, a :Substantial 
revision downward, though there probably will be a few exceptions in 
this regard. 

I doubt if there were any schedules of the Dingley law 
more prominently in the mind of Mr. Taft when .he uttered those 
words at Des Moines, Iowa, than the schedule now under .con­
sideration.. He was then upon bis western tour in the presi­
dential campaign .and was addressing voters in support of his 
.caudida:cy. I think ip. no speech which he made in the Middle 
West did he neglect to emphasize this idea and to .make sub­
stantially the Btatement which I .hav.e quoted. 

l\fr. President, all students of the tariff question must realize 
that this particular schedule relating to wool and woolens, 
essentially a n-ecessary -0f life, should, above .all others, be eare­
fully reconstructed as to the manufactures .of wool and revised 
downward. But this schedule has not been reconstructed in 
accordance with the petitions of the American people nor the 
pledges of the Republican platform. 

I believe, sir, that the manufacturers of certain classes of 
woolen fabrics have come in.to almoBt supreme control and have 
succeeded in impressing upon the Congress their views and -their 
interests to the exclusion of the interests of the consume.rs of 
tlie country. 

I belie\e with the Senator from Iowa that the coalition formed 
many years ago between th-e representatives of the wool pro­
ducers ancl the manufacturers now operates as a hardship upon 
the proi:lucers of wool .and gives to the manufacturers, and 
especially to the manufacturers of one branch of this business, 
an unjust measure of protection. 

I wisl1 to direct the attention ·of the Senate to some of the 
reasons why this wool and woolen schedule 'Should be dealt with 
thoroughly and comprehensiv-ely and according to the true prin­
ciples of protection. 

COMBINATION IN WOOL INDU-8TRY. 

First, I assert that there is a e.ombinati.on in one brancb of this 
industry creating a changed condition:i wb.i-cb mnst be recognized . 

in :fixing the tariff ·duties if fhe mterest of the average citizen 
is to receive ·any consideration. I cite the highest authority in 
this country, giving the -exact facts showing the existence of a 
trust in the manufacture of worsted ·cloth. I · refer to Moody's 
"The .Truth Ab.out the Trusts," published in .1904, from which 
I have already quoted in this debate. It is not a _partisan work, 
but an authoritative compilation by -one of our great economic 
.students ·of the facts of rec.or.cl eoncerning -every great ti·ust in 
the comrtry in 1904. It is not an attack-upoB the trust system; 
it :Simply records the facts Tes_pecting every important trust, the 
date of its organization, under what state law it was organized, 
the number of theretofore independent companies which came 
into it, and the percentage of control over the business, together 
with capitalization and other facts of a simU.ar character . 

.Mr. MQody has this to say with respect to this trust: 
A.lifERICA.N WOOLEN COMPANY--:THE WOOL TRUST. 

Incorpo.rated under New Jersey laws, March 20, 1899. It has ac­
quired and now owns the property. of the foll-0-wing establishments: 

Washington Mills, Luwr&1.ce, Mass. ; National and Providence ·worsted 
Mil.ls, Providence, R. 1. ; Saranac 1\Iills., Blackstone, Mass. ; Fulton 
Mi.ll-s, Fulton, N. Y.; Fitehlmrg 'Mills, Fitchburg, Mass. ; Beoli Mills. 
Fitchburg, Mass.; Valley l\lills, Providence, R. L; Riverside Mills, 
Providence, R. I.; Assabe.t Mills, Maynard, Mass.; Sawyer Mills, Dov.er, 
N. H. ; Bay State Mills, Lowell, Mass. ; Beaver Hrook lifi:lls, Lowell, 
'Mass .. ; Va.ssaiboro Mills, North Vassalboro, Me. ; Puritan T\1ills, ly­
mouth, M.ass. ; Anderson Mills, Skowhegan, 1\Ie. ~ Kennebec Mills, Fair­
field, Me.; Manton Mills, N ·anton, R. L.; Anchor Mills, Harrisville, 
R. I.; -Chase Mills, Webster, Mass.; Bruwn Mills, Dover. Me.; Ra:y 
Mills, F..ranklin, Mass.; We-ybe>sset Mills, Providence, R. I.; Baltic Mills, 
En.field, N. H.; Moosup Mills, Moo:sn-p, Conn. i Lebanon :Mills, Lebano.n., 
N. H.; Pr-0spect Mills, Lawrence, Mass.; Globe Mills, Lawi-ence, Mass. 

Capital stock authorized, $.25,000,000 ; 7 per cent cumulative -pre­
ferred, and $40,000,000 common stock. Par valne, $100. Outstanding, 
$20,000,000 preferred and $.29,501,000 common. Par value, $100. 
Dividends are regularly paid on the preferred stock. 

Number of plants .absorbed, 27; proportion of industry controlled, 
about ·60 per cent; products~ Woolens, worsteds, etc., all kinds. Element 
of monopoly : Strong (large tariff benefits). Total capital issued, 
$49,501,000; market value, $17,000,000. 

Mr. President, I have been admonished in the-last twenty-f-0ur 
.hours that this trust is very active. We have in Wisconsin a 
few woolen mills. They are not manufacturing worsteds; they 
are not the }Jeople who get the CTeam of these ta:riff benefits, 
but they have been appealed to to wire me to support the exist­
ing rates of Schedule K. A curious thing about it is that I was 
not taken wholly unawares; I was warned -0f what was -cornillg. 

June 5 I received a letter which I must lay before the Sen.ate 
witho11t giving the name of the author, and I suppose it will 

·be denounced .as an anonymous communication. B .. ut the Sena­
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LonaE] quoted in bis speech 
certain communications in support of his arguments from which 
the signatures were withheld. Since we began the consid­
eration of th£se schedules I have gone -very carefully through 
the hearings befo.re the Ways and l\feans Committee, and I 
find with respect to the cost of production many unsigned state­
ments, which instead of being identified with the name of the 
pei·son.s offering the facts a.re desi_gnated by number. For in­
stance, the National Association of Manufacturers through Wil­
liam Whitman filed a long statement with that committee pur­
porting to _give among other things certain information regarding 
the manufacture of woolen blankets, in-stead of giving the names 
of the manufacturers, the statements ar.e headed " Statement 
of blanket manufacture1· No. 1 ;" ~ ·Statement of blanket manufac­
turer No. 2," and so on, all submitted anonymously to the Ways 
and Means Committee. · 

The Finance -Committee sought to disc.Tedit the document fur­
nished by the German Go"Vernment on request of the Secretary 
of State, giving information respecting wages and ..cost of pro· 
duction in Germany, because the names of the manufacturers 
who signed the statements were not-for trade reasons-to be 
.given out for publication, although open for official inspection 
and verification at the State Department 

INSPIRED TELEG.RAMS FA.TO.RING PRESENT DUTIES. 

However, the precedent established by the Senator from 
Massachusetts ' .[Mr. LODGE] and by the Ways and Means Com­
mittee of the House of Representatives, warrants me in submit­
ting with-Out his name, this letter written me ·by a dealer in 
woolens in a Western State, warning me that I would receive 
certain :telegrams. I read from .hls letter as follows: 

DEAR Sm: You will some time next week receive 25 to 50 telegrams 
from Wisconsin saying .something to this efl'ect-

Now be quotes-
.. , Earnestly request your support Schedule K, duties on wastes, yarn, 

cloths, dress goods, as reported by Finance Committee, as important to . 
woolgrowers as duty on ·raw wool!' 

You know we have nearly a million sheep in Wisconsin, and I 
am boo.·ne down upon as suggested by this letter in the name of 
the woolgrowers to support Schedule K. The letter continues; 

The other man who is being the subject of attack is Senator BEVERIDGE, 
who, at a given si~nal, will receive a lail.~ge line of letters, a.1so tele­
grams. from his State, <emanating from "the .same source. You ma37 use 
this informatlon in any manner that you desire, but it must .llct lui 
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known that it emanates from me. As there ls only one person ·outside · Mr. W .ARREN. - The Senator feels that the men who sent him 
of mysel! famfli~ with this .subject at this time, • • *: , the telegrams do not know theil' business and be withholds 

I have no desire to enter mto any argument on the subJect, and I . ' 
also realize the futUity of it,. as the tarilI measure will be passed, not- their names? 
withstanding what all the friends o! revision may desire. I merely Mr. LA -FOLLETTE. I know enough about methods of the 
thought I wo1;1ld apprise you of whence emanates the great clamor to system to warrant the belief that there are many people who do 
pr~ect w:l, ~;o~et t~~ wt;es. not know· how they are being preyed upon by the special in-

ow e a s e o owmg : . terests crf this country. 
You will not get.many wires. The $50 which were sent to oo dis- l\Ir. WARREN. And- the Senator is--

~~~n~s 1f0 ~o~~r~f~ni~.pay for 5() telegrams were kept by the party l\fr. LA ·FOLLETTE. And I run inclined to think-I want to 
[Laughter.] believe it if I can-that the-re are men on this floor who ~o not 
And it is not likely that many of the manufacturers will spend any- kn,!Y1W. w· ... T>T>P .... T D t kn hat? 

thing on telegrams. J.) r. . ~.llil'i. o no ow w 
.As a matter of fact I did not get 50. I have four here and Mr. LA. FO~TE. Who do not know the interests they 

two in my committee room. All read just alike, and all read are really servmg. . 
just as the writer of this letter said they wonld read. His Mr. W ARRE.t."{. I hope the Senator will tell us. 
letter was dated the 5th, and these telegrams are dated the 8th. Mr. GALLINGER. Who are they? 
I will read one of them. 1\1r. WARREN. Who are they? . 

Mr. GORE. Read them all. lli. LA FOLLETTE. I have spent two or three years ill an 
l\Ir. LA. FOLLETTE. I will read enough to show their simi- effor~ to make t~t very plain. ? 

larity. I will n.ot read the names of the men or the companies Mr: W AR~El · What are the net results. . 
that signed them because I think they have been misled into Mi. LA E OLLETTE. If you want me to be more explicit, 
.signing· and serullng them, and r do not want to subj.ect them I wMm Wb~ nnEN 1 h ld llk : t k h t th t ult 
to embarrassment. :· .:1..n . .1.~ , s . ou . e 9 mow w a e ne res s 

I remember when the Aldrich currency bill was pending before of his efforts have been. . . 
the Senate-a bill that was passed in the interest of the great Mr. LA FOLLETTE. They ·have }}een pretty good. 
group banks engaged in speculati-ve finance-it was possible for ~r. W A.RREN. (kiod. . . . 
them to enlist the: small eommereial bankers of the country to ~!r. LA. FOLL~TK When I ~me here I stood alone m 
wire- Senators to oppose amendments. framed in the interest of t~s Chamber. Now there a!e nearly a dozen men who stand 
the commercial banks.. So I know the power oi this system as with me. The results have been pretty good. 
it reaches out over these- United States. It is all one: great sys- !!Ir. WARREN. Good.. . 

· tern. Behind all legislation of this.. character is one great powe·r. Afr. LA. FOLLETTE. An?- they wi.13: be better, let me s~y 
to the Sena.tor from Wyomrng~ The Imes of those who wit-

ALL READ ALIKE, SHOWING THE A~m ORIGIN. tingly or unwittingly serve ·great interests will be fUither 
I rend you what is written in this telegram. Keep in mind brokel4 not only in. the Middle West and the Far West, where 

what I have read from the letter. The telegram Is addressed great progress has been. made,. but in the East as well. I think 
to me and is dated from a city in Wisconsin: I know what I am talking about. 
· June 8, moo. Earnestly request your sup.port Seh.edule K,, dnt.i on I Mr. BACON. Without requesting any yielding on the part 
wastes, yarns,. e:Ioths, dress goods, us reported by Fman~e. Comnuttee of the s~nator from Wisconsin, I desire to make the point of 
as important to wool growers. as duty on raw wool. ordeJ.· that there is no qllornm present 

I will :read another one. It is dated the same· da.y, June 8, The PRESIDENT' pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
from another city in Wisconsin_ roll. 

Ea.rnestiy requ~ your. support Sch~le K,. duty on wast~s,. yarns,. The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
cloths:, dress goods~ as. reported by Fmance Committee as rmportan.t answered to their names . 
to wool growers. as du.t-y on. raw wool. · 

[Laught·er ] Aldrich Clay Gore 
· Bacon Crane Guggenheim 

I will read you another one from still another town in Wis- Beveridge Crawford' Heyburn 
co.nsin.. BOl'ah CulfoD!- Hughes 

Bradley Cummms Johnson, N. Da.L Earnestly request your support Schedule K, duty on wastes, yarns, 
cloths, dress goods, as reported by Finance Commltte~ as important 
to wool growers as duty on raw mate?tal. 

All read alike.. I have two more in my committee room. 
I received another telegram from a gentleman who evidently 

knew that these messages were to be. sent me and knew who in­
spired them. He wired me as follows : 

Brandege:e Curtis Johnston, Ala. 
Briggs Davis Jones 
Bri.<rtow Dick Kean 

: Brawn. Dilling.ham La Follette 
Bulkeley Dixon Lodge 
:&arkett . Dolliver Mccumber 
Burnham du Pont Mc:Enery 
Bru·rows Flint McLaurin 
Carter- Foster Martin 

Telegrams you are receiving to-day undonbtedly originate from big Chamberlain Frazle1'· Nelson 
woolen interests. I request you keep on working for the people. Clapp Frye Newland-a 

ClJlrk, Wyo. Gallinger Overma.n 

Paynter 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 
Rayner 
noot 
Scott 
Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sfone­
Suthertand 
Taylor 
Warner 
Warren 

It is signed " T. H. Co.chra:ne, Portage, Wis:• Clarke, Ark. Gamble Page 
l\fr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit a The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-eight Senators ha.ve re-

qnestion 'l sponded to their names. There is a quorum of th.e Senate 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. present~ 
Mr. WARREN. Do the signers of the other telegrams which 11r.uruFACTUREn.s HAVE ADVANTAGE OVER wooL PnonuCEns. 

the Senator has read ask him to withhold theil' names? Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I wish to discuss this schedule· on its 
Mr. LA FOLLETrE. No; they do not, but I withhold them uf t d t 1 

because I think they have been fooled, just as I am inclined to merits. It gives man ac urei:s an a van age over woo pro­
ducers. The :first evidence of that fact which I bring to the 

think the Senator from Wyoming has been fooled.. [Laugnter.] attention of the Senate is found upon page 51 of the Book 
l\lr'. WARREN. The Senator from Wisconsin is probably a of Estimates, two sheets of which I hold in my hand. The pro­

judge of the fooling business. I simply asked the question, in : dueer of wool in this country gets from 42 to 45 per cent ad valo­
respectful manner,, whether it_ was-- ' rem tariff benefit under the law. I will put it at the high~st 

Mr. LA •FOLLETTE. ~ ga~e ;ron my reason. I stated to the rate-45 per cent-for the compa.rioon I shall make, which is to 
Senn te my reasons for. wrthhol~mg the names. contrast the supposed benefit that goes to the farmer or producer 

JJ:-. W ARllEN. I 1IDply .asked whether: the senders of the of the wool with the so-called compensatory duty. conferred upon 
telegrams requested that the:u· names. be withheld. tlie manufacturer bec.,'lnse there is a tariff upon the wool used in 

RESULTS aoo.n-~IOilE PROGnESsTVEs rn THE SENATE. ! his business. Anybody can make this computation for hlmself, 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. r stated that I withheld them just as fi as I have made it. 

I withheld the names of bankers in Wisconsin who wired me 1 On page 51 of. the Book of Estim11tes, beginning with para­
and wrote me with respect to the currency bill, whieh the graph 372, it . will be found that the tariff benefit given to the 
S-enator from Ge.orgia immediately after it had been passed ma.nufa.cturer on the :first item in that paragraph amounts to 
very properly denounced as an infamy. 149 per cent ad T"alorem. Of that, 50 per cent is supposed to be 

Mr. WARREN. May I ask another question! Is it not pos- his protective duty, to protect him on bis manufacturing cost .. 
sible that the s.igners of the telegrams would. prefer to have a.i:id the balance is given to- him because. there is a duty on 
the signatures fol1ow the body of the telegrams? wool which increases the price of hi raw material. Take the 

.Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have so much doubt about it that I duty on raw wool from the duty that the manufacturer re-
withhold them. ceiyes, and you find that upon the first subdivision i.u para-

1\Ir. WARREN. Certainly. , graph 372, the farmer or the producer of wool gets a. tariff of 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE; And. I will be the judge ot that,, with · 4.5 per cent upon the wool for which the manufacturer receives 

the permission of the Senato-i· from Wyoming~ as a eompensatory ta.riff 99 per cent. 
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. I will not detain the Senate to read the descriptions of the 
cloths to which the different rates are applied. but I will follow 
down rapidly through the column, simply giving the figures, and 
anybody who chooses to follow me will have an opportunity to 
correct me if I am wrong. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
'l'he PRESIDE1'TT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis­

consin yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
Mr SMOOT. Would it not be fair to the Senate for the 

Senator from Wisconsin to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that the average value of the cloth that he is speaking 
of now is 33.3 cents a pound, and that is why the ad valorem 
duty is 149 per cent? He must know it is not all wool, because 
wool itself, if it were all wool, is worth from 70 to 80 cents a 
pound. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand it perfectly well, ·and I 
understand the pretty little trick that is woven into the averages 
in every line of this tariff bill. I have been studying it, and 
while we have been driven under whip and spur in the con­
sideration of this bill, and have been given short hours in 
which to work outside of this Chamber upon these schedules, I 
have done the best I could and have come, I think, to a pretty 

· fair understanding of the entire scheme. 
Mr. SMOOT. The only. thing I have in view--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand the object of the Senator. 
Mr. SMOOT. Is to get before the Senate the facts in the case. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is my only purpose. 
Mr. SMOOT. And the Senator must know that the scoured 

wool, to make the cloth specified here, is worth to-day about 
70 cents a pound. So if the value here is only 33 cents the 
fabric must be mixed with the !Qwest kind of waste to bring it 
1n here. Therefore that brings the ad valorem duty way up. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The value is expressed, in the line to 
which I was calling attention, at 33 cents per pound. 

HIGH DUTIES EN.TOYED BY HANUFACTUltERS. 

Passing down the column, I give the compensatory duty 
which the manufacturer gets, additional to his protective dnty, 
as compared with the 45 per cent ad valorem duty which 
the woolgrower gets. On the third item he gets 103 per cent ; 
on the next · description of goods 47i per cent; on the next 
description of goods 91 per cent; on the next description of goods 
69 per cent; on the next des<:!ription 45.67 per cent; on the next 
91.78 per cent; on the next 64.34 per cent; on the next 45.33 per 
cent; on the next 90.55 per cent; on the next 78.11; on the next 
37; on the next 22 per cent; on the next 84 per cent-I will not 
read the fractions-on the next 68 per cent; on the ne::I:t 39 per 
cent; on the next 77 per cent; on the next 71 per cent; on the 
next 31 per cent; on the next 115 per cent; on the next 70 per 
cent; on the next 39 per cent; on th~ next 113 per cent; on the 
next 66 per cent; on the next 55 per cent; on the next 33 per 
cent; on the next 75 per cent; on the next 51 per cent; on the 
next 55 per cent; on the next 51 per cent; on the next 46 per 
.cent; on the next 69 per cent; on the next 65 per cent; on the 
next 67 per cent ; on the next 54 .per cent; on the next 48 per 
cent; on the next 68 per cent; on the next 45 per cent; on the 
next 35 per cent. 
. MANUFACTURERS ABSORB BENEFITS INTENDED FOR F.A.RllERS. 

Mr. President, statistics of sheep raising and wool produc­
tion prove that the manufacturer has absorbed the lion's share 
of the benefits supposedly granted in this schedule to the farmer 
engaged in sheep husbandry. 

The first statistics of wool production that I have been able to 
discover are for the year 1884. I start~ with 1885, and in order 
to be as fair as I could I have taken five-year periods from that 
time to this. In 1885 we produced in this country 308,000,000 
pounds of wool. Let us see how this production of wool has 
been stimulated by that alliance, which was supposed to be 
even handed between the woolgrower and the wool manufacturer 
when the weaver married the shepherd., as immortalized by my 
friend from Iowa [Senator DOLLIVER]. In 1885 we were pro­
ducing 308,000,000 pounds; in 1890, 276,000,000 pounds; in 1895, 
309,000,000 pounds of wool in this country was the production ; 
in 1900, 288,000,000 pounds; in 1905, 295,000,000 pounds; in 1907, 
298,000,000 pounds; and in 1908, as estimated by the wool manu­
facturers, 311,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. WARREN. Has the Senator the figures for 1897 there? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I started with 1885, the first year after 

the statistics were preserved by the Agricultural Department, 
and I have come down at five-year periods since that tpne. 
Any Senator can go to the Statistical Abstract for himself and 
get all the years. 

Mr. ;wARREN. Will the Senator allow me there? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Surely. 
Mr. WARREN. Of course the Senator knows that starting 

at 1884 we started at the maximum growth of wool, because 1t 

had grown up under the law of 1867, which was more favorable 
than the legislation before it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I started with 1885 so as to use the 
figures for the census years. I could not start earlier than 
1884, because I could not find any statistics back of that time. 
That was the first year, as I was informed at the Agricultural 
Department, that that department began to preserve the sta­
tistics with respect to the number of sheep in this country. 

Mr. WARREN. I will not interrupt the Senator if he does 
not wish me to do so. · 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is all right. 
Mr. WARREN. I think it is very fair to state that there was 

a steady growth, and when I say a steady growth, taking any 
group of years all the way, from the favorable legisla tion of 
1867 up to the effect of the unfavorable legislation which oc­
curred in 1883, but which was not applicable until 1884, and 
which could not actually cut down the fleeces growing on the 
sheep. Now, starting from the point the Senator has there, it 
went up and down until 1897, when there was a tremendous gap, 
a tremendous loss in sheep and wool, caused, in my judgment, 
and I think the Senator will agree with me, by unfavorable 
legislation affecting the woolgrower and manufacturer alike, 
especially the act of 1894. 

Now, then, I want to say in this connection that in 1883 the 
duties upon the wool itself, which were practically those of the 
years prior to the cutting down of the manufactures, lessened 
the amount of wool that was purchased at home, and we have 
no other good market except at home; we can not export. 
Hence the effect of the reflex in putting out of business the 
manufacturers of wool and allowing cloths from another country 
to come in of course cut down the growth of wool, because we 
had not the market for it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will say to the Senator-­
Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President--

usEs FIGURES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will yield in just a moment. I will 
say to the Senator from Wyoming I do not know where he gets 
his statistics with respect to the number of sheep in this coun­
try for the years previous to 1884. The Agricultural Depart­
ment informed me that prior to that time there were no 
statistics of the number of sheep or of the wool production of 
this country. It may be that some benevolent manufacturers 
are able to furnish statistics covering the number of sheep and 
wool production back to 1860 which would be useful in this dis­
cussion from some points of view. In so far as I will give .facts 
and figures to the Senate, they will be based upon authorities 
which ought not to be questioned here. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr~ President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Wisconsin yield further to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
Mr. WARREN. May I say to the Senator that the statistics 

published under the law of the United States furnish the figures 
the Sena tor wishes? For instance, I have in my hand a sheet 
which starts with the production of wool in 1840 and gives every 
year. -It gives the wool grown here; it gives the exports and the 
imports. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have no doubt the Senator can 
get--

Mr. WARREN. I have asked to have it included in the 
speech I made to-day. As to sheep from 1840, when we com­
menced enumerating sheep, we started in 1840-if the Senator 
wishes to have the number stated-with something over 
19,000,000 sheep. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Are those report s furnished by the 
Agricultural Department? 

Mr. WARREN. What you can not get in the Agricultural 
Department you can get in the Census Office. You can also get 
some of the figures from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I applied to the Agricultural Depart­
ment, as I believed that department to be the proper place to 
get full statistics upon this subject. I inquired there and was 
informed that I could not get reliable data as to the number of 
sheep in this country for the years previous to 1884. 

Mr. ROOT. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
Mr. ROOT. I merely wish to say to the Senator from Wis­

consin that he will find on page 589 of the Statistical Abstract 
for 1905 the wool production from 1840 down. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand. The wool production, I 
think, will be found--

Mr. ROOT. The number of sheep is not given before 1885. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes; I was talking at this time about 

the number of sheep. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
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Mr. :LA. FOLLET'rn. .I do. 
"Mr. l\IcLAURIN . . It is the wool production that.I was .going 

to give. I tb.ought that is what was .c~led for .by i:J?.e .Senator 
'from Wyomlng. Ina ve the wool production of the Umted States 
from 1894 to 1907, inclusive, and if the Senator will allow me, 
as it will take but a minute, I .will read it. 

Mr. LA. 'FOLLETTE. Tam vezy gla.d to hear the .Senator. 
Mr. McLAURIN. The table is fill follows: 
.The production of wooi in the Unit£a States Jo-r y.ears 1894-1908. 

Pounds.0 

1894 - ------------------------------- 7325, 210, 712 

rni~~~~r~t:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 11uH1 
1902=---.-------------------------------------- ~16• !~8· ·880 
1903 ______ ------------------:---------------------- .2~I· '183' 032 
1904---------~--------------~--------~ 295'4ss'43s 

iii!~~======~===~~~~~~~=~~~~~~~;;~~ iff~~!~~~ 
Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator go 'On a:nd rea:d the next 

!tern or two? 
Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. Just a moment. Let me sa:y to :both 

Senators-- . 
Mr. WARREN. I simply want to complete the ·statenu~nt. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let me ·say to both -Senators that I ·do 

nut think that affects the -argument I am making, which is that 
. the number of sheep has not very materially increased from 
1885, or that the .production of wool has not verY, materially 
increased from 1885 down to 'the pl'esent time. 

Mr. WARREN. ;wm the Senator allow me? 
Mr. LA lf'OLLETTE. I will. 
Mr. WARREN. The ·senator is right. There was a la~ge 

number of :sheep in 18~5, b-l:lt if the Senatar will lookb-ack-­
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am speaking -Of the production ·of 

WGO.l and--
TAKES FIGURES FOR REPRESENT:A.TIVE YEARS. 

:Mr. WARR.EN. The -Senator ·spoke of this, too. I .am speak­
in.g -0f the sheep. He will find that in 1896 the :number of sheep 
had ·decreased below '.37,000,000; it had gone down from nearly 
54,000,000 to "SOmething like 36.,000,000. 

.Mr. LA OOLLETTF.l. All these 1i.gures, l supPose, are ·ac­
cessible to every Senator. 

Mr~ WARREN. Most :of rthem. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have taken, as I said~ these years be­

cause .I belie-red they would be "fairly repre-sentativ~the ·census 
period and ihe intermediate period. I will say that I was in­
formed by the Agricu1tural Department that e...'{eepting for the 
census period it is always an estimated number. ~ 'think all 
these statistics that are quoted here for lntermediate peri-0di:1 
ba "Ve been <furnished by the woolen manufacturers; at least, "the 
A.gricnltm:al Department informed me that they depended upon 
the .manufacturers :for their figures for this ye:ar. · 

Mr. W.ARREN. I have in my hand a sheet taken-- · 
:Mr. LA FOLLETTE. T know -you will "ftnd ·those figures re­

printed in government reports, .but I, nevertheless, ·say that 
unless they were taken in census periods, tts I am informed, 
they have been gathered from private sources .n.nd were not 
procured by. the GO'vernment through ·its agencies for the -col:lec­
tion -of sta tis ties. 

Mr. W ARRE.i~. Does the Senator think the figures .here pub­
lished by the Government are erroneous? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I state the fact, and eve:ry Senator 
can make his own deductioo.. I say I am informed ·b_y the 
Agricultural Department that .for the census period they .a.re 
based upon the census, and tha.t for the intermediate period 
for w1rlch I have given them, and for which I shall C{}Dtinue 
to give them, they are based upon estimates and are so :given 
to me by the Agricultm·al Department. 

Mr. WARREN. Has th-e Senator inquired ;at the Department 
of Commerce and Labor., which has these things in ·chargel? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I went to the De_partment of .Agricul­
ture, .Mr.· President, which has a statistical b:ureau, .because I 
thought it was pretty good authority on sbeep. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator Should have gone, I thiB.k, to 
the Department of Commerce .nnd Labor, whic-h has -all the mat­
ters of census figures, whether they :occurred in .ten-_year ,periods 
or otherwise. 

.Mr. CARTER. l\Ir. President--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I de not apprehend lfhat the Depart­

men.t .of Commerce and Labor has .nn31 more accll:rate lnfor~a-

,. Estimared ..statistics prepared by the National .A soc1ation of Wool 
Manufacturers, also published in Yearbook Df the United States De­
p-artment of Agriculture. 

Uon upon Uie numoer of animals in this oollll.try than has the 
Department of Agriculture, but ".I do not propose to spend any 
more time on that subject n-0-w, -or to submit to _tur.ther iriterrup 
tions .upon tbat fl.ranch of :w.hat r have io say, because, .Mr 
President, every Senator has the same ·solrrce of information 
that I have, and no one will be misled by my stateJ:P.ents. I 
have taken what I ·assume to be a pretty fair basis upon which 
to build in r.espect to the increase in :the .Production. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senat!}r from Wis­
consin yield to the Senator from Montana? 

.Mr. iLA FOLLETTE. I yield for a question~ but I do not ·Care 
to have the argument that I want to make interrupted by diS 
sertati-ons upon this subject anY ·further~ 

Mr. CARTER. I will ask the Senater if lie will not modify 
his stat-ement with referenee to the .figures being based solely 
upon testimates as to the number ·of sheep, in the light of 'the 
fact that the Census Office determines the number of sheep uut 
side of the regular census year from the assessment rolls in the 
various .States? These assessment rolls, as a rule, show a less 
,number of shee_p than really .exist, because it happens frequently 
that the sheep ar.e not always at h:ome the day the assessQI" cruls. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. All tha:t relates, .Mr • .President, I sup­
pose, only to the .last .d-ecennial eensu~ -and does not relate :to 
any previous time. 

.Mr.. -OARTER. The confiltlons to whicll I have referred ob­
tained _prior to the last decennial census. The .assessment r0'11S 
of the.r.espectiv.e ccmnties in the .States were taken as t-0 the :num­
ber 'Of Sheep, and they were taken by ~he Government as a '~<lr­
rect re.turn of fhe number o:f sbeep m each county. I think 
that is only an .approximation, -Out still .it is -based upon definite 
figures. · 

.Mr. LA FOLLETTE. }4r. President, the :figures which I ~ve 
gi ·en from the Agtieultrrral Depn.rtm:~nt 'for ~e ten-y~r period 
are the <Cerrsus .figures,, and :fo.r th'i' m termediate .perwds th:ey 
are estimates, as l am informed by tbe Department of A:gri­
culture. I will now proceed with my -argument. 

In 1.885 we ;produced 308,000,000 :pounds of wool in this 
country; :in 1890 we _produced .276,000,000 pounds; in 1895 we 
produ-ced 309,000,000 pounds; in 1900 we produced 288,000))00 
pounds~ ln 1905 we produced 29"5~000,000 pounds~ in. .1907 we 
produced 298,000,000 pounds .; -and according :to the estimates 
of theAgrl:cultu.nUDepartment, based upon statements made by 
the W-0o'len 1\Ianufa-cturers' National Association, they think 
there were 311,000,000 for 1908. 

The number -0f Sheep in .this country '.C _get from .the .same 
source, as :foTiows: 

To-tai fl..umber <Df rtlurep. 

Y.ea.r. .Nu.m:btt. 

1885 ...... ·-···· .................................... -- ... 50;S60;24s 
1890 ............... - ............. ·- ··-~ •• ·--· ·-.. - .•• ~-... 44, 836,-072 
1895 ·- -·---- · - .. ..:~--.. -···-·---· .. ·-··-··--·--···- 42,294,064 
1900 ••..•• -- • ··---. ·-~ ·- ••• -- • --··-·. --·· -·- - ••• &1,883, 065 
1905 ·-···· ..................... - .......................... 45,170,423 
1907 • - •••••••••••••••••• -- -~· ·~ • ---· - •• ·~· · - . - ••• ·-· 53, 240, 282 
1908 .... ··-. -- • ·-- .. ~ ... ·~-.. ·----. - ·- - ••••• -•• - • ·- ••• - ··. 64, '631, 000 

For fue year 1908 it ls an estimate. 

Value. 

3107, 960, li50 
:J.00;659, 761 
1i6, 686, 767 

122, 665, 918 
127, 331;850 
204, 210, 129 
2U, 736,000 

Mr. WARREN. 1 do not w'ish to disturb the Senator excep~ 
if .he will _permit me, I want to say that during that time, as :the 
Senator knows, occmred .both of the chang-es of th-e tariff that 
were disastrous to the growth of sheep. 

Mr. LA 'FOLLETTE. Mr. President, let me say to the Sen­
ator from Wyoming that I know whai: changes ·were made in the 
tariff, and that I suppose every other :Senator knows of the 
tariff ebanges during that period and will be able 'to inteTpret: 
these figures in that light. 

Now, Ur. President, let me give the wool consumption for the 
same period. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator be .good enough to put .m 
there the number of ·sheep in 1897? 

J\Ir. ·LA FOLLETTE. No; I am .givlng the figures tor ·.five-
year periods. . 

l\lr. WA.ltREN. Would the Sena.tor .allow me ·to put it in! 
. Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Sena.tor can put into the CONGRES­
SIONAL REcoRD ·all the .statistics that he tllinks ought to go in. 

Mr. WARREN. Does he think it would injure hls speech? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; not if they show .nverage _pro­

duction . 
Mr. WARREN. I thlnkjt might. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I left out exceptional years, because l 

did not think it a fair w.ay in which to submit statistics. I 
thought it would be fair either to giYe every year· or to take m-e­
year .periods. If the -Senator wants to select exc.eptional yea.rs 
:ind incorporate those tn his own remarks I ba ve not the slight-
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est objection to his doing so; but I do not propose to have them 
run into mine, because if he does that then I should feel com­
pelled to give the production for every year. I do not care to 
incorporate in what I propose to print anything excepting what 
seems to me to be a fair and necessa1'y statement of statistics 
on this subject. 

Mr .. WARREN. I beg th~ Senator's pardon--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 

declines to yield. 
Mr. WARREN. But the official figures--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Of course the Senator will not state 

that in my time, and he should ·not seek to do so. If I had 
been fishing about, Mr. President, for exceptional years, it 
would be another matter. It is hardly becoming for Sena tors 
to interrupt me to inject years of e:x:ceptional production, which 
might make a favorable showing for their side of the argument. 
I have taken even five-year periods which fairly represent the 
average growth of this industry. 

Now, Mr. P1·esident, for the same years I want to give the 
wool consumption of this country, and this includes not simply 
clothing wool but carpets as well, and all woolen manufactures. 
The total consumption of wool per pound per capita in this 
country for these corresponding years was as follows : 

Wool consmnption per capita. 
Pounds. 

1885------------------------------------------------------ 6.69 
1890---------------~-~------------------------------------ 6.03 1895 ______________________________________________________ 7. 39 
1900 ______________________________________________________ 5.72 

1905----------------------------------~------------------- &52 

~~8~====================================================== 5.81 Clothing, carpets, and all woolen manufactures. 

Mr. President, I think that shows the effect of this tariff as 
it is framed in ·schedule K upon the wool producers of the 
country as compared with the manufacturers . . 

DEMONSTRATION OF INEQUALITY OF THE RATES. 

And next I want to bring to the attention of the Senate the 
inequalities of the rates imposed in Schedule K . They become 
very apparent when we glance · at the equivalent ad valorem 
duties bm:ied upon the imports of 1907. 

Wool valued at 21.1 cents per pound will pay a duty of 47.46 
per cent ad valorem, while that valued at 24.7 per pound will 
pay only 44.52 per cent. 

Wool advanced in any manner by any process of manufacture 
not specially provided for, valued at not more than 40 cents 
per pound under the present schedule will pay 149 per cent 
ad valorem, while that valued at over 70 cents per pound will 
pay only 93.7 per cent. 

The figures that I am giving now demonsh·ate not only the 
discriminations in this schedule against the wool producer, but 
the rank injustice with which these duties fall upon the users 
of the cheaper grades of woolen cloth. 

This whole system as it has gro\Vn. up not only seems to be 
sectionalized, but to be for the benefit of a very few manufac­
turers and a very limited class of consumers. 

Yarns valued at not more than 30 cents per pound will pay 
143.02 per cent ad valorem, while yarns valued at moi·e than 
30 cents per pound will pay only 87.25 per cent ad valorem. 
Any fabric other than wearing apparel, if valued at not more 
than 40 cents per pound, will pay 141 per cent ad valorem, 
while such fabrics Classed by the Finance Committee as "luxu­
ries," if you will study their schedules in the Book of Estimated 
Revenues, if valued at more than ·70 cents per pound, will pay 
only 95 per cent ad valorem. 

M:r. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from 
Utah? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. The Senator speaks of yarn worth only 30 cents 

a pound. The Senator must know, as every other Senator, that 
if a yarn is made that is not worth over 30 cents a pound nearly 
the whole of it is waste. There must be at least 85 per cent of 
waste in that yarn, made from shoddy of the very lowest class, 
because a great deal of shoddy is worth more than 30 cents a 
pound. So if the yarn is worth not over 30 cents a pound after 
it has. been carded and spun, what on earth must the stock be 
that is in the yarn? 

M!.·. DOLI,JVER. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator· from Wis­

consin yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
M:r. LA JrQLLETTE. I do . . 
1\Ir. DOLLIVER. It was because I had detected that situa-. 

tion and was able to perceive that these yarns which contain 
other materials besides wool, because many of them contain 

material cheaper than any ordinary wool wastes, when we come 
to assess th~ compensatory duty upon them should not be as­
sessed upon the theory that · they contain first-class clothing 
wools or other wools, but should be assessed, as my amendment 
provides, upon the wool content that is in them. 

l\fr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator also knows that it 
would be impossible for him or any living man to tell what the 
wool content is; whether it is straight wool, or whether it is 
slubbing waste, or whether it is noils, or whether it is rags, pro­
viding they are all wool. Therefore it would be absolutely, 
impossible of administration, as I have said to the Senator 
before. The position that we take upon this point is that if the 
yarns are so poor and made of such coarse stock as not to be 
worth more than 30 cents a pound they ought to be kept out of 
the counh·y. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, in 1897, when Senator Vest, 
one of the ablest Members of the Senate, certainly in our time, 
pointed out the impropriety of assessing these compensatory 
duties upon the weight of the cloth or of the yarn, without re­
gard to the fact that they might not contain wool, buf other sub­
stances, as they \ery often and in most cases actually do, the 
only answer that was made to him was made by my former col­
league, Senator Allison, that there was no way of determining 
the contents of a yard of cloth, and with one sentence it was dis­
missed. That was true at that time. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is true to-day. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. We have inade an expenditure of $100,000 

in the port of New York to provide an analytical bureau in 
connection with . the appraisers' stores, which makes that no . 
longer true, -and it is now perfectly possible by accurate scientific 
means to report at the custom-house the wool contents of yarn 
or of cloth. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I say the statement made by 
Senator Allison in this Chamber when this question was under 
discussion before is absolutely true. There is no way of sep­
arating wool waste from wool yarns or straight wool, · and i1 
it is mixed together it is impossible to tell how much waste or 
how much wool is in the yarn. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The amendment which I have submitted 
does not require this separation of the various kinds of wool 
or of wool fiber, but it does undertake to separate in these yarns 
and cloths vegetable fibers cheaper than any variety of wool 
wastes, if we may judge by the way wool wastes are assessed in 
this bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. But the trouble with that, Mr. President, is 
that there is no vegetable fiber in these cheap yarns, unless it 
be cotton-and . that can be detected by a chemical analysis­
but a foreign country never will ship that kind of yarn in, 
because they can buy this mun.go stuff, this wool waste, chopped 
up from rags, cheaper than they can buy cotton, and they put 
that in and call it all wool. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does the Senator from Utah pretend to 
deny that a very great variety of these worsted cloths, espe­
cially ladies' dress goods, are composed from one-half to often 
a larger amount of cotton? And does he deny that the yarns, 
out of which these cloths are woT'en, are actually imported into 
the United States-with the mixture of cotton and wool made 
in the yarns-and that the mixture is sent in here to be assessed 
under our tariff laws? 

·Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah certainly 
would not deny that a great many of these goods may come 
in here with cotton warps. There is no question about that 
at all. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Do not the yarns come in with these mix­
tures of cotton and wool in the yarns themselves? 

Mr. SMOOT. The very finest yarns do come; 30 cents a . 
pound yarns, which the Senator from Wisconsin is speaking of 
now. He is talking about yarn of a value of less than 30 cents 
a pound. That is where his whole figures are based upon 
something which looks plausible upon its face, but i~ is abso­
lutely wrong. It can not be, and it will never be, a proposition 
that we could legislate against. The Senator knows, and every 
other Senator knows, that. the scoured wools, as to which we 
are legislating, in many instances in these fine yarns are worth 
80 .cents a pound to-day upon the market. After the wool has 
been carded and spun and the waste in that process, what 
makes it drop to 30 cents a pound? Nothing on earth, except 
this low-class waste which is put into it. 

HIGH DUTIES FORCE POORER PEOPLE TO USE SHODDY. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In other words, Mr. · President, the 
scheme . is to bar out the yarn that would furni~h warm, sub­
stantial clothing to the poorer people, to put equally high duties 
upon everything that enters into the composition of such yarns, 
which are carefully cornered by this worsted trust, so that the 
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trust can impose whatever price it pleases upon the shoddy 
and everything else that goes into the manufacture of the 
cheaper yarns and clothing used by the great mass of the 
people. 

Mr. SMOOT. 1\Ir. President, I want to tell the Senator from 
Wisconsin that the dearest yarn that ever was bought by an 
American citizen is a yarn that can be made for less than 30 
cents a pound. Because it will not hold together. The man 
who buys it or the family who buy it are cheated. It would 
have been cheaper for them to have paid 60 cents or 70 cents 
or 80 cents a pound for the yarn. · 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Possibly it would if they could afford 
to buy 60 or 70 or 80 cent yarn, but under these high rates the 
poorer people are forced to use shoddy. The fact is that this 
low-priced material made by the woolen trust in this country 
contains poorer shoddy and poorer waste than the low-priced 
foreign product, and these high rates enables the trust not only 
to charge higher prices for its goods, but also enable it to lower 
the quality of the material used. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to call the attention of 
the Senator to the fact that there were but 3 pounds of that 
yarn imported here in the last year. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Of course, Mr. President, it could not 
get in for the very reason that the rate which the Senator 
from Utah and his associates on the Finance Committee are 
sustaining imposes a duty of 143 per cent on it. Small wonder 
that little was imported. 

Mr. SMOOT. But, Mr. President, I would say to the Senator 
from Wisconsin that so far as that · yarn is concerned at 30 
cents, i! I could only have a sample here and show its char­
acter, I do not believe the Senator himself would even want it 
to come into this country. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Is the Senator from Utah to be the 
judge of what the people of this country ought to buy? Give 
them a fair chance in the markets to buy at reasonable prices 
and do not impose a 143 per cent duty upon the cheap grade and 
only about one-half that rate upon the grade purchased by the 
rich. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis­

consi.Q. yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
-Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
Mr. WARREN. If I understand the Senator from Wisconsin 

correctly, his objection is that there is a tariff charged upon 
something which is not all wool, and that it is charged as if it 
were all wool? 

HIGH DUTY ON LOW AND LOWER DUTY ON HIGH PRICED YARN. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. My objection is that upon yarns valued 
at not more than 30 cents per pound this bill proposes. that the 
people of this country shall pay 143 per cent ad valorem, 
while on yarns valued at more than 30 cents a pound they will 
pay only 87 per cent. If you can offer any justification for 
those two different grades of duty on yarns differing ·only by the 
fraction of a cent in value, do it. 

Mr. WARREN and Mr. SMOOT addressed the Chair. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from Wyoming, 

who arose first. 
Mr. WARREN. I may have misrinderstood the Senator. I 

want to say that perhaps we are all wrong, but I submit to 
the Senator that this is not a new matter which has been 
brought up here. I 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand that. 
Mr. WARREN. The first law which imposed--. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not care to suspend my argument 

for a review of the history of tariff legislation. I am familiar 
with that history. I am discussing the rates proposed in this 
bill, and I ask the Senator from Wyoming if he has any good 
excuse to offer for fixing a 143 per cent duty on a wool yarn 
which is worth less than 30 cents a pound and an 87 per cent 
duty on yarn worth a fraction over 30 cents a pound? 

Mr. WARREN. I rose only to answer the Senator's question. 
If the Senator does not care to have me answer, of course I 
will yield the floor. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yleld to the Senator to answer the 
question. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis­

consin yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. Sl\IOOT. Let me call the Senator's attention--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from Utah to 

answer. that_question, if he thinks he can do it. 
Mr. SMOOT. I wish to do so, if the Senator desires that I 

shall; but I do not unless the Senator does so desire. 
l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. I should be glad to have the Senator 

from· Utah answer. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, supposing the wool is 11 
cents-and that is the low-value stock that would go into­

.Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No, no. Supposing this yarn is worth 
less than 30 cents? That is the question. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am coming to the 'ad va.lorem-- · . 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Supposing this yarn is worth less than 

30 cents per pound, the question is: Why do you insist upon con­
tinuing a duty of 143 per cent upon it while if it is worth a 
fraction over 30 cents per pound your duty will be only 87 per 
cent? ' 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the stock that goes into the 
yarn-and that is where we have got to begin-is not worth 
more than 11 cents, and if it is valued at 11 cents a duty of·ll 
cents is 100 per cent. · 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But this yarn-­
Mr. SMOOT. Wait. 

• Mr. LA FOLLE1.'TE. Let me say to the Senator from 
Utah--

Mr. SMOOT. Let me get through--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. This yarn is worth less than 30 cents 

per pound; not more than 30 cents per pound--
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Now, you take this yarn-never mind 

about the analysis of· it-if it is valued at 30 cents a pound 
or less, why do you tax it 143 per cent, and if it comes to the 
custom-house worth 301 cents a pound let it in at 87 per cent? 
That is the question. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I was going to get to the point 
and answer it if the Senator had not interrupted me. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator has the point now; give us . 
the answer. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will if the Senator will only wait. I will 
say that on stock that is worth 11 cents per pound a duty of 
11 cents is 100 per cent ad valorem, and that is the stock that 
goes into this cheap yarn--

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not care for a part of the value 
of this yarn. The yarn itself is worth less than 30 cents a 
pound. Now, do not get away from that. 

l\Ir. S~IOOT. And the stock comes in--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Never mind how it is made up; it is 

worth less than 30 cents a pound, you tax it 143 per cent at the 
custom-house. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But if it is worth 301 cents per pound 

or more, you let it in at 87 per cent: Why do you do it? 
Mr. SMOOT. Evidently the Senator does not want the 

answer, and therefore I will not try to give it to him . 
.!Ur. LA FOLLETTE. I want an answer, but I do not want 

a pipe dream. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have not tried to give any 

pipe dreams. It is just as simple to a man who understands 
it a.s it is possible for a proposition to be; but evidently no 
answer that I can give the Senator will be satisfactory to him, 
nor will he even let me conclude, and therefore I will yield 
to the Senator. He will not even listen. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is simple to a man if he understands 
it; if he can only explain it. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator would allow me to explain it, 
I would do so. 

DISCRIMINATORY DUTIES ON ALL WOOLEN ARTICLES. 

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. Then I will proceed, for I assume, since 
the Senator can not, without delivering a lecture, make a direct 
answer to a very direct question, that he can not answer it 
at all. 

Knit fabrics, other than wearing apparel, if valued at not 
more than 40 cents per pound, will pay 141 per cent ad valorem; 
while such fabrics classed by the Finance Committee as luxuries 
in the table of Estimated Revenues, if valued at more than 70 
cents per pound, will pay only 95.67 per cent. . 

Plushes and other pile fabrics, if valued at not over 40 cents 
per pound, will pay a duty of 141. 78 per cent. If valued at over 
70 cents per pound, the duty will be only 95.33 per cent. 

Cloths, woolen or worsted, if valued at not more than 40 cents 
per pound, must pay a duty of 140.55 per cent ad valorem. But 
if a luxury, as classed by the Finance Committee, valued at over 
70 cents per pound, the duty will be only 94.32 per cent ad 
valorem. · 

Blankets, if valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, will 
pay a duty of 107.6 per cent, but if valued at more than 50 
cents per pound, will pay only 71.30 per cent. Blankets, more 
than 3 yards in length, valued at more than 40 cents per 
pound, will pay a duty of 165.42 . per cent ad valorem; but if 
valued at more than 70 cents per pound, will pay only 106.57 
per cent. 
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Flannels for underwear, if valued at more than 40 cents per 
pound, will pay 143.67 per cent ad valorem; · but if valued at 
o"ter .70 cents per pound, will pay only 86.39 per cent. 
- Carpets valued at 82.3 cents -per square yard will pay 66.72 
per cent ad valorem; but a carpet valued at $2.12 per. square 
yard, and termed by the Finance Cominittee a luin.ry, will pay 
only 58.86 per cent 

In other words, Schedule K goes upon the theory that the 
necessaries of the "average man" shall pay the highest rates, 
and the luxuries of the rich the lowest. 

It is with a considerable degree of hesitation that I present 
these facts, showing the inequalities in Schedule K, I feel tb:at 
it is not at all improbable that the Senator from Rhode Island 
will agree that these inequalities do exist and should be reme­
died. I fear, howeYer, that if the Finance Committee does 
remedy the inequalities, it will take the same method of doing 
so adopted in other schedules, that is, instead of reducing the. 
higher duties to harmonize with the lower, they will raise all 
of the lower duties to harmonize with the higher. 

A.LL DUTIES ON WOOLENS AnE TOO HIGH. 

Mr. President, the real defects in this schedule arise froµi the 
fact that all the protective duties upon manufactured products 
are too high and that the compensatory duties are. also grossly 
excessive. Before I take up what seems to me to be conclusive 
proof of that fact, I wish to read a portion of the report of the 
British tariff commission. 

This British tariff commission, organized for the purpose of 
investigating the industrial life of all of the great nations of 
the world, published a report upon this subject as late as 1905, 
in which I find the following with respect to the United States: 

All witnesses are agreed as to the lmportanee and far-reachin~ 
e1Iects of the changes in the united States policy on the woolen ana 
worsted industry of Great Britain. In the manufacture of the lower 
grades Qf cloth the United States is rapidly approaching Great Britain. 

You would not suppose there would be a.ny necessity for a 
tariff of 140 or 150 per cent on these cheaper goods, when an 
impartial report made by experts states that in the manufacture 
of the lower grades of cloth the United States is rapidly 
approaching Great Britain. 

The report ccmtinues: 
It is said that they have so improved in men's goods that it· ls 

doubtful if we could now compete with them, even supposing th~ -old 
scale -0f American duties were restored. 

It is the opinion of this British tariff commission that even 
1f we had the Walker tariff it would be doubtful whether Great 
Britain could ·compete with America upon these lower grades of 
~~& - . 

.. In carrying out their national aims and _in . competition with British 
manufacturers the Americans have many advantages. The hlgh rate 
of w~ paid in the United States works both ways. On the one 
hand, it tends to raise their cost of produetl-on above the British, the 
dJtierence ln, wages not being entirely compensated for by increased 
~fficieµcy. 

1\Ir . .ALDRICH. Would it be agreeable to the Senator to 
yield for a short executive session? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. At any time that it suits the plea.sure 
of the Sena tor from Rhode Island. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. Just for an executive session. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I can not conclude before 5.30 o'clock. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Tben I move, Mr. President, that the Senate 

proceed to the con ideration of executive business. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield for that purpose. 

- Mr. ALDRICH. I thank the Senator. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 

consideration of exeeutlre business. After thirteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 5.30 o~clock p. m. 
having arriv-ed, the Chair declares the ·Senate in recess· until 
8 o'clock, under a previous order of the Senate. 

EVENING SESSION. 

The Senate reassembled at 8 -0'cloek p. m. 
THE TARIFF. 

The Senate, as in Commlttee of the Whole, resumed the con­
sideration <>f the bill (H. &. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, -and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 
· Mr. CARTER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Secretary will call the 
roll 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an· 
swereQ. to their names : · 
Bacon Clark, Wyo. 
Beveridge Clay 
Brandegee Culberson 
Bristow Cullom 
Brown Cummins 
Burkett Davis 
Burnham Dick 
Burrows Dillingham 
Burton Dolliver 
Carter du Pont 
Chamberlain Fletcher 
Clapp Flint 

Frye 
Gallinger 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnston, Ala. 
Jones 
Kean ., . -'• 
La Follette 
Lodge 
McCumber 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 

Overman 
Page 
Perkins 
Root 
Scott 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Warner 
Warren 

Mr. JONES. I wish to announce tliat my colleague [Mr. 
PILES] is indisposed. 

Mr. OVERMAN~ I desire to say that the Senator from Ten­
nessee [Mr. F.&AZIER] is quite indisposed this evening, and will 
not be present. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-seven Senators have 
responded to their names. There is a quorum present. The 
question is -0n agreeing to the amendment otiered by the Sen­
ator from Iowa. 

UNITED STATES CAN CO?.IPETE WITH ENGLAND. 

Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. l\Ir. President, when I yielded the floor 
for the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to move an 
-executive session I was presenting to the Senate a comment 
upon the American woolen industry by the· British tariff com­
mission, made in 1905. I was reading from that rei>ort in sup­
port of the statement that ·it was not necessary to maintain 
tllese excessiv-ely high dmies in the woolen schedule m order to 
protect that industry against invasion by any foreign com-
petltoi:. · 

It has seemed sufficient at any time in this debate, whenever 
a duty has been questioned, for some one representing the 
Finance Committee, or those seeking · fo sustain the very high 
duties of this bill, to rise and say that the duty did not · repre­
sent any more than the difference in wages. The difference in 
wages is bnt a small pa.rt of the real cost of productiOn. Many 
other things must be taken into account in measuring the true 
standard of a protective duty when that standard is gauged by 
the difference in cost of production. . · 

The efficiency of labor is a matter of very great importance. 
The equipment of the factory, the speed with whkh the machin­
ery is run, the output, and everything entering into the total 
cost of production. The British commission says: 

The high rates of wages paid in the United States works both ways. 
On the one hand, it tends to raise their cost of production above .the 
British, the difference in wages not being entl.rely compensated for by 
increased efficiency; on the other hand, it attracts to America some of 
the most competent artisans of this countr~''.- They do not yet export 
woolerui and worsteds in considerable quantities, but there is a general 
impression among witnesses that they will soon be able to do so. 
America does not yet export ·any of her manufactures of woole"n and 
worsted goods, but with the outrageoug tariff by which her manu­
facturers are protected, who can prophesy that they will not soon 
invade this country? Th-ere is a huge syndicate in the United States 
called the American Woolen Company. 

I brought the organization of that combination to the atten­
tion of the Senate this afternoon. Its fame seems to have trav­
eled abroad. 

There ls a huge syndlcnte in the United · States called the American 
Woolen Company, controlling 60 per cent -0f the woolen and worsted 
mills of that country. Let no man deceive himself wjth the thought 
that America will never be able to export textiles, for she is exporting 
large quantities of cotton goods to Turkey and to China at this mo­
ment. 

I read that just simply a:s .a general statement of the present­
day opinion concerning this industry in this country emanating 
from those who are critically studying and observing its progress 
in the different countries of the world. 

COMPENS.A.TOllY DUTIES ARE EXCESSIVE. 

With reference to the extravagance of the duties in this 
schedulce I wish to call the .attention of the Senate to the 
compensator:y duty, and primarily upon. yarns. I had brou&ht 
to my attention .a decision by the Treasury Department which 
emphasizes in a way the excessive nature of this compensatory 
duty. · 

The Dingley Aet allows a compensatory duty on yarns, valued 
at not more than 30 cents a pound, of two and one-half times 
the duty on the wool, and on yarns valued at more than 30 cents 
a ponnd three and one-half times the duty on the wool. That is 
to say, the assumption is made that it takes 2! pounds of wool to 
make a pound of yarn of the first-mentioned class, and 3! 
pounds of wool to make a pound of yarn of the second dass . 

.An examination of the allowance made by the Treasury De­
partment in the shape ot drawback of duty on exported yarn 
shows that upon -expert investigation the dep:a.rtment found the 
proportion to be 1i- pounds of raw wool to 1 pound · of -yarn. 

~ 

i 
( 
) 
; 
I 
l 



' \ 
\ 

' 1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. 3Ql9 
Of course it would not be found to be the same in every case. 
In other words, the wool waste used is in fact half a pound as 
against li pounds allowed by the law, the tariff being generous 
to the spinner to the extent of three times the amount which 

•should be actually allowed. 
I am free to admit, for I wish to be perfectly fair about this, 

that there might be found cases where the full 2! pounds of the 
compensatory allowance enters into the making of a pound of 
yarn, but it is rarely so; and yet that exceptional condition is 
made the standard and applied throughout upon the yarns of 
the first class, and in that way the protective duty is nearly 
doubled to the manufacturer. What is true of yarns of this 
class is true of yarns of every class. And what is true of all 
classes Qf yarns is true of all classes of cloths. In the first 
place, they have a protectiYe duty to cover difference in cost of 
manufacture that is more than ample. Then they have a so­
called "compensatory duty," which, besides compensating them 
for the amount of wool they use, more than compensates them 
and nearly doubles their protective duties. 

I have here Treasury decision -No. 27604, which fixes the 
matter of liquidation. I will not take any more time with it, 
but I cite the number of it so that anyone who chooses can 
make reference to it. 

EXPERT ANALYSIS MADE BY SAMUEL S. DALE. 

Mr. Samuel S. Dale, editor of the Textile World Record, has 
been referred to a number of times in the course of this discus­
sion. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] has given Mr. 
Dale such an introduction to the Senate that any statement 
made by him will be accepted by Senators as that o! a compe· 
tent, trustworthy, and conscientious gentleman. 

I wish to submit some investigations which Mr. Dale made 
with very great thoroughness demonstrating the excess of this 
compensatory duty in the manufacture o! cloth. 

It is charged by the representatives of the carded woolen in­
dustry-and these charges are supported by abundant testimony 
taken before the Ways and Means Committee, and all the in­
formation that can be obtained from other trustworthy investi­
gations-that the duty on raw wool is neither scientific nor just. 
The duty is fixed at 11 and 12 cents, respectively, for classes 1 
and 2 o! raw wool, without regard to the shrinking qualities of 
the wool. Some wools, upon being washed and scoured, shrink 
to about one-fourth (or even less) of their original weight; others 
may lose but a small fraction of their weight. This makes 
greasy or heavy shrinking wool subject to a duty of 44 and 55 
cents a pound after it has been scoured, where anoth~r class o! 
wool of a far superior quality may not pay more than 15 cents a 
pound of actual wool, although both are assessed at a rate of 11 
cents in the unwashed condition. 

DUTIES SHOULD BE LEVIED ON SCOURED WOOL. 

This inequality might be removed to some extent if the duty 
were levied on scoured wool, as suggested by the Senator from 
Iowa in the amendment which he has proposed, but the law 
prevents it by providing-see how ingeniously the thing has 
been worked out-( paragraph 362) that "the duty on wools o! 
the first class which shall be imported washed shall be twice 
the amount o! the duty to which they would be subjected if 
imported unwashed; and the duty on wools of the first and 
second classes which shall be imported scoured shall be three 
times the duty to which they would be subjected if imported 
unwashed." 

It so happens that the wools required by the carded wool 
industry are the short, heavy-shrinking wools. It is the carded­
wool indush-y that manufactures the coarser kinds of woolen 
Cloth, such as would be used by the poorer people. The effect 
of the straight specific duty without distinction as to the shrink­
ing qualities, or the fineness of the wool, has been to make the 
dµty on the wool of the people of limited means many times that 
on the wool worn by those who purchase without regard to 
price. To overcome the prohibitive duty on the shorter wools 
the carded-wool manufacturers have been compelled to use 
shoddy and cotton to an extent detrimental to the health of the 
people, as well as to the cost of their clothing, since the cloth 
made of these substitutes has very poor wearing qualities. 

DUTIES PROHIBITivE ON COARSEST WOOLENS. 

The compilation of. estimated revenues submitted by the 
Senator from Rhode Island shows the highest ad valorem rate 
on raw unwashed wool not to exceed 47 and a fraction per 
cent. If the American people were to draw the conclusion that 
this represents the highest tax on imported wool, they would be 
greatly mistaken. It mere1y represents the highest average rate 
of taxation which imported wool could pay and still be imported 
during the year 1907. The prohibitive rates naturally are not 
apparent. To show what they are, Mr. Da1e presents the 
calculations of ad valorem equ_ivalents of the duty on wool sold 

in the open market in London, which will be found on pages 
650-651 of the Textile World Record for March, 1909. The 
summary of the ad valorem equivalents of the specific Dingley 
duty on the woolens sold at the January London sales shows 
the lowest rate on coarsest wool to be 23 per cent ad valorem: 
the highest, 550 per cent; the lowest duty on washed wool, 22 
per cent; the highest, 733 per cent; lowest on scoured wool, 52 
per cent; highest, 412 per cent. 

Of course those high rates will not be shown by Imports and 
Exports. They will not be shown by the table of estimates pre­
sented here, because these wools can not come in at all. Yet 
they are the wools for which provision should be made, so that 
the poor people of this country, who can not afford higher priced 
wools, may at least have coarse woolen cloth to wear rather 
than shoddy and cotton. · 

Needless to add that the highest rate applies to the cheapest 
and coarsest woolens, the very kind used in clothing the 
poor in Europe, and excluded under the high tariff from the 
American market This arrangement does not in effect give the 
American sheep grower greater opportunity to sell his wool (for 
he does not supply more than three-fifths of the domestic de­
mand), but it does compel the use of greater quantities of 
shoddy and cotton in the place of wool. 

Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator from Wisconsin a 
question? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. Perhaps I did not understand the Senator 

correctly. Did he say we raised only two-thirds of the wool 
consumed in this country? 
- Mr. LA FOLL.ETTE. No; I did not say that. We produced 

last year, in 1908, about 311,000,000 pounds o! wool, according 
to the estimate made by the manufacturers' association, and 
we imported, as I remember now, about 196,000,000 all told. 

CARDED WOOLEN MILLS AT MERCY OF WORSTED MILLS. 

Cut off from the supply of the greater part o! the raw mate­
rial which he requires in his industry, the carded-wool manufac­
turer is obliged to fall back upon products of the worsted 
industry, known as noils, wool waste, and reworked wool. And 
again he finds that these by-products of the worsted industry 
are heavily overprotected. Says the Textile World Record, 
January, 1909: 

It is difficult to avoid the conclusion that the carded-wool industry 
has been starved, while the worsted industry has been placed in a 
favorable position by reason of the low duty on light shrinking worsted 
wools, and of the high prices at which the worsted by-products have 
been sold to carded woolen and knitting mills-

as a result of the high duty on these by-products. 
The Textile World Record then proceeds to give a series of 

investigations and analyses of cloths, conducted by Mr. Dale 
and under his supervision, to which I direct the attention of the 
Senate for just a moment. He says with respect to this: 

We have applied the Dingley rates to a number of wool fabrics which 
have either been made or analyzed by us personally. We know as well 
as it is possible for anyone to know how much material is required 
to manufacture a pound of the respective cloths and present here the 
results of our calculation. We believe that this is the first time that 
the result of such an examination of the Dingley schedules have ever 
been published. 

PRACTICAL APPLICATION SHOWS' EXCESSIVE DUTIES. 

Now, taking the first one of these analyses, No. 25, worsted 
serge, weighing 18.4 ounces per yard, 54 ·inches wide, of this 
particular cloth, there were 10,000 yards made at one time; its 
value was $10,000; it weighed 11,500 pounds. This required 
21,941 pounds of greased wool. The Dingley compensatory duty 
on 11,500 pounds of cloth under the existing law, retained in 
this bill, would be 44 cents per pound, or $5,060, or, reduced to 
an ad Yalorem equivalent, 50.6 per cent. But as a matter of 
fact there was not that quantity. There were only 21,941 pounds 
in the entire 10,000 yards of cloth. At 11 cents a pound the 
specific duty on that greased wool, the compensatory duty should 
ha v~ been 24 per cent instead of 50 per cent, as shown by the 
quantity of wool actually weighed out and woven into the cloth. 
The duty which should have been allowed the manufacturer to 
compensate him for the higher price he was obliged to pay for 
his wool because of the duty on wool, assuming that the price 
of the wool was increased by the full amount of the duty on it, 
was $2,413. The compensating duty actually allowed under the 
Dingley law amounted in this analysis to $5,060. 

Take the next number which was analyzed, and I will not go 
into any details. There were 10,000 yards in that piece. Taking 
the quantity of grease wool that was actually put into it, viz, 
4,515 pounds, and assessing the Dingley duty upon it at the 
rate of 4 pounds of grease wool to each pound of cloth and 
reducing the duty to an ad valorem equivalent, gives a com­
pensatory duty of 73.7 per cent. Take the actual amount of 
wool which was woven into that cloth and assess the 11 cents 
per pound duty and reduce it to an ad valorem equivalent, 
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and it was only 19.9 per cent; that is, that 10,oOo yards of tective duty. The protective duty is supposed to measure the 
cloth, when it had the test applied to it, while it would take difference between the cost of doing the work in this country 
under the Dingley law and under this present bill a compensa- and doing the same work in the competing country. The com~ 
tory duty of 73.7 per cent, would have been entitled upon the pensatory duty is allowed in addition to a protective duty to 
actual amount of wool that went into it to 19.9 per cent instead. offset and compensate the manufacturer for the extra price of 
In other words,. the difference between 19.9 per cent of the com- the wool which enters into the cloth because of the tariff 
pensatory duty and 73.7 per cent was improperly secured by the which has been assessed against foreign wool. The compensa­
manufacturer as an extra protective duty upon his product and tory duty upon the wool which he weaves in that kind of cloth 
-given to him under the guise of a compensatory duty. is 11 cents per pound. The law says that he shall be entitled to 

Take the next analysis presented by :Mr. Dale-C 96, the a duty equivalent to the duty on 4 pounds of wool in the grease, 
details of which I will print in connection with my remarks, or 44 cents, as a measure of the additional price that he would 
and which I will not go into fully now. · have to pay for the 4 pounds of wool (presumed to be required 

In this case 10,000 yards of cloth had woven into it 9,760 to weave a pound of cloth), the price of which it is assumed 
pounds of greased wool, but because the Dingley law said that would be incr~ed to that extent by the assesment of 11 cents 
it had woven into it 4 pounds of greased wool to each. pound of per pound duty upon it. 
cloth a duty was assessed upon it as though it had 16,748 Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let me get it clear in my own mind. 
pounds of wool instead of 9,760 pounds of greased wool. This compensatory duty, I suppose, in a sentence,. is the amount 

The Dingley duty upon this cloth at 44 cents per pound, that the manufacturer is given to compensate him for the extra 
taking the weight of the cloth as 4,187 pounds, amounted to amount which he will have to pay for any foreign wools that 
$1,842, or 46 pel' cent. The actual compensatory duty required he buys to go into the cloth. 
upon the 9,760 pounds of greased wool at 11 cents per pound Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Exactly. 
was $1,073.60, or, reduced to a.n ad valorem~ 26 per cent, as Mr. BEVERIDGE. As a compen~atory duty. 
against 46 per cent, which the cloth would actually take with Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, sir. . 
the duty applied under the Dingley law. l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Then he is paid according to the law 

The next was a worsted serge, a piece of 10,000 yards,, at 90 upon 1 pound of cloth upon the assumption that 4 pounds of 
cents a yard, worth $9,000. The cloth weighed 9,062 pounds. such wool have gone into it. 
This, under the Dingley law, at 44 cents per p<>und for wool Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is it exactly. 
for every pound of cloth, would be assessed $3,987.28, or, re- l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. When the Senator is trying to show, and 
duced to an ad valorem, 44.3 per cent The actual compensa- if his figures are correct he does show, that, as a matter of fact, 
tory duty required upon the amount of wool Which was actually that amount of wool which the law supposes to have gone into 
woven into the 10,000 yards of cloth at 11 cents per yard would the pound of cloth bas not gone into· it at all. 
be $2,303.95, or, reduced t<> an ad valorem, 25.6 per cent. In Mr. LA. FOLLETI'E. In actual practice it does not require 
othe.r words, in this case the compensatory duty which the cloth the 4 pounds which the law allows. I want to be perfectly fair. 
took under the Dingley law was 44 per cent; the compensatory I think there may be exceptional cases where 4 pounds of wool 
duty which it ought to have taken was 25 per cent. might be consumed in weaving a pound of cloth, but I say that 
· In the next case, 10,000 yards of cloth, the compensatory the exception should not have l}een made the standard, thus 
duty which would have been assessed against that cloth, count- enabling the manufacturer to get an additional protective duty 
ing 4 pounds of wool for every pound of cloth, would have been under the guise of a compensatory dnty on a quantity ot wool 
$3,850 when it came to the custom-house,. or 77 per cent. The in excess of the amount used. 
amount of wool actually entering into the cloth, if assessed at . l\1r. BEVERIDGE. Simply because, I take it, the standard 
-11 cents a pound, as required by the law, would have been $343, as fixed by law exceeds the amount of wool which, as a rule, is 
or 6.8 per cent. In other words, in that particular case the used in manufacturing the cloth. 
compensatory duty was 77 per cent in addition to the pro- Mr. LA FOLLETT& That is it exactly. I think that any 
teethe dnty, nnd the compensatory duty should have been bnt wide range of investigation ~m show the compensatory duty 
.6.8 per cent. So the manufacturer was able to add to his pro- to be unwarranted and excessive. 
tecti"rn duty an undue compensatory duty of over 70 per cent QUOTING THE REPonT IN FULL. 

which did not ·belong to him, and which h~ conld not have 1\-Ir •. WARREN. Would I disturb the Senator if I should ask 
claimed upon any basis applied to any protective· system ever I him a. question? I am not quite certain what he is reading 
supported · in this ·country, but by the juggling of these pro- from-I have a copy of l\fr. Dale's statement here. In the 
tecti"rn and compensatory scheclnles he succeeds In more than paper from which the Senator is reading are there not quota-
doubling his duties. tions showing that in some cases it will ta.ke six poundB of 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President-- wool to a yard of cloth? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; I do not find anything of that sort 

co.nsin yield to the Senator from Indiana 1 in the table from which I have been reading. 
:J.\.Ir. L.A. FOLLETTE. I do. .Mr. WARREN. I have an article here signed by Mr. Dale, 
1\ir. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit a. question? which I presume the Senator has, which makes that calculation 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. am<>ng others. I presumed that b e might be making the same. 

' ~Ir. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator is mistaken. 
EXPLANATION OF COMPENSATORY DUTIES. Mr. WARREN. The Sena.tor was quoting from the same 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Is this compensatory duty supposed to authority and, I thought, from the same paper. I beg the 
be paid upon the yard of cloth upon the supposition that it is Senator's pardon. 
entirely made of wool? .Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is not the same paper at all. I am 

Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. It is- paid upon the supposition that it quoting, Jet me say to the Senator from Wyoming, everything 
. contains 4 pounds of· wool to each pound of cloth, against which that is in this paper of Mr. Dale's. I a.m not in the habit of 
there is assessed a compensatory duty of 11 cents per pound, juggling with facts which I am submitting· to the Sennte, and I 
and it takes this compensatory duty of 44 cents for every pound have been reading consecutively each one of the examples pre­
of cloth. sented by l\Ir. Dale, and I shall continue to do so until I have 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Exactly. That is to sayr each pound of finished them. 
cloth is supposed to take 4 pounds of wool. Mr. WARREN. The Senator does not ~ccuse me o.f suspect-

Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. It is supposed to have taken 4:. pounds ing that he was going to put anything in, of course, that was 
of this greased wool in making that pound of cloth. not there? · 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Was the compensatory duty paid upon Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not know just exactly what the 
that hypothesis? Senator means. 

l\fr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, sir. 1\fr. W .ARREN. I simply wanted to know if the Senator wn.s 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. When, as a matter of fact, as I under- reading from the same paper that I have here. 

stand from the illustration, that was not the case at all, but it Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Either the Senator from Wyoming 
was a very much less amount. thought I was not going to read something which ought to be 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. A very much less amount of wool than quoted, or else he thought it was very important that it should 
that which is fixed by the law enters into the weaving of the be introduced out of its regular o·rder in the matter which I am 
cloth. at present submitting. 

1i1r. BEVERIDGE. Would it be too much trouble if the Mr. W A.RREN. Now, Mr. President, the Senator guessed 
Senator would explain, so tliat it may appear in plain terms, I wrong, as he sometimes does. I was undel'tak-ri:ng to ascertain 
just what the compensa.tory duty is? if it was the same paper that I have, because if it was the 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The compensatory duty is an allow- same paper~ with the Senator's spirit of fairness, o.t course 
ance made ~ter the manufacturer has been granted his pro- he would put in the entire statement. 
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M:r. LA FOLLETTE. Of course, if .the Senator had been 

following me, he would haye known that it was not the paper 
which he has at all--

Mr. WARREN. I think he has been quoting--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Because the numbers are not the saIDe 

and it has no reference to the experiment referred to in the 
pa.per which the Senator says ~ has. If he had the paper 
I ha. ve and was following me, he would know perfeetly well I 

_ was giving item by item just -exactly what is in that series ef 
investigations conducted by Mr. Dale. 

Mr. w ARREN. Very much of that is in the paper which I 
have I will say to the Senator. • 

M{. LA FOLLETTE. I think the Senator is entirely mis· 
taken'. I think the Senator has another paper. I noticed the 
paper which he held up is illustrated. 

Mr WARREN. I ham two papers, I will say. 
Mr: LA FOLLETTE. And there are some illustrations in it. 

I will be glad to put into the C?NGREss.IONAL RECORD .any pa~r 
of Mr. Dale's, pictures and all, if permitted to do so, b~ause it 
will sustain and corroborate every single statement which Mr. 
Dale makes in the paper from which I am quoting. 

Mr. WARREN. I think I can square myself to the 
Senator-- · · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempqre. Does the Senator from Wis­
consin yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator is always square to me. 
Mr. W .A.RREN. I asked the Senator a respectful question, 

if the Senator was reading from the same _paper, for if much 
that he read from there was the same then it would be-­

Mr. L.A. FOLLETTE. What paper, let me inquire, has the 
Senator before him1 
. Mr. WARREN. I have two or three. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Now, let us see what one do you refer 
to. You say it is much the same. Let .me see what it is. I 
-do not believe Mr. Dale has any eonfi1ct in his analyses. What 
paper was the Senator inquiring about? . 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will . permit me I will get to 
that. 

Mr. L.A. FOLLETTE. If the Senator will permit me, since 
he has inten·upted me, I will ask him what paper he is inquir­
ing about. What is your paper? 

1\fr. WARREN. Will the Senator yield to me? He certainly 
will allow me to finish my sentence. If he is unwilling to do 
that I will surrender and will not interrupt him. I have 
several papers signed by this same party. 

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. I should like--
Mr. W .A.RREN. I asked in a respectful way whether that 

item was in it, because it made it unnecessary then for me to 
.quote it later; that was all. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. May I inquire of the Senator from 
Wyoming what that paper is? 

l\fr. W .A.RREN. I have, in the first place, the one the Senator 
held up in his hand, the one with the illustrations. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That was not the one I was quoting. 
Mr. W.AilR~~. I have .also another. 
.Mr. L.A. FOLLETTE. Has the Senator before him the paper 

from which I was reading? 
Mr. WARREN. I ha-.e the same figures; it may not be the 

same paper. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I shall incorporate them all in my 

remarks. 
Mr. WARREN. They are figures in the Textile World 

Reeord. 
:Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If he has the same figures before him 

he will not fall into any eonfusion .ab.out it at all. There is no 
conflict or contradiction in any of Mr. Dale's statements. 

Now, Mr. President, resuming the illustration which I was 
giving to the Senate when the Senator interrupted me, I will 
quote the next analyses made by Mr. Dale. Mr. Dale, I ·wantto 
say to the Senate, has rendered a 1ery great service in making 
these analyses and publishing the facts to the world. It will aid 
materifilly in :fixing eith·er now or hereafter the right scale of 
duties upon woolen cloth. I do not believe we are going to 
dispose of this tariff question in i:his one session. Our work 
here is going out to ninety million. people. Undoubtedly the 
stimulus of these extravagant duties will result in a business 
boom. But the excessive charges for everything that enters 
into .the cost of Uving will compel the people to .again demand 
that Congress honestJy 1·evise the tariff !llld .relieve them from 
excessive and unjust burdens imposed upon them. 

WHO Alm THE REAL REPilESENTATIYES OF REPUBLICAN P-OLICIES. 

Senators might as well understand now that we are not going 
to get rid of this questi-on by simply passing the pending bill. 

• The tariff question will remain an issue in tlrls c-0untry if we 
enact a law upon the lines JU'Qposed. Y.e-sterday or the day be-

fore the Senator from Rhode Island arraigned the RepubUcan 
Members of this body who are seeking to pre\ent an increase in 
the tariff' schedules, and questioned their Republicanism. Why, 
Mr. President. the men who controlled the convention at Chi­
cago were men who believed just :as the little band of Ilepub­
licans who are struggling to prevent these tariff increases belie\e. 
Need the -st.and-pat Senators upon the Republican side be re­
minded that :they were in the minority in that convention? 
They would have defeated, if they could, the nomination <>f 
President Taft. There was a get-together -0i'ganization here 
that was opposed to President Roosevelt and to the man Presi­
dent Roosevelt wanted to see nominated to carry forward bis 
policies. I say, in response to the critieism of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, that. the Chicago convention was not con trolled 
and the Chicago platform was not made by his kind of Repub­
licans, and .I say to him here to-night that if he had been run­
ning for ·the Presidency -of the United States upon a tariff plat­
form such as this bill seeks t<> embody into law, he could not 
have carried four States in this Union. 

MA.NUFACTUllERS MADE THE RATES. 

Now, Mr. President, a few progressive Republican Senators 
opposing an overwhelming majority bent on increasing the 
duties enter .as best we can day by day our protest against the 
policy they are pursuing, and we make -0ur appeal to ouT asso­
ciates to frame this tariff bill for the best interest <>f th-e a '°er­
.age .American citizen who brought .about this revision. E1ery 
time a rate is questioned, every time .a request is made of th€ 
Finance Committee for their authority for an increased rate, 
some member of the Finance Committee arises and answers that 
the manufacturers have stated that they need it. The testimony 
of merchants is scoffed .at because they sometimes import goods 
into tlrls country; and the information called for by the Depart­
ment of State, which would have enlightened us with respect to 
wages and cost of production in Germany, has been suppressed 
by the eommittee with a persistency that warrants the belief 
that it would not sustain the work of the committee. We have 
before us a tariff bill the rates of which have been, according to 
forty--0dd admissions made by the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, fixed by the manufacturers, who, he sa~, -0ught t.o 
be followed, because they are giving employment to .American 
labor American ca_pital, and sustaining .American industry. I 
grant you, Mr. President, that their testimony should be taken 
·and should he weighed; but they are directly interested parties 
and their testimony should not be considered .:final .and absolute. 
The testimony of foreign experts as to the cost of producti-0n 
should be <!onsidered, the statisties of foreign countries <>ught 
to be taken, scanned very critically, to be sure, because foreign 
countries are interested. parti-es; examined perhaps more criti­
cally than the testimony of an interested manufacturer in this 
country, but nevertheless it should be taken filld weighed care­
fully if an h-0nest effort is-being made to frame a tariff <>n prm­
ciple. No court excludes testimony that is material and rele­
vant because it is offered by interested parties; but this Finance 
Committee .assumes that it has higher authority than the Sen­
a.te it is supposed to serve. Senators are denied access to testi­
mony that ought to .be submitted for <!onsideration, and the com­
mittee takes the absurd position that it is disloyal and un­
patriotic to consider statistics furnished by a foreign govern­
ment or to seek any other testimony than that of manufac­
turers, who are interested parties and who want the highest 
possible rates. 

BILL MADE LIKE TRIS CAN NOT STAND~ 

Mr. President, such a system is inherently wrong. While it 
may temporarily postpone a just and fair revision of duties, it 
will not finally settle this tai·iff' question. We are not sover­
eigns here; we are but servants. The sovereigns ar~ in the 
workshops, on the farms, in the factories, in the stores and 
countingrooms. It is the average interest of the whole people 
we should serve, not certain special interests. The question is, 
Are we framing this bill with a view to all the interests of all 
the people of this country or just with reference to the manu­
facturers of this country '1 The manufacturers ought not to be 
injured, but they should be given just the merumre of protec­
tion that constitutes the difference in the -cost of production 
between this and competing countries. They should not be 
guaranteed a profit It is not the duty of government to guar­
antee a particular class of its citizens a profit in business. We 
are here to .act, I say, not for manufacturers alone, but for the 
great body of the citizenship of this country, wherever they 
dwell, whatever they do. If a revision of the tariff is made on 
that basi~ it will stand. If it is made in the interest of a sec­
tion of this country or of a class, it can not be maintained. 

Tt does not lie with any man to mah.--e a lasting impression 
upon this 'S€Ilate or upon the country unless he builds upon a 
basis o1l truth. I am submitting a statement of experiments 
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conducted by the editor of the Textile World Record. It is 
either true or false. If true, it will stand. If false, it wlll be 
swept aside. Misrepresentation must in the end fail. It can 
do no lasting harm except to him who employs it. 

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

The PRESIDE~TT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and the following 

Senators answered to their names: 
Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Frye 
Bacon Clarke, Ark. Gallinger 
Bailey Clay Gamble 
Beveridge Crane Heyburn 
Borah Crawford Hughes 
Bradley Culberson Johnson, N. Dak. 
Brandegee Cullom Johnston, Ala. 
Briggs Cummins Jones 
Bristow Curtis Kean 
Brown Davis La Follette 
Bulkeley Depew Lodge 
Burkett Dick . McCumbel' 
Burrows Dillingham ·Martin 
Burton Dolliver Money 
Carter du Pont Nelson 
Chamberlain Flint Overman 
Clapp Foster Page 

Penrose 
Perkins 
Raynel" 
Root 
Scott 
Smitb, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

l\Ir. SCOTT (when the name of l\Ir. ELKINS was called). My 
colleague [Mr. ELKINS] is unavoidably absent from the Senate 
this evening. . 

Mr. OVERMAN (when the name of l\lr. SIMMONS was called). 
I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. SIMMONS] is absent 
at home, sick. . 

The PRESIDE~TT pro tempore. Sixty-five Senators have 
responded to their names. There is a quorum present. 

l\Ir. NELSON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to ' me'? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis­

consin yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I simply rise to express my 

great surprise at the fact that while the Finance Committee 
are ready to hear the various protected interests, they are un­
willing to hear Senators when they discuss those same items 
of the tariff bill from another point of view. 

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I was just saying, wheu 
interrupted by the call for a quorum, that it is not possible for 
Congress to inflict a permanent injury on the people by an un­
just revision of these tariff schedules. We are about to pass 
a bill at this session that will impose additional burdens upon 
the consumers of the country. They asked for relief. This 
bill will increase the cost of Jiving in every home in the land­
! say it will not stand. Public indignation will compel its re­
peal. This is a free country. We may grow arrogant in official 
position. Given a long lease of authority we may become in­
different to the rights of those from whom we take our power; 
but, Mr. President, the rural free delivery, the improvement of 
our highways, the daily press, and the public platform will 
carry the truth to the people every day, and this Congress can 
not write and maintain legislation on the statute books that 
inilicts injustice upon 90,000,000 enlightened American citizens. 

PEOPLE DEMANDED REVISION DOWNWARD. 

Upon the whole. we are revising this tariff upward, not down­
ward; and that is not what we were commissioned · to do. 
Nor was this extra session forced upon us merely to rewrite 
the Dingley law. The people certainly were not clamoring for 
a higher tariff so strongly as to force a call for an exh·a session, 
and if they were satisfied with existing rates we certainly would 
not be here. We are here because the people for more than five 
years have been demanding that the Dingley rates should be 
reduced. They know that great progress has been made in the 
indu. trial life of the American people. They know that all this 
indu trial reorganization has cheapened production; that fabu­
lous fortunes are being acquired by those who conh·ol industrial 
organizations. In the meantime they know that life has grown 
harder day by day for the great mass of the American people. 
The co t of living has increased year after year, without a cor­
responding increase in the earning power of the average man. 
They know it is wrong. They have talked it over at home. and 
with their merchant, their groceryman, their butcher. They 
know that the foolish claim made in the course of this debate, 
that the increased cost of Jiving is chargeable to the retail mer­
chant, is a subterfuge to cover up the enormous profits of those 
who suppress domestic competition behind a tariff that excludes 
foreign competition. 

HOW THE BURDEN IS LOADED ON THE CONSUMER. 

So, Mr. President, any unjust profit that is made possible by 
this legislative enactment will be multiplied to the consumer 
and will become a matter of very serious import to him when 
it is placed, not only upon one product but upon another and 
another until it reaches e·>erything that goes upon his table, 

everything tha.t goes to clothe and warm his family and provide 
for their comfort. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] and other Senators 
have analyzed this bill and made plain to the understanding of 
everybody the wrongs that are being imposed upon consumers 
by this revision. Others will s9pplement this work. And I say 
to you that in every nook and corner of this great land of ours 
the people are going to understand this tariff question. You can 
not write in the laws of this country an unjust tariff bill and 
have it stand. The country will not permit it. 

TAKE THIE TO DO THE WORK PROPEBLY. 

Personal1y I do not believe, Mr. President, we can ever get 
Qnto a practical, workable, scientific basis for tariff revision 
without the help of a tariff commission. But we must revise 
this tariff without the aid of an expert commission. Let us take 
time to gather. all information necessary to enable us to frame 
a law such as we promised, based on the difference in the cost 
of production. It is not too late yet, Mr. President. It is mid­
summer. What of that? A big task; all this work to do over 
again. For I doubt if we can justify_ any of the duties pro­
posed in this bill under the Republican party platform. There 
has been no thoroughgoing investigation such as the changed 
conditions cal1ed for upon which to base revision. We had 
better go back and begin over.· We may smile about it now, 
but it will not be a matter for levity hereafter. · 

BILL llIUST BE APPROYED BY THE NI~IBTY MILLION. 

Mr. President, in the atmosphere of this Senate Chamber, we 
are cut off, alienated, and segregated from the popular thought 
and feeling of the country. 'Ye come here to serve out our 
time-brief for some of us, long for others-but e>en for those 
who sene longest, how bri.ef ! It is onJy a little time and we all 
pass off ihe stage, to be held in memory but for a few fleeting 
years in the communities where we live. Let us do our work 
here, mindful every hour that we are not doing it to meet the 
approval of the Senator from Rhode Island. In so far as we 
shall take pride in what we do, in so far as our children will 
take pride in what we do, l\Ir. President, it will be only as it 
shall accord with what is just to an the p ople of this country, 
not to the sixty or ceventy manufacturers who are organized in 
the American Woolen Company, but to the ninety millions of 
people who work on the hillsides and at the forges and in the 
countinghouses and shops of every city and hamlet of the land. 

EYEllY INTEREST SHOULD BE CO~SIDEltED-~ONE WRONGED. 

The great manufacturers have their rights, which should be 
duly r egarded. I would not disparage the men who are manu­
facturing under this wool schedule. I would wrong no man 
and do injustice to no corporation. I would give to the e men 
all they are entitled to fairly, according to the protective prin­
ciples that should be applied in the making of every tariff bill. 
But you are doing more than that, and you do not furnish the 
facts to justify what you are doing. You can not make la ting, 
under existing economic conditions, a tariff schedule that you 
can not justify with facts-established facts. 

l\Ir. President, if I do not get in every one of these state­
ments of Mr. Dale it will not make such a tremendous amount 
of difference. l\Ir. Dale and the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
WARREN], and the Senator from .Utah [Mr.' S:uooT], and the 
Senator from Wisconsin will not cut so very much figure in 
this whole problem after all. E>erlasting right is what is going 
to settle it finally. -

Mr. President, I digressed, and I apologize for it. I did not 
intend to, and I come back, if I may have the attention of the 
Senate, for just one or two more of these e:tamples ; then I will 
ask leave to print the balance of them. But I will print them 
all; I will not leave out ori.e, and if the Senate will permit, I 
will print the pictures. [Laughter.] 

Now, the next piece, Mr. President, shows this: On the 10,000 
yards analyzed by Mr. Dale it did not take 4 pounds of wool to 
make a yard of cloth, but if you assess the 4-pound duty, which 
the Dingley law authorizes, the compensatory duty alone amounts 
to 102 per cent. Just the compensatory duty; besides that, you 
know, the manufacturer has his protective duty. 

Now, had that sample · of cloth, which you will find in my re­
marks in the speech in' the RECORD as No. E382, been assessed 
for just the amount of wool that was actually put into it, it 
would only have received a 23 per cent compensatory duty. Un­
der the Dingley law it is wrongfully assessed a compen atory 
duty of 102 per cent on top of the protective tariff duty. 

I pass from this with the request that I may be permitted to 
print in the RECORD all the analyses which I have in my posses­
sion which have been made by Mr. Dale without reading them, 
if the President will kindly submit that request to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro .tempore. Is there objection to the re- • 
quest of the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none. 
The order is made. 

f 
I 
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The matter referred to is as follows: 
.A.25.-Worst~d serge; 18.4 ounces per yard, 54 -inches ioide; 10,00<J yards, 

at $1, $10,000; n,500 pounds cioth . . This requires ~1,941 pounds grease 
10001-. 

Dingley duty. Duty. 

11,500 pounds cloth, at 44 cents .••..••.••.•.• :.................. $5,060.00 
55 per cent oi Sl0,000 ..•...••••••••.••.•••• -- ------. --- ·----·-·- 5, 500. 00 

Per 
cent. 

50.6 
55 

Total duty··································-·-~---·-----· 10,560.00 105.6 
Actual compensatory required: · · 

21,941 pounds grease wool, at 11 cents····-·---···-·--~···· 2,413. 51 24.1 

Actualprotection ....••••••.•..•••.•••••.••••••••••••• -··--~---· 8,146.49 81.5 

'A96.-0otton ioarp dress goods; 6.7 ounces per yard, 50 inches wide; 
10,000 yards at 25 cents, $2,500; 4,181 pounds cloth. This requires 4,515 
pounds of grease toool. . 

Dingley duty, Duty. I 
Per 

cent. 

608.-Piece dyed Kersey,~ ounces per yard, 55 inches. Stock: Back warp, 
4f}percent; Orego'lt-, tJO per cent shoddy; face warp_ and '{t"lling,50per cent; 
Oalifor·nia, 50 per cent shoddy, 10,000 yards, $1.!5, $12,500; 15,625 pa_unds 
cloth. This would require32,4Zli po1mds woo Zin grease, 111,16i pound~ sh°:d4y. 

Dingley duty. 

15,625 pounds, 44 cents ••••••••••••.•••••.•••••••.• ." ••.•••..••••• 
55 per cent of 812,500 ....•• : •• · . .. : • .••••...•.•••••••.•...•......•. 

Total duty ....•....•..••.•••••••••••..•••••••••••••••••••. 
Actual compensatory required: 

32,426 pounds, 11 cents •.••••••••••••••.•••••••••. 53,566. 86 
13,167 pounds, 5 cents·-·-··-····-·············--· 658. 35 

Actual prot-ection .•.•..••••••••..•.••.•••••••••••••••••..•...••. 

Duty. 

'6,875. 00 
6,875.~ 

13, 750.00 

4,225.21 

9,524. 79 1 

l'er 
cent. 

55 
55 

110 

33.2 

76:8 

E382.-Cotton- warp bea'Ver; f8 ounces per yara, 55 inches ; 10,000 yards at 
15 cents, $1,500; 17,500 pounds. This quantity would require ·S,611 
pounds raw cotton, 1,309 pounds cotton war p, 22,.123 poun.ds shoddy, 
4,886 pounds fine 10001, 1,137 pounds coarse W(}Ol. 

Dingley duty. Duty. Pet 
cent. 

4, 187 pounds cloth, at 44 cents.................................. $1,842. 28 
50 per cent of $2, 500....... .. . . . . . . . . •. . . . . •• . . • . . • •• . . . . •• . . . • . . l, 250. 00 

lZ·7 17,000pounds, 44.cents ..•..••....•.•.•••••.••..••.••••......••.. $1,700.00 102.7 
50 per cent of S7,500. ··-· .••••••••••••••••. .••••••••••.• •••. •.•. 3, 750. 00 50 

Total duty .•..•.....•.•...•..••••••••••••.••••••••••••• • ••. 
Actual compensatory required: 

4, 515 pounds grease wool, at 11 cents •••••••••••••••••••••. 

Actual protection ••••••.••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 

3, 09'2. 28 123. 7 

496.65 19'.9 

2, 595. 63 103. 8 

096.-Worsted dress goods; 6.1 ounces per yard, 50 inches wide; I0,000 
yards, at 40 cents, $4,000; 4,187 pounds cloth.. This toill req1iire 9,160 
poimds grease wool. 

Dingley duty. 

4,187 lbs. cloth, «c ..••..•••••••.•.••••••.••••...••••.•••••••••.• 
55 per cent of $4,000 ............................................ . 

Total duty ............................................... . 
Actual compensatory required: 

9,760 lbs. grease 'vool, lie ..•..•..•••••••.•••.•••••••••.••••. 

Actual protection •..••••.•••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• -

Duty. 

81,842. 28 
2,200.00 

4,042. 28 

1,073.60 

2,968.~ I 

Per 
cent. 

46 
55 

101 

26.8 

74,2 

H119.-Worsted serge, piece dyed; 1-H 01.inces per yard, 56 inches; 10,000 
yards, at 90 cents, $9,000; 9,062 poimds cloth. This would require 

~ Z0,945 pounds grease wool. 

Tot.al duty·-·················-······-····---······-········ 
Actual compensatory required: 

6,023 pounds, llcents....... •••••••••••••••••••••••• $662. 53 
22,123 pounds,f>cents .............................. 1, 106.15 

11, 450. 00 152. 7 

1, 768. 68 23. 6 
--·---

Actual protection ................. -··········-··-·············-- 9,681.3'2 129.1 

EV,..-Iri-sh frieze. S4 ottnces ver yard, li5 inches. Stoel~, 50 per cent 
wool and 50 per cent waste. 10,000 ya-rds at $1, $10,000. 21,250 pounds 
cloth. Thi.s req1,ires 23,525 pound&· grease toool, 11,W po-uJids shoddy 
and waste. 

Dingley duty. Duty. Per 
cent. 

21,250 pounds, at 44 cents·····-············-······ .••.•••••••••. 89,350.00 93.5 
5,000.00 50 . 00 per cent of $10,000 ••••..•••••.••••••••••••.••••••••••••••.•••• 

1-----1--­
Total duty ....•.....•....•••••.••.••..•.•••••••..••.•..••. 

Actual compensatory required: 
23,625 pounds, at 11 cents ....•••••••.•••••••••••• $2, 598. 75 
17,719 pounds, at 5 cents •••• ·-··················· 8&5. 95 

Actual protection.-· ••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••• : •••..••.... 

14,350.00 143.5 

3, 484. 70 34. 8 

10, 86.5. 30 108. 7 

Dingley duty. Duty. Per A.211.-Wool' cassimere, territory· wool, 13 ounces . per ya-rd, 54 inclles 
cent. wi-de, 10,000 yards at 85 cents, $8,500; 8,125 pounds cloth. This will 

require :Jg,11,3 pounds grease wool, shrinking 65 per cetit. 

9,062 pounds cloth, 44 cents"..................................... $3, 987. 28 44. 3 
55 per cent of $9,000.. ...... ...•. .................... ••••..•..... 4, 950. 00 55 

Total duty .............................. ••••••u••········ 8, 937. 28 99. 3 
Actual compensatory required: 

20,945 pounds, 11 cents . . ...•. ...••• ..•••••••••.•.•••• ..•••. 2,303. 95 25. 6 

Actual protection ..•.•..........••••.•.• : ••.. : • • . • • . . • • . • . . • . . . . 6, 633. 33 73. 7 

.A.220.-0otton 1vorsted. 14 own:ces, 55 i-nches wide. 10,00IJ yards· at 50 ce1its, 
$5,~. 8,150 pounds cloth. This would require 3,125 pounds grease wool. 

Dingley duty. 

~1~rc~~f~.~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.::::::::: 
Total duty ............................................... . 

Actual compensatory required: 
3,125 pounds, 11 cents.. ...•.•.••••••••••••••.••.•••••.•••••••. 

Actual protection .•.••....•.••..•••••••••.•.••• -· ••••.•... 

Duty. 

$3,850.00 
2,500.00 

Per 
cent. 

77 
50 

1-----1---

6,350. 00 127 

343. 75 6.8 
1-----1---

6,006.25 120.2 

'AZO"l.-Cotton warp casket cloth, cotton, wool, and shoddy; 1H ounces 
p er yard, 68 i1iches wi1e; 10,000 yards at 50 cents, $5,000; 9,688 pounds 
cloth. This will 1·equi re 2,s'15 pounds cotton warp, 1,500 pounds grease 
woot, 1,1£5 pounds raw cot ton, 9,563 pounds shoddy. 

Dingley duty. 

9,688 pounds cloth, 44 cents···-·--···-··········-·· .•.•..••..•.. 
50 per cent of $5,000 .. _ . ···-·····-········ -········· ·········-· 

Duty. 

$4, 262. 72 
2,500.00 

Per 
cent. 

85.2 
50 

Total dutv ·········--··---··-···········-··········-······ 6, 762. 72 135.2 
Actual compen&itory required: 

1,600 pounds, ll cents.. ....... -·.·- .•....••••.•••• 11, 760. 00 
9,f>63pounds, ocents............................. 478.15 ~ 

. --- 2, 238.15 44. 8 

Actual protection .••..••....•• ·-·····-··········--~··-···--·.····· 4,524.57 90.4 

Dingley duty. 

8,125 pounds cloth,« cents.. .................................... . 
55 per cent oi $8,500 .....•......•••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••.•.. 

Tot.al duty .....•..•... : .................................... . 
Actual compensatory required: 

32,143 pounds, ll cents ..................................... . 

Actual protection·················-· •••.•. ····-~------······-·· 

Duty. 

$3,575.00 
4, 675.00 

8,250.00 

3,535. 73 

4, 714.27 1 

Per 
cent. 

42 
55 

97 

41.6 

55.4 

DlfJ.-Wooi dress goods, piece dyed, 6 ounces per yard, 50 inches wide. 
10,000 yards at 40 cents, $4,000; 8,750 pound.s cloth. This woul<L require 
14,823 pounds gre~e 100-ol, shrinking 65 per cent. 

Dingley duty. Duty. Per 
cent. 

3,700 pounds, 44 cents........................................... Sl, 650. 00 4
55
1 .. 2 

55 per cent of 14,000. • • • • • • .. • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . 2, 200. 00 
1-----1---

Total duty................................................ 3,850.00 96.2 
Actual compensatory required.: 

14,823pounds, ll cents ........................... ;.......... 1,630.53 40.8 
1-----1---

Actual protection............................................... 2,219.47 55.4 

WRONG MUST BE MET IN NEXT CAMPAIGN. 

Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. The analyses of Samuel S'. Dale, which 
I have just presented, show that in the cases of these various 
pieces of cloth a duty has been assessed against them which 
can not be justified. There is no justification for it. They 
prove the absolutely vicious character of this feature of the 
woolen schedule. These compensatory duties should be revised. 
The users of these woolen cloths demand it. They are willing 
to give ~o the manufacturer all of the duty necessary to protect 
him against labor which takes a lower wage than our labor and 
lives according to differen.t standards. They are content that 
the manufacturer shall have the difference in the cost of pro-
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duction, but deny on top of that his right to a duty running I higher in France, still higher in England, and highest in the 
from '25 to 100 and a hundred per cent more than he is entitled United States . . l\Ir. Clark does not furnish any figures that } 
to as a compensatory duty. We migh~ just as well settle that would show 'the extent to which the greater efficiency in the / 
question here and now. If this great wrong is not corrected United States offsets the greater cost of labor. Mr. Clark's , 
now, y:ou will have to confront it µi the campaign two years table shows that wages in the worsted industry in this country I 
and four years from this time. This issue will not be dropped are from 17 to 125 per cent higher than in England. f 
here by the progressive Republicans. It will be fought out to a To be on the safe side, as a protectionist; I shall assume in 
finish. We have faith in the power of public opinion. The my calculations that the labor cost in this country is double 
right will finally prevail. that of England, thus making no allowance for the hiaher 
GOVERNMEN~ EXPEilT CLARK PROVES PROTECTIVE DUTIES EXCESSIVE. efficiency of labor in this country. 0 

1\fr. President, I have shown that the compensatory duty runs Mr. GALLINGER. · Mr. President-·-
from 25 to a hundred per cent more than is sufficient to com- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
pensate for the duties levied on wool-and I now propose to consin yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
demonstrate by analysis of the cloth, made by impartial and Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do.· 
competent authority, that the protective duty is itself excessive. Mr. GALLINGER. I have examined this report with a great 

One of the most reliable sources of information as to the cost deal of interest, and the Senator will note in the letter of 
of production in the woolen industry is the report on the manu- submittal, dated Bradford, England, November 1, 1908, found on 
facture of wools, worsted, and shoddy in France and England page 5, l\Ir. Clark says "in general it may be said that the cost 
by w. A. Graham Clark, special agent of the Department of of the manufacture of worsteds in England is about half that 
Commerce and Labor. in the United States." 

I pause here to say that this special investigation, made by Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I had already stated that. 
Mr. Clark, has been challenged. I will not cite it without giving Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; I understood the Senator so to 
you the information that its results have been denied by the say. 
beneficiaries of these exorbitant rates. Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I want to be entirely fair. 

Mr. OVERMAN. He is a North .Carolina boy. Mr. GALLINGER. I understood the Senator to say that, and 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. He is a North Carolina boy. He is the I was merely confirming his statement. 

son of the chief justice of your State, who is one of the greatest Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is all right to call attention to it. 
lawyers and publicists in America. Mr. GALLINGER. That was· the only purpose. . . 

.RELIABILITY OF MR. cLABK's INVESTIGATION. Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think we ought to start in on that 
Mr, Clark, at the time he made this investigation, had been basis, and I would not stand for a duty a hair's. breadth lower 

doing work of this character for the Government for about two than would be safe to the industries of the country. 
years. He has traveled in nearly all of the principal foreign I have Mr. Clark's samples here-the identical cloth that he 
countries in which information of value to the textile industry brought over to this country. The samples were kindly loaned 
could be gathered. He is a graduate of Harvard University me by the Bureau .of Manufactures. 
and has supplemented his general education with technical SHOWING ·MADE oN THE CLARK SAMPLES. 

courses in the textile schools of New England. At the time The samples produced by Mr. Clark came from British weav-
that he entered the government service he had been for some ing mills which buy their yarn._ In order to get at the proportion 
time in the actual charge and management of a cotton mill, ana which the labor cost of combing and spinning bears to the cost 
he is, therefore, a man of practical experience. His appoint- of yarn, I have made use of tables given on pages 70, 73, and 
ment was made upon t~e r~coliune?dation of a great nu~ber of 74 of Mr. Clark's report, which give in detail the cost of turn­
manufacturers, and he "'as practically selected for this work ing out worsted yarn in a mill with a capacity of 7 500 pounds 
by the textile manufacturers of the country, and that, too, with- per week. ' -
out regar~ to whether they were woole~ or cotton manuf:;i.c- The following table, taken from page 74, shows in detail the 
turers. His reports have always been received by the trade with I cost of worsted spinnino- 1/20s: 
the highest approval until he reported the facts with respect to ----------0

-----------,-------

wages and the cost of production in the woolen industry. Then Per year. 
he was singled out as a target for criticism and disapproval. 
I believe that if legislation to revise the tariff had not been im- Departmental costing: . . .e s. 
pending at the time this report was made public, its- results Interest o.nd depreciation (10 years), at 4t per cent....... 214 16=$1, 045. 50 

f 
. Rent, 530 square yards, at 3s. 6d........................... 92 15=- 451. 37 

would have been accepted by these manu acturers with the ap- Motive power, say 60 indicated horsepower, at £5. ···-···· 300 O= 1,459. 95 
proval accorded to · reports of prior investigations made by Mr. Repairs ................................................. -.. 20 O= 97.33 
Clark. ~ghtt:nt; rates, taxes, and insurance..................... 1gg g: ~~~: ~ 

Mr. Clark gives a detailed analysis of the cost of production Mf;;:n~neollii.eipenses::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 10 O= 48.66 
of eight typical samples of worsted and woolen cloths, which Wages, 50 weeks, at £14 7s. 6d ............ ·-··············· 718 16= 3,t97.50 
seem to contain ample material upon which to base a calcula- Wages, 52 weeks, at £2 ···· ·· · ·· ····· · ·· · ·· ······ ·· ·····-·· . 104 0= 506.12 
tion of what the duty on woolen cloth should be to afford full Tota.1. ..............•.. -...........••.............•....•. 1,610 6= 7,836.44 
protection on the basis of the difference in the cost of production 
here and abroad. Before taking up the discussion of the figures Production, 7,500 pounds per week. Cost per pound, £1,610 6s. 
in connection with each sample, it will be necessary to consider ($7,836.44) + (7,500 by 50)=1.03d. (2.06 cents) per pound. . 
two general points applicable to all of these samples, viz, the Adding the last two items in the table, representing wages, 
difference in the cost of labor in England and this country, we get the total labor cost l>er year, $4,003.62. The tota I pro­
and the cost of spinning the wool and weaving the yarn into duction per year is 7,500 pounds multiplied by 50, or 375,000 
cloth. pounds, which gives the lnbor cost of -spinning a pound 1.07 

ornFERE:-<cE I:-< . '1'HE WAGE cosT. cents. The cost of combing is given on page 70 of J.\fr. Clark's 
As to labor: On page 25 of his report, Mr. Clark gives the report at 4 cents, making the total wage cost 5.07 cents per 

following table of wages in the worsted industry in Italy, pound. The selling price of 1/ 20s worsted yarn is given on page 
France, England, and the United States: 70 of Mr. Clark's report at 59.6 ce.Jl!s per pound, making the 

I 
labor cost Bi per cent of the total cost of yarn. . 

Italy. France. England. ~fit~~ In the case of 2/44s yurn, the table of costs given on page 73 
of Mr. Clark's report is as follows: 

--------------•·--- Worsted spinning, 2/448 . . 
Sortere ....... ....•.••.• .•...•••....•..... 
Washen;or dyers .... .......... .......... . 
Carders········-·-·················· .... . 
Gill boxes ...... . .............. ·-········· 
Comb minders ........... ·······-·-······ 
Boss spinner ... •.. . .. ........ _ .......... . 

Ni':l;s~~~irr.::::::::: ::: : : : : : : : : : : : : :: : : 
Weavers···············-················· 
Fullers and pressers .................... . 

$4.60 
3.00 
2.30 
2.30 
2.30 
7.00 
5 .. 80 
2.30 
3.00 
3.50 

86.40 
4.25 
4.00 
3. 70 
3. 70 
9.25 
6.20 
4.00 
4.60 
4.25 

57.30 
5.60 
3.90 
3.00 
3.00 

12.00 
7.30 
3.00 
4.00 
6.00 

812.50 
7.00 
6.00 
6.00 
6.00 

18.00 
9.50 
6.00 
9.00 
7.00 

This table shows that the wages are lowest in Italy, higher 
in France, still higher in England, and highest in the United 
States. Mr. Clark also adds that the cost of living is lowest in 
Italy, higher in England, still higher in France, and highest in 
the United States. At the same time, as would have been ex­
pected. the productive efficiency of labor is lowest in Italy, 

Departmental costing: 
Intere t and depreciation (10 years) on £6,500, at~ .... . 
Rent, 2,000 square yards, at 3s. 6d ........................ . 
Motive power, say 200 indicated horsepower, at £5 .•...•. 

~~~~i:~:.:~~~ ~i~~~~~~::::::::::::::: :::::: :: : : :: : : : : 
Materials •...................................••. --··· ..... . 
Miscellaneous expenses ............. ~ .••....••.....••..... 
Wages, 50 weeks, at £598s.6d .............••••••.....•..... 
Wages, 52 weeks, at £4 •••••••••••••••••••• - ••••• _ ••••••••• 

Total·-'···························-········-····-········ 

Per year. 

J! 8. 
814 11-~. 964. 00 
350 0= 1, 703. 27 
600 0= 2, 919. 90 
50 0= 243.32 

120 0= 583. 98 
250 0= 1, 216. 62 
70 0= 340.66 
30 0= 14.6. 00 

2,971 5=14,4M.50 
208 0= 1, 012. 24 

5, 463 16=26, 084. 49 

Production, 7,500 pounds per week. Cost per pound, £5,463 16s. 
($26,584.49) + (7,500 by 50)=3.54d. (7.08 cents) per pound. 
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ALLOWS AN EXCESSIVE LABOR COST. 

Using the same method of calculation as in the first mustra­
tlon; we get the cost of spinning per pound of yarn 4.1 cents and 
adding to that 4 cents per pound for combing, we get 8.1 cents. 
The cost of 2/44s yarn, as given on page 70, is 66.6 cents per 
pound, so that the proportion of the total wage cost to the cost 
of 2/ 44s yarn is 12 per cent. 

Although 12 per cent is the highest percentage of labor cost 
of spinning given in Mr. Clark's report, I shall apply that figure 
in an cases; thus deliberately allowing for the proportion of 
labor cost of yarn an excessive proportion which, in the case of 
1/20s yarn, will be 50 per cent too high. 

I have taken these two cases of the labor cost of spinning the 
yarn, because in these two cases it is given in very great detail­
in greater detail than in the lower classes. It was difficult, if 
not impossible, for the tariff expert of the Bureau of Statistics 
to get the figures in the lower number of yarns, and for that 
reason I give au ·the wny through. in the costs which I shall 
submit to the Senate and incorporate in my remarks, the cost 
which applies to these two first samples . .. So no one can com-

. plain that this industry is being dealt with unfairly in the com­
putation which is being made, and while this computation runs 
somewhat into detail, I beg the induJgence and patience of 
Senators, for the demonstration it makes is a very important 
one in the consideration of this bill. 

We are now in a position to take up the several samples of 
cloth submitted by l\Ir. Clark, pieces of which I secured from 
the Bureau of Manufactures for presentation to the Senate. 

The first sample is No. 1. It is a fancy worsted suiting; 
1,056 yards of this cloth was made -high grade ; weight per 
square yard, 13.G ounces; threads per inch in warp, 42; filling, 40; 
grade, botany No. 70, at 74 cents; yarn, 1,530 pounds; 2/ 16s. 
'J'hen follows a table, .which I ask leave to submit in connection 
with what I shall say here to-night, without reading to the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec­
tion. 

The table is as follows : 
Sample No. 1.-Fancy worsted suiting. 

[1,056 yards, high grade ; weight per square yard, 13.6 ounces; threads 
per inch in warp, 42; filling, 40; grade, botany No . . 70, at 74 cents; 
yarn, 1,530 pounds; 2/16s.] · · 

Yam. 
Interest 
and de- Re­
precia- pairs. 
ti on. 

Rent. GM, . 
etc. 

-------------1- - --·1-------------
Material. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $1, 132. 20 __ ............................... . 

a~~~~r~:~~~::~~::::::::::::::: ::::::::~:: :::~:~: :::::::: --~:-::. ---~:-: 
Patterns .............................. _ .............. -...... -.. -. . 24 . 24 

::~d~~ ::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::: ·· = -~~:'.~ ... ~:~. gg t~8 
Finishing and dyeing........... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10. 08 1. 78 5. 98 4. 98 

Total ........................ _ 1, 132. 20 62. 38 1 4. 90 15. 28 12. 92 

Power. Sup- W Sala­
plie~. ages. ries. Total. 

--------------1---·1------ -------
Material. .................. : .......................................... . 
Oif'l.le expense ............... . ........ _ . . . . . . . . $0. 12 . . . . . . . . $20. 18 
Discounts, terms, etc ............................ __ ................... . 
Warehouse............................ . . . . . ... 1. 48 $2. 96 20. 56 
Patterns ..............•....... _........ . . . . . . . . 1.16 26. 88 5. 08 
Wea ving . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $3. 92 1. 30 82. 64 18. 94 
Mending ......... _.................... . . .. . ... .. . .. . .. 21. 60 
Finishing and dyeing................. 10. 36 12. 60 48. 60 2.10 

Sl,132.20 
20.80 
30.60 
29.60 
33.60 

130. 88 
24.00 
96.48 

Total ............................ 14.28 J6.66jls2.68l66.86 l,498.16 

Cost per yard, 58 inches, $1.419: 

l\fr. LA FOLLETTE. From data contained in the above table 
we derive the following figures: 
Cost of ·yarn, 76 per cent of the cost of the finished goods 

(cloth) ------------------------------------------ $1, 132. 20 
Cost per running yard (58 inches)---------------------- $1. 419 
Weight per square yard _______________________ ounces__ · 13. 6 
Weight per running yard---------- --------------dO---- 21. 896 

Compensatory duty per running yard, at 44 cents per pound_ 60. 214 
Ad valorem duty, at 55 per cent ad valorem ____________ ~ 78. 1 

Total duty____________________________________ $1.38314 
Or 97 per cent ad valorem. 
Let us see what the wages for weaving this cloth are in Eng­

land, and let us see what the wages fo:t: spinning :tl;te yarn woven 

XLlV-190 

into this cloth are in England, for we have the meahs of figuring 
it out here: 

Per cent 
of cost; 

Wages, weaving------------------------------------------- - 12. 2 
Wag~s, spinning (12 per cent of selling cost of yarn)----------- 9. 1 

Total wages-----------~~---------------------~------ 21.3 
CASES WHERE EXCESSIVE DUTY IS DEMO~STRATED. 

On the assumption that the labor cost in this country is 
double that in England, the protective dutj' on that account 
should be 21.3 per cent of the cost of the cloth, instead of 55 per 
cent allowed by the Dingley tariff and retained in the Payne 
and Aldrich bills, making an excess of protective duty of 33.7 
per cent. 

This measures the excess of duty which these manufacturers 
will be able to exact under this law if e reenact the same 
duties in the pending bill. 

1 
. . 

But the 55 per cent does not represent the full amount of pro­
tection accorded to woolen cloth. There is also a compensatory 
duty of 44 cents a pound based on the assumption that it takes 
4 pounds of grease wool to produce 1 pound of cloth. This 
assumption has been ridiculed by those who have any familiarity 
with the industry, as it has no reference to actual facts. To ar­
rive at correct figures, a series of careful tests, extending over 
a long period and covering various kinds of cloth, was made, 
and the results published in the Textile World Record, Janu­
ary, 1909. I have presented to the Senate the results of these 
tests, which clearly establish that the 44 cents per pound com­
pensatory duty is a fraud upon the consumers of this kind of 
cloth in this country. 

I shall discuss the results of these tests more fully in the 
d:mrse of my remarks. For the present it is sufficient to say 
that these tests demonstrate beyond the peradventure of a doubt 
that a proportion of 2 pounds of wool to 1 pound of cloth of 
this grade is more nearly correct as an average than the allow­
ance made in this bill and in the present law. On that basis 
the compensating duty per running yard of cloth would be one­
half the figure given in the above estimate, or 30.107 cents per 
yard, equal to 21.2 per cent ad valorem. Summing up these 
figures, we find that the total duty should be made up of the 
following items : 

Per cent. 
Compensatory duty _____________________________________ _: ___ 21. 2 
Protective duty -------------------------------------------- 21. 3 

Total----------------------------------------~------ 42.5 

as against the actual duty of 97 per cent, making an excess of 
duty equal to 54.5 per cent ad valorem. 

The figures ·for the other amples are calculated on the same 
basis and can be given without further comment. 

Sample No. 2, submitted by Mr. Clark, shows an excess of 
duty of 52.1 per cent. I will later put the entire table in the 
RECORD. 

The next sample of _cloth submitted by him is No. 3. The 
compensatory duty per running yard of this cloth at 44 cents 
per pound is f52 l1er cent; the protecti>e duty is 55 per cent 
ad valorem. The total duty on that cloth is $1.09 per· yarcl, 
or 106.6 per cent ad valorem. 

Now, the wages for weaving that cloth amount to 16 per cent 
of the cost; the wages for spinning, 12 per cent of the cost of 
yarn, or 8.5 per cent of the total cost; the protective duty to 
cover wages should be· 25.1 per cent; the compensatory duty 
should be 28 cents per yard, or 27.5 per cent; and the total duty 
should be 52.6 per cent; the present duty is 106 per cent, an 
excess of 54 per cent. -

Sample No. 4, without going through the samples in detaiJ, 
carries an excess of 56 per cent. 

Sample No. 5, an excess duty as shown by an analysis of 
49 per cent. · 

NO WONDER THE CLAilK REPORT IS ATTACKED. 

Do Senators marvel that these overprotected industries com­
plain about the report of Mr. Clark? Mr. Clark is a trained 
scientist. He went into this investigation with no prejudice 
against the manufacturers. He is an American citizen. He 
was sent out by this Government to make a thoroughgoing and 
impartial investigation, and can anyone, for a moment, believe 
that he would bring back anything to this country that was not 
in accordance with his best understanding and best judgment, 
and if he did err in any respect that he would err against this 
country? 

l\Ir. President, with this testimony before or accessible to the 
Finance Committee, having been presented by Mr. Clark to the 
'Vays and Means Committee, it is almost inconceivable that 
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this Schedule K could have been passed over without a complete 
revision. The only possible excuse is that it is a very intri­
cate schedule. It appears through nearly all the tariff legis­
lation since this schedule was adopted, that no committee 
has had the courage to undertake its reconstruction upon a I 
thoroughgoing scientific basis. In a way that may be some 
extenuation for the Finance Committee, but, Mr. President, we 
are not called upon to rush through a piece of legislation within 
any given time. The tariff question is of as much importance 
to this Nation as ny nation in the world, and there is no other 
civilized power of any standing that would enact legislation as 
we are proceeding with this bilL 

I directed attention to the fact a few days ago that France 
took two years to in-restigate this subject before a bill was pre­
sented to its Parliament. A committee of 32 members was put in 
charge, divided into sections, each given a separate schedule, 
and put in charge of a thoroughgoing investigation in prepa­
ration for legislation. 

UP AGAINST A STONE WALL. 

You know, Mr. President, every one of us knows, what we 
have been asked to do. It is next to an impossibility for any 
man to inform himself about this bill. This bill, put through 
the House under a special rule after a few weeks' investigation 
by the committee in charge, was brought into this Chamber, and 
in forty-eight hours, by the mandate of the chairman of the 
Finance Committee, we were compelled to begin its consideration 
by paragraphs for amendme,nt. Yet we are all held responsible 
for the hasty judgment that we are compelled to form on this 
floor, without any detailed information. 

We are up against a stone wall. It makes no difference what 
it provides or fails to provide, ·the legislation reported by the 
committee will go through. 'rhe system of malting up com­
mittees insures that. It places all legislative power in the 
hands of a few men. I protest against it as a wrongful use of 
power, and shall continue to protest against it here and else­
where as a violation of the fundamental principles of repre­
sentative government. 

Mr. President, allow me to read a recapitulation of these eight 
samples : On the first sample, omitting the fractions, the excess 
of dnty is 54 per cent; on the second sample the excess of duty 
is 52 per cent; on the third sample it is 54 per cent; on the 
fourth sample 56 per cent; on the fifth sample 49 per cent; sixth 
sample 44 per cent; seventh sample 63 per cent; eighth sample 
55 per cent; and on an average of all these samples there is an 
excess of duty of 53.8 per cent. 

Mark you, these facts are presented here, I repeat, not upon 
biased and prejudiced testimony secured from among the bene­
ficiaries of the excessive rates, bnt on the testilnony of djsin­
terested men employed by this Government to get truthful in­
formation. These facts are not presented by me to break down 
the protection system, but as a stanch advocate of maintain­
ing it on a rational basis-a better friend, if I may say so, than 
those who insist on maintaining such excessive duties as to 
discredit the system and ultimately destroy it. 

Now, Mr. President, I am not going to take the time of the 
Senate to go through all these samples. They all prove the 
same thing, and the proof of the iniquities of Schedule K is so 
-Overwhelming as to make it difficult, indeed, to believe that 
even the Senator from Rhode Island will not permit some re­
vision in behalf of the woolgrower and consumer. 

Mr. President, I have ready to lay before Senators a tabl.e 
which takes account of every increase. That table will be 
printed and put upon the desks of Senators within twenty-four 
hours, giving the increases and decreases exactly as they wer~ 
.at the time this bill was reported. If I can enlist sufficient ex­
pert help, I will ha-re every amendment that has been adopted 
incorporated as a correction in that table when this bill is 
ready to go to a vote, so that Senators will have a revised 
statement of increases and decreases correctly :figured accord­
ing to the approved methods of the Bureau of Statistics, not 
counting so many decreases against so many increases-that is 
folly-but computed by " weighted averages," as it is termed, 
so that Members of this body and the country shall ha-re full 
opportunity to know what changes from present rates are really 
made in this bill. 

And now, Mr. Pre ident, I have some amendments which I 
propose to present I shall offer them later, when the general 
debate upon this schedule is closed and the paragraphs taken 
up for amendment. If adopted my amendments will completely 
revise this schedule, reducing duties to a just compensatory 
nn<i protective basis. 

Mr. President, I ask permission to print in the RECORD the 
tables of Mr. Clark's report in full without taking the time of 
the Senate t~ read them to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
Without objection, the order will be made. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 

Sample No. 2.-Fancy worsted suiting. 

(1,056 yards, medium quality; weight per square yard, 11.8 ounces • 
threads per inch in warp 45, filling 48 ; grade, dark gray botany No: 
64 at 66 cents; No. 64 at 74 cents; yarn, 1,370 pounds, 2/20s.] 

Yarn. 
Int.erest 
and de- Re­
precia- pairs. 

tion. 
Rent. Gas, 

etc. 

-------------1-----1---- -----.- ---

~~~~B~;t-~·Hi-H!~ rn0~~- ::;;::;: ;~1~;: ::;~: :::li 
Finishing and dyeing_. ___ .................. _. 6. 30 1. 08 3. 72 3. 12 

Total .... -... -................ 908.20 46.061 4.38113.36 1 1L22 

Sup- Sala-
Power. plies. Wages. ries. Total. 

--------------1--- -------------
Material ............................................. ...... ........... . 
Office expense ... _ ........ __ ................. _. $0.12 szo. 82 $0. 12 

~~~~e~.~:.~~:::::::::::::::::: :::::::: ... i·oo· ... s:ii" ··a68· 
Patterns ............. -........... -............. .72 16.58 3,28 
Weaving .. ·---··--····- .. ·--- .. -····-· $4.12 1.38 86.4.0 19.90 
Mending·····--···· .. ···-- ...... _ ..... _............... 21.60 
Finishing and dyeing............. . .. . 6.48 8. 10 30. 48 72 

Total_ .......... _................ 10.60111.881179.00 45.70 

Cost per yard, 58 inches, $1.165. 

$908. 20 
2L60 
27.40 
31.20 
20.80 

137.20 
24.00 
60.00 

1, 230. to 

Cost of yarn. $908.20 = 74 per cent of the cost of finished goods (cloth). 
Cost per running yard, 58 inches _______________ ..:________ $1. 165 
Weight per square yard __________________________ ounces__ 11. 8 
Weight per yard, 58 inches ______________________ do____ 18. 998 

Compensatory duty per running yard at 44 cents per 
pound ---------------------------cents__ 52. 228 

Protective duty at 55 per cent ad valorem ___________ do____ 64. 075 

Total dutY------------------------------------- $1.16303 

(Or practically 100 per cent ad valorem.) 

Wages, weaving ________________________ per cent of cosL- 14. 5 
Wages, spinning (12 per cent of cost of yarn) ________ do____ 9 

Total. wages ----------------------------do___ 23. 5 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Compensatory duty should be 22 cents 
per pound, or 26.1 cents per yard, equaling 24.4 per cent of cost 
of cloth. 

Total duty should therefore be-
Per cent. 

Protective duty-------------------------------------------- 23. 5 Compensatory duty ____ ._ ____________________________________ 24. 4 

Total duty ------------------------------------------ 47. 9 

Making present duty, 100 per cent; excess of duty, 52.1 per 
cent. 

Sampw No. s.-Fancy worsted an.a ·woolen suiting. 

(1,056 yards; weight per square yard, 11.9 ounces; threads per inch 
in warp 56, filling 54; grade, botany No. 1, 60s, at 67 cents; No. 2, 
60s, at 67 cents ; woolen weft, at 30 cents; yarn, 570 pounds, No. 1, 
2/28s; 330 pounds, No. 2/24s; 534 pounds, woolen, 2 5/8 runs.] 

Yarn. 
Interest 
and de- Re­
precia- pairs. 
tion. 

Rent. Gas, 
etc. 

-------------1-----1-------------
Material. .•.... -................... _. S764.28 ··-·-··· ..... _, ___ ._ ........... - .. 
Office expense...... . . . . . . .. .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 819. 08 ...... -..... -.......... . 
Discounts, terms, etc .... -.. · .. ··-·--·-···-·····-·----··· ..... -.. SQ.36 S0.18 
Warehouse.·-······-···-- .......... ···---· .. --·--·-···-·-·· .. ··- 3.12 L70 
Patterns- ...• _ ...•...... _ ..••...................... _..... . . . . . . . . .16 . 06 
Weaving·····-··- .. ···--- ........ -............ l2.36 $3.30 4.80 4.94 
Mending··-·······--···· ... -....... ·-·-- ...... ·-·--· .... ··-···-· L20 1.22 
Finishing and dyeing·-······ .. ·-·--····· .. ·-· 6.30 LOS 3. 72 3.12 

Total: ................ ·-···--· 764. 28 37.74 4. 38 llL36 I ll. 22 



) 
I 
I 
' 

1909 .. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. 00271 
Sample No. 3.-Fancy worsted ana tvoolen suiting--Continued. 

Sup- Sala- T tal Power. plies. Wages. ries. o . _______________ , ___ -------------
Material....... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $764. 28 
Office expense ...................... _.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19. 08 
Discounts, terms, etc.................. . . . . . . . . $).12 820. 82 S0.12 21. 60 
Warehouse.................................... · 1.56 3.12 21.68 31.20 
Patterns ........................................ 72 16.58 3.28 20.80 
Weaving . .. ••. . . . . . ...... ... . . . . .. . . . . $4.12 1. 38 86. 40 19. 90 137. 20 
Mending . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21. 60 24. 00 
Fin.il3bing and dyeing.·................ 6. 48 8.10 30. 48 . 72 .60. 00 

Total. .......................•... lo~ 11.881179~1 45.70 l,oi8.16 

Cost per yard, 58 inches, $1.021. 

Cost of yarn, $764.28=71 per cent of the cost of finished goods. 
Cost per running yard, 58-incli ______________________ _____ _ 
Weight per square yard _____ ______________________ ounces __ 
Weight per running yard, 58-inch ____________________ do ___ _ 
Compensatory duty per running yard, at 44 cents per pound, 

cents ------------------------------------------------Protective duty, at 55 per cent ad valorem ___________ cents __ 

Total dutY----------------------------------------

$1. 021 
11.9 

19. 159 

52.668 
, 56. 155 

1. 09 
==== 

Or 106.6 per cent ad valorem. 

Wages, weaving __________________________ per cent of cost--
Wages, spinning, 12 per cent of cost of yarn _______ do ______ _ 
Protective duty, to cover wages, should be _________ per cent__ 
Compensatory duty should be 28.078 cents per yard ____ do ___ _ 

Total duty should be ________________________ do ___ _ 

Present duty 106.6 per cent. Excess of duty 54 per cent. • 

Sample No. 4.-PieC<J dyed indigo suiting. 

16.6 
8.5 

25.1 
27.5 

52.6 

[1,056 yards; weight per square yard, 14 ounces; threads per inch 
in warp 44, filling 48; grade, botany No. 80, at 66 cents; yarn, 1,500 
pounds, 2/20s.] 

Yam. 
·Interest 

and Re-
deprecia- pairs~ 

tion. 
Rent. Gas, 

etc. 

--------------1-----1-------------
Material...... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8990. 00 ............. ·- ....•.............. 
Office expense...................... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . so. 36 S0.18 
Discounts, terms, etc............... . .......... '30. 00 ....................... . 
Warehouse . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3.12 1. 72 
Patterns ........................................................................ . 
Weaving...................................... 9.84 S2.64 3.8! 3.90 
~fending . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1. 20 1. 20 
Finishing and dyeing.............. . . . . . . . . . . . 15.12 2. 56 8. 90 7. 50 

Total •. ... .. . ... . . .. .. . . .. . . .. 990. 00 54. 961 5. 20 I 17. 421 14. 50 

p Sup- W Sal-ower. plies. ages. aries. Total. 

---------------1----------------
Material............................... . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $990. 00 
Office expense................................. S0.12 $20.82 S0.12 21.60 
Discounts, terms, etc.................. ...... .. ... ... . . .. . . .. . . . ... .... 30. 00 
Warehouse . . . . . . . . . . . . . . •• • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1. 56 3.12 21. 68 31. 20 
Patterns ........................................................................ . 
Weaving . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . .. $3. 26 1.10 69.12 15. 98 109. 68 
Mending . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21. 60 . . . . . . . . 24. 00 
Finishing and dyeing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15. 60 141. 84 72. 48 . . . . . . . . 264. 00 

Total ............................ 18.861144.62 187.14 37.78 jl,470.48 

Cost per yard, 58 inches, $1.392. 

Cost of yarn, $990=67 per cent of cost of finished goods. 
Cost per running yard 58 inches-------------------------~ 
Weight per square yard __________________________ ounces __ 
'\Veight per running yard __________________________ do ___ _ 

$1. 392 
14 

22.54 
-----

Compensatory duty, per running yard, at 44 cents per pound, 
cents------------------------------------------------

Protective duty, at 55 per cent ad valorem __________ cents--
61. 996 
76.560 

Total dutY----------- ---------------------------- $1.38556 

Or 99.5 per cent ad valorem. 

Wages, weaving ______________ :_ ________________ per cent__ 
Wages, spinning (12 per cent of cost of yarn>--------dO---

Protective duty to cover wages should be ___________ _,do ___ _ 
Compensatory duty should be 30.993 cents per yard ___ do ___ _ 

Total duty should be-----------------------------­
Present duty, 99.5 per cent; excess of duty, 56.6 per cent. 

12.7 
8.0 

20.7 
22.2 

42.9 

Sample No. 5.-WooZ-dyed indigo suiting. 

[1,056 yards; weight per square yard, 9.8 ounces; threads per inch in 
warp 48, filling 48 ; grade, botany worsted ·No. 70, at 80 cents per 
pound ; yarn, 1,180 pounds, 2/24s.] 

Yam. 
Interest 

and Re-
deprecia- pairs. 

ti on. 
Rent. Gas, 

etc. 

--------------1-----1---- ---------
Material.......... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $944. 00 ...........................•...... 

g~;~xtf,~:ms,-eie::::::::::::::: ::::::::::: ···i3i:2i>" :::::::: --~·-~~- ... ~:~~ 
Warehouse ...................•................................ • . 3.12 1.72 
Patterns......................................................... .16 .06 
Weaving . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10. 44 S2. 78 4. 08 4. 20 
~fending . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1. 20 1. 20 
Finishing and dyeing........ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10. 08 1. 76 5. 96 5. 00 

Total......................... 944. 00 51. 72 4. 54 14. 881 12. 36 

---------------1:-p-~_w_e_r . .ffJr;. Wages. a~. Total. 

Material .............................................................. . 
Office expense......................... . . . . . . . . S0.12 820. 82 S0.12 
Discounts, terms, etc ................................. . ................ . 
Warehouse............................ . . . . . . . . 1. 56 3.12 21. 68 
Patterns............................... . . . . . . . . . 72 16. 58 S. 28 
weaving . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . sa. 48 1. 16 73. 20 16. 66 
Mending . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21. 60 
Finishing and dyeing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10. 36 12. 96 48. 60 1. 28 

8944. 00 
21. 60 
31.20 
31.20 
20.80 

116.00 
24.00 
96.00 

Total....................... . . . . . 13. 84 1 16. 52 , 183. 92 43. 02 .1, 284. 80 

Cost per yard, 58 inches, $1.216. 

Cost of yarn, $944=73.5 per cent of cost of finished goods. 
Cost pe1· running yard, 58-lnch __________________________ _. 
Weight of square yard __ __________ ______________ ounces __ 
Weight of running yard, 58-inch ___________ ._ ________ do ___ _ 
Compensatory duty per running yard, at rate of 44 cents 

per pound ------------------------------------Cents __ 
Protective duty, at rate o! 55 per cent ad valorem ____ do ___ _ 

1.216 
9.8 

15.778 

43.384 
66.88 

Total duty -------------------------------------- $1. 10264 

Or 90.7 per cent ad valorem. 
'\Vages, weaving ________________________ per cent of cosL_ · 14. 3 
Wages, spinning, 12 per cent or cost of yarn ______ per cent__ 8. 8 

-----
Protective duty, to cover wages, should be ___________ do____ 23. 1 
Compensatory duty should be 21.692 cents, or ________ do____ 17. 8 

Total duty should be _______________________ do____ 40. 9 

Present duty, 90.7 per cent. Elxcess of duty, 49.6 per cent. 

Sample No. 6.-Wooi dyed indigo suiting. 

[1,056 yards; weight per square yard, 9.8 ounces; threads per inch in 
warp, 48, filling 48; grade, botany worsted (white) No. 70, at 68 
cents (black) No. 70, at 68 cents; white spun silk, at $3 ; yarn, 500 
~ounds, 2/28s; 25 pounds, 10/4s silk.] 

Yarn. 
Interest 

and Re-
deprecia- pairs. 

ti on. 
Rent. Gas, 

etc. 

--------------t-----1-----------
Material............................ 3415.00 ......•...........•............... 
Office expense ...................... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . so. 36 $0.18 
Discounts, terms, etc............... . . . . . . . . . . . 533. 60 •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Warehouse......................... ........... .......... ........ 3.12 1. 72 
Patterns .................................. ·,.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44 . 44 
Weaving...................................... 15. 96 $4.26 6.24 6.36 
~fending........................... .. ......... ..... ..... .. ... ... I. 20 1. 20 
Finishing and dyeing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10. 08 1. 76 5. 96 5. 00 

Total......................... 415.00 I 59.64 6.02 17.32 14.90 

P Sup- W Sal­
ower. plies. ages. aries. Total. 

----------------1----1---- ----------
Material. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $415. 00 
Office expense......................... . . . . . . . . $0.12 820. 82 S0.12 21. 60 
Discounts, terms, etc.................................................. 33.60 
Warehouse............................ . . . . . . . . 1. 56 3.12 69. 68 79. 20 
Patterns............................... . . . . . . . . 2. 00 4.6. 08 8. 64 57. 60 
Weaving.............................. $5.34 1. 78 -109.44 28.22 177.60 
Mending ... -·................... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21. 60 24. 00 
Fin.il3hing and dyeing ......•........ :. 10. 36 12. 96 48. 60 1. 28 96. 00 

Total............................ 1~. 70 18. 42 1 249. 66 1107. 94 90!. 60 

Cost per yard, 58 inches, $0.856. 
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Cost of yarn, §415==46 per cent of cost of finished goods. 
Cost per runnmg yard, 58 inches __________________ cents __ I Sample No. 8.-Fancu fine wooze,. overcoating-Continued. 

85.6 -------------..,.-----.,------.,,------.,.------
Weight per square ;yard-------·---------------ounces __ 
Weight per running ya:rdr 58 inches _____________ dO----

8.8 
14.168 

==== 
Compensatory duty per running yard, at rate of 44 cents 

per pound -----------------------------------cents__ 38. 962 
Protective duty, at rate o! 35 per cent ad valorem ____ do____ 47. 08 

Total duty ------------------------------do____ 86. 042 

Or 100.5 per cent ad valorem. 
Wages, weaving ________________________ per cent of cost__ 27. 6 
Wages, spinning (12 per cent of cost of Y!lrn) ____ per cent__ 5. 5 

Protective duty to cover wages should be ______ do____ 33. 1. 
Compensatory duty should be 19.481 cents per yard __ do____ 22. 7 

Total duty should be----------·------------do___ 55. 8 
Present duty 100.5 per cent excess of duty ___________ do____ 44. 7 

Sample No. 7.-Fan.ey tweed, loiv quality. 
[1 056 yards; weight per square yard, 11.9 ounces; threads per inch 

in warp 36, filling 32; grade, woolen blend at 20 cents, cotton yarn 
at 22 cents, worsted yarn and twist at 56 cents; material 1,310 
pounds, woolen blend, 25(} pounds, 1/20s., 60 pounds, 2/14s.] 

Yarn. 
Interest 

e.nd Re-
deprecia- pairs. 

ti on. 
Rent. Gas, 

etc. 

-------------11----11------------
Material •....•.....•............ _.... '350. 62 .•.. -· ........•................... 
Office expense ...................... . ............................ ................ . 
Discount , terms, etc •..... ·-·...... . .. •. . . . . . . $3. 72 . •. • .•. . $).18 $0.10 
Warehouse ........ _ ....•. ·-·...... . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1. 52 . 76 
Patterns............................ . . ... . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 08 . 08 
Weaving...................................... 8. 20 $2.20 3. 20 3.52 
Mending ........................................... : .... :. . ..... .60 .60 
Finishing and dyeing...... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • ..•.. 5. 04 . 86 2. 98 2. 50 
Carding, spinning, and twisting... . . . . . . . . .. . 19. 80 1. 48 7. 44 5. 72 

Total......................... 3'50. 62 36. 76 4. 54 16. oo [ 13. 28 

p Sup- w Sal- Total. ower. plies. ages: aries. 

--------------1---------------
Material ............................. .' ........•. ~· ·-· ..•........ _ .. $350. 62 
Office expense ................ ; .............. : . ..................•............... 
Discounts. termH; etc.·- ·-·····--··- .. .. •.•. $0. 06 Sll. 60 $0. 06 15. 72 
Warehouse ..••.•...•...••. -· _. ••. . . •• to. 08 • 76 10. 56 1. 52 15. 20 
Patterns............ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42 9. 60 L 82 12. 00 
Weaving········-·-·······---·-···- 2.74 .10 57.60 13.64 91.20 
Mending·-·-················-··-···· .•........•..•.• 10.80 12.00 
Finishing and dyeing .............. _.. 5. 18 6.48 24. 36 . 60 48. 00 
Ca.rding,spinning,audtwisting ____ 9.70 4.64 27.68 7.54 84.00 

Total. ...... no.................. 17. 70 12. 46 W2. 20 f 25.18 ~28. 74 

Cost per yard, 58-inch, 59.5 cents. 
Cost of yarn, 56 per cent of _cost of :finished goods. 
Cost per running yard, 58 inches ________________ cents_ 59. 5 
Weight per square yard-----------------------01JI1Ces-·- 11. 9 
Weight per running yard, 58 inches__ _________ d-o ____ 19. 159 

Compensatory duty per running yard, at rate of 44 cents per pound __________________________________ cents __ 52. 668 . 
Protective duty at 50 per cent ad valorem ____ :_ ________ do ____ 29. 75 

Total dutY--------------------------------do ____ 82.418 

Or 138.5 per cent ad valorem. 
Wages, weaving _________________________ per cent of cost__ 24. 2 
Wages, spinning (12 per cent yost of yarn)----------------- 6. 7 

Protective duty- to cover wages should be _____ per cent.._ 30. 9 
C()mpensa:tory duty should be 26.334 cents per yard or __ do____ 44. 2 

Total duty should be _________________________ do___ 71>. 1 
Present duty, 138.5 per cent; excess of duty ________ ..,do____ 63. 4 

Sample No. 8.-Fanc11 fln.e iooolen overcoating. 
[l,05S- yards; weight per square yard, 11.9 ounces; threads per inch 

in warp 60, filling 60 ; grade, :fine Saxony woolen blend, at 56 cen.b:I ; 
wool, 1,420 pounds.] 

Yam. 
Interest 
and de- Re­
precia- pail's. 
ti on. 

Rent. Gas, 
etc. 

-------------1----1----1---------
Material............................ $795. 20 ••••...••.•••••••.••••••••••.•••••. 
Office expen~............ ..• . . • • . . . . .. . . . . . • . . . . 133. 60 . . . . . . . . 80. 36 $0.18 

~~~ho'~et,:~~s:.:~::::::::::::::: ::::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::: ···a:ii· ··--i:n 
Patterns......................................................... .44 .24 
Weaving .. ·-·······················........... 17.28 84.60 6.72 6.90 
Mending . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1. 20 ••••.•.• 
Ffnishing and dyeing .•••.•• ~................. 12.60 2.16 7.44 6.24 
Carding and spinning. . . . • . . . . • . . . . . ....... -· . 34. 80 2. 4.-0 13.10 10. 08 

-------------
Total......................... 795. 20 98. 28 9.16 82. 38 25. S6 

p Sup- W Sal-
ower. plies. ages. aries. Total. 

--------------·---------------
Material............................... ...•.... . . . .. . . . . . . . . . .. . ... . . .. $705. 20 
Office expense-·~·.................... •....... S0.12 $20.82 $0.12 55. 20 

~~:et~~:.::':::::::::::::::::::.:::::: UT56" ... 3:i2" ··ii:68· ..... :ii."20 
Patterns ..••.•... ·-···················........ 2.00 46.08 8.64 57.4D 
Weaving ····-····-········'"····-·u $5.76 1.92 120. 48 28.34 192.00 
Mending ........•..........••.....•..••.......... -.~ • . . . . 21. 60 22. 8!> 
Finishing and dyeing •.... ···~·-·..... 12. 96 16. 20 60. 96 1. « 120. 00 
C~g and spinning................. 17. 04 8. 16 48. ® ll. 86 146. 04 

Total . ........................... 35.76 . 29.96 , 321.66 nosj 1,419.84 

Cost per yard, 58-inch, $1.344. 
Cost of yarn, 56 per cent of cost of fini shed goods. Cos t per running yard, 58 inches _____ _________________ _ $1. 344 

11. 9 
19.159 

Weight per square yard ________________ ._ . _______ ounces __ 
Weight per running yard, 58 inehes ___ _____________ do _ _ _ 

Compensatory duty per running yard, at 44 cents per==== 
pound ----------------·- ·-----------------------Cents __ 

Protective duty, at 55 per cent ad valorem_ __________ do __ 
52.668 
73. 92 

Total duty ______________________________________ $1.26588 

01" 94.2 per cent ad valorem. 
Wages, weaving _____________________ per cent ad valorem __ . 22. 7 
Wages, spinning (12 per cent of cost of yarn) _____ per cent_ 6. 7 

Protective duty to cover wages should be-----do____ 29 .. 4 
Compensatory duty should be 26.334 cents per yard ___ do_.__ 19. 6 

Total duty should be _______________________ do____ 39. O 
Present dut y, 94.2 per cent; excess of duty _________ do____ 55. 2 

Mr. LA' FOLLET'TE. Mr. President, may I inquire of some 
one who is authorized t<> speak for the Finance Committee 
whether it is proposed to take any votes to-night? I have some 
amendments which I desire to submit, and upon which I have 
something which I should like to say. I would naturally prefer 
to say it in connection with the amendments at tlle time they 
are presented and to be voted upon, and if I could do that I 
would like to do so. It is now 10.20, and if there is some one 
here authorized to speak fo1• the Finance Committee, I should 
like to know if an adjournment could be taken at this time, so 
that I might offer my amendments and the observations which I 
have to .make with respect to them at the session. to-morrow 
morning. · 

Mr. FLINT. The chairman of the Finance Committee is ab­
sent just now, but he will be in. the Chamber in a moment,. and 
I will confer with him in reference to an adjournment. 

Mr. OVERMAN. In the meantime, I suggest the want of a 
quprum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Secreta1·y will call the roll. 

The s~retary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Aldrich Clar'k, Wyo. Foster 
Bacon Cl arke, Ark. Gallinger 
Bailey Clay Gamble 
Beveridge Crane Gore 
Bradley Crawford Guggenheim 
Braodegee CUiberson Heyburn 
Briggs Cullom Hughes 
Bristow Cummins· Johnston, Ala. 
Brow n Curtis Kean 
Bulkeley Davis La Follette 
Burket t Depew Lodge 
Burnham Dick Mccumber 
Borrows Dillingham McLaurin 
Brrrton Dolliver Martin 
Carter du Pont Money 
Cha mberlain Fletcher Nelson 
Clapp Flint Overman 

Page 
Penrose 
P erkins 
Rayner 
Root 
Scott 
Smith,- Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-five Senators have an­
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Ur. ALDRICH. I understand that the Senator from Wis­
consin prefers to have the matter go over until to-morrow morn­
ing, that he may present some amendments. 

l\!r. LA FOLLETTE. It is pretty nearly adjournment time, 
and I would rather not undertake to present my amendments 
to-night, if it is the intention of the Senator from Rhode Island 
to adjourn. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to, and (at 10 o'clock and 25 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 10, 
1909, at 10.30 o'clock a. m. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Ea:ecutive nominations received by the Senate Jime 9, 1909. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

William S. McLain, of Presho, S. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Bellefourche, S. Dak., a newly created office by 
act of Congress approved February 6, 19.09. 
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APPOINTMENT& IN· 'IJHE ABMY. 

MEDICAL CORPS. 

Witlt rank of first lieutenant: 
Henry Clay Coburn, jr., May 23, 190'9, vice First Lieut James 

Carroll, assistant surgeon, appointed surgeon· witli tfie rank of 
major March 2, 1907. 

Arnold Dwight Tuttle, May 24, 1909, '\Tice Capt. James M'~ Iten­
nedy, assistant surgeon, promoted March 20; 1907. 

John Brockenbrough Harvie Waring, Mily· 24, 1909, vice Capt. 
Deane e. Howard,, assistant surgeon, promoted April 24, .1907. 

William Richard Dear, May 25; 1909, vice Capt. William II: 
Wilson, assistant . surgeon, promoted' May- 10, ln07. 

Charles Edward Doerr;. May· 25, 1909, vice Ffrst· Lieut Robert 
Smart, assistant surgeon, honorably discharged June 29, 190T. 

Daniel Parker Card; l\Iay- 26~ 1909, vice Ca:pt. Jbhn n. Dev­
ereux, assistant surgeon, resigned· .Tune 30, 1907. 

R.a.lph Harvard Goldthwaite, l\fay 26;. 1909, vic-e Capt. Samuel 
L. Steer; assistant' surgeon; resigned July· 3, 1907: 

Frederick Starr Wright, ?tlay 26, 1900, vice- Capt. Samuel :m: 
Lambert; assistant surgeon, resigned· July· 2T, !007. 

Daniel Warwick: H:rrmott, May 2.7,. 1D09 vice First Lieut. 
H.arold W. Cowper, assistant surgeon, resigned Marchi 18, 1908. 

J'ames Ca:rre. ~fagee, l\fay 27, 19og, vice Capt- Cliarles. 1[ B. 
Flagg, assistant surgeon, promoted' March 31, 1908~ 

Corydon Goodrich Snow,. l\fay 27., 1909, vice. caP-t. William F..: 
IJ:ewis, assistant surgeon, promoted April 10,. 1008. 

Norman Lincoln l\.fcDiarmi<f, ?tfay 28, I909, vice Capt: Tliomas 
S. Bratton, assistant sm:g_eon, promoted April' 15, 1908. 

Clarence Albert Tr.euholtz, May 28, !909,. vi.Ce 0a.pt._ Thomas J:. 
Kirkpatrick, assistant surgeon, promoted.April 22, . 1908~ 

Eben Clayton Hilf, May 29 . 19-09, to fill an original vacancy. 
Georga Hudson. 1\IcLeUan, M'ay: 29, !909; to fill an original 

vacancy.. _ . . ~ 
Alexander Dwight Purce, Ma~ .. 30, !909, .. ta. fill an original 

vacancy. 
James .Arthur Wiison, ~fay ~O 1909, to fill ruioi::.igiilal vacancy,. 
Armin. Mneller;. May 31, 1909, to filf an orikiuaI vacancy .. 
Thomas James :Leary, !.fay 31, 1909, to fiff arr or1ginar vacancy. 
1\iorrison Clay Stayer, May 31, 1909,. to. fill an. otlginaL vacancy; 
Robert. William Kern,. rune 1, 1909, to fill an. originaL vacancy,. 
Lee Roy Dunbar; .lune 2, 1909, to_ fill. an original vacancy. 
Leon Connallin Garcia, J'une 2, 1909, to filL an original 

vacancy 
William Sl:ephens. Shiefds, June 2, 1909,. to. :fill an origmal 

vacancy~ 

Addison Dimmitt Davis, J"une 2; 1909, to fiil. an origiiial 
vacancy,. · . · 

1
-

William Hope Smith; June 3, 1909; to fill an or1gma vacancy. 
Clarenc-e Elmer Fronk; J'une 3, 1909, to fi11 an original vacancy:. 
Rozier. Clagett Bayly; June 4; 1909; to fill an original v..acancy. 
George Dawson. Heath, . jr., June ~· 1909;. vic:e Capt. . John, H. 

Stone, Medical Co.rps, promoted .April 23~ 1908. 

CH.A.PLAIN. 

Edgar A. Ewing, 
Riley F. McConnelI: 
J'oseirli W. Jewell;. 
Jl,alph R. Stewart, 
Robert L. Montgomery, 
Charles E. Hovey, 
Ralph C. Parker, 
Ezra G. Allen. 
Emanuel A. f,;ofquist; 
Jere H. Brooks, 
Henry C. Gearing, jr., 
Elmer W. Tod! 
Thaddeus· L Thomsont jr:,. 
Virginius E. Clark, 
George W. Simpson,.. 
Reuben R. . Smith, 
Homer· H: Norton, 
Alfred H. Miles, 
Reginald E. Gillmor, 
Carl C. Krakow, 
James Parker, jr., 
Charles F. Pousland, 
Jbhn:. F •. Cox;. 
Grattan C. Dichman, 
Harry A. McClure, 
Louis J. Gulliver, 
Cortlandt C. Baughman, 
Richard B. Coffman, 

· Jbn1I:S:'Hl. Ingrnm+ 
Emory F. Clement, 
Robert.F .. Gross,. 
Patrick N: L. Bellinger, 
William.T~liso.n:; 
Philip 0. Griffiths, 
Newton.H... White, jr;, 
Burton A. Strait, 
Herbert A. Jones, 
Samuel A. Clement, and 
Richard F. Bernard. 

. First Lieut William E. Smith, United States- ~far.in~ · Coi.i>s, 
to be a captain in the Marine Corps frofil the 16th. day of Janu­
ary, 1909, vice Capt. George C. Reid, promoted. 

The following-named machinists to be chief1 machinists: in 
the navy from the 3d day of l\farch, 190.9., after the cumpletfrm 
of six.. years' semrice in: present grade, in ac:e.-0rdance: witlL the 
provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1909-:~ 

James H. Morrison, · 
Edward A. Manck, 
Thomas O'Donnell, 
Arthur Cottrell, 
Kellum D. Grant, and 
Ell wood W. Andrews. 

Rev: Robert R. Fleming, jr., of' Illinois, to be chapla:in, with Griffith R. Hughes to M postmaster at F'ort Scott, Kans., in 
the mnk of. first lieutenant from April 20, .1009; vice·Willtinson, place of Orlando A. Cheney, deceased. 
resigned. M:ABS.A.CHU'SETTSi 

PROMOTIONS' IN THE' AB"MY~· 

INF.A':NTBY ARM. 

Lieut: dOI. Rrthur Williams; Fifteenth· Infa:,ntry,; to be colbnel 
from June 5, 1909, vice Col. Richard T . . Yeatmarr, Eleventh. In­
fantry, appointed brigadier-general. 

Maj. Hunter Liggett; Thirteenth Infantry; to be- lieutenant; 
colonel from June 5, 1909, vice Lieut. Col. Arthur Williams, Fif­
teenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Frank L. Winn, Twelfth lpiantry, .to be major fi:om 
J'une 5, 1909,. vice M'aj. HunteJ: Ligg~tf, Thirteenth Infantr~, 
p1~omotecf. 

First-Lieut. Will H: Point,. Twerrty-nintli Infantry; to be cap­
tain f1~om May 12, 1909, vice Capt George. C. Mar.till,. Sixth 
Infantry, retired from active service on. that 'Clate. 

Second Lieut. Joseph M. Cummins, Eighteenth Infantry,, to be 
tfrst lieutenant from May 12; 11)09,. vice First Lieut WUL H. 
Point, Twenty-ninili: Infantry; promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Arthur W. Alden to be postmaster at Randolph, Mass., in 
place of Herbert A. Howard,. resigned. 

· MWHIGAN 

Robert E. Newville~ to be postmaster at: Boyne. City· (Tute 
Boyne), Mich., in place of Robert E. Newville; to change name · 
of office. 

MINNESOTA. 

Grace M. Henderson to be postmaster at Verndale, Minn., . in 
place of Henry M. · Henderson, deceased. 

OHIO. 

Frank A. Chatfield to be postmaster at Bio.om.ville,_ Ohio. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1908. 

RHODE_ ISLAND •. 

William H. Barclay to b.e- postmaster at Pawtnd.--et,. R. I. in 
place of Almon K. Goodwin, deceased. 

Midshipmw to be ensigns in· the navy. from the 7th day- of TEXAS, 
June, 1009, to fill vacn:ncies existing: in that: grade· on that· date.: 

Richard S. Galloway, . N. C. Schlemmer to be 1;rastmaster at Austin, Tex:, in· place· of 
Clarenc-e N. Hincamp, ' George B. Zimpelman, deceased. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 

Ea:ecuti1'e nominations confirmed by the Senate June 9, 1909. 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

William R. Harr to be Assistant Attorney-General. 
CONSUL. 

Gebhard Willrich to be consul at Quebec, Canada. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL'S DEP ABTMENT. 

Capt. :Milton F. Davis to be judge-advocate with the rank of 
major. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the navy: 

Cleon W. Mauldin, 
Chester L. Hand, 
Aubrey K. Shoup, and 
John J. McCracken. 
The following-named lieutenants (junior grade)" to be lieu-

tenants in the navy : 
Cleon W. Mauldin, 
Chester L. Hand, 
Aubrey K. Shoup, and 
John J. McCracken. 
Passed Asst. Surg. Richard B. Williams to be a surgeon in 

the navy. 
First Lieut. Albert N. Brunzell to be a captain in the Marine 

Corps. 
Second Lieut. Paul A. Capron to be a first lieutenant in the 

Marine Corps. 
The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in the 

navy: 
Charles H. Hosung, 
Adam Gibson, 
Charles G. Nelson, 
Fred J. Korte, 
Clarence M. Wingate, 
Jannis V. Jacobsen, 

-George W. Joh son, and 
Francis J. McAllister. 
Carpenter Charles E. Richardson to be a chief carpenter in 

the navy. 
POSTMASTERS. 

CO!.ORADO. 

Charles W. White, at Julesburg, ~lo. 
ILLINOIS. 

Jennie M. De Roo, at Fort Sheridan, Ill. 
M. l\I. Hitchcock, at Berwyn, Ill. 
James P. Jack, at Newton, Ill. 
William W. Lowry, at Auburn, Ill. 

IOWA. 

Henry E. Westrope, at Corning, Iowa. 

MAINE. 

Fred W. Preble, at Bingham, Me. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Ralph W. Emerson, at Chelmsford, Mass. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Herbert C. Farrand, at Blo9mfield, N. J. 
NEW YORK. 

Ivans Lewis Hubbard, at Bay Shore, N. Y. 
Agnes M. Nolan, at Chateaugay, N. Y. 

OKLAHOMA. 

A. H. Holland, at Cushing, Okla. 
William N. Walker, at Stillwater, OkHt. 

RHODE ISLAND. 

William H. Barclay, at J;>awtucket, R. I. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

Lancey W. Dragoo, at Smithfield, W. Va. 
William J. Crutcher, at Holden, W. Va. 
Mary Hateley, at Follansbee, W. Va. · 
Frederick Moore, at Belington, W. Va. 

SENATE. 

.THURSDAY, June 10, 1909. 
The Senate met at 10.30 o'clock a. m. 
Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D., of the city of Washington, 

offered the following prayer : 
0 God, our heavenly Father, with whom do live all the 

spirits of those who dep{\rt hence to labor with Thee, with ten­
der heart we halt and· hesitate to . acknowledge the mystery of 
Thy providence. We know, alas, that in the midst of life we are 
in death. Open our eyes also, our Father, that we may know 
that in the midst of death we are in life. 

For Thy servant whom Thou hast called to Thy higher labors 
we thank Thee, who art the giver of every good and perfect 
gift. Grant, we pray Thee, that his mantle of charity, of faith, 
and of love may in some measure fall upon all of us, that here 
and now in a measure we may walk like him with God. And 
unto Thee shall be ascribed all the gloi-y, in life and death, now . 
and forever more. Amen. -

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approve<'l;. 
PETITIONS .AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the 
Board of Trade of Wilmington, Del., praying for the creation 
of a department of public works for the purpose of considering 
all work in connection with creating, maintaining, and lighting of 
the navigable waters of the ccmntry, which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Wheel­
ing, _W. Va., remonstrating against any increase of the duty on 
print paper and wood pulp, as proposed in the so-called " Payne 

. tariff bill," which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. ROOT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Oswego, 

N. Y., remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on tea in 
bulk, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York, 
praying for the retention of the duty on print paper and wood 
pulp as contained in the Dingley tariff law, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sund1-y citizens of New York, 
praying that no change be made in the rate of duty imposed by 
the House on print paper and wood pulp, which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of New York, 
remonstrating against the inclusion in the pending tariff bill of 
any duty on news print paper and wood pulp, which were or­
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens of New 
York, praying for the restoration of the duty on foreign oil pro­
duction, which were ordered to lie on the table . . 

He also presented memorials of members of the New York 
Times Chapel, of New York City; of members of the Quadri 
Color Com_pany of New York City; of the employees of the Stere­
otype department of the New York World, of New York City; 
of the members of the Evening Telegmm Chapel, of New York 
City; of the members of the American Press Association Stereo­
typers' Chapel, of New York City; of the members of Harper & 
Bros.' Chapel, of New York City; of the Stereotypers employed 
by the New York Volks-Zeitung, of -New York City; and of the 
members of the German Herold Chapel, of New York City, re­
monstrating against the inclusio)l in the new tariff bill of any 
duty on news print paper and wood pulp; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. ...__ 

He also presented a memorial of suudry photo-engravers em­
ployed by the Quadri Color CO~prl.ny, of New York City, N. Y., 
remonstrating against the adoption of the duty recommended 
on post cards in the new tariff bill, which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a memorial of Local Union No. 30, 
Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper Mill Workers, of Berlin, N. H., re­
monstrating against any reduction of the duty on print paper 
and wood pulp as contained in the Dingley law, which was 
ordered to lie on ~e table. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Wilmington, Del., praying for the creation of a department of 
public works, which was referred to the Committee on Com­
merce. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

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

By Mr. SCOTT: 
A bill ( S. 2564) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 

Church of Beckley, W. Va. ; to the Committee on Claims. 
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