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CONFIIll\IATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 31, 1909. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME CoUBT OF NEW l\1Ex:IOO. 

Merritt 0. Meecham to be associate justice o:( the supreme 
court of the Territory of New l\Iexico. 

REGISTER OF L.AND OFFICE. 

William II. Pound to be register of the land office at Sterling, 
Colo. 

POSTM.ASTERS. 

ILLINOIS. 

Charles II. Dehart, at Arthur, Ill. 
OHIO. 

George P. Bumgarner, at St. Clairsville, Ohio. 
William L. Maddox, at Ripley, Ohio. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

T. G. Arnold, at Thurmond, W. Va. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES . . 

SATURDAY, J uly 31, 1909. 
The House met at 10 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 

approved. 
THE TARIFF. 

l\1r. PAYNE. Mr. · Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill H. R. 1438, the tariff bill, and ask unanimous consent 
that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

'l'lle SPEAKER. 'l'he gentlemm1 from i\'ew York culJs up the 
conference report on the tariff bill and asks unanimous consent 
that the statement be read in lieu of the report. Is there ob­
jection? 

l\Ir. MOJ\TDELL. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman 
from New York whether the report is very lengthy? 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I shall reserve the right 
to object. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. It is quite lengthy. 
l\fr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I think we should have the 

report read for the information of the House, and I shall object. 
Mr. PAYNE. Very well. 
The SPEAKER. The geutleman from Wyoming objects, and 

the Clerk will read the conference report. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the conference report. 
[For conference report see IlECORD of July 30, 1909.] 
The Clerk read as far as section 13, on page 53 of the report, 

when, 
Mr. PAYNE. 1\.fr. Speaker, I ask un:mirnous consent to dis­

pense with the further reading of the report of the conferees 
and the statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Nt-w York? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. l\fr. Speaker, I wish to reserve the right 
to make a point of order against the report, and, with that reser­
vation. I have no objection. 

The. SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from New 
York would not interfere with that right. The Ohair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi­
leged report (H. Rept. No. 21) from the Committee on Rules, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of 

the Rouse No. 103, have had the same under consideration, and here­
with report the following in lieu thereof: 

House resolution 104. 
"Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this order the 

House shall proceed to consider the report of the managers of the con· 
ference on the disa!lreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to tne bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States and for other 
purposes; that none of the provisions of said report shall be subject 
to a point of order; that general debate shall continue until 8 o'clock 
p. m. of this day, unless .sooneL· concluded, and that immediately upon 
the conclusion of general debate the previous question shall be con­
sidered as ordered on the motion to agree to the report; and that gen­
eral leave to print on the subjects of this report shall be granted for 
ten calendar days." 

Mr, DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, on the adoption of that reso­
lution, I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKljill. The question is on the motion of the gentle­
man from Pennsylvania on ordering the previous question. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
OLARX of Missouri) there were-ayes 154, noes 98. 

So the previous q~estion was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this order is to 
enable the House to take up for immediate consideration the 
conference report upon the disagreement of the House to the 
Senate amendments on the tariff bill. The order provides that 
general debate on the consideration of that report may continue 
until 8 o'clock this evening, at which time the previous que tion 
shall be considered as ordered and a vote taken, unless in the 
meantime general debate shall have been closed. It provide 
further-and that is really the material part of the order-that 
points of order shall not be in order to any provision in the 
bilJ. The bill as it went fi·qm the House to the Senate provided 
that ·" hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or 
pickled," should come in free. The Senate bill struck that 
provision from the free list and inserted under the dutiable list 
the following provision : 

Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 15 
per cent ad valorem: Provided, That upon all leather exported made 
from imported hides there shall be paid a drawback equal to the amount 
o! the duty paid on such bides, to be paid under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

The conference committee adopted a new provision, which 
conforms neither to the House provision nor to the Senate pro­
vision, and which is in these terms : 

450. Hides of cattle, raw OI'" uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 
shall be admitted free of duty: Pro-i;idea, That on and after October 1, 
1909, sole leather made from such bides shall pay a duty of 5 per cent 
ad valorem ; that grain, buff, and split leather made from such bides 
shall pay a duty of n per cent ad valorem ; that boots and shoes, the 
upper leather of which is made whoily or in chief value from such 
bides, shall pay a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem ; that barne s, sad­
dles. and saddlery, in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed 
wholly or in chief value of leather made fl'Om such hides, shall pay a 
duty of 20 per cent ad valorem. 

It will be observed that in. the provision adopted by the con­
ference committee an amendment to the hide paragraph is 
made which is not germane to that paragraph, but which re­
lates to the subject of leather. It will also be observed that the 
rates of duty imposed by the provision adopted by the confer­
ence committee are lower than the rates of duty provided either 
in the Senate or in the House bill. Under these circumstances 
this paragraph is undoubtedly, in my judgment, although I 
have heard that judgment questioned, subject to a point of 
order, because it infringes the rule which excludes from the 
jurisdiction of a conference committee any new matter; a wise 
rule, a rule absolutely necessary to be observed in general in 
the making ·up of conference reports on the e great bills with 
which we have to deal at every session of Congress. But where 
the reason ceases, the rule should likewise cease, and in this 
case the provision of the conference committee was made to 
carry out, as the conference committee believes, the will of the 
two Houses. Upon the one side the House by a >ery large vote, 
a majority of 173, declared in favor of free hides. The man­
agers of the conference committee on the part of the House 
thought that that was tantamount fo an in truction to them to. 
insist upon free hides. Upon the other hand, the Senators from 
certain Western States, where the cattle industry is ... n im­
portant industry, protested that they could not and would not 
vote for the bill unless there was a duty on hides. The confer­
ence committee therefore was presented with a situation which 
seemed to imperil any agreement at all, and a compromise was 
finally made whereby if hides were allowed to remain on the 
free list, a reduction should be made upon leather and boots 
and shoes and harness. 

And for the purpose of carrying out what I believe to be the 
will of the Senate under the circumstances, and the will of the 
House and bringing the two Houses together so that legislation 
might' be enacted, this provision was inserted, and the House 
is now asked to waive, to set aside, the ordinary rule which 
applies in such cases. 

l\fr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DALZELL. I shall be glad to answer the gentleman. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. This rule in its terms is very broad 

and sweeping. You have had a better opportunity to know what 
is in this report than I have, because you have had more time; 
but I will take your word on a question of fact. Now, I want 
to know whether or not there is any item in this conference re­
port on which the rate in the conference report is higher than 
the maximum rate in either the House or the Senate bill on the 
.same item? 

Mr. DALZELL. There is not, so far as I know, and I believe 
there is none. I ·want to be very frank to the House. I do 
not believe there is a single provision in this conference report 
that is subject to a point of order except the one to which I 

• 
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have called attention. I want to say that the conferees on the 
part of the House and Senate were scrupulous to avoid the inser­
tion in their report of anything that would be subject to a 
point of order; and the only reason why this rule is made as 
broad as it is, is because-we do not claim that the conferees 
are infallible-if it should happen that by some mistake or 
oversight some provision in this bill of little importance should 
be subject to a point of order, we do not want to imperil the 
whole conference report and the tariff bill upon such a point 
of order. But I repeat, so far as I know and so far as I be­
lieve, there is no provision in this report subject to a point 
Qf order except the one to which I have called attention;· the 
one that gives rise to the introduction of this rule. 

I need not say, I think, anything about the importru1ce of 
adopting at this time this conference report and adopting this 
rule to that end. The country has been agitated . now · fo1; · a 
period of sb:: months at least upon the subject of tariff revision. 
This House in its committees and in its membei;ship has been 
<>ngaged during all that time in an endeav-0r to bring into both 
Houses a tariff bill that would be acceptable and that might 
become a law. Of course, this tariff bill does not satisfy e-very­
body. It does not satisfy me in all particulars. No tariff 
bill was ever passed that did satisfy everybody, and none ever 
will be passed that will satisfy everybody; but here is a bill 
that has been agreed to by the representatives of this House 
and the representatives of the Senate -and by the President of 
the United States, and I think I voice the sentiment of the 
entire com1try when I say to-day that it calls upon us to act 
[applause], to agree to this conference report, to relieTe the 
business situatiou, and to open up, as I believe it will, a new 
era of prosperity. I reserve the balance of my time. [Loud 
applause.] 
· l\Ir. KEIFER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
I do not rise to debate. I want to know whether paragraph 450 
as in the bill is not new throughout? It is on page 220. 

l\lr. DALZELL. Certainly. That is the paragraph we are 
considering. It is a combination of the House paragraph and 
Senate amendment, and another amendment. 

l\Ir. KEIFER. That is the one that you read from?-
1\fr. DALZELL. Yes. 
l\fr. KEIFER. Then paragraph 451 that follows deals with 

the ..same matter largely as to the duty upon leather and tanned 
skins, and so forth, and fixes a different duty, does it not, and 
·an additional duty, specific and ad valorem, on the same thing? 

1\Ir. DALZELL. Oh, not at au. · Paragraph 451 deals with 
the subject of leather generally. Paragraph 450 deals only with 
the subject of leather which is maue from the hides of cattle, 
raw or uncured, whether dried, salted, or pickled. 

Mr. KEIFER. I only wanted the gentleman's statement 
about it. 

l\Ir. DALZELL. I reserve the balance of my time. 
· Mr. GARRETT. Is not the differential on lead higher tllan 
either• body fixed it? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. It is the Senate rate. 
Mr. GARRE'l'T. It is the Senate rate on pig lead, but not as 

to lead in sheets. 
l\lr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the geutleman from 

Pennsylvania [l\fr. DALZELL] says that this tariff bill does not 
please everybody. The Searcher of all hearts knows that it 
does not please me. · 

The situation about this matter is this: Everybody under­
stands perfectly well that this rule, while stated in general 
terms, is nevertheless intended to ap_I)ly to only one item, or 
one bunch of these items, namely, hides, leather, boots, shoes, 
and harness. It takes away from anybody the power to make a 
:point of order against the 10 per cent rate on boots ·and shoes. 
For that reason I will Yote for the rule. [Applause.] The only 
·regret that I have about it is that it does not put leather, boots 
shoes, and harness on the free list, where they ought to b~ 
(applause on the Democratic side], and where I tried to get 
them put originally, as did all the rest of us over here, nearly. 
. 'Ihe New England gang have no more right to a tariff on 
boots, shoes, and harness than other people have on hides. 
.'That is the plain truth about this thing. But I i~ecognize the 
fact that I can not get all out of this Republican House and 
Senate that I want, and therefore I am going to get all I can. 
.That seems to me to be the rule of common sense. At any rate 
I will not vote against the people having a chance to get 
cheaper harness, boots, and shoes. 
. The reason I asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania [l\lr. 
DALZELL] the question as to whether there is any item in this 
·conference report on which the rate is higher than it was in the 
Rouse bill or in the Senate bill is because the Republican con­
ferees had about twenty times as good a chance to find out 'vhat 
}s in this report as the Democrats did. The truth is that th~ 
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Democrats were a purely ornamental addendum to that con­
ference committee. After the Republicans had agreed to every­
thing · except the six items ·that President Taft knocked higher 
than a kite by a certain mysterious letter that I would give a 
$5 bill to get a copy of, the Republican conferees called .us in 
and showed to us and gave to me the report, so far as they had 
perfected it. So I set a man to figure on it. They have all 
these days been going over this re_{>ort and getting the straight 
of it, and I am perfectly willihg to take the word of the gentle­
man from Pennsylvania on a question of fact any time. I asked 
that question so that l\Iembers would not feel that they were 
being led into a trap on this occasion. 
· · I think this rule ought to be amended, and after the word 
" order," before the semicolon, these words ought to be inserted: 

That nobody shall be per~itted to raise a point of order . on any item 
where the conference rate is higher than the lower of the two, the Sen­
ate rate and House rate. 

If I could beat the previous question, I would offer that 
amendment. 

l\Ir. l\IANN. Wilr the gentleman yield for a question? 
l\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 
l\fr. l\I.ANN. The gentleman referred to a- reduction in shoes 

in the report of the committee. In what respect has the duty 
on shoes been reduced by the conference report? 

l\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. The Dingley law is 25 cents on 
shoes; the Payne bill had 15 cents; the Aldrich bill raised it to 
20 cents·; and the conference report cuts it to 10. 

l\Ir. l\IA:NN. I do not so ·understand. 
l\Ir. CLARK of l\fissouri. That is what everybody else under­

stands. 
Mr. l\IANN. It is a very incorrect understanding. The con-

ference report leaves it at 15 cents. . 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If that is true, what is the sense 

of bringing this rnle in here? 
l\fr. MANN. The only thing the rule does, and it is the only 

thing the conference report does, is to reduc-e to 10 per cent 
shoes made from raw hides. 

l\fr. CLARK of Missouri. You can not make a shoe from any-
thing else. 

Mr. l\IANN. From raw hides? 
l\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; raw hides. 
Mr. MANN. You make them from tanned hides. 
l\Ir. CLARK of i\Iissouri. Tanned hides, which are raw hides 

in a different form. , 
Mr. MANN. Whether dried, salted, or pickled; that is all 

there is in it, and there is no such thing as tanned hides in it. 
Mr. -CLARK of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gentle­

man from Alabama. 
l\fr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I am in favor of the 

adoption of this rule, because it gives the House an opportunity 
to reduce the rates on boots and shoes and on leather more 
than was provided either in the House bill or the Senate bill. 
But I think there is one proposition that should be called to 
the attention of the country in the adoption of this rule, and 
that is this: For three weeks past we have been informed day 
in and day out by the daily press that the President of the 
United States has been making a strenuous fight before the 
conference committee for a reduction of the duties for the bene­
fit of the people. The press has informed us that he made that 
fight on five item.s-lumber, iron ore, hides, boots and shoes, 
and oil. I do not think that oil was really in dispute, that it 
did not require the President's aid to secure free oil. 

It is claimed that he has won a great victory for the people 
by securing this reduction on these five items. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, there are 4,000 items in this bill; there are 1,500 para­
graphs in this bill. The President stood for a reduction of 5 
or 6 items. From now on do not let any man go out of this 
House and say that the President could not have stood for a 
reduction of the enormous duties on woolen goods and on cotton 
goods (loud applause on the Democratic side], and on the cost 
of living of the people of this country. The passage of this rule 
shows that if he had wished to stand for a revision of the 
tariff-a downward reYision-to keep the pledges that he made 
to the people of the United States before he was elected, you 
could have made reductions in order on every paragraph in 
the bill to-day, and they could have been adopted by the House. 
There will not be an opportunity for you to hide behind the 
pretense that the conferees could not reduce the rates. [Ap­
plause.] It was not in the power of the conferees to reduce 
the duty on shoes to 10 per cent ad valorem; but by this rule 
you make it in order. If you had reduced the rate on blankets, 
on clothes and underwear in conference, this same rule would 
haYe made it in order, and the President of the United States 
could . then have r:edeemed the pledges that he made to the 
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people w.llen he was elected, if he had insisted on a reduction 
all along the line. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed four minutes 
and yields back the remainder. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. -

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Before the misapprehen­
sion spreads any further, I wish to set the gentleman from Illi· 
nois right, or rather to correct his statement to the effect that 
this 10 per cent duty on shoes does not apply to any known form 
of shoes. On the contrary, it covers heavy brogans, farmers' 
peg shoes, shoes that are known as" Creedmores;" many forms 
of bluchers ~ it covers every shoe of which the upper is made 
of side leather. Such shoes are worn by men and by boys and 
by youths, by misses, but very seldom by grown women. 
· Moreover this 10 per. cent item covers a grade of men's fine 
shoes of which the uppers are made of grain leather. All the 
shoes which I have de cribed meet the specifications which are 
i·equisite for the imposition of the 10 per cent duty. The duty 
on all those shoes, in my belief, has been pared down to the 
danger point. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MA.NN] is 
ntterly mistaken in supposing that no shoes exist whose upper 
leathers are made in whole or in chief Talue from hides of 
cattle dried, salted, or pickled. 

Mr. MANN. A.re there any shoes made in this country which 
are not made of leather? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Why, certainly; a very 
large number in my State. 

Mr. MANN. I am not speaking of rubber shoes. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. · I refer the gentleman, for 

instance, to the shoes which I have on. · 
· Mr. MANN. What are they made of? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. They are made of canvas. 
Mr. MANN. Are there any shoes made from hides in this 

country which are not made of leather? 
Mr. G.AilDNER of Massachusetts. Possibly some moccasins 

are made of rawhide. 
Mr. MANN. But on shoes which are made of leatller the 

·rate of duty is 15 per cent. 
:Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. With the exceptions noted. 
Mr. MANN. There is no exception noted in that paragraph. 
l\Ir. G.AilDNER of Massachusetts. After October 1, 1909--­
M.r. MANN. When they construe the law, they will construe 

'it moSt favorably to the Government. 
Mr, GAilDNER of Massachusetts. The gentleman is entirely 

mi taken. When two different clauses in a tariff schedule apply 
to any given article, the law is always construed as irnpo ing 
the higher rate of duty, if the clauses are equally speciftc; but 
the wording in paragraph 4GO, with regard to boots and shoes 
whose uppers are made wholly or in part of the hides of cattle, 
is far more specific than the wording in paragraph 451., which 
refers 'simply to boot and shoes made of leather. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

l\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. How much time is there on a side? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has se•en 

minutes and the gentleman from Pennsyl\ania [Mr. DALZELL] 
has ix and one-half minutes. 

:Mr. CL.AilK of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from New 
York [l\Ir. FITZGF.RALD.] ~e remainder of the time on this side. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, this resolution demon­
strates the u ·uth of the saying, "that when thieves fall out, 
honest men get their due." [Applau eon the Democratic side.] 
Those who have been enjoying the benefits of the protective 
policy havin~ had a radical disagreement, the consumers will 
obtain some relief from the rates in the boot and shoe schedule. 
I am heartily in favor of the reductions made in the boot and 
shoe schedule, and I regret exceedingly that there ha•e not 
been many substantial reductions in innumerable other schedules 
in which the people of the country are particularly interested. 
For the last three or four weeks the people have been receiving 
a multiplicity of bulletins from the White House as to what 
would and what would not be done in the tariff bill. People 
crying for bread frequently have been given a stone, and crying 
for reductions in this bill, have been given White House bul­
letins instead. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, this situation illustrates what happens when 
men cease to trust the representatives of the people. Members 
upon that side of the House voted for a rule which prohibited 
and made impossible the consideration of the boot and shoe 
schedule by the Members of the House when the bill was 
before it. The Senate, by amendments, increased the rates on 
boots and shoes. The House is now asked, upon the pretense of 
further information, to authorize a reduction below the rates 
fixed either by the House or by the Senate. No one is de­
ceived as to the purpose of this reduction.. It has not been 

made because those in control of the Republican party have 
had any solicitude for the welfare of those who must wear and 
buy boots and shoes, but the reduction has been compellec.1 be­
cause if it had been made it would have been impossible to 
get the necessary votes to pass this bill. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

If, Mr. Speaker, more \Otes had been required, it might h ::rrn 
been pos ible to have obtained further reductions on the many 
articles mentioned by the gentleman from Alabama, particn­
larly upon items in the cotton and the woolen schedules. If the 
votes of those Senators from the Middle Western States who 
have been making so much trouble for those in control of tlle 
bill had been neces ary in the Senate to have this report 
adopted, the people might have had substantial reductions on 
many articles of wearing apparel and on many articles of hou e­
hold utility. But the Republi~an party never unnecessarily 
wastes its force. From the reports in the press there 'vere 
taken in-not to use an offensive expre. sion-sufficient Sen­
ators, or, to a•oid a violation of the ruJe , I shall say sufficient 
distinguished citizens and members of another body than this 
to make possible the enactment of this bill into law. ' 

I wish to call the attention of the House to one of the peculiar · 
methods followed in the framing of tariff bills by tlle Repub­
lican party. Since 1 DG tin, block tin, pig tin, and the ru:mu­
factures thereof, haTe been on the free list. In paragraph G91 
of the Hou e bill tin and its \arious products were retained 
on the free list. Bat in · this conference report there is an x­
traordinary provi ion. It provides that as soon as the mines 
of the United States produce 1,500 tons of tin a year t he Presi­
dent may by proclamation impose a dut y of 4 cent a pound 
upon tin and its variou products. Last year the importations 
of tin and its various products were about 100,000,000 pounds. 
So that as soon as the mines of the United States produce 
3,000,000 pound a duty of 4 cents a pound will be levied on 
the other 97 ,000,000 pounds to be imported. This is a com­
plete reven·al of the old theory of a protectirn tariff. 

Heretofore the duty ha been levied first in order to build np 
the industry, and when the industry had got beyond the infant 
stage, if it ever did, in the opinion of a protectionist then the 
duty wa reduced in the interest of the consumer. Jr{ this case 
the infa:Q.t industry i to be I rmitted to struggle alona airainst 
the competition of the world until it "'et a foothold, ;nd ewhen 
it is built up and able to tan'd on it own feet without the 
help of tariff protection a duty of 4 cents a pound is levied for 
the sole benefit of tho e engaged in the indu try. [Applause on 
the Democratic ide.] 

I haye not time to go into many other details, Afr. Speaker, 
as l should if I had the opportunity. This side of the House 
wishes it to be distinctly understood, however, that no Member 
upon the Republican ide of the House wm be able in the com­
i11g campai:m to excuse the failure of the Republican party to 
make substantial _ reductions in this bill on the theory that the. 
items were . beyond the juri diction of the conferees on the ·part 
of the House and the Senate; ['Applause on the Democrutic 
side.] This side of the House would have willingly voted unan­
imously to ha•e authorized these conferees to have made sub­
stantial reductions in every single item in the tariff bill 
whether in dispute -or not. We would have welcomed an oppor~ 
tunity to give such authority, or to have compelled such action. 
And if the managers on the part of the House had brought in a 
report in which a number of other reductions had been made 
no objection on that score would have been made from this sid~ 
of the House. 

This is an attempt to delude the people as to what has been 
done with reference to two or three articles of this bill. Why 
when the Pre ident of the United States by a single word t~ 
Congress in his message when it convened might have exercised 
his great influence to have obtained some substantial relief to 
the people in the way of substantial revision downward, he gave 
as his excuse that he had been too busy from election day in 
November until the 15th of March to prepare a suitable mes­
sage. It would have been much better for the country if he 
had spent some of his time in his library and less upon the golf 
courses of the country, as he might then have prepared a mes­
sage which would have been of substantial benefit to the con­
sumers of the country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Even after the bill, indefensible as it was, passed the House 
and went to the Senate, not a single word was heard from tile 
President on behalf of the people; but when it got into confer­
ence and the rising resentment of an indigriant people, spre!tding 
rapidly throughout the country, reached this city the President 
commenced to agitate for free hides and free oil, which already 
had been voted by the House, and also made belated efforts fo1· 
some other insignificant reductions. It is claimed that he bas 
won a great victory because he had the Senate rates retained 
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in the glove schedule, and yet how laughable it is to prate about 
such a victory, when all realize that the Senate rates are the 
rates of the Dingley l~w. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
He would have imagined he bad won a great victory, I sup­
pose, and have invoked the congratulations and commendation 
of the country upon his efforts if by any possibility be could 
have had presented to him for his signature the Dingley Act 
unchanged in a single word or letter. [App1ause and laughter 
on the Democratic side.] 

1\Ir. Speaker, the country will not be deceived by this pre­
tense. The people will have an opportunity to know and fully 
to understand just what has been done in this bill. Every 
woman, every child, every wage-earner and supporter of a family 
will have brought home the fact that there are no reductions in 
many things that it is essential for them to have in their con­
tinuing and difficult struggle for existence. There will come no 
relief to the people from this bill, but there will come relief and 
there will follow immense benefits to the great favored class of 
the Republican party which has grown rich beyond the wildest 
dreams during the past twelve years under the operation of the 
Dingley law, no one of whom has been heard to utter a single 
c~mplaint against the bill which is to be presented to the Presi-

- dent of the United States for approval. 
Once more, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to the fact 

that at a time when the banks of the counh·y have their reserves 
as high as 40, and in some instances as high as 60 per cent, 
when without a single effort having been made to dispose of 
bonds at 2 per cent, this bill authorizes the issuance of $290,-
000,000 of bonds for the building of the Panama Canal at an 
increase of interest rate from 2 to 3 per cent. An examination 
of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury discloses that 
practically all of the outstanding interest-bearing bonds of the 
Government are held by the national banks. This is the only 
nation of civilized men in which the obligations of the Govern­
ment are not held largely by the people. They would readily 
absorb the forty millions of bonds to' be issued each year with a 
2 per cent rate if given the chance to do so. It will not be given 
to them. But another sop is given, raising unnecessarily the 
interest to the great financial interests, in return for past favors 
and for help which it is confidently expected will be given in the 
near future. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

1\Ir. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. I would like to know if he really believes that the 
reserves of tile banks of the country are from 40 to GO per cent? 

.Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I do not mean in .Mas­
sachusetts. I mean where the people haye money. [Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WEEKS. I desire to say to the gentleman that the 
average reser>es of the banks are not 30 per cent. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. l\Ir. Speaker, I simply wish, in conclu­
sion, to say that what President Taft recently prophesied was 
likely to happen to the Republican party is about to be fulfilled. 
Not having lived up to its promises to bring substantial relief, 
.the time is surely at hand when it is to be relegated to the party 
of opposition. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, is the time on the other side 
exhausted? • 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from l\Iissouri 
[1\Ir. CLARK] is exhausted. 

l\fr. DALZELL. Then I ask for a vote. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-

tion. · 
The question was taken; and on a: division (demanded by 

Mr. CLARK) there were-ayes 361, noes 11. 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [1\Ir. PAYNE] 

is recognized. [Prolonged applause on the Republican side.] 
· l\fr. PAYNE. 1\Ir. Speaker, in presenting this conference re­
port, I do it with confidence that it will be -accepted by this 
House and that it will be accepted by the country at large as 
meeting the full requirements of the Republican platform, as 
meeting the pledges made by our candidate, now the President of 
the United States [applause on the Republican side], and at the 
same time will not stop a single wheel of industry, will close no 
factory, and will deprive no man of labor at a decent, fair wage. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The Senate did not agree with the House as to its provisions 
in the bill. Exercising their prerogatives under the Constitu­
tion, and in accordance with the usual practice, they made many 
ameudments. 1\Iany of them were substantial. Great was the 
'divergence of thought and great the disagreement as to the 
.provisions of the bill. Your conferees ha>e had no easy task in 
the past three weeks in striving to maintain the mandate of the 
House as put forth in the bill which passed the House. We 
have made concessions. We ha>e exacted concessions from the 

Senate, and the concessions on both sides are embodied in this 
report. I am frank to say that many of the concessions which 
we make to the Senate improve the original bill, and, on the 
other hand, some. of the concessions which we were obliged to 
make did not impro>e the original bill. But I think upon the 
whole the result is one upon which we may congratulate our­
selves on having framed a bill which, if it becomes a law, will 
reflect credit upon the Congress which enacted it. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. Speaker, there was a great diversity of opinion between 
the two Houses upon the cotton schedule. The Senate has 
slightly increased the rates generally upon the cotton schedule. 
The ad valorem for the year 1907 as collected under the Ding­
ley bill was 40.87 per cent. The ad valorem as figured upon 
the Senate rate was 44.07 per cent, which leaves a difference 
of 3.20 between the two rates. The House conferees were 
averse to this proposition, but we went there, as I said, 
when the bill left the House to inquire and find out upon what 
evidence the Senate had acted in increasing or amending any 
rate which went _out from the House, and I have been upon 
that inquiry, and my fellow-conferees, for three weeks, and we 
made them tell us the reasons for the change of rates before 
we yielded upon any of them. When the cotton schedule came 
to the House it was not in the same condition as when it left 
the House. For four years or more the customs officials ad­
ministered it according to the intention of the Congress that 
passed it. The importers were not satisµed. They went to 
the general appraisers and to the courts for interpretation of 
the law, and I am bound to say they succeeded, and in almost 
every instance they have driven holes in the cotton schedule 
that were very embarrassing to the cotton industry. And I say 
this, 1\Ir. Speaker, notwithstanding the fact that the represent­
atives of the cotton indush·y came before our committee ap­
prehensive that rates might be reduced and said they were 
satisfied to take the cotton schedule as it was with one or two 
amendments which had been reported to the committee. The 
first point of attack in the courts was the clause in the bill 
of 1897, introduced in the Senate on the advice of General 
Tichenor, no more able or honest tariff expert than whom ever 
lived in this country. It was in the definition of the term 
"cotton cloth," and the terms· of that definition included the 
words " in the piece or otherwise." That was adopted by the 
conferees of the House believing " or otherwise " meant some­
thing less than a full piece, and it went to the court, and they 
said " or otherwise" included cotton cloth sometimes em­
broidered, of very high degree of value, until the decisions of 
the court brought down the ad valorem i.n one case from 60 
to 4 per cent. And that went all through the higher-price 
goods under the general cotton schedule. 

The Ways and l\Ieans Committee tried to correct that. We 
adopted a provision · striking out " or otherwise " and put in 
the words "cut in lengths,'' but the experts also put into that 
paragraph a new provision for counting, so that where there 
were twisted yarns, two or three ply, every single strand was 
counted. We were not expert enough to take that into con­
sideration. We published our bill and then other experts got 
out and showed that by this counting provision we had raised 
the duty on countable cotton cloth from 10 to 100 per cent all 
through the schedule. When we discovered that, I asked the 
committee to come together, and we, with some emphasis, cut 
out that new provision, and in doing so we returned to the 
Dingley paragraph, and the words "or otherwise " were left in. 
Now, the Senat.e placed instead of the words "or otherwise" 
the words " cut in lengths,'' so the importers can never more 
impose upon the customs with that provision of the bill. We 
went a little further. There was a provision in the bill for 

·duties upon white cotton goods, and general duties were put 
upon the warp and filling, the number of counts of threads to 
the square inch. By and by the importers ordered some goods 
with white cotton warp and filling, but with superadded threads 
with all the colors of the rainbow, with beautiful artistic figures, 
and they brought them to the customs-house and demanded that 
they be admitted at the lower rate as white cotton cloths, and 
the court so interpreted it; so that they came in as white cotton 
cloths at the low rate of duty, and broke down our tariff in 
this respect. The Senate amendment gets rid of that inter­
pretation and allows upon this superadded thread the same 
duty as though the color were wo>en into the warp and woof. 
These cotton cloths are of much higher yalue than where simply 
the color is in the warp and woof. 

Why, l\lr. Speaker, we not only examined the experts indi­
vidually, but we adjourned the committee for half a day and 
called in General Shiras, a gentlem:rn whom you all know; l\Ir. 
Devries, formerly a Member of the House, one of the general 
appraisers; and also l\fr. Otto Fix, a customs expert at the port 
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of New York. Our conferees examined them all the afternoon 
about eTery item of increase in the cotton schedule from begin­
ning to end, and after we got through with that examination 
and made further examinations and figures, our conferees were 
impressed with the fact that the duty was right, if we were 
going to protect the cotton industry in the United States. 

Another amendment of the Senate puts up the ad valorem 
duty on cotton cloths for a number of sections or paragraphs 
where the duty in the first place up to a certain price is accord­
ing to the number of counted threads in the cloth. Not only 
that, but they add the three and two ply yarn which they weave 
into it, and they count it for one thread. The two-ply is much 
finer than the single-ply thread. They saw that that par­
ticular part of the cotton schedule was unbalanced, and that of 
cotton goods, for instance, valued 'at 16 cents per yard, some of 
them came in at 25 per cent, some at 40, and some at 60; these 
experts went to work to equalize the duty according to the 
price and to put the f!ame duty where they were 16 cents a yard 
upon all the e goods, the three-ply goods coRting more in the 
making, becau e they had to spin three yarns instead of one 
and then twist them into the single yarn. They equalized the 
duty by making it the same upon all this class of goods. 

Then, when they got through with it, they found that the 
general rates of duty upon the cotton schedule were less than 
the rates of duty collected under the first four years of the 
Dingley Act. Well, we got them to reduce those ad vnlorem 
rates. I call them ad valorem. It depends upon the price of 
the yarn-a specific rate, a sort of skip, hop, and jump, the 
worst kind of an ad valorem; and on the lower-priced goods 
they made a very material reduction in the rate to what it was 
in the Senate bill. 

And then came the process of mercerization, a new process 
wbich bas come in since the Dingley bill was pas ed. We con­
sidered it in the House committee, and, after the best informa­
tion we could get, we allowed an additional duty of 1 cent per 
ynrd upon mercerized cloths. Our information was that it cost 
substantially the same to mercerize yarn here that it did 
nbroad-eight cents and a half a pound in l\lanchester, and 
eight cents and a half a pound in New York-and we allowed 
no additional duty. But these gentlemen alleged, and .we have 
found it to be a fact, that after a hundred pounds of yarn was 
mercerized it was found to have shrunk from 5 to 7 per cent in 
weight, and that you had only 93 or 95 pounds left upon which 
to collect the specific duty. And so, when you come to exact 
the same duty per pound upon the mercerized and unmercerized, 
you have got a larger duty on the hundred pounds of white 
yarn than on the 93 pounds of mercerized yarn; or, in other 
words, there was 7 per cent less of duty and of protection on 
the mercerized yarn than there was on the other. And it 
seemed but right and proper to allow the difference. They had 
suggested a difference of one-twentieth of a cent per pound. I 
told them that was too much, I made my own figures, and they 
fixed the duty at one-fortieth of a cent. I say I did this, be­
cau e I did this talking with the experts of the Senate com­
mittee. They reduced it from one-twentieth of a cent per pound 
to one-fortieth of a cent. 

Mr. Speaker, if I had the sole power to make the cotton sched­
ule, I would make a reduction in the rates a we ha•e reported 
them, but it would not be a very great reduction. But I would 
readjust them on the same plan on which they ba"Ve been ad­
justed in this conference report. Here is a statement made by 
the Treasury experts on the cotton schedule: 

"The changes in paragraphs 310 and 311 by the Senate amend­
ments your conferees found, upon investigation, to represent, ex­
cept in one particular, reductions in. duties. Excepting the 
changes in phraseology, which did not affect rates, the principal, 

enate amendments are the two minimum provisions. the special 
cla sification for cable-laid yarns and threads, the provision for 
mercerization of such yarns, and the transfer of the words 
' cones and tubes' from one portion of paragraph 311 to another. 

"After the reduction by the conferees of the second minimum 
proTision in paragraph 310 from 25 to 20 per cent ad V'alorem 
the minimum provisions of both these paragraphs are slightly 
below the specific rates levied by the paragraphs. It was found 
that certain very high-class and high-priced yarns were being 
imported under these provisions at specific rates which repre­
sented an exceedingly low equivalent at valorem-as low as 7 
per cent in many ca es. In order to prevent such and to bring 
the rate upon the high-priced yarns up to at least that upon the 
lower-priced yarns, these minimum provisions were agreed to. 

u The amendment by the Senate for cable-laid yarns is a timely 
one to meet a probable decision of the court in a case now pend­
ing, wherein these yarns, though of high character and twist, 
might be cla sed among the cheapest of cotton yarns. 

"The arrangement of the cable-laid yarn provision as drawn 
represents an increase of about 10 per cent upon about one-tenth 

I 

ot the goods covered' by the paragraph, and a decrease ftom 100 
to 150 per cent to about 40 per cent upQn the remaining mer­
chandise covered by the paragraph. Upon the whole, this pro­
vision represents considerable reductions below the Hou e bill. 

"The rate of one-twentieth of a cent for mercerization fixed by 
the Senate was reduced. by the conference to one-fortieth, or 
one-half. This makes the mercerization rate equivalent to about 
7 per cent ad valorem. Inasmuch as yarns Io e from 5 to 7 
per cent in weight in the process of mercerization, and as the 
specific duty is levied upon weight, this no more than equalizes 
that loss and prevents the higher cla s ·mercerized yarns from 
being dutiable at a , lower rate than the Jow-cla s yarns <mt of 
which they are made when mercerized. It represents an equal­
ization of rates. 

"It was found that the insertion of the words 'cones and 
tubes' in the earlier provision of paragraph 311 represented 
an exceedingly great increase of duties upon these threads so 
put up. The conference concurred in the Senate changes with 
an amendment inserting the words ' cones and tubes' in the 
latter part of the paragraph, where a ratable rate of duty is 
established. This represents an extensive cut in the rate of 
duty on that class of goods. 

" The minimum provision in this paragraph is fixed upon the 
same basis as that in paragraph 310. 

"Upon the whole. the Senate amendments to paragraphs 310 
and 311 as agreed to by your conferees represent substantial 
reductions from both the Din~ley rates and the rates fixed upon 
the merchandise covered therein by the Honse bill. 

"The Senate· a-mendments to the cotton-cloth provisions, para­
graphs 313 to 318, inclusive, 321 and 330, save and except the 
ad valorems to paragraphs 313 to 317, inclusive, were for the 
pnrPose of correcting inequalities and inconsi tencies existing in 
these para0 raphs as admini tered at present. Your conferees 
found upon investigation of all tbe:::e provisions, together with 
the ad vaJorems, that the basic principle upon which they were 
drawn was to provide that cotton cloth of equal value per 
square yard sboul.d pay the ame rate of duty, regardless of 
count of threads and re;rnrdless of what particular paragraph 
of tbe law the same fell for dutiable purposes. Under the 
Dingley law as administered, cotton cloth of the same value 
per square yard, req iring the same amount of labor and ma­
terial in its construction, paid rnrying duties from 2 per cent 
to 60 per cent ad va lorem, according to the count of threads or 
other conditions. This manifestly unjust a. sei;: ment of duty is 
corrected by the Senate amendments by adopting as a basis of 
duty the value of the cl(}th per square yard and throwing all 
cloth within the provisions so arranged. 

"The Senate amendments cut out the higher rate of 60 per cent 
ad valoreru and other provisions classing such cloth at the arbi-

. trary rate of 45 per cent, and so arranged the schedules that n.ll 
cotton cloth would fall within the countable provi ions and be 
assessed for duty according to value. In the rearrangement of 
these paragraphs to effect that purpose of neces ity the rates 
provided in the lower paragraphs were increased, while the 
rates provided in some of the higher paragraphs, such as that 
formerly in paragraph 339 were greatly reduceJl. 

"There seemed to be sound and indisputable reason why such 
a scheme should be adopted, and in "View of the fact that your 
conferees are convinced that this plan will not result in the 
increase of duties above those originally collected by the Ding­
ley law, but in a great reduction of those rates. and in view of 
the further fact that your conferees are convinced that this 
arrangement provides duties consistent with the body of the 
Dingley schedules on the higher values of cotton goods, the 
Senate provisions, as modified by the conference, were agreed to. 

" Under the arrangement of the Dingley schedules. as the de­
velopment of the cotton industry had progre sed ince the enact­
ment of that law, and the manufacture and importation of 
higher grade cotton goods increa ed, it was found that the 
equivalent ad valorem rates levied by the higher and ad valorem 
provisions of that law were less than those levied by the spe­
cific and lower provisions. It was further found that upon 
many of the goods imported, particularly under the lower pro­
visions, the rate of duty upon the yarns out of which th~y 
are rnnde was higher than the rate of duty upon the finished 
product itself. After thorough consideration of the subjecr­
matte1-, your conferees were agreed that the only possible way 
that these inconsistencies demandincr con·ection could be 
changed, in the latitude allowed the conferees for consideration 
under the rules, was the adoption of the Senate ad va1orems as 
modified. It is perfectly clear that the Dingley provisions pro­
viding that lower rates of duty should be a e sed on goods of 
small count on a low basis of necessity resulted in the high--val­
ued goods befog a sessed at Tow equivalent ad valorem.s. 

" Cotton yarns are dutiable according to the number in the 
single yarns, so that No. 40's, which' pay cme-fourth of a cent 
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per number per pound, or 10 cents per pound, if of the same 
thickness, but three ply, would be of the fineness in the singles 
of 120's, on which the rate of duty would. be three-tenths of a 
cent per,. number per pound, or 36 cents per pound. 

"In other words, cotton yarns are dutiable according to the 
number of plies in each yarn. That is, a two-ply yarn pays 
twice the rate of duty of a single of the same thickness in the 
finished condition, and a three-ply three times as much, a four­
ply four times as much, and so on. 

"When these yarns, however, are counted in a cotton cloth they 
all pay the same rate of duty. That is to say, the four-ply 
will be counted as a single thread under the rule that the rate 
of duty is determined by the count of threads per square inch, 
all plies in a thread· being counted together as one . 

. " Cotton cloth is dutiable according to the count of threads per 
square inch, and not according to the number of plies in each 
thread. The result is that while the rate of duty increases upon 
the yarn used in the cotton cloth according to the number of 
plies, the rate of duty upon cotton cloth does not increase ac-

. cording to the number of plies in the yarn used in its fabrica­
tion. Under this rule the cost of the material for the cotton 
cloth increases where the rate of duty upon the cotton cloth 
does not increase in a corresponding compensatory rate. 

" In order to equalize this condition, it is necessary to increase 
the rates on cotton cloth according to the value thereof as rep­
resented by the increased value in the yarns used therein. The 
only possible way to do it under the present system is by the 
added ad T"alorems in the Senate bill. 

"For example, a piece of tmbleached cotton cloth valued at 16 
cents per square yard pays under each of paragraphs 313, 314, 
315, and 316, 6! cents per square yard, regardless of count of 
threads. Under the old system of Dingley ad valorems, if such 
a piece of cotton cloth made of single yarns fell under para­
graph 308, which is 316 of the Senate bill, the duty would have 
been 40 per cent, or 6.4 cents per square yard, its equivalent; 
under paragraph 307 of the Dingley law (315, Senate bill) it 
would have been 35 per cent, or its equivalent1 5.6 cents per 
square yard; under paragraph 306 of the Dingley law (314, Sen­
ate bill) it would haye been 30 per cent, or its equivalent, 4.8 

. cents per square yard ; and under paragraph 305 of the Dingley 
law (313, Senate bill) it would -have been 25 per cent, or its 
equivalent, 4 cents per square yard-a different rate of duty in 
each ot the paragraphs, though the value per square yard and 
condition were precisely the same. 

" Under paragraph 316 the count would be exceeding 200 and 
not exceeding 300 threads to the square inch. We will take, for 
example, the count is 250 threads per square inch. If the same 
cloth with the same count of threads, and dutiable at 6! cents 
per square yard under paragraph 308 of the Dingley law, were' 
made by twisting two of these threads tbgether, it would count, 
under the method of counting in the Dingley law, 125 threads 
per square inch, which would throw the cloth for dutiable pur­
poses in paragraph 306 as unbleached cotton cloth exceeding 100 
and not exceeding 150 threads to the square inch, to wit, 125 
threads, and the rate of duty would be 30 per cent ad valorem, 
the equivalent of 4.8 cents per square yard. And this obtains all 
through the Dingley ad valorems. 

"The anomaly and inequality of this condition are better un­
derstood in light of the fact that if the threads of the identical 
cloth were twisted instead of being woven single the article is, 
if anything, a more valuable article than if woven and not 
twisted together to make doubles out of singles. 

"It is exactly to meet this condition and to correct this lack 
of uniformity in rates according to value per square yard that 
these ad va1orems are absolutely essential for harmonious rates 
in the cotton schedules. Under the Dingley law a cotton cloth 
of the same value might pay four different rates, according as 
it fell under one paragraph or the other. Under the Senate bill 
it will pay precisely the same rate, being of the same value and 
condition, regardless of where it falls; and no other system, ex­
cept a total change ot the plan and scheme of the cotton sched­
ule, can effect an equitable distribution of rates. It will be 
noted that this is particularly true in the lower counts of cloth, 
for those are necessarily made up of stronger threads entering 
into the composition of the more open fabrics, as a stronger 
thread means a thread of a greater number of plies, and there­
fore one bearing a higher rate of duty. Hence the greater num­
ber of added ad valorems for the lower count of cotton cloths 
in order to secure the proper compensatory duty for the in­
creased rates upon the yarns before any protection on the cotton 
cloth is afforded. -

· - "To summarize the situation with reference to the cotton 
schedule, therefor~ your conferees found the following defects : 

" 1. The same value of goods per square yard was being as­
sessed at rates varying from 2 per cent to 60 per cent ad valo­
rem, without any basis of sound reason. 

"2. That the lower valued goods ·coming in under the specific 
provisions were paying a higher equivalent ad valorem than the 
higher priced fabric coming in under the ad valorem provisions. 

"3. That the great development of the cotton industry since 
the enactment of the Dingley law, at which time but little mer­
chandise was imported under the Dingley ad valorems, which 
were then intended merely as catch-all clauses, had become im­
portant factors and were permitting the newly developed branch 
of this industry to come in at inconsistently low equivalent ad 
valorems. 

"4. That many of the goods imported under the lower counts 
were receiving less equivalent protection than was paid upon the 
yarns out of which they were made. 

"5. That some of the cotton goods were coming in under low 
ad valorems of the countable provisions, while others and great 
quantities of them, estimated at about 12 per cent of the total 
importations, were paying 60 per cent ad valorem under the pro­
visions of paragraph 339 of that law. ' 

"6. That the completed article made of cotton cloth was pay­
ing the same rate of duty as the cotton cloth out of which it was 
made. 

"7. That the same cotton cloth of a high value by reason of 
clipped threads was paying a less rate of duty than that of un­
clipped threads out of which it was made. 

"8. That the only possible latitude afforded the conference for 
the correction of these manifest inconsistencies and irregulari­
ties, with due regard. to the cotton industry of the country, was 
the adoption of the Senate amendments as modified. 

" It seemed to your conferees that the added amendments upon 
the lower-count goods by the Senate were too high and reces­
sions were insisted upon, at least with reference to this class 
of goods. Accordingly reductions were made, averaging about 
10 per cent. in the rate of duty in this line of goods. 

"Your conferees desire to state that the various arguments 
presented against this schedule have been examined with care 
and· analyzed in the light of truth, and most of them with which 
the country has been circulated have been found to be without 
any warrant of fact. In almost all of these arguments rare 
and exceptional cases have been picked out and emphasized as 
the true effect of these cotton paragraphs, whereas in truth and 
fact, when they are examined in the light ot careful analysis 
and their probable application to importations of merchandise of 
that character, they are without any foundation of fact. 

"While there are increases in the rates of the paragraphs on 
lower-count goods, there are great reductions in other provi­
sions of the law applicable to cotton goods, and your conferees 
are satisfied after a full and complete investigation that the 
result reached by the conference is a fair and just cotton sched­
ule, one calculated to build up the cotton industry of the coun­
try and at the same time do justice to the consumet's of tlie 
country." 

When we go on the stump we will have no trouble to meet 
any critici.Hm of the adversary because of the cotton schedule 
that we have adopted in this report. rApplause on the Repub­
lican side.] 

Another · difficult subject was the subject of paper and pulp. 
It is not necessary to give a history in this presence of paper 
and pulp. Two years ago we got into a controversy on that 
subject, and we would not consent to any specific bill putting it 
upon the free list, but intended that it should have the same ex­
amination that it should receive on a tariff bill, and that it 
should have due deliberatio~ as to the duty :fixed. Wel11 after 
a while a resolution of inquiry w:as adopted by the House. 
Gentlemen were selected for the duty. I see the chairman of 
the committee before me now. I have been looking for him for 
some minutes. Intelligent, honest, able Members of this House 
were selected and put upon that committee for the purpose of 
making that investigation. They were gentlemen in whom I 
have the most explicit confidence, as I knew they were able 
and willing to do the right and proper thing with this industry. 
They came before the Committee on Ways and Means, by their 
chairman, and stated what they would include in their report 
before it had been presented to the House, and the conclusions 
which they had reached. I understood the chairman--and that 
he spoke for the committee-to say that all the people interested, 
the committee, the publishers of papers, and the manufacturers 
of paper, were substantially united upon the proposition which 
he then presented, which was the proposition which he later 
presented to the House in the report that he made. The com_­
mittee took his judgment and that of. his committee and :fixed 
the rates according to what was proposed by them, and the 
House adopted those rates. The bill went over to the Senate. 
They put a duty of $4 instead .of $2 per ton upon the print paper 
affected. They came into conference with it. If there was any 
item they were more strenuous about than any other, it was 
the paper item. 
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If there was any item that absorbed more attention in debate and I happen to know that it will not hurt them even to have 
than any other it was upon the paper question, the question of free ore. It can not hurt anything west of the Allegheny Moun­
the rate of dnty. We did rn;it want to shut up any paper mills tains. It can hurt no industry. ·on the other hand, it will keep 
in the United States. We are not here for that purpose, no the shops east of the Alleghenies running on full time, be: 
matter who demands it. We did not want to get an undue duty cause they will not have to submit to undue exactions from 
upon paper and wood pulp. We insisted that wood pulp should ore coming from west of the Allegheny Mountains. 
go on the free list; and that was conceded. We ofrered a Now, we increased three items, according to my recollection, 
compromise finally upon paper of $3 a ton instead of $2. It in all of the great iron and steel schedule. On structural iron oi: 
could not be accepted. Then we inquired why it was. We made steel we made an increase on the fabricated article. We made 
that inquiry before we proposed the raise of the duty to $3. no increase upon what has been coming in here, but a decrease. 
They claimed that the Mann report, which gave the $2 duty The unfinished structural steel has been coming in in small yol­
upon paper, was based on the claim that it was the difference ume under the Dingley law. We decreased that by 1 to two­
in cost at the factory in the United States and in Canada. tenths of a cent per pound, but we put that which was fabri­
They claimed that he had left out of the calculation the dif- cated into another class. I was surprised to learn, after I 
ference in the cost of pulp wood at either factory. They pro- became a conferee, that the fabrication is done in another shop 
duced a good deal of evidence going to show that the pulp wood and is a distinct industry from the rolling, hammering, or 
on an average in the factories of the United States cost $4 forging. Even the United States Steel Company has a plant 
per ton more than in the Canadian factories. A fair average for fabrication, which is separated from its forging plant by 
would carry it beyond the $2 a ton. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, from 20 to 25 miles, and we have these large fabricating works 
we had before us Senator FRYE, of Maine, who had a good deal in many cities of the United States, and the industry is a great 
of personal knowledge and informaion on the subject, in addi- one. 
tion to the evidence they had presented; and at the suggestion Recently, under the depression of times which affected not 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL] and myself we only us but Germany as wel1, they have been bringing in some 
sent for the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the com- of this fabricated structural steel. In the case of one build­
mittee of investigation [l\Ir. MANN], ·and heard him before ing even the door frames and window frames were completed 
the committee, and I got the idea from what he stated that and brought in, adding ll;n expense of almost one-half to the 
the low rate of duty of $2 upon paper was largely tor the cost of the original structural steel. After I found out the 
effect that it would have upon the Canadian government in facts I was willing to concede that to the Senate and to the 
giving us free wood. We held out until the last thing, and Senate conferees. 
finally we put on a duty of. $3.75 a ton, the best concession that Then on high-speed steel of the highest class we made one 
we could get and still bring a report into the House. I want or two new brackets, increasing t:p.e rate. This is something 
to say to gentlemen who are here, as a protectionist and as a new since the enactment of the l)ingley law. It is wonderful 
Republican, I do not think that any protectionist can make a development in modern steel making, and by this process we 
good argument against the rate we have proposed upon print are turning out steel of wonderful character, to be used where 
paper of $3.75 a ton. So we bring it to the House in that way. the very highest class is necessary. And they are getting the 

Another subject involving much debate was coal. ~'he House higher speed into the· article, way up beyond what it was a 
had left the duty at 67 cents a ton on bituminous coal, with month ago, and it seemed necessary that on this high class 
the provision that it should be free from a country that gave there should be a little addition to the rate. 
us free entrance upon bituminous coal. Well, it is useless to Mr. Sl\IITH of Michigan. Will the gentleman tell us what 
say or to deny the fact that many gentlemen in the other House he means by high-speed steel? 
and many gentlemen in this House were Yery much opposed to Mr. PAYNE. They run it at a very high speed in the ma­
any possibility of free reciprocal coal between the United chines in which it is used, and it makes a. very high-class 
States and Canada; most of them without reason as to their article of tempered steel, which retains its temper even when 

· locality, and some with more reason because of their locality, run so as to come to a red heat, and will cut the article upon 
oppose any such rate as that. which it is used. The gentleman from' Pennsylvania also re-

We considered that. Finally we got down to where we could minds me that it is made of steel bars with a combination of 
agree upon a straight rate of 45 cents a ton without any pro- tungsten ore, and the tungsten ore is a new thing, has come 
vision for reciprocity, but reducing the rate from 67 cents to in within the last ten or twelve years. There is nothing 
45 cents. And so the committee have adopted their report, fix- in the world that has developed like the steel industry; there 
ing that rate at 45 cents. From what I can learn of the atti- is no improvement in any industry equal to that of the steel, 
tude of Canada, I believe that that is a lower rate than would and in it the United ~tates is far in advance of the world. · 
have resulted from the House reciprocity provision, because I They are paving the way to open up new methods, new 
understand that when Mr. RooT was Secretary of State he at- achievements in the manufacture of iron and steel of the very 
tempted in vain to get any kind of. an agreement with Canada highest class. I do not believe there is a man within the sound 
which he proposed for reciprocal free coal; and if they would of my voice that would deny them adequate protection. The 
not do it then, I do not think they would have done it under other advance on the iron and steel paragraph was a separate 
our bill. And so I would like to say to my colleague, who was enumeration of nippers and pliers and articles of that kind; 
shouting so loudly a few minutes ago and who appears to have they are -put on specific rates instead of coming in at 45 per 
disappeared, that this necessity of life, bituminous coal, has cent ad valorem; an advance was made of the rates. 
been cut a third of the duty upon this bill, and it comes in here I may return to this schedule a little later and say something 
at 45 cents a ton instead of 67 cents. about what we have done in the way of cutting rates down. 

Then we got down to the iron and steel schedule. The House I want the House to understand that in many of the articles 
had made iron ore free. The Senate had put on a duty of 25 of the iron and steel schedule the Senate reduced the rates to 
cents a ton. The present law is 40 cents a ton. They were even below those in the House, and, as far as my recollection 
strenuous about that. They wanted the full Senate rate. ~ Some goes, the House conferees agreed to every reduction of rates in 
of them went so far as to say the industry would be ruined out the iron and steel schedule proposed by the Senate in their 
in the Rocky Mountains if we let in free iron ore and free coal amendments. And they were numerous, as they were on the 
from Cuba on the Atlantic border, or let it in at anything less chemical schedule. 
than 25 cents a ton. . Barbed fence wire has a present duty of 2 cents, and the 

Your conferees followed the judgment of the House, and Senate proposed three quarters of a cent, and we agreed to a 
asked for free iron ore. At last we compromised on a duty of reduction to three-quarters of a cent per pound. I only speak 
15 cents a ton on iron ore. We were all the more moved to of that as a single item because time will not permit, and it is 
stick, because we had so cut the rate on every product of the too hot if it would, for me to go into much detail about these 
iron mill that the people along the Atlantic seaboard were things. I will show you what is the general result of the re­
entitled to consideration in the matter of the iron ore that duction on the different schedules by and by. 
goes into their finished product. We stood by them, to en~ The Senate proposed a very heavy reduction on marble and 
courage their industry and let it not be wiped out by stronger onyx, and the House agreed to all of them, I think, without a 
competition of combinations of capital which own their own single exception. So the Senate has done some good to this bill 
ore and bring it to Pittsburg from the western mines. We in the way of downward revision. And yet, after we have 
were dealing out equity and justice to those people, giving agreed to the Senate reductions, not so very great, but reduc­
them a fair chance for their lives when we had reduced their tions, we have left protective rates for the people of the United 
pig iron from $4 to $2.50, and in ~any cases had cut the duties States engaged in these industries. 
on their finished products 50 per cent or even more. So the Then there was the hides of cattle. We were not all agreP.cl 
report of the committee was for 15 cents a ton on iron ore, I on it here, but 173 majority seemed to agree on free hides. We 
and I do not believe that the duty of 15 cents a ton will stop reduced the rates on boots and shoes and the products of hides 
a single pick in any mine in the United States. If it would and cattle in the House committee all that we thought it would 
hurt anybody, it would hurt fie mine owners in my own State; bear. We made the rates on sole leather, reducing it from 20 
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centS to 5 cents, and reduced it on shoes from 25 per cent to 
15 per cent, and we reduced it on harnesses from 40 pe:r cent 
to 30 per cent, if I remember right. Some of these gentlemen, 
who did not want free hides and brought up the impossible 
ar"'ument that if hides we1·e free all the productions of those 
hides should he free, urged that on us. It was not logical. 
I am not going o repeat my arguments on free hides. If any­
.one doubts where I tand, he can turn to the CoNGBESSIONAL 
IlrrcoRD, and there it is. But when you come to make a shoe, 
it is not all of leather. The cloth in the lining bears a high 
rate of duty. Very often the outward material bears a high 
rate of duty. It is a matter of labor and skill which goes 
into it. The item of manufacture is a large part of it. I 
w-0uld not be for free hides if I suppo ed for a moment a duty 
protected any American industry. I am not for free raw 
materials. I repudiate \Jle doctrine now as I have all my life. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] But my idea is that we do 
not want to keep a duty on unnecessarily, either for sentiment 
or anything else. I believe he is an enemy to protection who 
deliberately goes to work and puts on a protective tariff beyond 
all reason, nay, beyond protection and necessary protection for 
American labor [applause on the Republican side]; and when 
you apply that rule to hides, it puts them on the free list. 

When you apply it to iron ore it puts it on the free list, and 
according to my doctrine it is not raw material. What is raw 
material? Iron ore? It is the ore in the earth, buried, before 
a shovelful of dirt has been remornd to uncover it. Is not the 
ore the finished product of the miner? I do not subscribe to 
any doctrine of free raw material, but repudiate it. It has no 
place in my political theory. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
But we finally compromised on boots and shoes, and we went 
so far as to compromise by deliberately putting into the con­
ference report something we did not ha·rn any right to do. We 
cut down the duty on belting leather and sole leather from 
20 per cent to 5 per cent, just as we had reported it in the 
bill, and we cut down the duty on Bhoes ma.de of these hides 
from 25 per cent to 10 per cent, and on harnesses from 40 per 
cent to 20 per cent, believing that the House would sustain the 
rule to waive the point of order if left in the bill, and I have 
ne>er seen the House so united in all my career in Congress as 
it was this morning in adopting that rule, both sides uniting 
by an almost unanimous vote in fa -.or of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 
1\Ir. SMITH of Michigan. If hides remain on the free list, 

does the gentleman anticipate that boots and shoes are going 
- to be cheaper; and if so, how much? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, that is a pretty difficult 
question to answer. One of the controverted questions during 
all of this debate in both House and Senate was whether the 
wholesaler and the retailer would not absorb the whole of the 
reduction. I believe they will on the stru:t. It will take time, 
but by and by some fellow will cut under, and, owing to the 
competition. some one else will cut under, and eventually I 
believe boots and shoes will be cheaper, conditions remaining 
the same. 

But I do not expect to see it done next month. Why, great 
· heavens! we have not altered the wool schedule except to reduce 

three paragraphs--not much, but reduce them-and yet I under­
stand that all of the clothing merchants in the United States 
are advertising that because of the increase in the rates on wool 
in both the House and Senate bills, which did not exist anywhere 
the price of clothing would go up 20 or 50 per cent after the bill 
was passed. Thank God, when we write this bill on the statute 
books it will remain there and its operation will be felt through­
out all of this broad land for fifteen months before the next elec­
tion, and the people will have a chance to see what it does and 
the relief that it will bring, and know from their own experience 
what it has accomplished. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman leaves 
the leather schedule, I would like to ask him a question. The 
statement of the gentleman from Illinois attracted my atten­
tion--

Mr. PAYNID. Well, the gentleman will have to interpret that 
for himself. This language was drawn with great care. It met 
with the approval of every conferee, all of whom were in favor 
of putting all boots and shoes made from the leather of hides, 
whether wholly or in chief value, at 10 per cent duty, and we 
thought we had accomplished it. Yesterday, through the sug­
gestion of some one-I do not know whether it came from the 
gentleman from Illinois or some one else-this matter was 
brought to my attention. and I gave it as my deliberate judg­
ment that the language would be construed as meaning just 
what the conferees meant, and there was not the slightest dan­
ger but that shoes would come in at 10 per cent under that 
provision after the 1st of October, as nominated in the bill. 

Mr. sp·eaker, we were instructed, I might say, on oil by a 
vote in the House, and perhaps some of you remember that vote 
on oil. The House put it on the free list. 0The House put pe­
troleum, crude and refined, and all its products on the free 
list. The Senate brought in an amendment putting petroleum, 
crude and refined, on the free list with a countervailing duty of 
one-half of the foreign duty. Well, we told the conferees on the 
part of the Senate that we were willing to have a provision in 
·the bill that would insure the placing _of petroleum, crude and 
refined, including kerosene oil, naphtha, gasoline, benz.lne, and 
similar products on the free list, and then we were in favor 
of wiping out the whole of the rest of their amendment and al­
lowing the medicinal preparations made from petroleum to · 
come in like other medicinal manufactures, at 25 per cent. 
That was accepted, and that appears in the report, and I believe 
we carried out the wishes of the House as expressed by an 
overwhelming vote in the House when we agreed to that propo­
sition on ·oil and put upon the free list everything that any rea­
sonable man could ask in that respect and left these medicinal 
preparations with a duty upon them of 25 per cent, the same as 
that on other medicinal preparations. 

I want to speak about a few other things in the internal 
revenue, and so forth. The House put a provision increasing 
the tax on cigarettes, internal revenue, equal to the tax that 
was put upon cigarettes in the Spanish war revenue bill. The 
Senate added another provision taxing manufactured tobacco 
equal to the tax in the war-revenue bill, or about equivalent -to 
it, and the House accepted that provision. The House did not 
have much difficulty in reaching an agreement upon it. That 
provision altorrether will bring in revenue estimated at $9,-
300,000, and that is quite an addition to the revenues. Then 
comes the question of the tax on corporations. 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question right 
there? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will. 
1\Il'. STANLEY. What was done with the provision in the 

House bill in regard to a duty on Turkish tobacco? 
Mr. PAYJ\TE. That was stricken out. 
Mr. STANLEY. I would like to know why that was done, if 

the gentleman will be kind enough to inform me? 
1\fr: PATh"'E. Well, the Senate conferees insisted that that 

was a discrimination against a single kind of tobacco, and that 
there were strong objections to it, diplomatic and otherwise; the 
tax was too high and there was no reason for it; there was no 
reason for picking out that particular class and putting a duty 
upon it, and the House finally yielded on that. 

1\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas. Why was it that cotton bagging 
was taken out of the free list and binding twine left on it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Binding twine and cotton bagging were put on 
the free list in the Wilson bill. We found out by experience 
under the WilS-On bill that binding twine, being a very low order 
of manufacture, made almost exclusively by machinery and very 
little labor involved, could be made in this country in competi­
tion with the world, and we could continue to leave binding 
twine on the free list. We also found that the manufacture of 
jute for cotton bagging involved not only the spinning of the 
yarn, but the weaving of the cloth, and that free cotton bagging 
would close up the mills in the United States that were engaged 
in making it. When we came to form this bill, gentlemen repre­
senting these mills asked for an increase from six-tenths of a 
cent a pound up to a cent, to protect their industry. There are 
three of those mills, employing thousands of men, in St. Louis. 
There is one in Massachusetts, in 'the district of Mr. GILLETT. 
There are three or four in Brooklyn, in New York, my State 
and others in the country, employing many thousands of people: 
and free cotton bagging meant simply the closing of those mills: 
and so we did not put it on the free list. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 
l\fr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the House did not 

put bagging upon the free list, but the Senate did. I have just 
come in, and I do not desire the gentleman to repeat what he 
may have said, but I understood the gentleman stated that we 
would close the mills which manufacture cotton bagging if we 
put cotton bagging on the free list. May I ask the gentleman if 
it is not a fact that cotton bagging is made out of jute that is 
imported, and that it is only in this bill where jute is imported 
for the purpose of manufacturing cotton bagging that a duty is 
put upon it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, jute is on the free list. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Exactly; and it iB only when it 

is imported for the purpose of being manufactured into bagging 
for cotton that it is made dutiable. Sisal and other grass-­

Mr. PAY1'l"'E. .Jute and jute butts are absolutely on the free 
list, no matter for what purpose they are brought in. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And in this bill, and, as I un­
derstand, the Dingley bill, sisal grass and jute imported for the 
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purpose of being -made into bagging for the baling of cotton is to be exempted in the way of fraternal associations, building 
dutiable. : and loan associations, and associations of that character. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, now, if the gentleman will study the bill Mr. HINSHAW. I understand that in the Senate bill the net 
be will find, if he is not willing to take my word-- · . · earnings of banks are decreased by the interest they pay on 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will take the gentleman's their deposits, up to an amount equal to their capital stock, and 
word for anything he states is a fact. they are taxed only on the remainder. Was that item changed 

Mr. PAYNE. I tell him that jute and jute butts are on the in the conference report? · 
free list without any reservation whatever. I want to say the · Mr. PAY1'TE. There is no change in the conference report; all 
Senate put a duty on jute and jute butts, I think 2 cents a pound the interest they pay on their deposit is exempt. . 
or some large figure, and did put cotton bagging on the free Mr. HINSHA. W. I will ask the gentleman whether that 
list. Why, I do not know. would extend to an amount only equal to the capital stock? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I say, in answering the Mr. PAYNE. It has no relation to the capital stock; but, 
gentleman's suggestion as to why, I understand it was put on however, it comes out of the amount of income as a part of 
the free list with the understanding that it was to go off in con- actual expenses. It is unlimited as to that amount, as the clerk 
ference, and it·was simply accepted by the Senator from Rhode informs me, and he no doubt is right about that. 
Island in order not to have any discussion on the subject. It Now, we obtained from the Senate our amendment upon the 
was not intended to be left there. subject of administration. . 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman, although it oc- · Mr. HILL. I have just examined the provisions us to banks 
curred in the conference committee, the Senate conferees stood and it exempts all interest paid on deposits, their crrpital, and 
out for- free cqtton bagging, and the House conferees still more on paper. 
stoutly for a duty on it. Mr. PAYNE. The administratire amendments were ex-

.Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And you got the duty. Will the plained to the House at the time the House passed them, and it 
gentleman yield to me just to say a word? I recognize the gen- is useless to spend any time on that now. The House has ob­
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] has undertaken to carry tained its section 11, in reference to Yaluation, in its integrity. 
out the view of the House, and I commend him for it, if that I have no doubt that under it we will have a much more honest 
commendation is worth anything to him, or if he appreciates it; administration of the customs laws upon dutiable goods that 
but I think it is time for the House to stand by the conferees are on an ad valorem basis than we have ever had before, and 
and have something to say in the making of a great revenue bill. · it will save millions of dollars to the revenue. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say that these conferees did stand up. Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. If the gentleman is now 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not agree with the gen- through with the discussjon of schedule , I would like to ask 

tleman on the bagging situation. him a question. I wish to know his views on the woolen sched-
Mr. PAYNE. And now I hope the House will stand up for ule, as I have received more complaints on that than any other 

the conferees. [Applause on the Republican side.] I am will- part of the bill. 
ing that the gentleman from Georgia should be included in that Mr. PAYNE. Of what nature? 
enumeration. Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. About the woolen schedule, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Senate put on a tax on corporations of I wish to know whether or not, in the gentleman's judgment, an 
2 per cent on the net earnings. It is not for me here to give a ad valorem duty on imported wool would not be fairer and more 
history of that legislation in the Senate or why it was brought equitable as between the interests of the worsted and woolen 
about, but it was brought about as an amendment to an income manufacturer than the present specific duties? 
tax. I have no use for an income tax, and what use I have for Mr. PAYNE. I will say to my colleague that if I had iny 
a corporation tax is the fact that you can sometimes get rid of own way and had omnipotent power to make a new woolen 
an unconstitutional income tax appended to a bill. It came be- schedule, I think I cctuld make it fairer, juster, and more equi­
fore the conference committee. It came to the Republican side table in protecting the woolgrower and the manufacturer of 
of that committee as an administration measure proposed by wool. The report of the Committee on Ways and Means was 
the President of the United States, and we accepted it. We did in favor of retaining the present schedule, with some reduction· 
reduce the tax from 2 to 1 per cent, made some minor amend- on tops and on . woolen cloths with a cotton warp, and then on 
rnents, and reported it with confidence to the House. We may some wastes and other materials of that nature. We obtained 
have preferred our inheritance tax to that proposition, but a reduction on tops and a reduction on cloths with cotton fiber, 
under the circumstances we were more than justified in accept- and a reduction on yarns, but were not able to obtain any of 
ing this provision in the bill, which I hope in its workings will the other reductions. We did the best we could with the bill 
yet prove popular to the people of the United States. as it went from the House to the Senate, and so that was the 

Mr. ESCH. As the corporation tax went to the Senate it result. 
excluded holding companies, as I understand it? •.rhe SPEAKEli. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. It certainly does. Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Mr. ESCH. What is the reason for the exclusion? the gentleman may be allowed to conclude his remarks. 
Mr. PAYNE. There is no reason in the world why a corpora- l\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. Pending that, the real understand-

tion that owns stock in another company should pay a double ing was that the gentleman from New York was to control one­
tax upon those holdings. It is not equitable, it is not right, and half of the time and_I was to control th~ ot~er. 
it ought not to be exacted. [Applause.] I am in favor of putting Mr. PAYNE. I will not make any obJect10n to that proposi-
every corporation in the United States on an equitable plane in t ion. · 
the way of taxation. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-

I do not believe in making any ·discrimination between cor- mous consent that one-half of the time· be controlled ·by the 
porations in that respect. When it comes to the breaking up gentleman from New York [l\Ir. PAYNE], and the other half by 
or absorption of a company in order to get rid of competition himself. 
by another company, I will go the full length in preventing it; 1'!r. l\IANN. Mr. Speaker, . reserving the right to obj&~t. I 
but I am not in favor of using the taxing power for that pur- desire to get a half hour's time from some one; I prefer to 
pose, and, of course, a tax of 1 per cent would not accoll'.lplish have .it. from this side. of the House, but I want to ·speak in 
any purpose in that respect. It would be an additional burden opposition to the adoption of the report. 
upon the innocent stockholder who had stock in either cor- Mr. PAYNE: Perhaps the gentleman can take half of it 
poration. from each side of the House. I am in favor of the gentleman 

Mr. PERKINS. What is the report of the conferees in refer- having his time, and I want him to use it at the earliest oppor­
ence to life insurance companies? Are they · subject to the tunity, so that some one may have a chance to reply to him. 
same taxation as other corporations, or is there any provision So far as I am concerned, I will see that he is taken care of. 
in reference to them? The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

1\Ir. PAYNE. There is a very carefully drawn provision in Chair hears none. 
regard to them-and so technical that I need not state it to Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I will yield myself a little more 
the gentleman-giving them the exemption which they, in equity, time tinder the circumstances. [Laughter.] 
ought to have relative to the surplus which goe to the policy l\Ir. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I was going to ask the 
holders. A good deai of time was put upon that, and it was gentleman if he had the power to revise the wool schedule, 
finally drafted by the Attorney-General, after consultation with would he put the duties on wool on an ad valorem rather than 
other Ia wyers of high repute, and I think was accepted by the a specific basis? 
officials of the insurance companies as being fair ~nd equitable. l\Ir. PAYNE. No; I would not. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. At that point, before the gentleman proceeds Mr. :l\1ICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Would not that be the fairer 
further, may I ask what 'the provision is in reference to bene- as between the worsted interests, the woolgrowers, an'1 the 
ficial associations that are largely carried on, but not for profit? manufacturers of woolen goods? · 
I have had several letters from constituents asking about them. Mr. PAYNE. I could propose something that would be 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the bill exempted everything that ought fairer. • 
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Mr. ·MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Was this specific duty 
adopted by a combination of the worsted:-goods manufacturers 
and the woolgrowers of the West, and did those interests con­
trol the committee? 

Mr. PAYNE. No such combination controlled me, and I am 
not atle to 8ay that it conh·olled any of the members of the 
Ways and l\Ieans Committee; but beyond that, Mr. Speaker, the 
conference committee had no jurisdiction over it. -

Mr. l\1ICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Was not this schedule really 
fixed by a combination of the worsted interests and the wool­
growers of the West against the interest of the woolen-goods 
manufacturers? -. _ 

lHr. PAYNE. The gentleman is aware that this schedule has 
been in force for twenty years. _ . 

l\Ir. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I know that it has been 
wrong for a long time. 

l\lr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman from New York yield? 
i\lr._ PAYNE. Certaii1ly. 
l\Ir .• GARRETT. In Tiew of the duties that exist in Canada, 

the discriminating duties-I want to say I am not clear. about 
it, and I am asking clearly for information, and hope the gentle­
man will explain-will not this lumber schedule virtually be 
nullified? ... 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; I think it is Tery carefully provided 
against 

-:L\Ir. GARRETT. As I understand it, Canada has such dis­
criminating duties or bonuses as will place Canada within the 
provisions of the maximum clause of this tariff bill. 

l\!r. PAYNE. I will speak about that later if I do not forget 
it, when I get to the maximum and minimum tariff, and will 
discuss it then i! the gentleman will wait. 

Mr. RANDEIJL of Texas. May I ask the gentleman a ques­
tion with reference to the oil schedule? Is it a fact or not that 
petroleum and its products are put upon the free list? 

Ur. PAYNE. Petroleum, crude and refined, including kero­
sene, benzine, naphtha, and gasoline and similar products, are 
put on the free lfat. The products that are made for medicinal 
purposes will bear a duty of 25 per cent, and ought to. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. There has been a change, then, 
from the House provision. 

Mr. PAYNE. There has, certainly, in that respect. 
Mr. RANDELL of Texas. In that connection, does not the 

25 per cent duty include asphaltum? 
Mr. PAYNE. Why, no. Asphaltum is separately dutiable 

by name. 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit a 

question? 
Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 
Mr. SCOTT. In connection with the reduction of the duty 

on print paper from $6 in the present law to $3.75, I have been 
informed tha.t on account of certain provisions relating to this 
duty a tariff may be exacted amounting perhaps to $15 or $16 
a ton. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say that the provisions as adopted 
were drawn by my friend from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

l\fr. SCOTT. I desire to know if they are the same provi-· 
sions that appeared here in the House bill. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. They are somewhat modified from those, but 
similar, and, as I say, drawn by the chairman of that com­
mittee, in order to strengthen our position. 

Mr. SCOTT. Would the modifications which have been 
made warrant the construction that has been put upon them? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think not. . 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman had better wait until he hears 

from me on that point. 
Mr. SCOTT. - I desire very much to hear from the chairman 

of that committee, because I know I shall get information from 
him. 

Mr. PAYNE. I give my judgment on it for what it is worth. 
l\ir. Speaker, the Senate added to the administrative law a 

provision for a customs court. This provision has been in con­
templation by the Committee on Ways and l\feans for some time. 
In the last Congress the subject was before us, because of the 
ridiculous lack of uniformity iri the decisions of the courts as 
to the meaning of the tariff law. We find decisions running 
eYery way; and decisions which no .lawyer can understand 
the reason for ha Te been made by judges called in _often in 
one case. Great confusion has arisen and great loss of revenue 
to the Government because of these conflicting decisions. 

This bill contains an amendment, put in by the Senate, pro­
viding for a customs court to consist of five judges, who are to 
have jurisdiction of every appeal from the general appraisers, 
and not only jurisdiction, but final .jurisdiction, so . that their 
decisions are not reviewable anywhere. Now, this is in accord­
ance with the tax laws of the States. There is no appeal from 
the decisions of assessors. There may. be a proceeding where 
there is fraud or mistake, as there might be in this case, but 

their decisions as to classification and as to values are final. 
And in order to produce uniformity of decisions, although three 
judges may constitute the court, it is provided that at least 
three judges shall concur in a decision before the juristj.iction 
of the court becomes binding. So that we shall have absolute 
uniformity in the decisions. 

Another great difficulty in the administration of the customs 
laws is that the counsel who appear before· the general ap­
praisers to try a case there can go no further with it. It is 
then taken up by the district attorney's office, with a new set 
of attorneys, not familiar with the case, in the first instance, 
and with the evidence, and with the witnesses; and the cases 
are not always tried at their best on the appeal from the cus­
toms court to the circuit court of appeals or to the circuit court. 
This provides for a . set of attorneys in lieu of those who now 
appear before the general appraisers, to have charge of the 
cases there and charge of the cases on appeal to their final 
determination, and we think that is a great improvemei;it. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman from New York yield 
to me for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 
l\fr. GOLDFOGLE. Has not the custom of carrying cases to 

the-circuit court worked well up to the present time? : 
Mr. PAYNE. It has not worked well, but most disastrously. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. How does the gentleman from New York 

determine that fact? 
l\Ir. PAYNE. By a pretty exhaustive examination of the 

decisions of the courts which I find in the reports and in the 
digest which have been published, many of which are quoted 
in our Notes and Comments; which we have published for 
the use of the House. 

l\fr. GOLDFOGLE. The decisions of the courts in other 
classes of cases are conflicting. My colleague will recognize the 
fact that in almost every other class of cases he will find con­
flicting decisions. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. The circuit courts seem to regar<} these cases 
as a side issue, to be taken up when they have nothing else to 
do, and at their own convenience. They do not seem to have 
given them the consideration which their importance demands. 
We propose a district court that will have nothing else to do 
but to give its entire time to these questions, and we propose 
a salary of $10,000 a year, so that the President can select 
them from . those standing highest in their profession, great 
lawyers, who by the dignity of the position and the salary that 
is attached to it and the location of the court in the city of 
Washington will be induced to take these places, that they may 
become trained experts in tariff law, and so that we may have 
uniformity of decisions. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How many of these judges are 
there? 

Mr. PAYNE. Five. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And what is the salary? 
Mr.PAYNE. Ten thousand dollars each, amounting to $50,000. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That would probably entail .a cost 

of $150,000 a year for the maintenance of the court? _ 
l\fr. PAYNE. For the court and attorneys and so forth, I 

should say $100,000, and I do not know but that it would be 
$150,000. I do not care; I believe it will save the country many_ 
millions. 

Mr. CLARK of l\fissouri. Does an appeal lie from the board 
of appraisers directly to this court? 

l\fr. PAYNE. It does. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It cuts out appeals from the 

board of appraisers to any other court? 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does an appeal lie from this pro­

posed court to the Supreme Court of the United States? 
l\fr. PAYNE. It does not. -
l\fr. CLARK of Missouri. This is to be the final upshot of the 

whole thing? -
l\Ir. PAYNE. That is it. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman says it cuts off the right 

of appeal from this court? 
Mr. PAYNE. I so stated. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Does not the gentleman from New York 

think there are a great many cases that ought to reach the 
Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Wiil the gentleman from New York 

allow me a question? 
l\fr. PAYNE. Certainly. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I understand the conference report 

leaves the board of appraisers in existence and create'> this 
other court? 

l\fr. PAYNE. Yes; the board of appraisers will have all the 
business that tb:ey have now. 
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Mr. HENRY of Te..""Cas. I understand; but this is my ques- Mr. PAYNE. I will say, what must be obvious to the gentle-
tlon: This new court shall consist of five judges, one assistant man,. that that is a mistake. 
attorney-general with a salary of $7,500, one deputy, and foui' Mr. MANN. I thought myself that that was possibly the fact, 
other assistants, and then marshals, clerks, and so forth. What and therefore called attention to it so that it might be corrected 
expense will that court be to the Government? when the bill was enrolled. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. If the gentleman had listened to what the gen- Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Can not a correction be made in 
tlemrui from 1\Iissouri stated, he would not have had to ask this the bill at this time? 
question. I can not take up all my time in answering these Mr. PAYNE. Why, it will have to have a joint resolution 
questions. I said it might cost $100,000. passed by the two Houses, but I have no doubt that that resolu-

1\Ir. HENRY of Texas. All the officials. tion would go through after the bill has been passed. -
Mr. STAl~Y. Will the gentleman from New York yield Mr. WILSON of Illinois. The gentleman expects to do that? 

to me? 1\Ir. PAYNE. I shall endeavor to do it, certainly. It is the 
1\I.r. PAYNE. Yes. first time thdt my attention has been called to it. 
lUr. STANLEY. Does not the real necessity for this court Mr. WILSON -of Illinois. I have found some other mistakes 

arise from the fact that it is very difficult to intel'pret the spe- in the bill. 
cific duties, and if we had ad valorem duties instead of specific Mr. PAYNE. This bill was carefully gone through by the 
duties the necessity for the court would not exist? clerk~ and all of the conferees except myself, and they went 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say that the question of value does over · it very carefully, and still errors may have crept in, and 
not go beyond the General Bqard of Appraisers. Their deter- that appears· to be one. . 
ruination is :final on the ques_tion of value. Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I will state that this 

1\fr. STANLEY. That is not the question. language was used in the statement of the conferees: • 
Mr. PAYNE. I would say to the gentleman that whether it The Senate provision for- a. maximum tariff and provisions for its 

would require more work or less if it was all specific duties or enforcement is adoRted, with some modifications. The "general tariff" 
all ad valorem I do not know, but I can tell him this, that is changied to the 'maximum tariff." 
whether it would do away with the great machinery of the Mr. PAYNE. Well, I do not know whether that would not 
Government or not, I would be in favor still of specific duties, cover it and justify the change in the bill. Is that the state­
wherever they can be applied, rather than ad valorem duties. ment of the House managers? 
It takes away the chances of fraud in valuation, makes more Mr. LONGWORTH. That is the statement of the managers 
certain the collection of duties everywhere, and I should favor on the part of the House. 
specific duties wherever they can be applied. 1\Ir. PAYNE. That would not cover it, then. 

Mr. STANLEY. Is it not a fact that tile great majority of 1\Ir. MANN. That is correct. The general tariff is mad'e the 
cases which have gone up and in which decisions are complained maximum tariff. We can strike out the word "general" and 
of are interpretations of these complicated ad valorem schedules? insert the word "maximum." 

1\Ir, PAYNE. Oh, I don't know whether it is or not. Mr. Sl\IITH of Michigan. Before the gentleman takes up the 
Mr. ALEXAI\TDER of New York. As I understand it, l\Ir. next subject, will he please explain why the duty was increased 

Speaker, there is no appeal now from the circuit courts in cus- on shingles from 30 to 50 cents a thousand? IdidJJ.otknow whether 
toms cases l:o the United States Supreme Court, as there will be the gentleman intended to take up the wood schedule at all. 
none under the new court? 1\Ir. PAYNE. I did, and I do not know how I came to omit it. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is not, unless the Supreme Court certiora- I am glad t.be gentleman called my attention to it, because the 
ries it, and then they go up like other appeals. wood schedule was a bit strenuous in conference. The Ways 

1\Ir. ALEXANDER of New York. And in the case of the cus- and 1\Ieans Committee and the House put in the bill a dollar on 
toms court to be established, the writ of certiorari would lie so rough lumber, sawed boards, and so forth, and kept the House dif­
that the Supreme Court might get the cases before it. ferentiuls on planed and :finished lumber. The Senate increased 

:hfr. PAYNE. It would not. Now, Mr. Speaker, the House the duty to $L50 on rough lumber and cut down the duty on :fin­
had one plan of a maximum tariff and the Senate had a plan of ished lumber and put up a higher duty on shingles and laths. 
a general and minimum tariff. The Senate provision was based I will not spend the time of the House in ·saying how much dis­
upon the provision in the :McKinley bill and in the Dingley bill, cussion this particular matter took, but finally we got to a 
similar in their character, with more machinery to it and involv- point where the Senate was willing to concede $1.25 for rough 
ing the whole law. The Committee on Ways and Means exam- lumber and their rates on :finished lumber, including laths and 
ined the subject, and there was presented to that committee by shingles, which resulted as follows: If planed or :finished on one 
one of its members a provision drawn after the McKinley bill side, from $2.50 per thousand to $1.75 per thousand; if planed 
at the first meetings of the committee, but the committee ac- or :finished on one side and tongued and grooved or planed and 
cepted rather the proposition which was contained in the House :finished on two sides, reduced from $3 per thousand to $2 per 
bill. There is not a great deal of difference in them in prin- thousand; if planed or :finished on three sides, from $3.50 to 
ciple, although the process is somewhat reversed, but the object $2.37-! per thousand; if planed or :finished on four sides, from $4 
is to obtain fair trade relations by impo ing a greatei· duty to $2.75 per thousand. Paving posts, railroad tie.s, telephone 
where we do not get fair trade relations, and bringing things in poles, and so forth, from 20 per cent to 10 per cent ad valorem; 
at a minimum duty where we do get them. That is the whole fence posts, from 10 per cent ad valorem to the free list; and 
scheme of the bill. It is necessary in these days of maximum shingles were increased from 30 to 50 cents. This 2(). cents a 
and minimum tariffs; it is necessary when one great country thousand on shingles seemed likely to dissolve the council of the 
especially mentions the United States in her tariff law and says Nation in regard to the tariff. It was most strenuously insisted 
that certain concessions shall never be allowed to the United upon. Any of yon gentlemen who have been on committees of 
States; and it is time we were in the field, showing to these conference know how those things are. Senator So-and-so wants 
countries what we ought to ha-vein this respect. something and must have something. Finn.Uy, I told them I was 

1\lr. LONGWORTH. Is not the essential difference that the i willing in this great trade on the lumber schedule, involving 
Senate provision adopted by the conference committee gives millions of dollars, to throw in a jackknife like shingles and 
more discretion to the President to determine whether or not give them the rate at 50 cents, and that was adopted, and that 
this counh·y is being discriminated against? is the way it came about. They claimed it was absolutely es-

M:r. PAYNE. I will not say a broader discretion, but a sential to the business. I nevel,' could see it in that light, but 
broader judgment as to the facts. He has to determine the was in fa>or o.f the rate in the Dingley bill and--
facts, and on his proclaiming those facts then the maximum or 1\Ir. HINSHAW. Will the gentleman permit a question? I 
the minimum, as the case may be, goes into effect. · think there is a misunderstanding among some of the Mem-

:Ur. 1\1A~1N. Under the conference report, Mr. Speaker, I will bers of the House about the duty on bituminous coal. It is 45 
ask the gentleman what is the general tariff? I believe we ha1e cents a ton. Some of the newspapers seem to have given the 
a definition of the maximum and of the minimum. What is the impression it was a short ton, but I understand the conferees' 
general tariff? report is based on a long ton. Is that correct? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no general tariff provided for. Mr. PAYNE. On the long ton, yes; 28 bushels of 80 pounds 
Mr. MAJ\TN. I find this in the conference report, on page 430: to the bushel. Now, in regard to the drawback amendment. 
Whenever the President shall be satisfied that the condit ions which The House had to yield upon that, but we obtained an amend-

led to the issuance of the proclamation hereinbefore authorized no ment giving the drawback law in the Dingley law and also a 
longer exist, he shall issue a proclamation to this effect, und ninety dr b k · t al ta l d l h' hi · days thereafter the provisions of the general tariff shall be applied to aw ac lil ern -revenue x Pace upon a co ol w ch is 
the importation of articles from such countries. Whenever the pro- manufactured and sold abroad, and also a drawback upon 
vision.11 of the general tariff of tJ:ie United States shall be applicable articles to be used in shipbuilding when they go into ships 
to articles imported from any foreign country, they shall be- in the foreign trade so as to enable our shipyards to import 

And so forth. their material for shipbuilding and, I hope, greatly encourage 
It will be noted that the conference report SIJeaks there of a l them so that they will be enabled to keep the breath of life 

" general " tariff. in them a little longel'. until some day, Congress will wake up 
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nnd give us a decent shipping measure that will revive the 
American merchant marine. [Loud applause on the Republican 
side.] Now, Mr. Speaker, I have taken up more time than I 
intended to do--

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit me 
again--

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 
Mr. GARRETT. Upon the lumber proposition that I sub­

mitted to the gentleman a few minutes ago? . 
Mr. PAYNE. I have forgotten what it was. 

· Mr. GARRETT. If I may predicate the question with a 
brief statement, as I understand, the only competition we have 
in lumber is with Canada. 

l\fr. PAYNE. Well, practically, if we have any. 
-Mr. GARRETT. Well, Canada has such discriminating 

duties and bonuses as will make the maximum provision of 
this bill apply to Canaj:la? . . 

Mr. PAYNE. It might be. It is possible. · 
Mr. GARRETT. And if it does, then the duty on the cheap­

est grade of lumber will be $3.75, wm it not? 
Mr. PAYNE. It might be that France and Germany would 

put this under our maximum tariff. 
Mr. GARRETT. I was not speaking of France or Germany. 

I was speaking of Canada. 
Mr. PAYNE. I know, and it might be that Canada would. 

But I want to say to the gentleman that under this maximum 
and minimum provision the power given to the President to 
investigate and find out what the countries are doing, with the 
influence the Executive can wield with Great Britain, of which 
Canada is only a colony, I think the danger is greatly lessened 
of their putting any export duty or any contract that will 
destroy the lumber business coming into the United States. 

Mr. GARRETT. Under existing conditions, however, my 
statement is correct, is it not? . 

Mr. PAYNE. No ; I think not. There is nothing in the bill 
that applies to those contracts for stumpage that are made in 
Canada that would prevent our getting lumber in here at re-
duced rates, in my judgment. • 

Mt. GARRETT. But, Mr. Speaker, has not Canada now dis­
criminating duties and bonuses that would bring her under the 
provisions of the maximum rate? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think so. I have answered th·e gentle­
man. 

Sched­
ule. Article. 

:Mr. SHERLEY. Is it not true that, pending an investigation 
by the Executive as to the discrimination by a foreign country 
against America, after the 31st of March, 1910, the maximum 
schedule is in effect until the President declares otherwise? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 
Mr. SHERLEY. So that you have made all the inertia of the · 

Government in favor of the maximum instead of the minimum 
tariff? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman can use his own interpretation. 
It is plain English, and he can not fool anybody about it, either. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a word about the effect of this bill. We 
have put upon wines and liquors additional rates that will bring 
in an increased revenue of over $4,000,000 annually. Some of 
the schedules will bring in a little more money than on the im­
portations of 1907 and some of them less ; but taking all the 
schedules into consideration, on the goods brought in in 1907, and 
the net result is an increase of revenue from customs of $3,673,-
926.45; so that, while the wine schedule brings in an additional 
revenue of $4,000,000, the reductions are so great in the other 
schedules that the balance makes a reduction even on this 
luxury; and the total increase in revenue on the various items 
of the bill is only this sum of $3,673,000, so that the increase in 
the bill on the imported articles is generally on the luxuries 
that are coming into the United States. The gentleman may 
stand upon the stump and shout that we are not reducing duties 
on this and that, that we ha -ve added to that, and so forth, but 
when they get the final report on the effect of this bill it will 
be a complete answer to all demagogism of that kind, and the 
country will see that our increases of duty are almost a third 
of a million dollars less than the increase on the liquor coming 
into the United States. 

Gentlemen talk about equivalent ad valorem. The equivalent · 
ad valorem tor 1907 under the Dingley law was 42.55 per cent. 
Upon the same' articles coming into the United States under this 
conference report the equivalent ad valorem will be 41.58 per 
cent, a decrease of equivalent ad valorem of 1 per cent, even 
taking that basis of calculation. But, gentlemen, I submit that 
a fair basis was one suggested by a gentleman upon the other 
side, if I mistake not, based upon the consumption of the arti­
cles in the United States. They have been declaiming that the 
duty added to the price. Take them on their own ground, and 
see what the result is under this bill reported by the conference 
committee. The result is as follows : 

Import 
value. 

Production 
, value. 

Export 
value. 

Oonsumption value. 

Duties Duties 
decreased. increa.sed. 

A Chemicals, oils, and paints--------------------~----------------------~------------------ $8,293,537 ~48,773,457 $7 ,861,840 $433,099,846 "$11,105,820 
B Earths, earthenware, and glassware .•...•.............•.......•......••.••...••.••..... 4,708,158 125,836,605 

30,093,646 1,277 ,989,356 
2,186,319 128,423, 732 

48,450,578 1,221,956,620 ·-31:615:804 O Metals, and manufactures of .•..• ------------------------------------------------------
D Wood, and manufactures of .. ----------------------------------------------------------- 19,666,983 622, 729,556 44,245,217 566,870,950 31,280,372 E Sugar, molasses, and manufactures of. _______________________________________________ _ 116' 060 301, 679' 243 •829,350 300,966,963 ------------
F Tobacco, and manufactures of (no change of rates). 
G Agricultural products and provisions.................................................... 794,840 
H Spirits, wines, and other beverages---------------------------------------------------- 2.1,080,205 
I Cotton manufactures.----- ___ . _______ ------ ____ ---------------------------------····---- 7 ,035,895 

629,B<Yl ,503 142, 791,163 483,430,637 
444,236,~ 3,314,578 --------------

4,380,043 
0 462,001,856 

41,622,0'24 
8()..:l,445 

34,586,629 ------------- ---------------
J Flax, hemp, and jutt>, and manufactures of.___________________________________________ 2,888,074· 20,543,516 ------------- 22,127,146 

K Wool and manufactures of wool. (No production statistics available for articles 
affected by changes of rates.) 

L Silks and silk goods .... -------------------------------·---------------------------·-····· 20,718,081 93,977,188 ----------- 7,947,568 0100,742,646 
M Pulp, papers, and books................................................................. 6,032,683 146,596,119 8,514,281 67,628,055 81,486 ,466 
N Sundries---------------------=------------------------------------------------------------ 35,810,954 1,884,060,091 98,786,378 · 1,719,m,069 101,656,698 

Total. •. __ ------------------------------------------------------------------------- 151, 733.116 6,030,815,337 351, 979,204 5,004,365,673 878, 756,074 

0 Luxuries, articles of voluntary use. 

The following table shows . the consumption value of articles on 
which rates of duty have been increased and decreased in all cases 
where the amount of production can be ascertained : 

Schedule;-

A. Chemicals, oils, paints ..............•.•.•.•.... . 
B. Earths and earthenware .. ___ -------·-----------0. Metals, and manufactures of. _________________ _ 
D. Lumber .. ____ ----------------------------· ...... . 
E. Sugar -- ... _. ------ ------------------------------
F. Tobacco. No change. 

Duty de­
creased. 

$423' 009, 8'161 
128. 423. 732 

1,248,200,169 
566,870,9ii0 
300,005,953 

G. Agricultural products·--·----------------------~ 483,-430,637 
H. Wines and liquors ..............•. ~------------- - ---·------------
!. Ootton .. ____ .... -------------------------------- ·---------------
J. Flax, hemp, jute.·--------------------------·-- 22,127,145 
K. Wool. No statistics; no change. 
L. Silk .. --- . ---- •.•. --·- --- • --- . --·--·-·-------- --- . 7, 947,566 
M. Paper and PulP----~-----------··--·------------ · 67,628,055 
N. Sundries----------------------------------------- 1, 719,428,069 

Total.. ___ ......... ________ .-------···--- __ ... . 4, 978,122, 124 

Duty in­
creased. 

$11,105,820 

11,432,200 
31,280,372 

4,SS0,043 
462,001,856 

41,622,024. 
804,445 

106, 742,6«1 
81,486,466 

101,656,698 

852,512,525 

Of the increases mentioned the following are luxuries, being articles 
strictly of voluntary use: 
Schedule A, chemicals, including perfumeries, pomades, 

and like articles----------------------------------- $11, 105, 820 
Schedule H, wines and liquors------------------------- 462, 001, 856 
Schedule L, silks------------------------------------ 106, 742, 646 

Total---------------------------------------- 579,850,322 
This leaves a balance of increases which are not on articles of luxury 

of $272,662,203, as against decreases on over six billion dollars of 
consumption. 

[Loud applause.] 
I am thankful that this statement has gone all over the 

United States, and I tell you it will take pretty tall lying and it 
will have to travel fast to get ahead of the truth in this matter. 
[Laughter.] 

We have revised the tariff and have taken off unnecessary 
duties, not all along the line, but in our revision of the tariff 
we have revised the tariff downward, and yet we have held 
the scales so evenly that we have done no injury to auy work­
man in the United States, to any workshop in the United States, 
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to any farm or any factory, to any mine or any citizen of the 
United States. ' · 

A word more as to the revenue. These rates increase the · 
revenue from customs less than $4,000,000. The corporation 
tax is estimated to produce $26,000,000; tobacco, nine and one­
third million dollars-about $40,000,000 of increase of 1·evenue­
revenue enough, when this bill gets into full ·working order to 
supply the necessary demands of the Government; not to build 
the Panama Canal. We will leave that to another generation. 
We have provided :for bonds that will establish the policy of 
this Government in that respect. This will meet the ordinary 
expenditures-and in a few years I think that some of these 
internal-revenue taxes may be taken off, and I will unite with 
the gentlemen who desire to do that if I happen to be here in 
the House. Then we can get along with '6Ur revenues from 
customs and the ordinary internal revenues, keeping our ex­
penditures within ·Our means. The Dingley law during all its 
period of existence has provided ample revenue, and there 
is no doubt this law will do the same for another twelve years. 
Let us pass it, gentlemen on this side of the House. The duty 
is ours; the time has arrived. Vote .agai~~ it if yau want to. 
drive your party into chaos; vote agamst it if you want eternal 
agitation abo11t the tariff. Go on and vote against it if you 
choose but do not do that on the idea that you are going back 
to the 

1

Dingley bill or the Dingley rates. 
That is a delusion; you will not get it, but you will get agita­

tion instead. There would come in another bill one of these days, 
and in the meantime the wheels of industry will stop, enterprise 
will be paralyzed; the country will stand still or will move back­
ward. and you will curse the day when you failed to go with the · 
great majority of your party, almost all of them, your President 

, having lent his approval to this bill, if you fail to stand in the 
hour of the country's need and of your party's need and vote 
against this bill. Let us pass it when the hour of 8 o'clock ar­
rives, and give courage .and joy and happiness to the people of 

•. the United States. Let us start the remaining idle wheels of in­
dustry; let us put every man who wants to work at work; let 
us build up the happy homes in the United States as they 
will be, and they will bring the great preans of their ap­
plause for your patriotism and statesmanship in meeting this 
emergency. [Loud and long-continued applause on the Repub­
lican side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri rose and was recognized. [Prolonged 
-applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. l\Ir. Speaker, this conference report 
has been heralded and headlined in the newspapers as a tre­
mendous victory for President Taft over the forces of evil in 
the Republican party, represented by Senator ALDRICH and other 
distinguished Republican statesmen. We are told that congratu­
lations are pouring in upon him from every side. This reminds 
me of an old oriental ta.le: A pious Brahm.in made a vow that 
he would sacrifice a fine sheep to his gods. Three rogues in the 
community heard of that vow, and they concluded to work 
a profitable game on the Brahmin. So the next morning when 
he started out to find his sheep, one of them met him with 
a blind. mangy dog, and said to the Brahm.in, " I understand 
that you want to buy a sheep." He said, "Yes.'' "Well, I 
have a fine one here to sell" The Brahmin said, "That is a 
blind dog. I don't want it.'' 

While they were talking one of the accomplices came up and 
addressed the first, and said that he would like to buy that fine 
sheep which he had. The Brahmin thought they were both try­
ing to swindle him, and said he could not understand why they 
contended it was a sheep; that it was a dog. Then one of the 
accomplices agreed to leave the decision of the question whether 
it was a dog or a sheep to the first man they met. The Brahm.in 
consented to that proposition, which seemed fair. So they 
ambled down the road and met the third accomplice, and left it 
to him, and he declared it was a sheep. 

The Brahmin bought it, paid a good price for it, and sacrificed 
it to his gods. That made his gods so mad that they destroyed 
him utterly. [Prolonged applause and laughter on the Demo­
cratic side.] It seems to me that President Taft has been treated, 
in the matter of this conference report, precisely as that Brah­
min was treated in the sheep and dog transaction. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] I hope that his fate will be a happier 
one than that of the Brahmin. 

It is related that Louis XIV acquired a magnificent reputa­
tion as a conqueror in this simple way: He waited until his 
generals had a fortress ready to surrender. Then they notified 
the gr€at King, .and he appeared upon the scene, in all the 
pride pomp, .and circumstance of glorious war, with everybody 
shouting and the bands playing Lo1 The Conquering Hero 
Comes. They summoned the fortress to sorrend~r, -and it sur-

rendered, and Louts the Grand walked away with the credit 
for the achievement. That is precisely the kind of a conquering 
hero President .Taft is in this performance. (Applause on the 
Democratic side.] A man must have a very curiously consti­
tuted mind to conclude that the result of this conference is in 
any reasonable sense a redemption of Republican pledges before 
the last election to revise the Dingley rates down. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

I want to do President Taft justice. I run his personal 
friend, and have been since I first set eyes upon him. His 
laudable desire for the square deal · and his love of fame would 
naturally and inevitably cause him to wish that his pledges be 
redeemed in such a way that he could look the American people 
proudly in the · face; but he has been grossly misled as to the 
nature of this re1>0rt. Those downward revisionists who are 
congratulating the President uproariously are most assuredly 
thankful for small favors. No man will begrudge him any glory 
justly his due; but when we reflect upon the fact that, even 
according to his most enthusiastic eulogists, he insisted on lower­
ing the rates on only half a dozen items, or thereabouts, when the 
rates should have been lowered on hundreds or items, and that 
the conference report still reeks with largesse for the few and 
extortion of the many, his glory will experience a greater diJl?i­
nution than have the rates of the Dingley law. That he has 
been deceived as to this conference report being a downward 
revision in any reasonable sense of the term can, I think, be 
mathematically demonstrated. 

That he was the potent factor in reducing the rates on a few 
articles there is abundant evidence, which leads to the conclu­
sion that if in a week he could perform that service to the 
people, had he begun sooner he .could have accomplished far 
more. All the world knows that it is much easier to infiuence 
a man's opinion upon any subject before he has publicly asserted 
it than after, for ordinary human pride makes it difficult for 
any man to retreat from a position once taken in the open. 
So in this case, by delaying too long to exercise his influence, 
the President wrought a small measure .of reform by great ex­
ertion when he might have accomplished more had he taken 
time by the forelock. 

I have no doubt that experts and near experts hRte led him 
to believe that this is a fulfillment of his anteelection promise. 
Why, they can juggle with figures and bring any result out of 
them that they please. I can set two men to work on these 
rates to-day, with instructions to one of them to figure them 
below the Dingley rate, and with instructions to the other to 
figure them above the Dingley rate, and each one of them will 
bring in his conclusions, and one of them can give just about 
as good reasons as the other. They say that figures will not lie, 
but, as sure as you live, l~ars figure. [Applause on the Demo­
cratic side.] They figure more on a tariff bill than anything 
else that I know of. Now let us see for a moment just what 
President Taft accomplished-that is, taki:::ig the newspaper 
reports as true. Of course, I run not in his confidence about 
this bill. I have not even been permitted to peruse a letter 
which is in the pocket of somebody around this Capitol, and 
which is liable to become hereafter as frunous as the u Dear 
Catchings" letter, written in 1894. But, according to the White 
House statement, my recollection is that he accomplished a re­
duction on lumber, a reduction on iron ore, a reduction on boots 
and shoes, and a reduction ori gloves, and it is claimed that he 
procured a reduction on oil. 

I deny that last claim. I will tell you why, and I can prove 
it by every- man here. There was such a pronounced vote in 
this House in favor of free petroleum that no man who bad 
any -sense believed that the House could be induced to recede 
from the position then taken, and there is no justice in giv­
ing anybody any credit for fr.ee oil except those of us who 
forced free oil in this House. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

They hung up over there for two or three days as to whether 
they would place 25 cents or 15 cents tariff tax per ton on iron 
ore. Now, iron ore under the Dingley bill is 40 cents a ton; 
the House put it on the free list; the Senate put it at 25 
cents · the conferees report it at 15 cents, and that is hailed 
as a 'great victory for tariff reform. They juggled for three 
or four days whether they would have 25 or 15 cents on iron 
ore. At the same time they left on blankets over 9 feet long, 
that cost 40 cents a pound and not more than 50 cents a pound, a 
tax which at the tariff rate in 1D05 amounted to 182~ per cent. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] What do you think of 
that? That is a fair sample of it. I do not know what effect 
15 cents a ton on iron ore will have. I was willing to put it 
on the free list to see if it would not put down the price of 
steel and iron products. My own private opinion is that it 
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will not make any difference whatever, except to give the 
American steel trust a little advantage-that is, 15 cents a 
ton-over the mills on the Atlantic seaboard. 

A famous victory has been won for tariff revision down­
ward, so we are told, and yet all the monstrosities and outrages 
of the woolen-goods schedule remain in the bill and will cause 
thousands and tens of thousands of people to sicken and die by 
reason of insufficient clothing. I humbly thank Almighty God 
that the sin of that sickness and of those deaths will not rest 
upon our heads. 

A famous victory, indeed, when the farmers of the land 
will still be fleeced unmercifully on every implement they use 
for the benefit of a lot of trusts already swollen alfuost to 
bursting. A famous victory ! When the robber rates on cotton 
goods have been actually increased 10/oo per cent. 

A famous victory for downward revision, when the rates on 
print paper have been largely increased! How will the printers, 
editors, and publishers of the land enjoy that item? 

A famous victory, indeed ! When the men, women, and 
children of the country have to pay an increased price for 
hosiery. 

A famous victory for downward revision when it came to 
pass in the Senate that if the rates could only be held down 
to the Dingley rates they were considered low, though the 
enormities of the Dingley bill were what caused the crusade 
for revision downward. Was there ever such a humbug in the 
wide, wide world as to call this conference report such a reviSion 
downward as the people demanded? 

I could go through and name 100 simifar instances, but these 
will suffice. 

I undertake to say, gentlemen, with all due respect to the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, that this "state­
ment" which he fathers-because I do not belie>e he ever 
wrote a word of it, and that is no reflection on him whatever; 
he has had an army of experts to help him, and he ought to 
have them-but I undertake to say that this stl-ltement issuecl 
by the chairman under his name is the most ,deceptive thing 
that has been put into print since Gutenberg invented movable 
type. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.J 

I went home last night and my wife sai,d, u Why, that bill of 
Mr. PAYNE'S saves the American people $4,978,122,124 a year." 
She is an intelligent woman. If she could be deceived that way 
about that misstatement, it will deceive a whole lot of people in 
the United States. [Applause on the Democratic side.J That 
·s exactly what it is intended for; and that is precisely what I 
object to. It is calculated to rope in the public. 

I will tell you the trutp about this matter. When I got hold 
of the statement, the first thing I read was the figures on page 1, 
and I ca me to the conclusion that this statement was calculated 
to make people ~elieve that this Payne-Aldrich-Smoot tariff 
bill saved the people $4.978,122.124 per annum. It made my 
eyes pop open like morning-glories. [Laughter.] It surprised 
me so I turned o>er to the imports into the United States, 
based on the figures of 1905, and I found that whiJe it looked 
like the chairman's statement was saving four billions and some 
odd millions, the total imports into the United States from 
every source in 1905, the year on which the table is based, were 
only $1,087,118,133.13. Then I went back and read this modest 
little sentence: 

The following table shows the consumption value of articles on which 
rates of duty have been increased and decreased in all cases where the 
amount of production can be ascertained. 

Lots of people who read the figures in the table will never 
read that sentence. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me an interrup-
tion? ' . 

Mr: CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 
Mr. DALZELL. The figures that the gentleman refers to do 

not relate to import duties, but to consumption. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I was just going to state· that. 

Then I got to puzzling my head as to whether he meant im­
ports only, and at last I figured it out that that table was 
meant to talk about the amount of things consumed in the 
United States. Mr. Chairman PAYNE'S statement serves one 
useful purpose at least; it proves that the consumers have to 
pay to the domestic manufacturers of any given article the 
same amount of taxes that they have to pay to the United 
States Government on the same article if imported. Democrats 
have always claimed that that was the case; but Republicans 
have always denied it. Now Mr. Chairman PAYNE practically 
admits it in his statement. 

Now, Jet us see what the facts are. I am going to read his 
table and then going to read one that tells the truth. Here is 
the table from Mr. Chairman PAYNE'S statement: 

Schedule- Dnty de­
creased. 

Duty in­
creased. 

A. Chemicals, ofls, paints------------------------ $483,099,846 $11,105,820 
B. Earths and earthenware-------------------· 128.423,732 -----------0. Metals, and malllifaetures of ____________________ 1,248,200,169 11,432,255 
D. Lumber------------------------- ----------------- 566.870,950 31,280,372 
E. Suirar-----------------,---------------------- 300,9615,953 -----------
F. Tobacco. No change. 
G • .Agricultural products--------------------------- (83,430,637 . 4,380,04:3 H. Wines and liquors_ _______________________________ ---------- 462,001,856 
I. Cotton.. ________________________ ------ ------------- 41., 622, 0'2-i 
J. Flax, hemp, jute--------------------------------- 22,127,.145 804,445 
K. Wool. No statistics; no changer 
L. Silk______________________________________________ 7 ,94-7 ,566 106, 742 ,646 
M. Paper and PnlP------------------------------------- 67.6~.055 81,486,466 
N. Sundries-------------------------------------- 1,719,428,069 101,656,598 

TotaL------------------------------ --------- _ 4, 978, 122,124 852,512,525 

I will no-w read you a table that is the exact truth about this bill. 
The first column contains the Dingley revenue tor 1907, by 

schedules, and the second is estimated by applying the rates of 
the conference bill to the imports of that year. The duties of 
the conference bill will be largely increased by the changed 
classificntio-ns of the cotton and silk schedules and the many 
new items of taxation introduced. 
Estimuted revenues of conference tariff bill upmi the Payne-Aldrich bi-11. 

[Increase (. + ) . Decrease ( - ) . ] 

Schedule-

A. Chemicals. ete ___________________ _ 
B. Earthenware, etc __________________ _ 
0. Metals,. etc _____________________ _ 

D. Wood, etc------------------------ ·' E. S'ugar, etc.. _____________________ _ 

F. Tobacco, etc------------------------G . .Agricultural products _____________ _ 
H. Spirits, ete _____________________ _ 

L Cotton, etC--------------------------J. Flax, ete _________________________ _ 

K. Wool, ete---------------------------
L. Silk, etC'----------------------------· M. Pulp, pa.per, etc ________________ _ 
N. Sundries----------------------------_ 

TotaL.- ___________ --- _____________ _ 

Dingtey 
duties. 

$11,186,860 
15,349, 939 
21,811 ,181 
3 , /OJ,0'22 

60,338,523 
26' 12.3. 037 
19,181,888 
16,318,220 
H,291,026 
49. 000' ,'j8Q 
36,554,816 
20.,313, 706 
4,136,629 

29,896,500 

329,.109,3~ l 

Conference 
duties. 

$11,816,214= 
15,290,002 . 
20,370 ,396 i 

3, 128, 5{)3 
60,335 ,866 
26 ,125 ,037 
20,454,646 
20, 705,369 
15,835,.112 
49',776,276 
ao, e 6,214 
23.4.'iS,747 

4,560,492 
26,4-84,~90 

334, 7!i8,2U 

Percentage 
of the la t­
ter on the 
former. 

+ 5.63 
- .32' 
- 6.00.. 

.. ~.53 

- .00! 
No change. 

+ 6.63. 
+26.BS 
;:.10.80 
- .24. 
- .35 
+15.48 
+10.0'2 
-ll.41 

Increase over Dingley duties, $5,649,002, or 1.71 per cent in.crease. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yi~d for a question? 
.Mr. CLARK of Missouri. With ple-d.sure. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. What does the gentleman mean by 

"duties?·~ Does he mean duties actually collected? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. How can he estimate what the duties 

actually collected are under a bill that .is not yet in force? 
Mr. CLARK of :UissourL Why, I do it very easily. Base it 

on the same importations of 1907 Now, for some reason that 
I never understood exactly, you Republican gentlemen on the 
Ways and Means Committee always took 1905 as the normal 
year and based all of your arithmetic upon tha t. As a matter 
of fact, the importations in 1907, notwithstanding the Repnb­
lican panic in the latter end of that year, wer.e greater than 
they were in 1905; so in all of my calculations, or any that I 
have authorized, I assume 1907 as a basis. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman assumes, then, that the 
imports will be the same? 

1\Ir~ CLARK of I\Iissouri. Why, certainly; of course. You 
can not assume anything else for the purpose of arithmetic. 
As a matter of fact, they may turn out to be larger or smaller, 
but for purposes of estimating probable revenues we most 
assume them to be the same. 

Mr. filTDERWOOD. l\lr. Speaker, if the gentleman will 
allow, I will state that when the chairman of the committee of 
which my friend from Ohio [Mr. LONGWORTH] is a member re­
ported this bill to the House he calculated the amount of reve· 
nue and the amount of tax, and he did it on exactly the same 
basis that the gentleman from Missouri has based his figures. 

l\lr. CLARK of Missouri. That is true. and that is the only 
way you can proceed. Of course everybody wishes that the im­
ports will be greater-that is, such people as I-and that they 
will get more revenues in that way. 

Here is the sum total: Under the Dingley bill, $320,109,342 
and under this bill $334,758.344, an increase over the Dingley 
bill of $5,649,002, or an increase of 1.71 per cent. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 
Mr~ OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 
Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman from :Missouri said a little 

, while ago that he could take· two experts, and one· would figure 
that the conference rep:ort made a great increase over the D!n"-
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Jey rate, and the other- would figure that it made a great 
decrease. I would like to ask the gentleman which of these 
experts made the figures that he has been giving out? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Neither one nor the other. 
Mr. OLMSTED . . Was it any expert at all, then? 
1\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; and he was directed to ascer­

tain the truth, no matter whom it hurt. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yet it is a little singular that where the 
conferees' report reduces the rate below the rate of the Dingley 
bill the expert figures out an increase. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will spow you all about that be-
fore very long. 

1\Ir. CUL.LOP. :May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; with pleasure. 
l\Ir. CULLOP. In your estimate do you include the 25 per 

cent ad valorem provided for in section 2 of this bill, the real 
tariff in it? . ·. 

Mr. CLARK of l\Iissouri. I did not do that; I will do that 
now. But, Mr. Speaker, before I do that I want to make one 
other remark. These estimates that are made which I have 
just read did not take into consideration a whole lot of things 
which were taken from the free list in the Dingley bill and put 
on the tariff list in this conference report, and when they enter 
into the calculation it will run the average increase of the con­
ference report above the rates in the Dingley bill by about 2 
per cent. The gentleman in control of the arithmetic of the 
Republican part of the conference, 1\Iajor Lord, was cour­
teous enough to give me his calculations, for which cour­
tesy I thank him, and here is what he makes out of it. I 
would like the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] 
to gi>e me his attention. I say that the expert arithmetician 
of the- Republican conferees gave me his results of ciphering, 
and they were these: That the average ad valorem per cent 
carried in the Dingley bill is 42.55, based on the Dingley bill 
importations of 1907. The ad valorem of the Senate bill was 
42.78. The ad valorem of the conferees' report is 41.58, so that 
the IJest that the arithmetician can do for you is to bring you 
out as having made a reduction from 42.55 per cent ad valorem 
to 41.58 per cent, which would be ninety-seven one-hundredths 
of 1 per cent. 

Mr. -DALZELL. Well, if the gentleman expects an answer 
from me-

1\-Ir. CLARK of Missouri. No; it was the other gentleman 
from PennsylvaB.ia [Mr. OLMSTED]. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will yield to my colleague. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; I do not want to get mixed up 

with him now. I was addressing myself to the other gentle­
man from Pennsylvania because he had interrupted me. Now, 
the Yery best, recollect, that the Republican arithmetician of the 
Republican conferees can figure out as a great victory for the 
President and a great victory for the downward revisionists of 
the Republican party is that after all of this hullabaloo, after 
all of the time, delay, sweat, and toil on this bill, beginning 
on the 10th day of last November and coming down to the 
present day, you have ·made the infinitesimal reduction of ninety­
seven one-hundredths of 1 per cent. [Applause on the Demo­
cratic side.] As a genuine tariff reformer, who has stood by his 
guns in season and out of season, in sunshine and in storm, I 
say that that is the most pitiful conclusion of a great movement 
that is recorded in the history of mankind. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

A classical scholar like my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLMSTED] must think of the old Latin sentence, "Parturiunt 
montes · ridiculus mus nascetur," which, with tense changed, 
may be' freely translated, The mountains were in labor and a 
ridiculous mouse was produced. [Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side.] If we had coats of arms in this country 
as in the effete nations of Europe I would suggest that Republi­
can downward revisionists should assume "a ridiculous mouse" 
as their coat of arms. [Laughter and applause on the Demo­
cratic side.] I want to read you two or three other things 
later. My friend from Indiana [Mr. CULLOP] called my atten­
tion to the maximum and minimum provisions of this bill. 
Somebody ought to talk about that just a little. I want to 
read you just a part of it, a part that is essential: 

SEC. 2. That from and after the 31~t day of March, 1910, except as 
otherwise specially provided ~o~· in this se~tion, there shall be levl_ed, 
collected, and paid on all articles. when 1mpo1:ted from _any foreign 
countt-v into the ·nited States, 01· mto any of i ts possessions (except 
the Philippine I slands a nd tbe islands of Guam and Tutnila), the i:ates 
of duty prescl·ibed by the schedules and paragraphs of the duttable 
list of section 1 of this a ct, Uf!-d in addit10n thereto. 25 per cent ad 
valoreru which rates sha ll constitute the maximum tariff of the United 
States · 'p1·ov i d etl That whenever after t he 31st day of March, 1910, and 
so long thereafter as the President shall be sat~s~ed, in view of the 
cha1·a cte L" of the concessions granted by the mm1mum ta~·iff o! the 
United o..:'tatel', that the government of any forei~ country impo~es no 
terms or restl"ictions, either in the way of taritr rates or provisions, 

trade or other regulations, charges, exactions, or in any other manner, 
directly or indirectly, upon the importation into or the sale in such 
foreign country o! any agricultural, manufactured, or other P.roduct of 
the United States, which unduly discriminate against the United States 
or the products thereof, and that such foreign country pays no export 
bounty or imposes no export duty or prohillitlon upon the exportation of 
any article to the United States which unduly discriminates against the 
United States or the products thereof, and that such foreign country 
accords to the agricultural, manufactured, or other products of the 
United States treatment which is reciprocal and equivalent, thereupon 
and thereafter, upon proclamation to this effect by the President of the 
United States, all articles when imported into the United States, or any 
of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands and the islands of 
Guam and Tutuila), from such foreign ·country shall, except as other­
wise herein provided, be admitted under the terms of the minimum tariff 
of the United States as prescribed by section 1 of this ac~. 

Now, what is the result of that? In a general way it adds to 
the rates of this conference report 25 per cent ad valorem after 
the 31st of March, 1910, and then, if the President of the 
United States concludes that certain things have been done, he 
has a right to reduce them to the rates set forth in this con­
ference report, but not below them. If you will add that 25 per 
cent ad valorem to the 2 per cent that I say that this bill raises 
the average of the Dingley rates, or if you subtract from 25 
per cent the ninety-se>en one-hundredths of 1 per cent which 
the conferee Republican arithmetician figured out, in one case 
you have an increase of 27 per cent over the Dingley rates and 
in the other case you have an increase of 24.3 per cent above 
the rates of the Dingley law. 

Mr. IDLL. Does not the gentleman favor a maximum and a 
minimum tariff? 

l\fr. CLARK of Missouri. I do. 
Mr. HILL. I hold in my hand the tariff of another country, 

in which on page after page is this footnote: 
The conventional rate does not apply to imports from the United States. 
On one item here the conventional rate is 125 marks; the 

other is 200. Th~t is what we are up against. Ought it not 
be suffici.ent to overcome that condition of affairs? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, certainly. 
Mr. HILL. What would you suggest? 
:Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would suggest this-and it 

seems to me the only sensible thing to suggest-namely, that 
the rates of the bill that we pass here ought to be the regular 
rates, and then say to e>ery nation on earth, "You give us the 
advantage of your lowest rates, and you will get these rates." 

Mr. HILL. That is what the Payne bill does. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; it does not. I beg your par­

don. But we should also say, "If you dare to discriminate 
against us, we will clap on top of your imports into this coun­
try such added tariff as will even things up." 

Mr. HILL. Then, the only difference between yourself and 
the majority is that you would take the bill which was known 
as the "Payne bill," and went from the House to the Senate, 
instead of the Aldrich bill, or the bill which the Senate orig­
inated in that matter? And that is the only difference? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would think it one of the greatest 
cruelties ev-er inflicted on me if I had to vote for either the 
Payne or the Aldrich bilJ ; but if I were compelled to vote for 
one or the other, I would unhesitatingly vote for the Payne 
bill. It would be the lesser of two evils. 

Mr. HILL. Of course you would. So would everybody else. 
l\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. I wish to say to the gentleman that 

if he had had the making of the Payne bill, it would have been 
a better bill than it was. [Applause.] , 

l\Ir. HILL. My understanding of the difference is that the 
Payne bill provides for the minimum rates to go into effect, the 
maximum rates to be put on as the differences were found. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is an infinitely better propo-
sition than the proposition in this conference report. 

Mr. HILL. Either one will do the trick, will it not? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I <,lo not know. 
Mr. MA1'1N. The gentleman must remember that the Payne 

bill had 25 per cent on certain things and that this has 20 per 
cent on all things. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Payne bill was a better bill in 
that respect. If you had called the Democratic members of the 
Ways and Means Committee into consultation to help make a 
tariff bill, you would ha-.e gotten a better one than the Payne 
bill ever was or ever will be. 

1\Ir. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? · 
In both the Payne and the Aldrich bills the maximum and mini­
mum provision,,s are fatally defective in that they undertake to 
fight brains by a machine; they both provide that certain rates 
must go into operation whene>er discrimination against the 
United States exists, and without regard to the question of 
whether the putting of those rates into operation will punish 
ourselves as well as the other countries. 

Mr. CLARK of l\Iissouri. Yes. 
Ur. SHERLEY. And it is possible to draw a provision that 

will give to the President sufficient discretion to match Amer-
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ican brains against European brains, and not ·a machine pro­
vision against brains. 

1\fr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman's opinion upon one 
thing in the maximum provision? 

1\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 
l\Ir. MANN. The Payne bill provided only for the enforce­

ment of a maximum tariff in case a foreign country added a 
higher rate of duty on American goods going into that country. 

l\fr. CLARK of Missouri. That is true. 
- Mr. l\IANN. The Aldrich bill goes further than that, and 
provides that a foreign country must ac-cord to the agricultural, 
manufacturing, and other products of the United States treat­
ment which is reciprocal and equivalent, leaving an executive 
officer to define and determine what is reciprocal and equiva­
lent. I would like to know what that means. 

l\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. I am coming to that. 
Mr. HILL. I think the gentleman made a little slip. He 

did not mean a higher rate, but those who discriminated. 
Mr. l\IANN. A higher rate than upon the goods from a 

foreign counh·y. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now I yield to the gentleman from 

Indiana [l\Ir. CULLOP]. 
l\Ir. CULLOP. Is not this provision unduly discriminatory, 

leaving solely to the discretion of the President to determine on 
what rates he will exercise his judgment, and ·does not this vest 
in him a legislative power that does not belong to the Executive? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I believe it does. 
A .few remarks on the subject of the maximum and the min­

imum may not be out of place. I have never set up to be a 
bad man, a dangerous man, or a fighting man, although I have 
engaged in some personal brawls. But I started out in life 
with the idea that if a fellow hit me I would not be doing 
my duty by my country unless I gave him a jolt. [Laughter.] 
So I kept that up for many years. I accumulated a vast number 
of enemies. After a while I got to philosophizing about it, and 
I came to the conclusion that Thackeray was right when he said: 

The world is like your image in a looking-glass. Smile at it and It 
will smile back at you; strike it and it strikes back. 

· So I quit that business, and I have accumulated friends by 
.a change of line of conduct. Human nature is the same to-day 
as it was when Adam and Eve wandered in the shade of Para­
dise. Mark Twain, the greatest living Missourian, and the 
greatest literary American that ever lived, says that- _ 

Human nature is very strong, and we all have a heap of it in us. 
What is true of individuals is true Qf nations. I am willing 

to stand up as much as ,any . man for the American flag and 
American interests, and I think I am as good a patriot as ever 
lived when I assert it is a wicked and idiotic policy to go out 
into the_ world hunting trade with a club artd a meat ax. [Ap­
plause.) People will trade with us if we trade with them. 
[Applaus~.J ·This maximum and minimum is a square slap in 
the face~ tif every commercial nation on the globe. They will not 
trade with us unless we do trade with them. [Renewed applause.] 

If I had my way about it, every citizen of this Republic would 
be forced to commit to memory President McKinley's farewell 
address to the American people, delivered a few minutes before 
he was shot at Buffalo, when he declared that-

The day of exclusion is past, and if we want an outlet for our prod­
ucts we must buy other people's products. 

That was his wisest utterance. Had he lived the tariff would 
have been revised downward long ago. 

As to· this minimum and maximum proposition, as the gentle­
man from Indiana. [Mr. CULLOP], the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN], and the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] 
have asked me questioruJ about it, let us see what this is: This 
provides, on top of these conference rates, an additional tariff 
load of 25 per cent ad valorem to go into effect March 31, 1910, 
and this 25 per cent ad yalorem increase goes on automatically. 
Then what? Then the President of the United States is to 
investigate, and if, in his judgment, such and such a state of 
affairs has come to pass, ·then such and such a thing may 
happen. Everybody knows how much depends in this life on 
vis inertire. Who knows when the President w·ould come to 
that conclusion? Who knows how he would come to that con­
clusion? Who knows who would dig up the information on 
which he would base bis conclusions? · 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
l\fr. CLARK of :Missouri. Just in half a minute. I h::rve im­

;>licit faith in the personal integrity of President Taft, but he is 
subject to the same infirmities as the rest of us, and there will 
be all sorts of effort made to keep him from ascertaining the 
facts on which he would base a judgment and cut this tremen­
dous load of 25 per cent maximum down. 

The experts will decei"e him about that just as they have 
dec~iYed him about this lJcing a reyision downward. They are 
past masters in that sort of work and can come near making 
black appear white. 

I ( 

Mr. CULLOP. Who knows, if we are to take as a criterion 
his vacillating opinion upon the income tax, the inheritance tax, 
and the corporation tax, how long he would remain in one con­
clusion when he arrived at it? [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You will have to ask me something 
easy. I can not answer that. Let us make a practical applica­
tion of this. There is a great hulla.baloo in the newspapers 
about the tariff on rough lumber having been reduced to $1.25. 
Is it reduced to $1.25? No. I will tell you what it is reduced 
to. It is reduced to ~1.25 plus 25 per cent of $1.25 of its value. 

Mr. MA.i.1\TN. ~'wenty-five per cent of the value of the goods 
in the foreign country, which itself would be at least $1.25 on 
rough lumber. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is what I mean. I made a 
slip of the tongue. · ' 

Mr. MANN. It will be $1.25 plus 25 per cent of the value of 
the goods as inventoried on shipments from the foreign counh-y, 
which in itself, on rough lumber, would be equivalent to at least 
$1.25 a thousand; making the total tariff $2.50 per thousand. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Missouri will 
allow me, I should like to suggest that if rough lumber is worth 
$10 a thousand, when this bill goes into effect in March next the 
rate will be $1.25 per thousand and 25 per cent ad valorem, 
which would make it $3. 75 per thousand. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am glad that the gentleman from 
Illinois and the gentleman from Alabama have straightened out 
my lapsus lingure. That is what I intended to say. So that 
instead of getting cheap lumber, which we have been clamoring for 
for a great many years, some on both sides of the House, we a.re 
to get very high priced lumber, and I protest against it in the 
name of everyone who has to build a house between the two 
oceans. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I do not believe 
that there are enough news agencies, and press agencies, and 
newspapers, and stump speakers, and letter writers, from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific, to convince a man who has two ideas 
above a Hottentot that he is getting cheap lumber in this trans­
action. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a suggestion? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The gentleman is criticising 

the outcome of the tariff on lumber. I hope he will not over­
look the circumstance that if 30 or 40 Members of that side 
had joined this side of the Chamber we would have put lumber 
on the free list. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri: "Shake not thy gory locks at me. 
[Laughter.] Thou canst not say I did it." So_ help me 
Almighty God I will never vote for a tariff rate that increases 
the cost of building the homes of the people of this Republic. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I have dwelt a little longer on the lumber features than I 
ought, but it is a sample of the rest, 25 per cent ad valorem in­
crease above the conference rates on all the rest, and I say that 
with that feature staring me in the face, as a. proposition to 
reduce the tariff downward this bill is the most stupendous fake 
in the histo1-y of mankind. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
-It is a colossal bunko game. The people asked' for bread and 
you are giving them a stone. . 

Of all the false theories about the tariff-and there are 
many-the most fallacious is the claim that simply because 
any rate is cut down the consumer will have the benefit of 
lower prices. That is not always or necessarily true. It de­
pends entirely on what article is involved. For instance, the 
claim is brazenly made that because in this conference report 
the tariff on steel rails is cut in two, being reduced from $7.84 
per ton to $3.!>2, and because the tai·iff on pig iron is reduced 
from ·$4 to $2.50 per ton, the consumers will be benefited to 
that extent. Therefore the framers of this bill are public 
benefactors. There is not a syllable of truth in it, because in 
practice it will be demonstrated that $3.92 is practically pro­
hibitive on steel rails, and $2.50 is prohibitive on pig iron, and 
if these lower rates prohibit importations, the old and higher 
Dingley rates could do no more. This being the case, no mat­
ter whether the Dingley rates or the Payne-Aldrich rates pre­
vail, the Steel '.rrust has all the consumers of iron and steel 

· products absolutely at its mercy. In this report are scores ot 
reductions of that sort, which are reductions on paper only, 
from which the consumer will derive no benefit whatever. 
Nevertheless they are counted at their face value in wo:rking 
out tables of percentages and help to pull down the average 
and to pull the wool over the eyes of the people; but they will 
wake up to the sad and sober truth when they make their 
purchases during the life of this iniquitous measure. Yet the 
people are expected to kiss the hand that smites them and to 
sing hosannas to the authors of this bill. 

When this thing began here last spring, the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means came into the 

r 
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House and .figured it out, or had it figured out for him, that 
there '\\ould be a net surplus of $12,000,000 growing out of the 
bill for the next fiscal year; that is, the fiscal year of 1!)11. It 
turned out on investigation that the learned arithmetician who 
prepared that table left out a debit item of $45,000,000, so that 
it really makes a deficiency instead of a surplus. 

Let us see If there is anything in this bill that carries out 
the idea that they are looking for a deficiency instead of a 
surplus. Section 39 of the conference report provides for the 
is ue of $2D0,5G9,000 of 3 per cent Pana.ma bonds. Already $130,-
000,000 of Panama bonds have been i sued. Up to elate the 
canal has cost $172.000,000. I -was as much in favor of build­
ing the canal aero s. the Isthmus as any man in this House, 
provided we were to build the canal, that we were to own the 
canal, that we were to control the canal, that we were to for­
tify the canal, and that it would be our property, and then 
we would gi're other na tions of the earth an easement through 
it provided they complied with the conditions. I would 
nerer ha ·re ·,oted for a dollar on any other conditions. I see 
tha t somebody is objecting in the newspapers and starting a 
crusade to prevent our fortifying the two ends of that canal. 
I am in fa>or of fortifying it thoroughly. It looks somewhat 
like the Panama Canal is to be used by Republicans as an ex­
cuse to issue bonds to cover up a deficiency. 

One query about thi $290,569,000: How does it happen that 
the rate of interest is to be 3 per cent and the bonds to run 
fifty years, instead of 2 per cent, as the other Panama bonds 
are to run? I will tell you why. It is that through the mal­
administration of the Republican party the public credit is 
being lost. Let us see if that is all. Ever since the Spanish 
war there has been a Jaw on the statute book permitting the 
Secretary of the Treasury to is ue in any one year, and to run 
for not more tllan one year, one hundred millions of 3 per cent 
"certificates," which is only another name for bonds. But in · 
this conference report the one hundred millions is raised two 
hundred millions. What is it done for? Because the leaders 
of the Republican party know down deep in their hearts that 
this bill is going to create a deficiency in the Treasury. The 
finul verdict on this bill is not made up by the sycophants and 
ertthuslast s who sound praises into the ears of President Taft 
at this time, but the yerdict on the merits of this bill will be 
made up piecemeal every time the head of a family, every time 
the woman of the house, buys a bill of goods in any store. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

l\fr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 
1\fr. COX of Indiana. Ou the question of the deficit it was 

estimated in the papers the other day that at the end of 1910 the 
deficit wonld be $150,0'00 000. Let me put this question to the 
gentleman, whether or not taking the basis of appropriations for 
the current year just ended and estimating the re,·enue under 
the proposed bill, whether or not the gentleman from Missouri 
can tell us approximately his opinion what the deficit will be? 

l\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. I ha>e not had time to do that: it 
would take several weeks. In 1894 there was a man named Sam 
Clark, who afterwards sened four years in Congress, in the Fifty­
fourth and Fifty-fifth. He was the editor of the Keokuk Gate 
City. He was a stanch Republican; he was no kin to me, but a 
very good man nevertheless. After the McKinley bill was passed 
l\fr. Clark published in the Gate City an editorial about as long 
as the joint of your finger, and I quoted it in eyery speech I 
made that year, and the entire editorial was this: "The :McKin­
ley bill will compel eyery merchant in the land to make a Demo­
cratic stump speech eYery time he sells a hill of goods over the 
counter." [Laughter nnd applause on the Democratic side.] 

So 'it will be with thi s bill. 
i\ir. CLAYTON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
Mr. CLARK of 1\1issouri. Certainly. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Do not the newspapers now tell us that the 

retail merchants are infoi:ming every man who buys a suit 
of clothes from them that that suit of clothes will be $5 or $10 
higher next year than it now is? 
· Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is the truth, and I thank 

the gentleman for his suggestion. The consumers of America 
will find that out very soon, to their very great sorrow. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it not a fact that the taxes to be levied 
under the conference report, if it is adopted, on the necessaries 
of life are higher on an a>erage than the taxes carried originally 
in the Payne bill? 

1\fr. CLARK of 1\Iissouri. I think they are. 
1\fr. SULZER. .And is it not a fact also that the taxes on 

the necessaries of life in the Payne bill were higher on a gen­
eral a >erage than the taxes on the necessaries of life under the 
Dingley law? 

l\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. The average increase of rates in 
the Payne bill over the average rates in the Dingley bill was 

1.56 per cent. The average increase of the Aldrich-Smoot rates 
over the Dingley bill was something oyer 6 per cent. 

·ur. CLAYTON. Does not the gentleman think he ought to 
refer to the Fordney rates also, in view of the lumber expose? 

M:r. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I ·am not certain but what 
brother Fordney ought to be given some credit for that, if 
anybody deserves any, which I doubt exceedingly. 

Mr. SULZER. So, then, as a matter of fact, so far as the 
welfare of the consumers of the country is concerned, it would 
be better for them for us to Tote down this conference report 
and go on under the old Dingley rates? 

l\fr. CLARK of 1\li ouri. That is absolutely correct. 1\lr. 
Speaker, you can not keep a barber from talking to you when 
he sha,ves you, and the man who shaves me told me the other 
morning that in examining his grocery bill the Saturday night 
before be found the merchants in Washington were marking up 
the prices on e>erything that a man has to eat or drink in order 
to lirn [applause on the Democratic side], and I would as lief 
belie>e a barber as one of these Republican expert mathema­
ticians. I want to show how decepti•e some things are. It is 
claimed that the rates ha>e been put down on more articles 
than they 1la>e been raised on. 

Mr. STAJ\1LEY. Before the gentleman leaves this question 
of the increase in the rates, I understand that the method of 
valuation has been changed, especially as to tbe ad valorem 
rates. 'rhe method of valuation, I understand, under this bill 
will be different from that under the previous bill, at least 
different from that recommended by the President, and I under­
stand that it will have a Yery material effect, and there will be 
an actual raise, while it .is not apparent on the face of the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I understand that is true. I have 
not examined into that enough to really elucidate. I say it is 
asserted that the rates ham been decreased on more articles 
than they have been raised on. I neither affirm nor deny that, 
because I have not sufficient information to form a belief. I ha Ye 
not had time to figure it out. It is claimed that therefore there 
is a decrease in the rates. Nothing could be more fallacious. 

THE NUMBER OF IN'CRE AS ES A~D DECREASES. 

No greater misleading information can go to the public than a 
mere enumeration of then umber of items that ha Ye been decreased. 

Many of these are relatively and many more absolutely un­
important. In the chemical schedule there were many de­
creases, but all relatively smnll in comparison. 

For instance. the actual decreases of taxation on 50 items 
re ulted in the ·following savings: · 
Item 1 ____________ .:. ________ ___________________________ • D, ~6~ 

Item 2 --------------------- - -------------------------- 18 
Item 3 ------- --------·------------------ - - - - ----------- 447 
Item 4---------------------------------------- -~--- -- 170 
Item 5 ----------------------------- -------------- - --- _ 91'7 
Item 6 ------------------ ----------------------- ----- - - 432 Item 7 ----------------- - ----- - ________________ __ :.._ ____ 231 
Item 8 --------------------------------------- ------- ~ - 272 
Iten1 9 --------------------------------------'-'- ------- - 5a Item 10 _______________________________ .:. __________ __ .:. __ _ 6 , 26 • 

Rem 11 ---------------------------------------- ----- - -- 637 
Item 12 ------------------------ -------------- - - - - - - ---- 233 
Iten1 13 ----------------------------- ------------- - -- - -- 7 
Item 14 ------------------------ ------------ ----- - - - -- - - 24 
Item 15------------------------- -------------~--------- 3.205 
Item 16 ------------ ---------------------------- ----- - -- 4 3, u~~ 
Item 17 ---------------------------- ------- ---------- - - c{OI Item 18 _______________ .:. _____ _______________________ ____ 36:! 

Item 19 ------------------------------------------------ 11;: 
Item 20 -----------------------.---- ----- - ---- ----------- 411 
Item 21------------------------------------------------ ~ 
Item 22------------------------------------------------ 77V 
Item 23 ------------------------------------------------ 478 
I t em 24------------------------------------------------ 4 
Item 25---------------------------- --- ----------------- 435 
Item 26---------------------------------------- -------- 13, 855 
Item 27 --------------------'""---- ----------------------- 2, 335 
Item 28------------------------------------------------ ~ 
Item 29 -'----------------=-- ----------------------------- 3, 410 
I tem 30 ------------------------------------------------ 708 
Item 31------------------------------------------------ 161 
Item 32 ------------------ ---- --- - -- - - - - -------- - -- - -- - - 367 
Item :~3 ---------------------- - ---- - ------ ---- - --------- 1, 008 
Item ~4---------------------- - -- ----- --- - -- --- -- -- - ---- 1,794 
Item 35 ------ - ------------------- - - - - - - - -- ------- ------ 5 , 365 
Item 36------------------------------------------------ 6,415 
Item 37 ----------- --------------- - ---------------- ----- 2, 6:?2 
Item 38------------------------------------------------ 40G 
Item 39 ----------- ------------- ----------- ------ - ------ 2,3111 
Item 40 ------------------------------------- --- ------ --- 17 
Item 41 ------- --- ----- - -------- - ------ ----------- - - ---- 8 
Item 42 ---- ------ --- ------ ---------- ---------- ---- - - --- 43 
Item 43 ------------------ --------- - -------------------- 68!> 
Item 44---------------------------------+--------------- 165 
Item 45 ------- - -------- --- - - ---- --- -------------- - ----- 4, 22R Item 46 _________ ___ _______ .:. ______________ ____ __ ____ ___ 8 

Item 47 -------------- - - - - ------------------------------ 18 
Item 48 ------------- ------- --- ----- ---- - - -------------- 170 
Item 49 -------------------------------- --- - ---- -------- 64 
Item 50 -------------- - --- ------------------------------ 3, 211 
Item 51------------ -------- -- - ------------------------- 3,794 
Item 52-------------------------- .:.. ------------ --------- 8,431 Item 53 ___________________ .:..____________________________ l, 807 
Item 54-------------- ---------------------------------- 420 
Item 55 -----------------------------.---~--------------- 4 
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mE i~ :=:::::=:::::::::=::=::::::::::::::::======::::·: 
$826 lngton since last Novelllber. His expense account bas been unlimited, 

1, 540 his personal living expenses b~ve cost him nothing, and he bas been 
115 gettin~ bi~ fees. 

7, 888 "When ·I return to New York," said this lobbyist, "I will be 
$30,000 richer than I was the day Congress began tinkering with the 

TotaL-------------------------------------------- 142, 957 tarifl'. So far as I am personally concerned, I would like to see Con-
While· 10 increases added to taxation, as follows: gress called together next October. One or two more tariff revisions 

It tn 1 will fix me financially so that I will retfre and live on my income." 
u:m - 2 :::.:::.::::::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.::::::.:::.:::.::::::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::::::::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.::::::::.:::.:::::::: $145, 925 The free-hides lobby is generally admitted to be the biggest and most 
It 3 19

3i,· ~95g effective in Washington, but it is their boast that there is not a profes-

~Ittt ee:m~ 4

6
5 =~==========================::::::::::=::::::: 2

22
• 060 ~~~fi ~ui~:~~era~ksch!~dpi::!. tb~~e e!Eie:i~:stcfgb1~;s ~ilfo~~t f~0lfia~ 18, 033 conducted by Lucius Llttauer, the glove manufacturer, of Gloversville, 

m: ~ ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~:: H! ~tt~h~dtoa ttoerir~~r:i:~b~ug ~e w~~~~ .. s ~~~v~~s given his personal 

n:: 
1
8 ----------------------------------------------- 54, 430 That is the newspaper article. That is what Horace Greeley 

-------------------------------------------- --- 60• 432 would have called "mighty interesting reading." From the 
TotaL___________________________________________ 772, 311 morning of the 10th day of November down to last Thursday 

Fifty-nine decreases averaged $2,423 each. night lobbyists swarmed in Washington City; first a brigade, then 
Ten increases averaged $77,231 each. a division, then · a corps, then a full army. They were as pes-
Yet they go to the country on the proposition that because tiferous, if not as numerous, as the frogs, flies, and lice of 

they cut down the rates on more items in the chemical schedule Egypt. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The Washington 
than they raise them on, therefore there is a net reduction. Of Times informs us that, like the Al.·ab, they are folding their 
course, if you add 25 per cent maximum ad valorem, it nms the tents and stealing away. It will not do to say that entertain­
taxes on the ten items up to about a million dollars while it en- ing, even legitimate entertaining, in this delectable city has 
tirely wipes out the decreases and converts them u{to increases. not had its influence on the results of ·the tariff rates in this 

l\Ir. BYRD. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him conferenee report. It is well known to most of us that in the 
a moment? closing days of the Fifty-ninth Congress our Republican breth-

1\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. ren could not get out of the Committee on Merchant Marine 
Mr. BYRD. Is it not a fact that the real tariff bill that we and Fisheries a favorable report on the ship-subsidy bill. In 

are voting on to-day · is the schedules in the conference report the nick of time a sick member of that committee resigned 
plus the 25 per cent which takes effect next March? and our affable friend, Hon. Lucius N. Littauer, of New York, 

l\fr. CLARK of Missouri. That is it. Just one word, Mr. was appointed in his place, and then things began to happen. 
Speaker, about the making of a tariff bill. Under the Oonstitu- The newspapers said that he gave a series of banquets and 
tion of the United States there devolves upon the House of Rep- feasts which would have stirred with envy the breasts of Epi­
resentatives the duty of originating money bills.· curus and Lucullus. One day, so the papers said, a reporter 

To accept such a thing as this conference report virtually de- met the late lamented James E. Watson [laughter on the 
feats that provision of the Constitution of the United States. I Democratic side], who was at that time the Republican whip, 
hope to live to see the day, whether I stay here t~at long or not, down in one of the corridors, and asked him how they were 
when there will come a House of Representatives to this Capitol getting along with the report on the subsidy bill, and Watson 
which will stand up for its rights to really make the tariff bills said: "Well, we will get a favorable report providing Littauer's 
of the United States, if they have to stay here continuously for grub holds out." [Appl?-use and laughter on the Democratic side.] 
two whole years. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I could And evidently Littauer's grub did hold out, because they got 
go on and elaborate on these items in extenso, but it would per- a favorable report, rammed it through this House under whip 
haps be a waste of time and of strength. I ~ant to give you and spur, and it was talked to death in another place. In 
so.me idea of how a tariff bill is made. Yesterday evening I this vast army of lobbyists there was every sort of a man 
cllpped out of the Washington Times this article, which 1 am except a fool. No fool is ever sent here to lobby. Nearly every 
going to read. It is not very long, but it is very illuminating: one of them represented special interests, but there was. nobody 

With the closing days of the tariff session in sight and many of the to represent the consumers of the land except the Senators 
schedules already agreed upon, scores of professional lobbyists are buy- and Representatives who assumed that task as a patriotic 
ing tickets for home. The hotels are feeling the effect of. the exodus duty. In passing, it is one of . the curiosities of tariff lemsla-
the expressmen are doing a land-office business, and Members of Con~ ~~ 
gress are feeling some confidence in being able to leave their committee tion, I will say to my beloved · friend from Illinois [Mr. Bou-
~~&m~a':l&~out being held _up every ten steps by some one who wants to TELL], that his " ultimate consumer " was incontinently and 

While there have .been no scandals about the tari.fr lobbies, the lobby- unceremoniously snuffed out by "a scholar in politics," nameless 
ists have done enough entertaining to occasion the remark that .. a here for evermore because of that rule of the House which pre­
pleasant time was had." Some of the lobbyists have been in Washin~- vents comment upon persons and their actions in a certain august 
ton ~ince the day the Ways and Means Committee held its first public b d hich consists of 8 less th 100 1\f b · th' c ·t 
hearmg. Some of them have devoted their entire time to one particular 0 Y w an .a em ers lll IS ap1 ol. 
schedule, while others have been working for half a dozen interests. .A. But I wish to remind all Senators and Representatives that no 
few of the lobbyists are lawyers, but most of them are either experts man is fit to be a lawgiver for a mighty people who yields to the 
in a particular line or are former employees of the New York custom- solicitations of the few who have access to us here and pays no 
house, thoroughly familiar with the workings of the tariff . 

.A. former surveyor of the port of New York, who has been looking attention to the interests of the vast multitude upon whom he 
after several schedules, has lived at the most expensive hotel in Wash- will never set his eyes. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

APPENDIX. 
Comparison of tlze conference report 1oith the D ingley law on all changed items. 

SCHEDULE A .• 

Dingley rate. 

PAR.A.GRAPH 1. 

Boracic acid-····--·····--···--········ .. ····· Five cents--·-········· ... ·-·--·- .. ·--
Chromic acid·--·--·····-·-·-·.···-·····--·-·· 1'hree cents·-· -······-· ............. . 
Lactic acid·- ·---- ---··---·····-· ··----···-·· · Three cents-··-· · ··-- ---··---·····---
Lactic acid, over 40 per cent·-·-·- .... ···-·-· Three cents···---·-·--····-- ........ . 

• Conference rate. Conference 
duties. 

Three cents ..... ______ ................ 829, 948 
Two cents .... -···-··· .... ·--- .. ··-·-- 25 
Two cents·-·· ··· ............... ·-·-·· 894 
Two cents .. -........ _···-·-·-···-·--· . ··-·-··· ·- · 

a4.0 
a335 
aaai 
aaa; 

Conference. 

Per cent. 

Oxalic acid_.-·-··.···- -···· ............ -····· Free.··-··· ············- ...... -·-····· 
Salicylic acid.·--·-· .... ·-·· ............... _·- Ten cents·-···-_·-··-··-·--·-·--·· ... . 

Two cents --............. _.. . .. .. . . . . . 145, 925 
Five cents ... ·-······-······-·······-· 149 

Increase, infinite. 
a50 
aao 
a20 
a28 

Tannie acid.-- ·-·---·····--··_- ·--· .... ··---. Fifty cents .. -·.-·-· .. ··- .. ·-·- .••. ···-
Gallic acid .. ............. ··-· ...... ·-_ ... ·-___ Ten cents ... _ ......... _._. _____ .....•. 
Tartaric acid ..... -- . .. . . . .. .. • .... . •• ••• .. .. . Seven cents ... __ .......... _ .......... . 

Thirty-five cents •. ·----·-·····--····· 2, 233 
Eight cents. ·-·····-·--······ .. -· .. ·-- 1,829 
Five cents............................ fi79 

PAR.A.GRAPH 2. 

Alcoholic compounds ........................ Sixty cents per pound and forty-five Sixty cents per pound and twenty-

P.A.:R.A.GRAPil 4. 
per cent. five per cent. 

f,081 al9 

Bauxite············--··--···-··---··- .... -·-· Six-tenths cent ............. _ ......... Four-tenths cent·--·--····· .. ······-· 110 a33} 
Bauxite, over sixty-four per cent. - . ---... --- . Six-tenths cent ... -.......... _ .. _..... Six-tenths cent ...... _................ 55 Same; no change, 
.Alum,etc.- . • ---·----···-···-·--···· .. ·-····· · One-halicent. __ ,, .. ,,,,. ____ ........ _ One-fourthcent._.................... 6,268 a50 
.Alum, etc., over fifteen per cent .. ·-··· .••••. One-half cent ... ·-·-.··-··_·-····-···· Three-eighths cent .............. _··-_ .. ... ·····-. a25 

PA.RA.GRAPH 5. 

Ammonia sulphate ..... _ ................. : ... Three-tenths cent .............. ..... . Free .... _ ......... - ............................... Decrease, infinite. 
a Decrease. 

XLIV-295 
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Comparison of the conference report 1citl~ the Di-ng£ey law on all clzanged items-Continued. 

SCHEDULE A-Continued. 

Dingley rate. Conie:re:nce rate. Conference 
duties. 

JULY 31, 

Conference. 

PARA.GR.A.PH 6. 

Argols, crnde ........•••.•..••••..•••• ·-····· Onecentandoneandone.ha.licent .• Fivecents •..• ·-····--················ 
Argo!&, refined .••.. ··-·-··············-····-· Four cents and five cents·--········· Three cents a.na: four cents •.•.••.••.. 

Per cent. 
f.128, 313 Increase. 

Tartrate of soda ...... ---·· •. ···· -·.··--·--·· Four cents .••••••••..••. ·····---·--··· Three cents ••.. ••... •.•......••.......• 
Cream oftartar .......••••.•••..•..•.•••••..•• Six cents.······-·-··----~---···--··· Five cents .•••...•••.•....••.•........ 

P'AJU.GllAPH 9'. 

mue vitriol •....••.• : .••••... -·--··---·· .••... One-dalf cent ......................... One-fourth cent .•.••......••••.••...•• 

P AB.AGRA.PR 11. 

Bo:rax ••.•••••••.•••. ---· .. --· •• -- ••• --·.. •. Five cents ................ ·-·-·........ Two cents .•............••.•...•..••.• 
Borates of lime ..•....•...•.......••...•....•. Three cents and four. cents ••••••.•••. Two cents ...•....•...........•..••••• 

PAR.A.GRAPH U. 

Chloroform. ••..••.••••••••.••..•.•••••..•••.•• Twenty cents--·····-················ Ten cents----···-···················-· 

PA.BAGB.A.PR 17. 

Collodion .... _ .•. •..• ---·-······-········----- · Fifty cents·····-·-··-··-·-··-·········· Forty centi!: ••.•••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Collodion~ in sheets. etc ....•.•••••...•••.•... Sixty cents··-··-· ...... ············- Forty-five cents·-····· .•. ··-· •.•••••.•. 
Collodi.on, finished, efo ....................... Sixty-five cents and twenty-five per Sixty-five cents and thirty per cenL. 

cent. 
l'A.R..lGRAl'B 19. 

Copperas ................... ---·••c• ···--···--· On.e-fourth cent •. --····-·· Three-twentieths cent •••••..••..•••. 

PA.RA.GRAPH. 21. 

Ethers.-sulphuri.c. -·····-········--·· ·-----·. Forty cents •••.•.•. ··--··-······...... Eight cents .•.......• .-..•.•.•.......•. 
Ethers-nitrous •.•••.••••.••.•.••.••.•......• Twenty-five cents ...••.••••••..•.•••• Twenty cents ••••.•••.••..••••...•.•.. 
Rthers-J.rait ••..•..•..•••. : ...•.••.•••••.••.• Two· dollars •.•... ···-·--·--·-······· One dollar •••. ·--······ ............. . 
Et.he:rsnotspeeiailyprovidedfor ·--··---·· One dollar .•••• -----·········· ....... Filiycents •••••.•.••..••.•.•••.•.••... 

PA.RA.GRAPH 22'. 

705 G 20 and 25 
2Z G25 

134 a16 

29,017 aro 
73 a5() and 66 

362 a50 

453 a20 
122 G25 

337.011 bl8 

195- aso 
New. a25 

478- G5Q · 
436 a5() 

E.:t:tmcts, quebracho, exceeding 28 degrees •• One-ha.If cent •••.••••• -····-······-·--· Three-fourths cent •H••··--······ ··--· · &13,598 b 25 

PAJlA@.il'H 28. 

Iodofarm. ••••.•••..••• ~········- •••••••••••. Onedolla:r ••.••••••••.• ~·····~······· Seventy-fivecents.................... 14. a25 

P A.RAGRAPH 29~ 

Licorice •••••••••.••••••••••.••••••••••••••••• Four and one-half cents ••.••••••••••• Two and one-half cents.............. 17,318 a44 

DINqLEY 3&. 
COtton·seed oil............................... Four cents per ga.llon .•• ~.... ••••• •••. Free.................................. .•••••.• •. . . Decrease, infinite. 

DINGLEY 36. 

Croton oil··-·········-········-·······-······ Twenty cents per gallon .••.•..•.•• -. Free ••••••••••.••••••• -. •••.•••.•.••.• ••••• : •. ..••. Decrease, infinite. 

PARAGR.il'JI 3&. 
Flax seed oil ................................. Twe~ centBpe.l" gallon .............. Fifteen cents per gallon.. ............ . 2,128 025 

l' A.RABB.A.PH 39. 

Peppermint oil................................ Fifty ce:n.ts per pouncl ................ Twenty-five cents •..•........••..••.. 3',ill a50 

PAB.AGRAPR 4L 

8Ei=: :actill:e<f :: ::: :::::::: :: :: :::-:: . ?.1::.~~~: ::::: ::: : ~~::: :::: :::~:::: One dollar and fifty cents............ 666, 181 6 50 
Twodolla.rs ........................... . ........... Increase. 

Opium, !:ig.;srua.. .. . .. . . . . .. . . .. .. . . .. . . . . .. . . One dollar per ounce.n ............ .. One doila.r and fifty cents per Olmce.. 786 b 50 
One dolla.i: andfiltycents per ounce.. 40,446 II 50' Opium, oids, sa.lts of ....•..•••. ·-···---·· One dolla.:r pa ounce .••••••••• ·-~--·-

PARAGRAPR 42. 

Ba..rytes, etc---·-····· ..................... '°'" Seventy-five cents per ton .••• o·-··-- One dollar and fifty cent per ton ..... . 

PARAGRAPH46. 

Chromes, etc ................................. Four and one-half cents •.......•.•••• Four and three-eighths cents .••..... 

PARAGRAPH 47. 
Ochers, etc................................... One and one-half' cents •••••••••.••••• One cent ···-··········-···•·n••••··· 

PARA.GRAPH 48. 

~ge mineral .............................. Three and five-eighths cents ••••••••• Three and one,.fou.rth cents··---·----

PA.BAGRAPH 49. 

Red lead ........... ···········-·············· Two and seven-eighths cenf.B' ......... Two and five-eighths cents ••..•.••.•. 

PARAGRAPH 50. 

Ultramarine blue .••....•.••...••••••••..••.•. Three sud three-fourths cents •.•••••• Three cents .••.•••....••••.••••.•..••. 

PARAGRAPH 51. 
varnishes ..............•..... •....••..•..••.. Thixt

0
n·e cy

0
-fi
11

vaer paenrdcthire~tty .. _.tw ___ 
0 
•• c·e·n--ts··a·n--d-- Twenty-five per cent ••.•.•.••........ 

Varnishes, spirit, over 30 per cent............ de Thirty-five cents and thirty-five per 
thirty-five per cent. cent. 

PA.RAGRAPH 52. 
Vermilion ...................•..•••.....•••... Five cents ....•.••.•....••.•••.•.•••.. Four and seven-eighths cents ••.. --·· 

PARAGRAPH 53. 

White lead ........ ··········-·········-· •... Two and: seven-eighths cents •..•••••• Two and one>-balf cents ••••.•....•.. 
11 Decrease. ~Increase. 

18,033 1' 100 

5,642 a9 

l,119- a~ 

23,697 a~ 

21,458 a20 

16, 03li cJ3 
2, 750 a58 

15,438 l al3 
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Comparison of the conference report 1dth the Dingley law on all changed items-Continued. 

SCHEDULE A-Continued. 

Dingley rate. Conference rate. Conference 
duties. Conference. 

PARAGRAPH 54. 
Per cent. 

Whiting in oil................................ One cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . One-half cent .......•................ 

PARAGRil'H58. 

Lead, acetate of.............................. Three and one-fourth cents.......... Three cents ......................... . 
Lead. brown, etc............................. Two and one-fourth cents............ Two cents ........................... . 
Lead, nitrate of..... ......................... Two and one-half cents.............. Two and one-fourth cents ........... . 
Lead, litharge ................................ Two and three-fourths cents ......... Two and one-half cents ............. . 

PARA.GRAPH 60. 

Potash, chromate ............................ Three cents.: ......................... Two and one-fourth cents .... . ...... . 

PARA.GRAPH 61. 

Potash, chlorate.............................. Two and one half cents . . . . . . • . . . . . . . Two cents ........................... . 

PARAGRAPH 66. 
Plasters •.............. : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Thirty-five per cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . •• . . . Twenty-five per cent ......... .' ...... . 

PARAGRAPH 67. 
Perfumery: 

With alcohol ........ : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ••• . . . . Sixty cent~ and fifty per cent ....... . 
Without alcohol.......... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Fifty per cent....................... . Sixty per cent ....................... . 

PA.RA.GRAPH68. 

Santi:inin. ········· ; ······················ .... One dollar .....••..................... Fifty cents ...... ... ................. . 

PARAGRAPH 69. 

Soaps, medicated............................. Fifteen cents .................... , .. .". Twenty cents ....................... . 

PARAGRAPH 70. 

Sa.leratus ........ ·-........................... Three-fourths cent................... Five-eighths cent ................... . 

PARA.GRAPH 71. 

Soda, chromate............................... Two cents . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . One and three-fourths cents ......... . 

PA~A.GRil'H 72. 

$18 a 59 

95 a7 
337 a 11 

6, 245 a 10 
1,655 a 9 

212 a 33 

411 a20 

2, 367 a 28 

543, 633 Infinite. 
34.6, 4.64. b 20 

4, 117 a5() 

2!1,447 b33J-

8.50 a16 

121 a12l 

Soda, crystal.................................. Three-tenths cent ...... : . . . . . . . . . . . . . One-fourth cent...................... 319 a 5 
Soda, chlorate................................ Two cents . .. ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . One and one-hall cents............... . . . . . . . . . . . . a 25 

PA.RA.GRAPH 73. 
Soda, hydrate . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . .. . . . . Three-fourths cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . One-half cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... 6, 424 a 33t 
Soda, nitrite.................................. Two and one-half cents . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Two cents............................ 15, 151 a20 
Soda, sulphide, thirty-five per cent less ...... One-half cent ......................... Three-eighths cent................... 5,424 a25 
Soda, sulphide, more than thirty-five percent. One-half cent . ........... : ........... Three-fourths cent................... . .. ... . ... . . b 50 

PA.RA.GRAPH 74. 

Sal soda...................................... Two-tenths cent . . . . . . . . . . . • . . •. . • . . . One-sixth cent .................•...•. 

PARAGRAPH 75. 
Soda ash .. . . . . ... . . . . . .... .. . .. . . . . . . .. . . . .. . One-fourth cent ...................... Three-eighths cent ..............••••. 
Arseniate of soda............................. One and one-fourth cents............ One cent ............................ . 

PARAGRAPH 76. 

Silicate of·soda............................... One-half cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . Three-eighths cent ...............•••. 

PARA.GRAPH 77. 

Sulphate of soda.............................. One dollar and twenty-five cents per One dollar ........................... . 
ton. 

PARAGRAPH 79. 

Sponge3, manufactured ...................... Forty per cent ....... : ................ Thirty per cent ..................... . 

PARA.GltAPH 80. 

Strychnia..................................... Thirty cents per ounce............... Fifteen cents per ounce ............. . 

PARAGRAPH 81. 
Sulphur ......................•............... Eight dollars per ton ...... : ....•..... Four dollars per ton .......... : ..... . 

PARAGR.A.PH83. 

Vanillin ...................................... Eighty cents per ounce .............. Twenty cents per ounce ............ . 

1,100 a2Q 

25,295 b 25 
1,685 a20 

4,634 a25 

3,293 a20 

14 a 25 

115 aoo 

7,888 a5() 

20 a75 

a Decrease. ,. 1> Increase. 

SUMMARY. 

:t~~~t gf fe~~~~~s d~u:~nierence::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: $l1, i~g: ~g~ 
Bill as decreased----------------------------------------------------~-----------------------~------------------

Amount of increases in conference--------------------------------------------.------------------------------------------

Amount of conference duties-------------------------------------------.------------------------------------------
Anioun t of increase over Dingley ________ -------------- -----------------------.--------__ ---------'-------------________ _ 

Or 5.63 per cent. 

11,043, 903 
772,311 

11, 816,214 
620, 454 
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Oomparison of tlie cmference report with the DingZey law on alZ changed itcniB-Continued. 

SCHEDULE B. 

Dingley rate. Conference rate. 

PARAGRAPH 84. 

Glazed fire brick .. ....•••••.••••.•••••••••••. Forty-five per cent .•••••••••••••••••• Thirty-five per cent ••••••••••..•••••• 
Glazed common brick ..........••.•.••••••••• Forty-five per cent .•••••.•••••••••••. Thirty-five per cent .•••••••••••••.••. 

PARAGRAPH 88. 

Plaster rock ...........•••.... ······----...... Fifty cents per ton................... Thirty cents per ton .•...•..•.•.•..•.. 
Plaster rock, ground •••••..••.•.•••.••••••••• Two dollars and twenty-five cents ... One dollar and seventy-five cents .... 

PARAGRAPH 89. 

Pumice, manufactured .•.....•.•••••••••••••. Six dollars ......••••••••.••••••••••.. Seven dollars and fifty cents •••.•.... 
Pumice, unmanufactured. •.• . • . •••••••••• .•. Fifteen per cent...................... Thirty per cent ...••..••••••.•.•.•.... 

PARAGRAPH 91. 
Mica, crude . . . . . . . . . . ••..... •. . .• .••••• •..••. Six cents and twenty per cent........ Five cents and twenty per cent ..... . 
Mica, manufactured ...••.••.••••••...•••••••. Twelve cents and twenty per cent ••• Ten cents and twenty per cent •••••. 

PARAGRAPH96. 

Gas retorts ...... .. ...•...........••••••.•••••. Thirty dollars each •.•••...••.••••••. Twenty per cent .•.••.•...••••....•.. 
Carbon for electric lighting ...•.•••••.••••••• Ninety cents per one hundred ••••••. Thirty-five cents per one hundred 

feet. 
Filter tubes • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . •• •• . . ••••••.. Forty-five per cent................... Thirty-five per cent: •..••....••....•. 

PARAGRAPH 99. 

Glass, unpolished . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • • • . •. ••• • . . . One and three-eighths to four and One and one-fourth cents to four and 
three-eighths cents. one-fourth cents. 

PARAGRAPH 100. 

Glass, polished ..•.•••••••.••••••••••••••••... Fifteen to twenty cents .••. ·-·----··· 
Glass, ground .....•..••••••..••••••••••••••••. Eight cents per square foot •••••••••. 
Glass, ground .......••••••.•.•••••••••••••••.. Ten cents per square foot ....•.•••••. 

Glass, ground ........•••..• _. ••.••••.••..•.•... Thirty-five cents per square foot .•••. 

PARAGRAPH 102. 

Twelve to fifteen cents .•••••••••••••. 
Ten cents per square foot ••••••.•••.. 
Twelve and one-half cents per square 

foot. 
Twenty-two and one-half cents per 

square foot._ 

Glass, cast, polished .......•••....••••••••.... Eight cents per squarefoot .•.••.••••. Ten cents per square foot •.•.•••••••. 
Glass, <:Mt, polished.......................... Ten cents per square foot .•. ~........ Twelve and one-half cents per square 

foot. 
Glass, cast, polished . ...•...•...•••••••••.•.•. Thirty-five cents per square foot ..... Twenty-two and one-hall cents per 

square foot. 
PARAGRAPH 103. 

Gl11.SS, silvered .. _............................. Thirty-eight cents per square foot.... Twenty-five cents per square foot .... 
Glass, bent.................................... Thirty-eight cents and five per cent.. Twenty-five cents and five per cent .. 
Glass, bent .......••.••••••.••••••••••••••••••. Eight to ten cents and five per cent •• Ten to twelve and one-half cents 

and five per cent. 
Glass, bent.................................... Thirty-five cents and five per cent.... Twenty-two and one-half cents and 

· · five ·per cent. 

Conference 
du tie:;. 

S7 
2,682 

117, 020 
5,264 

25,850 
16,360 

378, 765 
24,(06 

323 
65,254 

615 

56,221 

9,508 
7,420 

46, 146 

1,394 

120, 757 
572,132 

40, 705 

1,197 
172 

4,577 

3,638 

JULY 31, i . 

Conference. 

Per cent. 
a20 
a22 

a40 
a22 

b25 
blOO 

a7 
a5 

b95 
a22 

alO 

as 

a2Q 
b 20 
b25 

a35 

b25 
b 25 

a35 

a51 
a59 
b25 

a35 

Glass, bent .•........•.•••.•••.••.•••••••••.••.••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••..•••.•••••••••••••.••.••••.•.••••••••.•. 15, 769 a9to12 

PARAGRAPH 111. 

Onyx, rough ...................•.••••••••••••. 

Marble and onyx, dressed ...•••••••••.••••••• 

Marble slabs, unrubbed .•••••..••..•••••••••. 
Marble slabs, unrubbed ••••••.••••• --·--·· .•. 
Marble slabs, unrubbed ••.•.••••••••••••••••. 
Marble slabs, rubbed .•••••.•••••••••••••••••• 
Marble slabs. rubbed ....•.........•.•••••••.. 
Marble slabs, rubbed··········-·······-·-···. 
Mosaic cubes ...........•.....•.•.•...•••.... 

PAR.A.GRAPH 114. 

One dollar and fifty cents per cubic 
foot. 

One dollar and ten cents per cubic 
foot. 

Twelve cents per foot .•..•.••..•••••. 
Fifteen cents per foot ..••••.••••••••. 
Eighteen cents per foot •...•...•••••. 
Fifteen cents per foot ••.••••••••••••. 
Eighteen cents per foot ..•••••••..•.. 
Twenty-one cents per foot ..•.•.••.... 
One cent and twenty per cent ...•.••. 

Sixty-five cents per cubic foot .••••••. 

One dollar per cubic foot ....••••••••. 

Eight cents per foot •.....••••••••.•.. 
Ten cents per foot. ....•...•••.•.•..•. 
Twelve and one-half cents per foot .. 
Ten cents per foot .•...•..•.......•.•. 
Twelve cents per foot ............... . 
Fourteen and one-half cents per foot. 
One-fourth .cent and twenty per cent. 

Freestone, unmanufa.ctured.................. Twelve cents......................... Ten cents •.•....•••.••..•••.......•... 

a Decrease. b Increase. 

SUMMARY. 

5, 54.6 a40 

108 a9 

12,167 a33f 
3,~ a33i 

a34 
8,636 a33f 

251 a33i 
15 a34 

18, 992 a6Q 

10,228 a16 

±:~~~f gf £i~i~les dfil~~n~e~~~~~e_-~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: $l
5

, ~~r: ~~g 
Bill decreased ______________________________________________________ -.- __________ --~ ___________________________ _ 

Amount of increases in conference ____________________ -----------------------.----_------_________________ --------------

Amount of conference duties, Schedule B ________ ----------------------------------------------------------------
Decrease over Dingley ----------------------------------------=------------~-------------------------------------

Or thirty-two one-hundredths of 1 per cent. 
SCHEDULE C. 

15, 127, 340 
163,586 

15,290,932 
59,007 

Dingley rate. Conference rate. Conference 
duties. Conference. 

PAP.AGRAPH 117. Per cent. 
Iron ore ......•................. . ••.•••••..... Forty cents ..•....•....•.....••...•... Fifteen cents......................... 5146,828 a 60 

PARAGRAPH 118. 
Iron in pigs . . . . .• . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . Four dollars a ton .................... Two dollars and fifty cents a ton.... . l, 359, 180 a 37i 
Scrap iron ...... ... ...... .......... . : ......... Four dollars a ton.................... Two dollars and fi1ty cents a ton..... M, 607 a 37t 

PARAGRAPH 119. 
Bar iron, etc.................................. Six-tenths cent....................... Three-tenths cent ............••.•.... 11, 985 a50 

a Decrease. 



1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORH-HOUSE. 4709 
Cotuparison of the conference report 'loith the Ding'ley latv on all changea items-Conti1med. 

SCHEDULE C-Continued. 

Dingley rate. Conference rate. Conference 
duties. Conference. 

PA.RA.GRAPH 120. 
In coils, etc . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • • • . . . . . . Eight-tenths cent •• . . . . • • • • . . •• . • •• . . Six-tenths cent .. -· ..•...•••.••....... 
In slabs. . ..................................... Five-tenths cent...... ............... Four-tenths cent .........••••........ 
Charcoal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • . • . . . . . • • . . . . Twelve dollars • . • • • • . • . • . . • . • • • • •• . • • Eight dollars .............•.•......... 

PARAGRAPH 121. 

Structural iron ...........•.....•..•••..•.•... Five-tenths cent ••.• ·-····--···-······ Four-tenths cent ....••.....•• ·-······ 

PA.RA.GRAPH 122. 
Boiler iron: 

Value 1 to 2 cents ..........•.••.......... Six-tenths cent •• •.... .. · -- · •••..••••. Five-tenths cent···-············ .•.. 
Value 1 to 3 cents........................ One cent . . . .. . . . . . .. . .. . •. . • •.• . . ••• . Six-tenths cent ...••.....•...•........ 
Value above 3 cents...................... Twenty-five per cent..... ..... ....... Twenty per cent ••......•••..••...... 

PARAGRAPH 123. 
Anchors ........ __ .......... . . . . . . • . . . . . . •. . . . One and one-halI cents . • . . • . • . . ••• • . One cent .........•..•....••.•...•.... 
Forgings ........................•............ Thirty-five per cent .•....•.•••••••••• Thirty per cent ...••.......•.••.•..••. 

PARA.GRAPH 124. 

Hoop iron, 10-gauge................ •• . . . . . . . . Five-tenths cent •. ........•.. ·-· ••• . . Three-tenths cent ...............•.... 
Hoop iron, 20-gange ................. -. . . . . . . . Six-tenths cent....................... Four-tenths cent . ................... . 
Hoop iron, thinner ........................... Eight-tenths cent . ... . . . . .. . ... ..... Six-tenths cent ...................... . 
H
8

toeoefbiranonds, fl __ ar_.e_a __ ··.·.-.· .. ··.· __ ·· .. ·.-.·.·.··.·.·.· .. ·.·· .. ··.· .. · .. ·.·.· Six-tenths to seven-tenths cent ...... Five-tenths to six-tenths cent ....... . Three tosixcentsand twenty percent. Thirty-five per cent ....•............. 

PA.RAG RA.PH 125. 

Hoops for cotton . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Five-tenths cent . . •• . • . • • • . . • • . • . • . . . Three-tenths cent .•.•...••.••........ 

PA.RA.GRAPH 126. 

Railroad bars .........................•....... Seven dollars and eighty-four cents .. Three dollars and ninety-two cents .. 
Railroad fishplates ...............•.....•..... Four-tenths cent ........•....•....... Three-t.enths cent ............... ····-

PARA.GRAPH 127. 

$773 
100 

295,012 

137,437 

2,970 
255 
44 

644 
67,031 

623 
14 

779 
40 

4,438 

2,150 

15, 4.41 
1,528 

Sheets, 10 gauge ..................•..••••..... Seven-tenths cent ........•..••....... Five-tenths cent...................... 5, 754 
Sheets, 25 gauge .••..... --. . . . ..•.. ... . . . . . •. . Eight-tenths cent . . . . . . . . ••. .•. . . .. .. Six-tenth cent ............ _.......... 2, 273 
Sheets, 32 gauge .............................. Oneandone-tenthcents ...... ... ..... Eight-tenths cent .................... Noimport. 
Sbeets, thinner ............................... Oneand two-tenths cents ............ Nine-tenths cent ..................... No import. 
Sheets, corrugated . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . One and one-tenth cents -. . . . . . . . . . . . Eight-tenths cent.................... 21 
Sheets, corrugated •.... : .•........... -. . . . . . . Thirty-five cent.a . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .• Thirty-five per cent.................. 70 
Sheet.a, corrugated ..........•.............. -. Se-ven~tenths to one cent............. Five-tenths to eight-tenths cent...... 993 

P.A.RA.GRA.PH 128. 

a25 
a2() 

a33t 

a20 

at6 
a40 
a20 

a33t 
a74 

a40 
a3:µ,. 
a25 
a25 to 33 
1>27 

a40 

a50 
a25 

a27 
b Infinite. 
a25 to 28 

Sheets, galvanized . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . Eight-tenths to one and one-tenth Seven-tenths to one cent ........•..•. 
cents. 

Sheets, corrugated . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . One and one-tenth cents............. One cent ... ...... . ........•.......... 

2,344 

1,199 a9 

PA.RA.GRAPH 129. 

~~~~~: ~~:i~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: i~~~:.%s·t"Ooiie ~iia o-.ne:£eiiihceiit.~ ~~:e~~~~~ ~~1~~:~~-ni::: :::::::::: 2, 079 a25 
153 a22 

Sheets, cold rolled ..................•........ Nine-tenthstooneandone-tenthcents Seven-tenths to one cent ............ . 1. 390 I a18 

PA.RAGRA.PH 130. 
I 

Sheets, coated ...........••.......•..•••.•.... One and one-half cents ............... One and two-tenths cents ........... . 11 695, 513 a 20 

I PARAGRAPH 131. 

Steel ingots, 1 cent .... ·- ........•..••...•.... 
Steel ingots, 1-fo- cents ..•......••.••..•....... 
Steel ingots, 1-/u cents ............•......•.... 
Steel ingots, 2f.r cents ..............•......... 
Steel ingots. 3 cents ........•.....•........... 
Steel ingots, 4 cents ....................•..... 
Steel ingots, 7 cents ...........•..•........... 
Steel ingots, IO cents ....•...........••....... 
Steel ingots, 13 cen s ........................ . 
Steel ingots, 16 cents ........ _ ....... _ ....... . 
Steel ingots, 18 cents ......................... . 
All above this are increased very much. 
Sheets partially manufactured •.............. 

Sheets poli~hed .............................. . 

PA.RA.GRAPH 132 .. 

Three-tenths c.ent ..........•.....•... 
Four-tenths cent. ·· -·· .•..•......... 
Six-tenths cent·-··········-·-······· 
Seven-tenths cent ................... . 
Nine-tenths cent . . ... .. ........... .. . 
One and two- tenths cents ........... . 
One and three-tenths cen.ts ...•...... 
Two cent.!! ....................•....... 
Two and four-tenths cents .....•..... 
Two and eight-tenths cent"! ......... . 
Four and even-tenths cent •........ 

Seven-fortieths cent.................. 44, 563 l a4() 
Three-tenths cent. ·-·······-········· 3,498 a25 
Five-tenths cent ..........•...................... . 
Six-tenths cent ....... _............... 4, 69 a 14 
Eight-tenth cent ..... __ ............•. 21, 644 a 11 
One and one-tenth cents . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12, 365 a 9 
One and two-tenths cents............ 44, 327 a9 
Oneandnine-tenthscents........... 247,092 a9 
Two and three-tenths cents.......... 12, 641 a 9 
Two and seven-tenthscents.......... 7,4S7 a9 
Four and seven-tenths cents........ . 247, 499 b 70 

Three-tenths to four and seven-tenths Seven-fortieths to four and six-tenths 32,255 

1,451 

a9 to 40 

a9 to 40 
cents. cents. 

Three-tenths to four and seven-tenths Seven-fortieths to four and six-tenths 
cents. cents. 

Per cent. 

Steel wool. ................................................... -.... --......••..•.••... "Forty per cent........................ . . . . • • . . . . . . Increase, infinite. 

PARAGRAPH 133. 

Grit, shot, etc .........................................................•......•... : • . . One eent ....................................... _. Increase, infinite. 

PA.RAGRA.PH 134. 

Wire rods, four cents. - ............... -... ---. Four-tenths cent..................... Three-tenths cent ................... . 
Wire rods, over four cents............. .. ..... Thiee-fourths cent................... Six-tenths cent ...................... . 
Wire, tempered . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Nine-tenths cent.......... . ...... .... Eight-tenths cent ................... _ 
Wire, cold rolled............................. Tine-tenths cent..................... Eight-tenths c~nt ................... . 

PAR.AGRA.PH 135. 

Round wire (second)......................... One and one-half cents.......... ..... One and one-fourth cent .........•... 
Round wire (first)......... . .................. One and one-fourth cents............ One cent ...... _ ........ _ ............. . 
Round wire (third)·· ·· -·················-·-- Twocent.'> ... ~ ---···-·-··············· Oneand three-fourtbscents ......... . 
Round wire, not specially provided for...... Forty per cent ..............•.....••.. Thirty-five per cent ................. . 

117,420 a25 
2, 792 a20 

2 all 
2,576 an 

28,074 al8 
16,292 a2Q 
38,608 a12! 

225, 180 a 12t 
0 Decrease. b Increase. 
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Comparison of the conference ,·eport 1oith the D ingley latv on an cha11ge<L items-Continued. 
SCHEDULE C-Continued. 

Dingley rate. Conference rate. 

PARAGRAPH 135-continued. 

Hat wire, etc................................. Forty-five per cent................... Thirty-five per cent ................. . 
Wire manufactures ........................... One and one-fourth cents more .. . ... One cent more ....................... . 
\Vire rope ................. . ........... : ..................................................................................... . 

PARA.(;RAPH 137. 

Sheet and plates............................. One cent more . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . Four-tenths cent more .............. . 
Saw plates .................................... One-half cent more ................... One-fourth cent more ............... . 

PARAGRAPH 140. 
Anru . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . .. . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . One and .;;even-eighths cents......... One and five-eighths cent ........... . 

PARAGRAPH 142. 
Axles ......................................... One cent ............................. Three-fourths cent .................. . 

PARAGRAPH 143. 

Blacksmith hammers ........................ One and one-half cents .............. One and three-eighths cents .•.••.... 

PARAGRAPH 144. 

Bolt One and one-half cents . . . . . . . . . . . . . . One and one-eighth cents ........... . 

PARAGRAPH 146. 

Cast-iron pipe . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . Four-tenths cent..................... One-fourth cent ..................... . 

PARAGRAPH 148. 

Castings, malleable........................... Nine-tenths cent~.................... Seven-tenths cent ................... . 

PARAGRAPH 149. 

Cast hollow ware............................. Two cents............................ One and one-half cents .............. . 

PARAGRAPH 150. 
Chains, :finch ........... : .................... One and one-eighth cents ............ Seven-eighths cent .................. . 

gg:l~~: ~! ~~~~~::::::::::::::;:::::::::::::: g~~ :~~ ~~~':;-~(g~\~ ~:~::::::::::: 8~: :~g ~i'i:e~~h\~~n::::::::::::: 
PA.RAGRA.PH 151. 

Boiler tubes ................................... Two cents ............................ One and one-half cents . ... ......... . 
Welded furnaces ............................. Two and one-hali cent.s .............. Two cents ........................... . 
Tubes, n. ·. p. f..................... .. . . . . . . . . Thirty-five per cent.................. Thirty per cent ...................... . 
Tubes for cycle . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Thirty-five per cent . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . Thirty per cent ...................... . 

PA.RA.GRAPH 152. 

Razor , ,1.50 dozen........................... Fifty cents and fifteen per cent ..... . 

Razors, ,..3 dozen ........................ : . . . . . One dollar and fifteen per cent ..... . 

Razors, more................................. One dollar and seventy-five cents and 
twenty per cent. 

PARAGRAPH 153. 

Seventy-two cents and thirty-five per 
cent. 

One dollar and forty-four cents and 
thirty-five per cent. 

One dollar and eighty cents and 
thirty-five per cent. 

· Swords, etc ............................. :..... Thirty-five per cent.................. Fifty per cerit ............•...•...•... 

PARAGRAPH 154. 

Knives, tnble ................................. Sixteen cents ......................... Fourteen cents ...................... . 
Knives, deerllorn . . . . . . . .. . . . . •. . . . . . . . • . . . . . T'velve cents......................... Ten cents ........................... . 
ICniver;:, bone ..............................•.. Five cents ........................•... Four cents ...... : .................... . 
Kni>es, other . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . One and one-half cents . . . . •. •. . . . . . . One cent .............. ... ........... . 
Knive ·, n. s. p, f............. .. . . . . . . ... . . . . . . Forty-five per cent................... Forty per cent ....................••.. 
Knives ...............................••...... Forty-five percent ..•....•........... Forty per.cent ...................... . 

PARAGRAPH 155. 

Files, 2i inches............................... Thi.rty cents.......................... Twenty-five eents ................... . 
Files, 4~ inches............................... Fifty cents . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . Forty-seven and one-half cents ..... . 
Files, 7 inches................................ Seventy-five cents.................... Sixty-two and one-half cents ........ . 
Files, over 7 inches........................... One dollar............................ Seventy-seven and one-hall cents •... 

PARAGRAPH 159. 
Cut nails . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Six-tenths cent....................... Four-tenths cent .............•....... 

PAilAGilAPH 160. 

Horse hoe nails . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . • . . . . . . Two and one-fourth cents............ One and one-half cents ..•........... 

Conference 
duties. 

$97, 938 a 12,1-
72, 647 
34,800 

2,338 a6Q 
21, 784 a50 

4,335 a20 

6,50 
1 ·~ 

670 a s 

3,257 a25 

4, 721 a37t 

6,054 a22 

112 a25 

427 a22 
32 alS 
12 a6 

14,294 a25 
1,434 azo 

19, 149 a14 
7,992 a14 

133, 975 b68 

273, 755 b61 

69,6ll 1129 

16,675 b 42 

2 855 al'll 
4:307 am 
1,601 a20 

12, 966 a33t 
23, 141 au 
26,660 au 

3,356 a16 
21,109 a2 
25,868 al7 
5,663 a~ 

255 a33 

14 a33l 

Wire11nil~ ----~~~-~~~~-~~~: ............... One-halicent .............. , ......... Four-tenthscent ..................... 1 213 a20 
'Vire nail!.................................... One cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Three-fourths cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a :l5 

PARA.GRAPH lG!. 

w~~~~:: :: :: : : : : : : : : : :: : : : : : : :: : : : :::::::::::: g~~~~~t: ::: : : ::: : ::::::: :: :: :: : ::::: i~~~=~g~~~:~~~i:: ::: : :::·::::: ::: : : 
Horseshoes................................... One cent.............................. Three-fourths cent ...............•.•. 

PARAGRAPH 163. 

Cut tacks ..................................... One and one-fourth cents ....... ·····1 Fh·e-eighths cent .............. -. .. . . 
Cut tack .... ._ ........ .... .................... On .. e and one-half cents ............... Three-fourths cent .................. . 

PARA.GRAPH 166. ' 

Stecl plat" ... ~",",;~~~= ~~~: .·. . . . . . . . . . . . . . Twenty-five P<l' cent. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Twenty pe' cent · · · • · • • · · • • · · • · · · • · · · 1 

Rivets ...................................... ..I Two cents ................. .. ......... 1 One and one-fourth cents ............ . 
a Decrease. • b Increase. 

239 a2;) 
185 a25 

6 a25 

10 a50 
0 a50 

. 9,193
1 

a20 

I 

490 : a75 

JULY 31, 

Conference. 

Per cent. 
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Oom,parison of the confe1-ence report with the Di41gley law on all ckange(l items-Continued. 
SCHEDULE C-Continued. 

Ding1ey rate. Conference rate. 

PARAGRAPH 168. 

Conference 
du ti ea. 

Cross-cutsa;vs .......................••..•.... Six cents ....•.••..••••••••••.••.•.•.. Five cents............................ $371 a16 
Mill saws ........•........•.. ···-~ ·--·····---- Ten cents •• ·---·-·-~·-·---··-··-··· Eight cents.·-·········· ..•..•........ No import. a20 
Pit and drng •.• ----~---·············-····-· Eiglltcents •....... ~----~------·n Six:cents------······················ 89 a25 
Circular .. . .......•........................... Twenty-five per cent .............••.. Twenty per cent...................... 177 a2Q 
Steel band.................................... Ten cents and twenty per cent....... Five cents and twenty per cent...... 489 a 16 

PARAGRAPH 169. 
Screws ........................................ Four cents ............................ Three cents .....•......•...•......... 
Screws .........................•... -.•......... Six cents ......... ······-···-········· Five cents ......•••. --.- •••••...•..... 
Screw:s •............... . ....... . ............... Eight and one-half cents ..•••••••.•.. 'Eight cents ....••.••..•.......•...•... 

PARAGRAPil 171. 

Railway wheels ......... .. .. ······-··· ...... One and one-half cents ••.. .- •....... 'One and one-'fow:tb cents····-······· 

P.ARA.GlUPH 172. 
Aluminum . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . Eight cents........................... Seven cent.s .............•...........•. 
.Aluminum plates .....................•.•.... Thirteen cents ..............•.•....•. 'Eleven cents .........•..•.•.••....... 

PAR.A.GRAPH 173. 

Antimony.................................... Three-fourths cent................... One and one· half cents .............. . 

PARAGRAPH 178. 
Sih·er leaf ... -~ ...•• ·- ..•..•.•......... ."...... Seventy4i:re cents.................... Fifty cents .........................•.. 

PARAGRAPH 179. 
Bullions...................................... Five cent and thirty per cent··-··· .Five cents and thirty per cent ....... . 
Embroideries................................. Sixty per 'Cent........................ Fifteen ·cents and sixty per cent •.... 

.P.A.ll.A-GRAPH 180. 

Hooks and eyes .... - ......... . Five and one-half cents .and fifteen Fo.ur and -one-hall cents and fifteen 

PARAGRAPH 182. 
per cent. per cent. 

Lead dro ...............................•..•. Two and one-eighth cents. ........... Two cents .......•........•........... 
Lead in sheets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . • • . . . Two and one-hall cent'! . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Two ll.nd on~'ig-hth cents ......•.... 

PARAGRAPH 183. 

17 a25 
30 a16 
23 a6 

67, 646 al6 

90,461 al2l 
1,205 al5 

176,349 blQO 

757 1.J3Q 

33,8fi2 
143, 36'2 b39 

1,631 

485,537 an 
'8,576 al5 

Mo11azitesand~~~~~-~~~-~-~~-·-············ Six cent ............................. _Fourcent ............................ Noimport.

1 
a33} 

Ferrosilicon .......... ..... ................... Four dollars ..............•........... Five dollars.......................... 63, 150 b25 

PARAGRAPH 187. 

P.enholder tips ........... .. .................. Twenty-five per cent ...............•. Five cents gross and twenty.five per 
cent. 

PARAGRAPH 192. 

Watch movements, 7 jewels.................. Thirty-five cents and twenty-five pex Seventy cents ....................... . 
cent. 

Watch movements, 11 jewels................. Fifty cents and twenty-five per cent. -One dollar and twenty-five cents .... . 
Watch movementl!, 15 jewels................. Seventy-five cents and twenty-five One dollar and eighty-five cents .... . 

PARAGltAPH 193. 
per cent. 

'1,568 1>16 

614,028 b 27 

25,038 bll 
108, 265 1 b 11 

Conference. 

Per cent. 

Zinc ore . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Twenty per cent • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Free ....•..•..•... ~ .......•.......... . 
The new c1a-SSification makes it impossi­

ble to compare exactly. 

67, 420 Increase, infinite. 

PARAGRAPH 194. 

Zinc in blocks .................•.............. One and one-half cents,. ··-······ ..•• One and three-eighths:cents ....... . 
Zinc in sheets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Two cent .......... ,. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . One and one-half cents . ..... ........ . 

"Decr·ease. b lncrca e. 
SUM11URY. 

Amount of Dingley duties, Schedule C-------------------------------- --- - - --- -.- - ------ --------------------------------- $21, 811, 184 
Amount of conference decr-eases _____________________________________ _______ --- - ----------------- ·- ------ --------------- 1, 983, 770 

Bill as decreased .. -------------------- _______ -----------------------.----- __ __________ _________ ~ --- __ - ~- ______ _ 
Amount of conference increases--------------------------------------~---------------------------------------·-

.Amount of conference duties, Schedule C--------- ---------------------- -.-------------------------------- - _::_ __ ___ _ _ 
Decrease over Dingley __ ---------------------------- _________ _: _____________ ·---------------- - - ----,-.- _____________ __ _ 

Or 6.65 per cent. 
SCHEDULED. 

rn,s21,414 
542, '982 

20,370,396 
1, 440, 788 

~ Dingley rate. Conference rate. Conference I 
duties. Conference. 

PAI:AGRAPH 200. 

Timber, hen"Il ................•. -·-·-····-···· One cent ............................• One-half cent ........................ . 

PARAGRAPH 201. 

Se.wed lumber-whltewood, etc ...... ···- .... One dollar ..........................•. Fifty cents ........ . ....... ~ ......... . 
N. s. p. f. ............... ··········- ···· ..... Two dollars······-··-····- ·······-·-· On.e dollar mid tw_enty-fiv-e oouts ... . 
Planed lumber ............................... Two dollars to four dollars ........... One dollar and seventy-five cents to 

two dollars and seventy-five cents. 
PARAGRAPH 204. ' I 

raving posts, etc ............................. Twenty per cent................ . .... Ten per·cent ........................ . 
.. Decrease. 

$1, 917 a5Q 

5,888 a5Q 
1, 074, 173 a 3.7:k 

58,697 

57,032 a50 

Percent. 
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PA.RA.GRAPH 205. 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 
/ 

Oompm"ison of ti1e conference report with the D ingley law on au changed items-Continued. 
SCHEDULE D-Continued. 

Dingley rate. Conference rate. Conference 
duties. 

JULY 31, 

Conference. 

Per cent. 
Clapboards .... .. ..... .... .................... One dollar and fifty cents ......•.••.. One doliar and twenty.five cents .... $7,526 a 16 
Fence posts ... .. ..... ... .... . .......•......... Ten per cent......................... Free ...................•. .......... · ............... Decrease, infinite. 

PARA.GRAPH 207. 
Laths......................................... Twenty-five cents . . . . . . . . . . . •• . . . . . •. Twenty cents ........•...•...•........ 

PARA.GRAPH 209. 

Shingles...................................... Thirty cents .......•.••••.••.•. ·~· •... ·Fifty cents . ... .............. . ........ . 

PARA.GRAPH 212. 

Osier, prepared . . .......................•.•... Twenty per cent ..•...•..•..... - ~ ···· Twenty-five per cent.············ '···· 
Osier, manufactured . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . Forty per cent........................ Forty-five per cent .................. . 

a Decrease. b Increase. 

133, 727 a20 

441, 883 b 66! 

9,809 b 25 
88, 187 b12j 

• . SUMMA.RY. 

i:~~~i gj Po1:t~~elnc~u~ii~reases==:::::=:::::::::========::::=:::==============:=:::::=:::::==:::::===:::::::::::========= $
3
, ~g~: g~: 

Amowir~~ ~~j~;~~~!4iicre-ases===~===========================================:=======::::::::::.::::::::::::::::::::======: 2,940,040 
188,513 

Decrea~mg~~: ~:~l~;.e~:~~=-~~~~~:::::==:::::=::::::=::::::::::=::::=::=:::=~====:::=:::=:::::::======::::::::::::::::: 3,128,553 
576,471 

Or 15.53 per cent. · 
SCHEDULE E. 

Dingley rate. Conference rate. 

PA.RA.GRAPH 216. 
Refined sugar................................ One dollar and ninety-five centa..... One dollar and ninety cents .. .. ..... . 

PA.RA.GRAPH 218. 
Saccharine ............................. ~ ..... One dollar and fifty cents............ Sixty-five cents ...................... . 

a becrease. 
SUllIMARY. 

Conference 
duties. 

882,060 a2l 

350 a56 

Conference. 

Per cent. 

Amount of Dingley duties, Schedule E----------------- -----------------------.-----------------------------------------· $60, 338, 523 
Amount of conference decreases _______________________ -----------------------.----------~------------.-----..:._____________ 2, 657 

Decrea~m~~:rt ¥iui~~~~=~~:~!~-~~~~e~~~-c~-e~~~:.:1::::=== :::::::::::::::::=:=:::::=::::::=::::::=:=::=:=::::::::::::::::::: 
60,335,266 

:2,357 
Or four-thousandths of 1 per cent. 

SCHEDULE F. 

Dingley duties, $26,125,037. 
There were no conference changes. 

SCHEDULE G. 

Dingley rate. Conference rate. 

PARAGRAPH 234. 

Buckwheat flour............................. Twenty per cent...................... Twenty-fi're per cent ................ . 

PARAGRAPH 236. 
Corn meal ... ... .......... .. ................ _. Forty.fivecentsperninety-sixpounda. Forty cen~ per one hundred pounds. 

PARAGRAPH 254. 
Cabbages. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Three cents........................... Two cents . ... -...................... . 

PARAGRAPH 260. 
Hops . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Twelve cents ....... : ................. Sixteen cents .... _ ................... . 

PARAGRAPH 262. 
Pea~ gre<>n .. . .. .... ... . . Forty cents ........................... ~"venty-five cents ................... . 
Pea;; drie'd ::::::::: :::: :::: .. . ......... . . :::: Thirty cents .... : ..............•...... Twenty-five cents ................... . 
Peas, split .... _............................... Forty per cent........................ Forty-five cents ...................... . 

PARAGRAPH 264. 

Stocks, cherry........ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Fifty cents and fifteen per cent...... One dollar -.......................... . 
Stocks, apple, etc . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . One dollar and fifteen per cent . . . . . . Two dollars ......................... . 
Rose plants ................................... Two and one-half cents ...........•.. Four cents ........................ ···: 

. PARAGRAPH 275. 
Figs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . • . . . . . . Two cents............................ Two and one-half cents ............. . 
Dates......................................... One· half cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . One cent. ............................ . 

PA.RA.GRAPH 276. 
- . Grapes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • • . . . . . . Twenty cents......................... T'venty-five cents ................. : •. 

PARAGRAPH 277. 
Lemons ...........................•.......•.. One cent .. : ..................•..•.... One and one-half cents ............. . 

PA.RA.GRAPH 279. 

, Pineapplea In barrels .••...... · ..•.•...•....... Sevencents .............•.••...••.•••. Eight cents ....... ., ................. . 
' Pineapples in bnlk ..............•.....•..•... Seven cent.'3 .........•...•.....••.•... Eight cents .......................... . 

• Decrease. " Increase. 

Conference I 
duties. 

Sl,897 

13 

115 

954,500 

376 
30,960 
17,497 

17, 798 
19, 974 
67,116 

541,080 
210,427 

344,820 

2,309,375 

100,404 
9,800 

Conference. 

Percent. 
b25 

al 

a33} -

b33! 

a37i 
a16 
b12 

b53 
b42 
b60 

b25 
blOO 

b25 

b50 

013 
b13 



1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 

Comparison of the conference 1·eport toith the DingZey lato on all changed items:__Continued. 
SCHEDULE G-Continued. 

Dingley rate. Conference rate. 

PARAGRAPH 284. 

Bacon and hams·········-······· ··---··-·--· Five cents ....•....•••.•.....•...•.... Four cents ........................... . 

PARAGRAPH 285. 

Veal, etc····-·········--···-····--·········· · Two cents ..................•.....•.•. One and one-half cents ......••.•.... 

PARAGRAPH 288. 
Lard ................•......................... Two cents ...............•••••••••••.. One and one-half cents .............. . 

PARAGRAPH 290. 
Tallow . . . . . .. . . . . . .. . . . . . . •. .. . .... . . .. . . .. .. Three-fourths cent................... One-half cent ................•.•..••.. 
Wool grease .......................••......... One-half cent ............•.••.•..•.... One-fourth cent ....•................. 

PARAGRAPH 291. 
Chicory ............................•.......... Onecent ..............•..... .••...•.. . One and one-half cents .......•.•..... 
Chicory, ground............... ............ .. . T'vo and one-half cents.............. Tp.reecents ...............••..••...... 

PA.RA.GRAPH 295. 
Salt in bags ................................... Twelve cents .....•......•............ Eleven cents ..•........•..........•.. 
Salt in bulk ......••..........••.............. Eight cents .............••••..•....... Seven cents ...........•...•...••..... 

PARAGRAPH 296. 

Common starch ...•........•....•............ One and one-half cents ............... Onecent ...••..................... _ ... . 

PARAGRAPH 297. 
Dextrine • . . ... . • . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . T'vo cents............................ One and one-half cents .....••........ 

a Decrease. "Increase. 
SUMMARY. 

Conference 
duties. 

$19,017 

15,036 

60 

2,106 
35,068 

40,667 
18,660 

82,815 
102, 706 

15, 921 

72,303 

~713 . 

Conference. 

Per ce-nt. 
a20 

a25 

a25 

a33t 
050 

b50 
b20 

as 
a12~ 

a33} 

a25 

Amount of Dingley duties, Schedule G------------------ -----------------------.---------------------------.,.-------------- $19, 181, 887 
Amount of conference decreases _______________________ -----------------------.-----------------------------------------· 108, 691 

Bill as decreased-----------------------------------------------------.-----------------------------------------· 19, 073, 196 
Amount of conference increases-----------------------------------------------.------------------------------------------ 1, 381, 450 

Increas~~~~tD~~~fe1t:~~~~:!!~-~~~~~:-~':1:~-~~-~======::::::::::::::::::::::=::::=::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Or 6.63 per cent. 

SCHEDULE H. 

20,454,646 
1,272,759 

Conference rate. Conference 
duties. Conference. Dingley rate. 

PARAGRAPH 297. Per cent. 
Brandy ...................................... . 

Alcohol ..................................... . 

Gin .................... ....................... . 

Spirits ....................................... . 

PARAGRAPH 299. 

One dollar and seventy.five and two 
dollars and twenty-five cents. 

One dollar and seventy-five and two 
dollars and twenty-flve cents. . 

One dollar and seventy-five and two 
dollars and twenty-five cents. 

One dollar and seventy-five and two 
dollars and twenty-five cents. 

Two dollars and sixty cents .......... 

Two dollars and si.-..:ty cents .......... 

Two dollars and sixty cents ........... 

Two dollars and sixty cents .......... 

Compounds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . One dollar and seventy-five and two Two dollars and sixty cents ......... . 
dollars and twenty-five cents. 

PARAGRAPH 300. 

Cordials .............. _ ...................... . 

Vermuth .................................... . 
Vermuth, in bottles ......................... . 

Vermuth, in excess ......................... . 

PARAGRAPH 302. 

One dollar and seventy-five and two Two dollars and sixty cents ......... . 
dollars and twenty-five cents. 

Thirty-five and forty cents ........... Two dollars and sixty cents ......... . 
Sixty-two cents and one dollar and Two dollars and sixty cents .•........ 

twenty-five cents. 
Four and five cents per pint .......... Two dollars and sixty cents ......... . 

Bay rum. __ ........ _ ............... : .......... One dollar and fifty cents............ One dollar and seventy-five cents ... . 

PARAGRAPH 303. 

Champagne . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Two to eight dollars per dozen....... Two dollars and forty cents to nine 
dollars and sixty cents. 

PARAGRAPH 304. 
Wine in casks ............................. _.. Thhty-five to forty cents............. Forty-five cents per gallon .......... . 
14 per cent alcohol .... _ ...................... Thirty-five to fifty cents._ ............ Sixty cents .......................... . 
Wine in bottles or jugs...................... . Eighty cents to one dollar and twen- Ninety-two and one-half · cents to 

ty-five cents. one dollar and eighty-five cents. 
Wine in excess ... _ . .. _....................... Four to five cents per pint -........... Six cents ............................ _ 

PARAGRAPH 305. 
:Malt liquors : 

In bottles ...... _.......................... Forty cents ............ _.............. Forty-five cents ..................... . 
In other ............. _ .................... Twenty cents ................•........ Twenty-three cents ....... _ ......... . 

PARAGRAPH 306. 

$1,527,477 b44 

203,881 b(i5 

2,173,295 b15 

4, 249,241 b15 

65,622 

1,566,665 

21,131 b550 
276, 364 b 200 to 400 

109 

2,357 blG 

4,085, 6791 

229,0SG b12! 
2, 737,299 b71 

855, 795 

1,79'.! b50 

904, 9'25 b 12! 
1, 186, 920 b 15 

Malt extract.................................. Twenty to forty cents................ Twenty-three to forty-five cents...... 1, 9'26 

PARAGRAPH 307. 
Cherry juice ..........................•..... :. Sixty cents........................... Seventy cents ....................... . 
Prune juice . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Sixty cents........................... Seventy cents .. .. ................... . 

11 Increase. 
SUMMARY. 

64,692 bl6 
32, 957 b16 

t:::.~~~ing! Ri.~i~fes~~v:~~:~-~~=~~~e-~=====================================;========================================== $l:;gA~:iig 
Increas!~~~tnY~gf~~~::~::::~:~~::_~:~:~~~-!:=:=:==::::::::::::::::::::::~::::=::::::::::::::::::=::::=:::====:::==: 

Or 26.88 oer cent. 

20,705,300 
4, 387, 149 
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Compare.son Of the COftferenoo 1·efwrt l!Vitl the Dingley law ~n au c.ha<1l:f]cd Ue11M-Continued. 

SCHEDULE I. 

Dingley rate. Conference rate. Conference Conference. duties. 

PA.RAGRAPII 313. Per cent. 
Cotton yarn ......................•...•....... Three<ients and one-:fifthcent ....••.. Two .and .a h&lf .cents and one-sixth m,.soo au 

- cent. 
PARA.GRAPH 315. 

Cotton cloth. This paragraph is a marked 
increa e on the Dingley law. How much 
can not be estimated. The value classifi-
cation in all cotton-cloth paragraphs will 
increase the rate materially. It is esti- . 
mated that the dutie.s under these pa.ra-
graphs will increase the Dingley para-
graphs fully $500,000. 

PA.RA.GRAPH 328. 

Stockings ........... .. _ .•..•.......•........ : . Fifty-cents e.nd fifteen per cent .•.•.. Se'lenty cenU! and fifteen per cent .. . 2,066,831 b 30 
Stockings, $1.50 dozen··--········ ............ Sixty eents and fifteen per -cent .•.•.. Eighty-fi•e cents and fifteen per cent.. 1,222,4.34 b33t 
Stockings, S2 dozen ........................... Seventy cents and fifteen per cent .. _ Ninety cents and fifteen per cent .. _. 1,580,800 b21 

• Decrease. b Increase. 

Bill as decreased-----------------------------:.. ____ ...:~----------------.--------------------------------------- 14,290,289 
1,544, 823 Conference increases-----------------------------------------------.----------------------------------------

Am<>unt of eonferenee bill duties _____________ -----------------.-----·----------------------------------
Increase over DingleY------------------------------ -----------------------.------------------------------------------

Or 10.80 per cent. 

SCJIEDULE J. 

15,835,112 
1,544,086 

Diugley rate. Conference rate. Conference 
duties. Conference. 

PARAGRAPH 337. 

Hemp and tow ~. •••• Twenty dollars... .................... Twenty-two dollars and fifty cents... $191, 596 b 124-
Hcmp, b.a;ckled:::: :: : : :: ::: : :::::: •• ~-· n:::: Forty dollars......................... Forty-five dollars..................... 4.70 b12l 

PA.RA.GP.A.PH 389. 
Cables ... _ .. ·-- · .. _ ............................ One cent ..................•......••.. Three-fourths celjlt ............•...... 

P.A..RAORAI'H 34.0. 
Threads ................•.....•..•.•.......... Thirteencents ..........•............. Ten cents. .............•.....•...••••. 
Threads . .................. _ .................. Thirteen and three-fourths cents ..... Twelve and three-fourths cents .•.... 

PARAGRAPII 341. 

Yarns in gray: ...................•. ........... Sevencenis .............•.........••.. Six cents···············~············· 

PARAGRAPH 34.2. 

669 a25 

4,375. a22 
151,328 a4 

6,668 al4 

Gill netting ..............................• .... Twenty-five per cent .•...•.•••. .- •.•. Tw-entypercent ····u··········· .... 2,298 a20 

Floo' matting:::::::·: ......... ." .... ·I Tiu"' con ts .••..••.•.••.•• : ........... Tlm!e rnd <>no-half oents. ·-.......... 1, 562, 937 • 16 
Carpets....................................... Five cents and thirty-five per cent... Four cents and thirty per cent ...... . 

Do........................................ Ten cents and thirty-five per -cent . . . Eight cents and thirty p-er cent ..... . 

PARAGRAPH 345. 

Hydraulic hose ............................... Twenty cents ...............•....... .. Fifteen cents .....••• · .....•.........•. 

PARAGRAPH 347. 

The changes in this arc an increase, but the 
amount can not be calculated. 

PARAGRAPH 352. 

230 
S3,S29 

497 a25 

llurlaps ..........................•...........• Firi'inr:ghths cent a.nd fifteen per N~~~xteenthscentand fifteen per 5,436,1-07 alO 

a Decrease. b Increase. 

-SUM.MAnY. 

Pe1· cent. 

Amount of Dingley duties, Schedule ;r __________________ -----------------------.-------------·---------------------------· $49, 9DO, 580 
Conference bill decreases ________________________ .,. ___ -----------------------.--------------------------------------- 311, 41G 

Bill as decreased----------------------------------------------------~-------------------------------------- 49·~8~:~!~ Conference bill increases----------------------------------------------------.-----------------------------------------------

Amount of conference bill duties ________________ ---------------.--------------------------------~~---· 49, 776, 276 
Decrease over DingleY-------------------------------- ----------------------.----------------------------------- 124, -304 

-- Or twenty;four one-hundredths of 1 per cent. 



1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 4715 
Oompm·ison of the conference t·eport with the Dingley Zato on an changed items-Continued. 

SCHEDULE K. 

Dingley rate. Conference rate. Conference I 
duties. Conference. 

PARAGRAPH 377. Per cent. 
Yarns ........................................ Twenty-sevenandone-halfcentsand Twenty-sevenandone-halfcentBand 

forty per cent. thirty per cent. 
PARAGRAPH 380. 

Women· dress goods o>er 4 ounces .......... Fifty, fifty-five, and sixty per cent ... Forty-five, fifty, and fifty-five per 2,473,125 
cent. 

a Decrease. b Increase. 
SUMMA.RY, 

1:~~~ ~ °off ~~n~1:1~:c~ ti:i~cr~'ii~~~~~~ ~= :::~: ::::::: ::::: ::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::: :::::= $
36

' ~~~; ~M 

Decrta~~u~;e~f f>~~iT~;~=~~~-~~~i:~~~:~:~~~'=--~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 36
' ~~~: ~ai 

Or thirty-five one-hundredths of 1 per cent. 
SCHEDULE L. 

Dingley rate. 

PARAGRAPH 397, 

Conference rate. Conference 
duties. Conference. 

Per cent. 
Spun silk, several rates raised............... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . •. • . . • • . . . ••. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . 1, 883, 915 b 31 

The increase will most probably be more. 

PARAGRAPH 398. 

Thrown silk and sewing silk, rates raised ................................... ....•...... ~ ................••.......•.•••.•...•. 

v:::~·:~::::::~:.,;.~~.-~~·- .......... I ............................................................... : ............... . 
This increase will be more. I 

PARAGRAPH 399. · 

Woven fabrics .............. ... ............. .......... ............•...•. ...•.......... .......•..........•............•....•... 

HAndlmchiefs~::::::: .............. .I ........................................ I .......... : ............................ . 
Handkerchiefs, hemstitched ...........•.. ··· I········································ I····················· ·· ················· 

403,690 b92 

1, 860, 189 b 20 

9,332,287 b29 

7,980 a30 
2,479 a30 

a Decrease. · b Increase. 
SUMMARY. 

' Amount of Dingley duties, Schedule L _________________ -----------------------.------------------------------------------ $20, 313, 706 
Amount of confel'ence decreases-----------------------...,.----------------------.------------------------------------------ 2, 969 

Bill as decreased __________________________________________________________________ .:. ____________________________ _ 
Amount of conference increases-----------------------------------------------.---------;.-------------------------------·-

Arnount of conference bill duties, Schedule L------ -----------------------.-----------------------------------------· 
Increase oYer DingleY-------------------------------- ____ .:. ------------------.-----------------------------------------· · 

Or rn.48 per cent. · 
SCHEDULE M. 

20,310, 737 
3, 148,010 

23, 458,747 
3,145,041 

Dingley rate. Conference rate. Conference! 
duties. Conference. 

PARAGRAPH 4.09. I 
Printing paper, two and one-fourth .......... Three-tenths cent .................... Three-sixteenths cent ....... ........ . 

Percent. 
Printing paper, four cents. ................... Four-tenths cent . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . Three-tenths cent ................... . 

PAR.A.GRAPH ill. 

Paper, surface coated, not specially provided Two and one-half cents.............. Five cents .............. ............. . 
for. 

Paper, CO!J.ted with gelatin................... Three cents and twenty per cent..... Five cents and twenty per cent". ..... 

PARAGRAPH 412. 

Lithographic prints. This paragraph will 
go much higher. Writing paper is also 
raised, but the new classification destroys 
all prc\-Jous data. 

PA.RAGRAPH 415. 

Rates raised .•........................ 

Pa.per, not specially proYided for ............. Twenty-five per cent ................. Thirty per cent ...................... . 

"Decrease. b Increase. 
. SUMMA.RY. 

S32, 748 a38 
503 a25 

344,158 b50 

135,352 b54 

656,418 b26 

397, 983 b20 

Amount of Dingley duties, Schedule M---------------- -----------------------.------------------------------------------
Conference decreases---------------------------------·----------------------,,------------------------------------ ------

Bill as decreased------------------------------·-----------------------.-----------------------------------------­
Conference increases--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Amount of conference bill duties--------------------------------------.,,-------------~----------------------------
Increase over DingleY-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Or 10.02 per cent. · · 

$4, 136, 029 
19, 757 

4,117,272 
433, 220 

4,550,492 
414,463 

. 
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Conivari6on.-o/ tht:l confe,.ence 1·epot·t ici:tli the IJmgley la10 on an clumge<l items-Continued. 
SCIJEDULE N. 

Di.ngley rate. Conference rate. Conference 
duties. Conference. 

PARAGRAPH 428. 

Bituminous coal.............................. Sixty-seven cents •.••••••••.••••••• '". Forty-five cents ••..•.•..••.•.•..•.... 
Pei· ce-nt. 

8467,113 aa2 

PARAGRAPH 434. 
Fnlminites .....................••.•••••.••• .,,. Thirty per ce11t .•.•.•.••.•..•••.•••••. Twenty per cent •.•••...••. '" ••.•.... 220, 111 a33} 

PARAGRAPH 435. 

Gunpo,vder . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . •. Four cents............................ Two cents ......•••••.•••.•........... 31 a5() 
Gunpowder, 20 cents per pound.............. Six cents............................. Four cents .... "'··· .••.••..•...•....... 11,030 a33} 

PARAGRAPH 436. 

Matches ................................. ·-··· Eightcenta ...•.•......••••••.••••.••. Six.cents ....•..••. '""""""""""""""••·· 
Match-es in bulk.............................. One cent.............................. Three-fourths cent •.•....•.••.•...... 

47,303. . 025 
1,175 025 

PARAGRAPH 437. 
Cartridges.................................... Thirty-five per cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ••• Thirty per cent ...................... . 
Blasting caps................................. Two dollars and thirty-six cents..... Two dollars· and twenty-five cents •.. 

30,444 014 
13, 749 a5 

PARAGRAPH 438. 

~:~~~~.· J;e;ePa. ~::::::::::·.:::::::::::: :.··.·. FFif~fttyeepnei6e~~~~:::::::::· .. ·.·.·.·.·'.·.·.··.:.·: Twenty·per cent .................•... Sixty per cent ......•................. 
905,049 b33l 

1,024,148 b20 

~ PARAGRAPH 445. 
Crinoline ................. . ..... , ............. Ten cents ......••••••......•......... · Eight cents .......................•... 182 a20 

PA.RA.GRAPH 446. 

Hat.a of beaver, valued $4.5().......... ••••••.. Two dollars •..................... ~ ... One dollar and fifty cents ........... . 

PARAGRAPH °4.5(). · 
Hides, raw................................... Fifteen per cent ..........•.... ~...... Free.................................. No duty. Decrease, infinite. 

PAR.A.GR.A.PH 451. 

:Band belUng and sole leather . . . . . . .. . . . • . . . Twenty per cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . Five per cent .....................•••. 3,087 a75 
542,136 a2-0 
155, 641 050 
63, 742 al9 

Upper leather, etc............................ Twenty per cent..................... Fifteen per cent ... .. ................ . 
Skins for Morocco............................ Ten per cent............. . . . . . . . . . . . Five per cent ........................ . 
Patent, 10 lbs ................................ Thirty cents and twenty per cent .... Twenty-seven cent.a and fifteen per 

cent. 
Patent, 25 lbs................................. Thirty cents and twenty per cent .... ·Twenty-seven · cent.a and eight per 26, 248 alS . 

cent. 
Pianoforte ...............................•.... Thirty-five per cent .................. Twenty per cent ..................... No import 
Shoe laces.................................... Fi,fty cents and twenty per cent . . . . . Fifty cents and ten per ceut.. ••. .. . . . 101 

a43 
a20 
040 Boots and shoes ................ _.............. Twenty-five per cent................. Fifteen per cent...................... 24, 676 

.. PARAGRAPH 454. 

Th~ cheapest gloves . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . One dollar and seventy-five c~ts.. .. One dollar and twenty-five cents .... 154, 940 a28 

PAP..A .. Gltilll 461. 
Harness . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ••• •. . • .. . . Forty-five per cent •• . . •• . . . • . .• . . . . . . Thirty-five per cent ..........••••.... 56, 221 a22 

PA.RA.GRAPH 463. 

Manufactures bone, etc . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . •. . . . . Thirty per cent .....•••••••••. ;....... Thirty-five per cent ......•..... •.... : 984, 783 bl6 

PA.RAG RA.PH 470. 

Pain'°tings, not specially provided for......... Twenty per cent • • . . • . .•• •• • . •. . . . . . . Fifteen per cent .....••..•••.......... 381,639 025 

PARAGRAPH 476. 
Plows, etc .................................... Twenty per cent .......•.....•••••.... Fifteen per cent ..................... . S, 546 025 

a Decrease. "Increase. 
SUMMARY. 

i:~~~f ~~ ~~j~~~n~;t~ec~e°a.~~~~~~-~=============::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::= $ 2~;ggg;~8~ 
Bill as decreased-----------------------------------------------------.---------------------------- -------------- 25, 946, 307 

Amount of conference increases---------------------------------------------.------------------------------------------ · 538, 19~ 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield thirty-five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Ur. LONGWORTH]. ' 

Mr. LONGWORTH. l\Ir. Speaker, I did not intend to take 
up any time in discussing the general features of this bill. It 
seems to me that the matter has been thrashed out from A to Z 
in this House and that fmther discussion. of its general features 
is uot neces ·ary. I merely want to say that I most heartily 
appro-ve of the bill as reported by the conference committee, be­
cause I believe it to be a bill which does not depart one iota 
from the true Republican theory of protection, a.nd because I 
believe that it is a substantial revision downward. I am not 
one of those who quibble about the meaning of the word "revi­
sion. ' I do not believe that to revise merely means to look 
over. I belie-ve that to revise means to "take affirmative action, 
and I believe that the promise of the Republican platform was 
to take affirmative action, and that in the direction of a revision 
downward. I sincerely trust that my colleagues upon this side 

who are not suited in every respect by this bill will be cvntent 
to follow the leaders of the Republican party and not worship 
at the altars of the false gods either of excessiYe rates or of 
free trade. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. LONGWORTH. With pleasure. 
l\fr . .MURDOCK. The gentleman a ked Eome of us to follow 

the leaders of the Republican party. · I suppose he takes into 
consideration, when he makes that reque t, that the ordinary 
Member of this House has had preciou little to do with this 
bill, and that any compromise now arrh-ed at is a compromise 
between leaders of this body and_ the Seuate, and not between 
the Members of this body and the Senate. [AppJau ·e on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the Payne 
bill gave, as much as any tariff bill could, a chance to every 
Member of this House to indicate his views .and to have them 
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adopted in this ta.riff bill. I say that this bill is a personal vic­
tory for the leader of the Republican party on this floor, the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] I say that it is a personal victory for the 
leader of our party in this Nation, the President of the United 
States. [Applause on the Republican side.] And as such it 
should be supported by every Republican in this House. 

But I do not attempt, !\fr. Speaker--
1\fr. HARDY. What is that victory over? 
Mr. LONGWORTH. That victory is over, on the one hand, 

those who advocate excessive protective rates, and, on the other 
hand, those who advocate free trade· and the closing up of the 
factories of this country. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, as I said before--
Mr. ADAIR. Will the gentleman yield to one question? 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I am afraid I will have to 

decline for the moment, as I will have to go on with my subject. 
Mr. ADAIR. Just one short question. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I yield to the gentleman. 
l\Ir. ADAIR. The g-entleman stated that this bill hns been 

made by the Members of this House. I would like to ask him 
whether or not it is true that, with the exception of four items, 
the Members of this House had no opportb.nity to offer any 
amendment whatever to the 3,996 items of the bill outside of 
the four? 

l\lr. LONGWORTH. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I . am not going to an­
swer that question. It seems to me that I answered it before. 
If there is anything in the theory of representative government, 
it means men must delegate some discretion to duly authorized. 
representatives. 

l\fr. Speaker, I intend to discuss but one feature of this bill in 
detail, and that is the corporation tax. 

It was apparent from the outset that whatever the final action 
of this Congress upon the tariff question might be, whatever 
changes might be made in the Dingley law, there would be, in 
one respect at least, a marked departure from the mode of 
raising revenue which has prevailed during the past twelve 
years. During this time the main sources of revenue of this 
Government have been but two, namely, receipts from customs 
and receipts from internal revenue. It was apparent, I say, that 
this bill would surely contain a new method of raising revenue 
in the form of a tax upon other sources than the two I have 
mentioned. · 

Whether such a tax is necessary purely from a revenue stand­
point, or whether any tax for the purpose of supplementing our 
present revenue is necessary, I shall not discuss, except merely 
to say that for my part I believe that a substantial addition to 
the revenue is necessary not only for the purpose of paying off 
the deficit, but also to provide for a larger expenditure than has 
hitherto been made for the improvement of our inland water­
ways. But whether it is necessary or not, I believe that it will 
be the settled policy of this Government hereafter to tax cer­
tain sources of wealth which to-day pay no tax to the Govern­
ment. 

As to the exact form that this tax should take there have been 
wide differences of opinion. Three definite propositions have 
been considered since the beginning of this extra session-an 
inheritance tax, such as was contained in this bill as it passed 
the House; a tax upon the receipts of corporations, such as was 
contained in the bill as it passed the Senate; and a proposition 
which contained these two; and, in addition, a tax on individual 
incomes, which was presented in the Senate and was Jmown as 
the Bailey-Cummins amendment. It is true that the inherit­
ance-tax feature of this amendment is not precisely the same as 
that which passed the House, but it is, nevertheless, a tax on 
:inheritances. It is true, also, that the corporation tax of this 
amendment is not the same as the corporation tax as it passed 
the Senate, but it is a tax upon the net income of all corpora­
tions, and in principle they are practically identical. While the 
Bailey-Cummins amendment is generally referred to as an in­
come tax solely, it is, in fact, in addition to this, an inheritance 
tax and a corporation tax measure. 

Two of these propositions have been discussed with great 
thoroughness upon the floor of this House-the inlreritance tax 
and that portion of the Bailey-Cummins amendment which deals 
with iridividual incomes, and which is essentially the same as 
the income tax contain~ in the Wilson law. Unfortunately, the 
corporation tax was not discussed here at all, or, at least, very 
little, because it was not a part of the bill as it passed the 
House; and while, for this reason, it may seem to many Mem­
bers of this House to be a new proposition, and one to which too 
little consideration has been given, I want to try to show, if I 
can, that it is not in fp.ct new, but one which has been consid­
ered thoroughly, if not here, at least elsewhere, and to show 

also, if I can, not only the advisability, but the necessity, of its 
adoption as a part of this bill. 

I have heard it frequently said here-I heard it said only the 
other day by the leader of the Democracy, the distinguished 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], and his statement was 
greeted with great applause on that side of the Chamber-that 
this proposition was evolved merely for the purpose of beating 
the income tax in the Senate. I have no hesitation in agreeing 
to a part of this statement. · It did beat the kind of income tax 
that was proposed in the Senate, and I am glad of it. But with 
the other part of the statement of the gentleman from Missouri, 
that the corporation tax was evolved for that purpose, I take 
issue, for it was evolved, practically in all its details, long be­
fore the Bailey-Cummins amendment was ever heard of-before 
even this Congress was called into extra session. 

Mr. CLAYTON. :May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Certainly. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Is it the intention of your party to make this 

corporation tax part of the permanent fiscal policy of the 
Government? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. So far as I am concerned, I will say, in 
reply to the gentleman, that I sincerely hope so. 

l\fr. CLAYTON. And you think your party intend to make it 
a part of its permanent fiscal policy? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do. There is one man, and one man 
only, who is primarily responsible for this corporation tax, and 
to whom, if it shall become part of our permanent law, the 
credit is due, and that is the President of the United States. I 
Jmow of my own Jmowledge that the thing was in his mind be­
fore his inauguration, that he asked for the advice of many . 
well-Jmown economists upon this subject. Immediately after 
his inauguration he required to be drawn up by the Attorney­
General a corporation-tax measure substantially identical with 
the one that is before us now. His object was not to meet any· 
particular condition in the Senate which might arise, not to 
meet any particular measure, Qut to ingraft upon our taxation 
system a measure which ~e believed to be right, not only for 
revenue-raising purposes but for procuring a reasonable super­
vision by the Government of the corporations of this country. 

Mr. JAMES. If the gentleman will permit me, you are 
referring now to what the President intended to do with refer­
ence to the corporation tax before his inauguration? Why is it 
he did not recommend the corporation tax instead of an in­
heritance tax, if the gentleman is correct in his statement and 
conclusions as to the position of the President? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I am coming to that a little later, if the 
gentleman from Kentuch-y will pardon me. 

Before this Congress met, and while the majority l\!embers 
of the Committee on Ways and Means were engaged in drafting 
the tariff bill, I submitted to the committee, at the President's 
request, a draft of this corparation tax, similar in almost every 
respect to the measure which finally passed the Senate and 
which is now before us. It was there most carefully con­
sidered. That it was not adopted by the committee was not 
because of its lack of merit, but because we did not believe 
that the revenue that 1t was estimated it would produce was 
necessary, and because we had already decided to adopt the 
inheritance tax, which had been specifically recommended by 
the President in his inaugural address as a proper means of 
supplementing the revenue. Thus it was not a question with 
us of substituting the corporation tax for the inheritance tax. 
It was a question of supplementing the inheritance tax with 
the corporation tax, and in the opinion of the committee the 
additional revenue that would ha,•e been produced was neither 
necessary nor desirable. 

Far from being a legislative trick, designed to meet a partic­
ular condition in the Senate, or designed to beat any particular 
measure, this corporation tax is a well-considered plan, de­
signed to go upon the statute books on account of the merit it 
has in it. 

While I do not propose to discuss at any length the general 
question of an income tax, it is impossible to pass it by alto­
gether, because a corporation tax is an income tax, and em­
bodies, in my judgment, the best features of such a . tax. Gen­
erally speaking, the Bailey-Cummins amendment is an almost 
exact reproduction of the income tax adopted in the Wilson 
bill. Hardly any change has been made in it, except that the 
exemption has been increased from two to five thousand dol­
lars. I gathered in the debate here the other day that some 
gentlemen on the other side would prefer that the exemption 
should be increased even above this point. The gentleman from 
Alabama, in- reply to a question I addressed him, said that 
he would exempt incomes of $7,500. Evidently the gentleman 
from Alabama., if he had the drafting of an income-tax law, 
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would see to it that those who voted for it should not be. in­
cluded in its provisions. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. I would exempt all the poor men and all 
the men with small incomes, so that I might get their support, 
in order in that way to make the multimillionaires, who now 
pay no taxes, contribute something to the support of the G-Ov­
ernment. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. Oh, the gentleman advocates a class 
system of taxation. 

~Ir. CI..AYTON. It is not class. Every income tax that we 
have had has recognized these exemptions. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. But no income tax in any country ex­
cept this exempts more than $800. 

l\Ir. CLAYTON. Your corporation tax itself has exemptions 
in it. · 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Of corporations, but not of individuals. 
Mr. CLAYTON. And thereby it recognizes the principle of 

exemptions. · 
l\Ir. LONGWORTH. On the contrary, this will exempt only 

a comparatively small percentage of all the corporations. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I would exempt the small corporations. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. And the gentleman's income-tax propo­

sition exempting incomes of eight, nine, or ten thousand dol­
lars, it would exempt 90 per cent of the population. 

l\Ir. CLAYTON. Does not tlie gentleman admit that every 
corporation whose net income does not exceed $5,000 is exempt? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Most assuredly. . 
Mr. CLAYTON. Is not that the same principle that would 

exempt the individual in an income tax? What is the differ­
ence· in principle? I should like to have the gentleman eluci­
date it. 
- Mr. LONGWORTH. The difference between investigating the 
personal affairs of an individual and the affairs of a corpora­
tion, which I think ·should be made public. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I must go on. I will yield later, if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. CLAYTON. You do not deny the justice of it, but you 
put it solely upon the ground that it is inquisitorial in the 
case of the individual, but not inquisitorial in the case of the 
corpora ti on? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I have no objection to an investigation 
of the affairs of corporations. 

·Mr. CLAYTON. It is inquisitorial in its nature in both cases. 
l\Ir. LONGWORTH. I draw a sharp line between an inquisi­

tion into the affairs of the individual and an inquisition into the 
affairs of a corporation. 

I am referring to the Bailey-Cummins amendment in this con­
nection, because I believe that I can best show why I approve 
of this corporation tax by pointing out my objections to certain 
features of the Bailey-Cummins amendment. My principal 
objections to it are four: 

First, that the exemption is too high. I do not believe in 
exempting so large a class as this amendment would exempt 
from the operation of any tax which, it is assumed, is a just tax. 
In the second place, it makes no distinction between earned 
and unearned incomes. Certainly I should never favor a tax 
which did not make this distinction. I can see no justice in 
making one man pay upon an income which he earns with his 
brains or the sweat of his brow the same rate that another man 
pays upon an income which is derived from invested capital, 
and whose only exertion is to collect it. The capital of the first 
is his brains and his hands, and can end-ure only during his 
years of vigorous life. The capital of the other is, for the most 
part, in the brains and hands -0f others, and though ~e may 
spend his entire income, it is not exhausted or even deteriorated. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques­
tion. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Very well. 
Mr. SHERLEY. What would the gentleman say as to the 

man's income derived from bonds of corporations? 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I think undoubtedly if the income tax 

shall come before this country, if the country shall demand 
that an income-tax law be passed, that the English system of 
collecting such a tax ought to be adopted, namely, the collection 
at the source and not at the hands of the individual. 

l\Ir. SHERLEY. If the gentleman is warranted in saying that 
the corporation tax is superior to an income tax, how is the 
gentleman warranted in not taxing bondholders in place of 
stockholders? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It was seriously considered in drafting 
this measure, as I understand it, whether constitutionally the 
bonds could be gotten at, but it was deemed that it would make 
the measure unconstitutional, and for that reason it was not 
put ln. 

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman :yield to me? 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I would rather not yield at all for the 

present. I do not want to be- discourteous, but I have much 
more to get through before I close. 

My third objection to the Bailey-Cummins amendment is that 
it is unduly inquisitorial; and later I shall call attention to the 
distinction that I make between inquisition into the affairs of 
an in<l:ividual and inquisition into the affairs of a corporation. 

My fourth objection is that it is unconstitutional, in that it 
contains all the features that were held unconstitutional in the 
Wilson income tax:; and ·its pass..<tge by this Congress would 
be, in my judgment, little short of an insult to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. The only way to remedy this last 
objection, in considering the question of an income tax in future 
years, was to have taken the action which has, in fact, been 
taken by this Congress to propose an amendment to the Con­
stitution, so that people may decide through the legislatures of 
the various States whether or not the undoubted power shall be 
given to the Government to assess a tax on individual incomes. 
To my mind the right to assess such a tax in time of war is not 
only advisable but a necessary incident to popular government. 
Whether such a tax is advisable in time of peace would depend, 
in my judgment, upon the form of the tax. That is a bridge 
which we can cross when we come to it. 

With regard to the inquisitorial feature of this tax and with 
regard to the exemption, I want to refer briefly to the English 
system of collecting a tax: upon incomes; and I do so because 
it was suggested by gentlemen on the other side in the debate 
the other day, who, in advocating the Wilson tax, quoted the 
English income tax as an argument therefor. I remember that 
several gentlemen said that the English system was an ideal 
system. It seems to me that in using the English income tax 
as an argument for the adoption of the system proposed here, 
gentlemen have shot very wide of the mark. In fact, I fear 
that they have not made a profound study of the English sys­
tem, for it is no more like the tax here proposed than black is 
like white. 

In the first place, the English law differs from this one in 
placing the exemption at $800 instead of $5,000, and therefore 
reaches an infinitely larger class of the community. In the 
second place, the whole theory of the tax is diametrically op­
posed to this, for while the system that these gentlemen advo­
cate would impose a tax upon the income in the hands of the 
individual, ·the English. system taxes it before it comes into the 
hands of the individual, and thus almost entirely eliminates the 
-inquisition by the Government into the private affairs of the 
individual, which, to my mind, is the most serious objection to 
an income tax. · 

That the English system has been successful as a means of 
raising revenue can not be questioned, nor can its popularity 
among the English people--or at least their acquiescence in its 
provisions-be questioned, for it ha·s existed practically in the 
form that it is now for nearly seventy years, and the revenue 
which it has raised has continuously increased from that time on 
until it now reaches the enormous sum of more than $160,000,000 
a year. 

In 1906 a committee of the House of Commons was consti­
tuted to examine into the general subject of the income tax 
with a ·view particularly of inquiring as to whether it was prac­
ticable to differentiate between permanent and precarious in­
comes, and as to whether it was practicable to graduate the tax 
by assessing it against the individual. This committee was 

·composed of some of the leading members of Parliament, 17 in 
all, among them Mr. McKenna, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Keir 
Hardie, the leader of the Labor party, and Mr. William Red­
mond, the leader of the Irish party. The report was unanimous. 
In regard to the question of assessing the tax direct, the com­
mittee said: 

If that system were adopted, it would be easy to levy a graduated 
rate of tax according to the total net income of the individual. Such 
a course would involve, however, the abandonment of the principle 
which is known as "collection at the source." The importance of re­
taining in our revenue system a principle which is mainly responsible 
for the present development of the tax and the ease with which it is 
collected and the extreme undesirability of doing anything which would 
reduce its efficiency can scarcely be overestimated. At the present time, 
indeed, something like two-thirds of the tax is collected before the 
income reaches the person to whom it. belongs and without any in­
formation being obtained or required as to t he persons to whom it 
will go. It is interesting to recall the fact that a hundred years ago 
we abandoned direct personal assessment, and collection at the source 
was substituted, with the result that the yield of the tax was almost 
doubled immediately. In 1803 an income tax of 5 per cent, collected 
at the source, yielded within a very small amount as much as a tax 
of 10 per cent did in 1801, when it was assessed and collected direct 
from each taxpayer. 

Your committee are convinced that direct personal assessment for 
the whole tax is not practicable in this country, in the sense of being 
an expedient or desirable means of collecting revenue. 
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The committee further reported that it was p1·acticable and Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the gentleman believe if the in· 
advisable to differentiate between earned and unearned incomes, come to be taxed consists of rental from real estate that such a 
and in accordance with this report these two classes of in- tax is a constitutional tax 1 . 
comes are now assessed upon a different scale. Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, I am speaking of the English in· 

The finance act of 1907 divides taxpayers into two classes- come tax. 
those who receive less than $10,000 a year whose income, or a Mr. RICHARDSON. I am referring to the corporation in-
par-t of which, is earned, and those who r~eive the same come tax that the gentleman is talking about. 
amount whose income is not earned. To the first class this Mr. LONGWORTH. It is constitutional in England, because 
act grants a remission of 3 pence in the pound upon the amount anything that Parliament enacts is -constitutional. 
of the earned income. So that as the average tax in recent Mr. RICHARDSON. Would it be constitutional in the United 
years in England has been 12 pence on the pound, this amounts States, where- the law operates? 
to a remission of 25 per cent of the tax. If the distinction Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, r have already said that I believe 
were recognized in the Bailey-Cummins amendment between the corporation tax to be constitutional in every respect. I have 
earned and unearned incomes, as it is in -England, the tax said that my principal objection to an income tax is that it is 
upon earned incomes would only be 1-! per cent . This provi- inquisitorial, and I am met by the argument from opponents of 
sion of the finance act is the result of an agitation which has the corporation tax that it, too, is inquisitorial. Of course that 
gone on for many years in England and has finally resulted in is true. It is true of any tax on incomes. But I draw a sharp 
the adoption of a distinction which, to my mind, is at the very distinction between inquisition into the affairs of an individual 
basis of a just in~ome tax. and iriquisition into the affairs of a corporation. 

We are asked, in the only proposition that has been before rt is said that this tax is unpopular, and Members of this 
us, to disregard this distinction entirely, to disregard the experi- House point to large numbers of communications that they have 
ence o?i..t great country in which the income tux has been one of received from their constituents protesting against its adop­
the principal sources of revenue continuously for the past sixty- tion. I have yet to see, however, a communication from any 
seven years, and above all we are asked, by taxing the income source except those interested in corporations. Certainly this 
in the hands of the holder, to adopt a principle which was dis- has been true in my case. I have received a large number of 
carded by England as impracticable, inexpedient, and undesir- letters and telegrams from such sources in my city, urging me 
able as a means of collecting revenue more than a hundred to vote against this measure, all based upon the ground that it 
years ago. If we- are to have an income tax in the future, let is unjust and discriminatory. I know the officers of these vari­
us at least profit by the experience of other countries. Let us ous corporations and know them to be upright and honorable 
at least have a. tax which is comparatively up to date. men of the highest standing in the community, and yet I can 

There is, as I have said, a. radical difference between the not agree with them that this corporation tax is either unjust 
English system and the system proposed here, in that th~re the or discriminatory in the proper sense. 
tax is levied upon the source of income, and here upon the in- That this measure discriminates between corporations and in­
come itself in the hands of the individual. For instance, here dividuals is, to my mind, not a fault but a virtue. I have 
in owner of houses or lands would pay a tax upon the rents he heard over and over again this argument: Suppose A is a cor­
receives. In England he pays n-o tax himself, but the tax is poration engaged in doing business upon one corner of a street. 
paid by his tenant. Here the man who receives a salary from B is a partnership doing a business precisely the same, both as 
the Government would pay a tax upon the salary himself. to character and volume, on the other corner of the street. Is 
There the tax is deducted by the -Government from the amount it fair that establishment A should pay a tax to the Govern· 
he is to receive. Here the creditor would pay the tax upon the ment upon its net earnings, and that establishment B should 
amount of interest he receives from the debtor. go free? My answer is, " Yes." By virtue of having incor-

Mr. BORLAND. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? porated his business, A has certain advantages which B, man­
Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will be brief about it. aging his affairs as a partnership, has not. Among other things, 
Mr. BORLAND. How do they arrive at the tax to be paid his liabilities are limited, and he has the right of perpetual 

by the Englishman who draws his revenue from foreign invest- succession. He has paid some-thing for the privilege of becom­
ments? ing a corporation and of enjoying these advantages, and hence 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I can not answer that question at the has shown that he deems them to be of value. It seems to me 
moment. There is one schedule under which that comes, where that he is barred from asserting that the Government has not 
the collection is made before it is. transmitted to the individual. · at least an equitable right to ask him to pay a tax upon the 

Mr. BORLAND. I do not know as the gentleman under- profits of his business, or from saying that such a tax is dis-
stands me. criminatory. The members of the partnership have not asked 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I think I understand the gentleman. from the Government any privileges that they are not entitled 
l\Ir. BORLAND. Suppose an Englishman has money in- to as individuals, and it seems to me that they have the right 

vested in the United States in railroad bonds, the interest on to consider that their profits are their own private affair; bnt 
.which is remitted directly to him. if individuals incorporate and ask of the Government certain 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That would be probably a case where privileges to whi't!h they would not be entitled as individuals, 
the individual pays the tax himself. So it is in the case of a it seems to me that they can not justly object to revealing to the 
lawyer or a physician, where it is impossible to arrive at the Government their profits and paying a tax upon them, if this 
source of the income. If it is possible to arrive at the source, tax shall be necessary to the support of the Government. I 
it is invariably done. There the debtor pays the tax and de- can give but little weight to the argument that this tux is un­
ducts it from the interest. More than. half of the revenue just because it discriminates between corporations and indi­
raised from the English income tax is derived from the tax , viduals. 
on the earnings of businesses, and at this point we find that Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman ;Rield? 
their theory of levying the tax is precisely similar to the theory Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will make it very 
of this corporation tax in that it taxes the income received by brief. 
the stockholders, not in their hands, but at its source, namely, Mr. GARRETT. Is there not this inherent injustice in this 
upon the income of the corporation. Thus the only resem- proposed bill, and that is the exemption? I know of thou­
blance between the English system and the system here proposed sands-well, hundreds-of men who own stock in corporations 
lies in the corporation tax; so that gentlemen who urge the that make less than $5,000 net that are much more able to pay 
English system as a reason for the passage of an income tax a tax than thousands and thousands of men who own stock in 
here argue themselves out of court, except so far only as the corporations which make more than $5,000 net. What about 
corporation tax is concerned. Instead of an argument for the the· injustice of that exemption? 
general principles of the Bailey-Cummins amendment, it is a l\fr. LONGWORTH. I do not understand the gentleman's 
most powerful argument against it. question. I will ask him to state his question over again. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? Mr. GARRETT. I know hundreds of men who own stock in 
Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman is brief. · corporations that make less than $5,000 a year--
Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman's opinion Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. 

in reference to the income tax that he is discussing, where, the Mr. GARRETT. That are much more able to pay a tax than 
income or a part of it subject to this tax is derived from real thousands of people who own stock in corporations that make 
estate. more- than $5,000. 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. I have said that in England the income Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, the gentleman is getting back to the 
is taxed in the hands of the tenant and not in the hands of the question of an individual income tax. 
owner. Mr. GARRETT. But it all falls on the individual. 
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l\fr. LONGWORTH. Probably there is no real justice in any 
exemption, either in the case of an individual income or a cor-
pora Hon tax. It is a practical question-- · 

l\fr. G.ARREr.rT. But there is humanity in the personal ex­
emption, although it may not be-

Mr. LONGWORTH. ·Jt is all a question of degree. One gen­
tleman may think an income of $500 ought to be exempted and 
another man may think, as the gentleman from Missouri, that 
$7,000 should be exempted. There is no settled rule that can 
be laid down. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. May I ask the gentleman--
Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I will have to ask that I 

be not interrupted for a moment. 
As to the constitutionality of this tax I shall have but little 

to say, because I take it to be beyond argument. If anyone 
holds any doubt upon this question, I would recommend the 
reading of the speech recently made in the Senate by the junior 
Senator from New York [Mr. RooT], in which he goes thor­
oughly into. the question of the constitutionality of this legisla­
tion. His speech is a masterpiece of clearness and force, and 
leaves practically nothing to be said upon the subject. 

Let ms see what other reasons there are besides the fact that 
this tax is legal and that it is equitable that it should be passed 
at this time; because the mere fact that any tax is legal and 
equitable is not of itself a compelling reason why it should be 
adopted. Both the Committee on Ways and Means of this 
Hou e and the Finance Committee of the Senate are agreed that 
further revenues are necessary, and that in the neighborhood of 
$25,000,000 a year additional must be raised by some other forms 
of taxation than those contained in our present law. 

A practical way to do this was to adopt such a measure as 
the inheritance tax, but that was open to some objections; in 
the first place because it was, in the nature of things, impossible 
to estimate what it would produce in any given year, and be­
cause it was already in force as a state law in more than half 
the States in the Union. With the sharp necessity for an im­
mediate remedy for the deficit staring us in the face, it always 
seemed to me, while I heartily supported and am in thorough 
sympathy with the principle of an inheritance tax, that we are 
groping in the dark as to the amount it would raise in the next 
two or three years which could be applied to paying off the 
deficit. At the time when this corporation tax was first con­
sidered in the Ways and Means Committee, which was, as I 
ha>e said, early in March, it was estimated roughly that a tax 
of 2 per cent upon the earnings of corporations would produce 
certainly not to exceed $25,000,000. As investigation progressed, 
however, this amount began to rise, until competent authority 
now estimates that it would raise nearer seventy or eighty mil­
lions. Thus it became necessary to reduce the rate to 1 per cent 
to avoid what would almost surely turn out to be a smplus of 
revenue. 

There can be no question but that a tax of 1 per cent upon 
the net earnings Of corporations will produce a revenue of, at 
the very least, 25,000,000 annually, that it would be simple and 
easy of collection, and that its effect would be immediate. Of 
all the propositions proposed for raising this additional revenue, 
it seems to me that the corporation tax, if viewed only from its 
revenue-producing capacity, is the most logical. 

But there is another feature of this measure which, to my 
mind, is of even more importance, and that is the feature of 
publicity. I have long thought that this was at least the first 
step in the solution of on~ of the most important questions that 
is before the American people-the question of the reasonable 
regulation of cor1 orations. How can we legislate intelligently 
upon this subject? How can we determine what corporations 
are managing their affairs honestly and with due regard for 
the interests of the public? How can we determine what corpo­
rations are managing their affairs dishonestly and with con­
temptuous disregard for the public welfare, unless we have 
some means of ascertaining what their business really is? How 
can we separate the sheep from the goats unless we have some 
means, outside of mere rumor, of judging which are the sheep 
and which are the goats? This measure is conceived in no 
spirit of hostility to corporations. It does not compel the dis­
closure of any trade secrets which might bring upon some 
small corporation a ruinous competition from some greater and 
stronger one. It merely compels the corporations to state in 
general terms what their gross earnings have been, what has 
been charged off to repairs, renewals, maintenance, and over­
head charges, and what remains which can reasonably be con­
sidered their net profit from the business every year. To my 
mind, it will be of immense advantage to the stockholders of 
corporations throughout the country. I venture to say that the 
vast majority of all the stockholders have no real idea of what 

their legitimate profits have actually been. In many cases a 
few insiders have gotten together and juggled the accounts to 
suit themselves, and the ordinary, eYery-day stockholder has 
been left out in the cold. 

I have heard again and again urged against this measure the 
old argument that it will cut into the savings of the widows and 
orphans. This f's the argument we always hear when any legisla­
tion is contemplated which affects a corporation. I belie>e this 
measure is for the direct benefit of the widows and orphans and 
all stockholders, to whose interest it is that the affairs of the cor­
porations of which they are part owners shall be wisely and 
intelligently administered. 

The junior Senator from New York, in his speech, called at­
tention to another feature of this measure which I think is of 
the greatest importance, and that is the difficulty of making a 
well-considered protective tariff with the almost inconceirnbly 
meager information that we really. have concerning the affairs 
of corporation!? which the tariff i·eally affects. As he says: 

What do we know about those corporations? Unon the one hand, we 
have garbled and partial statements ; upon the other, equally garbled 
and partial statements, and no means of distinguishing the truth. 

And he says further: . ,__ 
I should like to see in .the office of the Commissioner of Internal Reve­

nue the next time a tariff bill comes before Congress statements, untler 
oath and tested year by year, about the business of all these vast multi­
tudes of corpora~ions that come appealing to us here for help, so that 
we shall not agarn be compelled to come to the conclusion that all the 
business of the United States is on the brink of :failure. 

I think perhaps the_ Senator exaggerates in saying tha,t ap­
parently all the corporations which came before us were on 
the brink of failure; but it is true that not one of the represent­
atives of any of the corporations which appeared in the public 
hearings before the Ways and Means Committee gav.e the re­
motest hint that they were unduly prosperous. If, as the Sen­
ator suggests, we could have turned in every case to the files 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, it would not have 
been necessary for the distinguished gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. GRIGGS] to preface the testimony of every representative 
of a corporation who appeared before us with the question: 
"Are you making any money?" 'Ve would have all known, in­
cludirig the gentleman from Georgia, whether or not they were 
by merely examining the records. 

I thoroughly believe in publicity in tlle affairs of corporations. 
I believe it will be a benefit, not only to the public at large, not 
only for the benefit of the small stockholdQrs, but for the benefit . 
of the corporations themselves. There is no que tion but that 
the disclosures that were made some years ago of reckless dis­
honesty in the management of a few of the great corporations 
destroyed the confidence of the investing public, both here and 
abroad, in all corporations-a confidence which has not yet re-

. turned and which will not wholly return until the public has 
some means of knowing what the affairs of these corporations 
really are. I believe that a rea·sonabJe publicity will cau e mil­
lions of the public's money to come out of hiding and seek in­
vestment in corporate stock, and that floods of money will come 
to this counh·y from foreign investors. I believe that incal­
culable benefit will come to the present stockholders because 
they will have a means of knowing whether a fair amount of 
the profit of the corporation in which they are interested finds 
its way into their hands or whether it is diverted, by the pay­
ment of unreasonable salaries to the officers of the corporation 
or in other ways, from its proper channels. I believe that the 
safest tribunal before which any corporation can be judged is 
before the bar . of public opinion, and that the reasonable pub­
licity which this measure requires will show that corporations, 
no matter how big, will be fairly judged, and will show further 
that the vast majority of all the corporations of this country are, 
in fact, managed honestly, interngently, and with due regard for 
the interests of the public. 

I believe that this measure is in line with the great progres­
sive meaimres which have been enacted by the Republican party 
in the past eight years for the supervision and regulation by the 
Government of corporate wealth, the question which, ·-1:0 my 
mind, together with the question of the conservation of our 
national resources, overshadows all others in importance. I be­
lieve that in evolving and advocating the passage of this law 
that the President of the United States has redeemed in the 
fullest measure his pledge that he would, during his administra­
tion proceed along the paths blocked out by his predecessor; 
that he would use every effort to bring to his policies their full-
est fruition. [Applause. l · 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, who is controlling the 
time upon the Republican side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ne·w 
York [Mr. PAYNE], who is temporarily absent. He has some 
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two hours and fifteen minutes, and the gentleman from :Mis­
souri has some one hour and · eighteen minutes. 

:Mr. CLARK; of Missouri. I yield ·to Mr. UNDERWOOD of 'Ala-
bama. · . · . · 

The SPE4KER pro tempo re: How much time? 
.Mr. CLARK of Missouri. As much time as he de.sires. 
1'Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the inlportant pledge the 

Republican party made to the country last fall, as defined by 
their candidate for President, was a promise to revise the tariff 
downward. There are some members of tliat party _who claim 
that the pledge to revise the tariff did not mean a revision down­
ward, but their candidate for President of the United States 
defined his position in such a way that there could b~ no _possible 
mistake as to what he meant and as to what he pledged himself. 
to the people of the United States to accomplish. 

Now, the question before us is not how you have written this 
bill or why you have written this bill, but as to whether you 
have kept the pledges of your standard bearer. I take it ·tliaf 
when the President of the United States pledged himself to the 
people in favor of a downward revision he was honest and 
candid in that pledge, that he did not favor a revision merely. 
on the face of the paper, but that when he said he was in favor. 
of a downward revision he meant such a revision as would lift 
from the backs of the inasses of the people of this country the 
burdens of taxation that they had borne under the Dingley 
bill. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I take it that he did 
not mean a revision that would revise the tariff in the interest 
of the manufactmers of this country, but that be meant a re-. 
vision that would revise the tariff in the interest of the masses 
of the people of the United States. 

Now, in estimating how far this revision bas gone, some ex­
pert employed by the conference committee, or acting in behalf 
of the conference committee, has estimated that there is a very 
slight reduction in this bill below the Dingley rates, less than 
1 per cent; but I understand that that gentleman's figures have 
been repudiated by the Treasury Department. We who are sup­
posert. to represent the minority on the confnence committee have 
had no opportunity to go into their inner councils and to know 
what they were doing. JI'or three weeks they sat behind closed 
doors, deliberated together as to what they would .do, and had 
every opportunity to estimate whether their bill was a revJsion 
downward or a revision upward. The minority were given only 
twenty-four hours' notice to work out the result of the bill. 
Now, I want to call your attention to the fact that the chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee, the representative of this 
House 011 the conference committee, when he presented the 
original Payne bill to the House last winter gave a detailea 
statement of the increases and the decreases in the, Payne bill 
as compared with the present law, of the actual rate on each 
item, and of the final increase of the bill over the Dingley bill; 
but in presenting this report to the House, containing the final 
conclusions of the representatives of ·both Houses, he gives no 
information showing whether the new law will be higher or 
lo'' er than the olrl one. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Referring to the ccmference on account of 
the disagreement between the two Houses over this bill, is it 
not a fact that the Democratic conferees of the House were in­
Tited to stay away from that conference? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, the Republican l\lembers of the 
conference committee adjourned the conference committee and 
went into a caucus. 

A MEMBER. Were you not in a polite way told that the Demo­
crats were not needed in the conference, and they did not want 
you? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
A l\IEMBEB. And do you know what happened in that confer­

ence committee? Did not these Republicans when they held 
the conference~ committee hold hearings before that committee? 
A number of people appeared before them, did they not, from 
time to time? And were you, as a member of that conference 
committee, permitted to know what happened in that com­
mittee? 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Of course, as I have said, we had no 
information of what went on in the committee at all, and we 
were not informed. 

A ~!EMBER . It was only yesterday or the day before that you 
knew anything that they had done? 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. But I have no complaint to 
make that those gentlemen excluded the Democrats from the 
committee. The country is not going to try the Republican 
party on the question as to how they treated the Democratic 
membership of this House: The real issue before the people is 
how they . are .treating the people of this counh'Y in passing this 
bill. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] That is where 
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the verdict will be found, and I desire, as I said before, to call 
your attention to the fact that although the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee when he brought the original Payne 
bijl into this House informed the House as to the actua 1 per-·. 
centage of increases and decreases in every rate brought before 
the House, to-day we are presented a bill that no man in the 
country except 11 men on the conference committee· had an · 
opportunity of knowing anything about more than forty-eight° 
hours ago. He has ·not presented the figures showing wherein · 
this bill was increased and where .it is decreased. They have 
had. every opportunity to make a detailed statement, and have 
not done so; and they know the reason why. They know when 
the final estimate is made as to the rates of this bill that it will 
show an increase over the present law on an average of at least 
2 per cent. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Eighty per cent of the items contained in the bill presented 
by the conference committee are the rates of the present law­
the Dingley bill-unchanged in any particular. Twenty per 
cent of the rates have been changed. There are about 6 per 
cent decreases and about 14 per cent of increases in the bill. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] In advance of our receipt 
of the conference report the Democratic members of the com­
mittee had reviewed the bill as it passed the Senate and the 
House and worked out every separate item in the bill as to 
the rate of duty it bore. We had worked it out on the Senate 
rate and on the House rate. Therefore when the conference 
report was presented to us we merely had to substitute rn:e· 
conference rate in place of the other rate to find the result. It 
has been worked out Oil" the same basis as the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee worked it out on his first report 
of the Payne bill to the House. He took the impoi'ts for the 
year 1907 as the basis in forming his estimates. We took the· 
imports of 1907. We calculated the increases and decreases in 
tl;l.e ·same way that he did, and we find the rates of duty levied in 
this bill are an increase over the Dingley bill rates of 1.71 per 
cent; but in making our estimate we left out of our calculations 
all those items that were taken from the free list in the Dingley 
bilf and put upon the dutiable list in this bill, because we did 
not have -any returns from the Treasury Department to show 
the amount of impor~ations on these items. When th·ey are ulti­
mately included they will show an additional increase above 
our findings. 

By leave of the House I shall insert in the RECORD a state­
ment prepared under the directio~ of the mfuority members of 
the conference committee, showing the increases and decreases 
in this bill as compared with the present law. The first column 
cont_ains the Dingley revenue for 1907 by schedules and the 
second is estimated by applying the rates of the conference bill 
to the imports of that year. The duties of the conference bill 
will be largely increased by the changed classifications of the 
cotton and _silk schedules and the many new items of taxation 
introduced. 
EJst·ilnated 1·evenues of the conference tariff bill upon. the Payne­

.Aldrich bill. 

[Increase { + ) . Decrease { - ) . ] 

Schedule- Dingley 
duties. 

Percentage 
Conference of the latter 

duties. on the 
former. 

A. Chemicals, etc---------------------·--- · $.11,186,860 $11,816,214 
B. Earthenware, etc______________________ 15,349,939 15,290,932 
C. Metals, etc----------------------------- 21,811,184 20,370,396 
D. Wood, etc------------------------------ 3,_705,0'2~ 3,128,553 
E. Sugar, etc _______ .:. _____ · ---·----·--··--· 60,338,523 00,335,866 
F. Tobacco, etc----------------------·-·-- 26,125,037 26,125,037 
G. Agricultural products__________________ 19,181,888 . 20,454,646 
H. Spirits, etc--------------------------... 16,318,220 20, 705,369 
L Cotton, etc____________________________ 14,291,026 15,835,112 
J. Flax , etc- -------------- -------·---·---- 49,900,580 49,776,276 
K. Wool, etc-----------------------·------ · 36 ,554,816 36 ,426,214 
L. Silk, etC------- -------------- ··--------· 20,313,706 23,458,747 . 
M. Pulp, paper, etc_____________________ __ _ 4,136,629 4,550,492 
N. Sundries..---------------------·-·-···-- · 29,896,500 26,484,490 

TotaL--------------------------·--·· 329,109,342 , 331, 7E-S,344 

Per cent. 
+ 5.63 
- .32 
- 6 .65 
-15.03 
- .004 

No change. 
+ 6 .63 
+26.88 

. + 10.80 
- .24 -
- .35 
+15. 48 
-10.02 
+ 11.41 

Increase over Dingley, $5,649,002, or increase of 1.71 per cent above 
the present law. 

We did not include the raise in rates caused by the change 
of classification in the cotton scbeclule, but no one can deny that 
that change will increase the rates above our estimates. We 
had no Treasury Department reports on which to estimate the 
rates as to the items affected by the new classification, and we 
have not included these items in our estimate of the increases 
in the cotton schedule. I am sure that when the reclassifica-
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tion of the items in the cotton schedule and the items taken 
from the free list and put -on the dutiable list .are included that 
the average rate of increase in taxation will be at least 2 per 
cent aboye the present law. 

There is no responsibility resting on the Democratic party 
for this increase. We have stood here day in and day out, for 
months, ready to reduce these rates to a reasonable revenue 
basis. The Republican party all this time has had a majority 
on that side of the Chamber. They ·had pledged the country 
through their President to a reYision downward in the inter­
ests of the people; and we find to-day, when the verdict is about 
to be written into law, that they are keeping those pledges by 
revising the tariff upward at least 2 per cent above the Ding­
ley rate. 

I said in the beginning that I did not believe that when the 
President of the United States pledged him-self to a revision 
P.ownward that he meant to be captious in making his pledge. 
I believe that he made an honest pledge and meant revision 
downward in the interest of the masses of the people. I want 
to call your attention to this fact, that notwithstanding there 
has been no revision downward in the main, that where they 
have revised it down in some items it has not been in the inter­
ests of the people, but in the interests of. the great corporations 
of this country, or the manufacturing interests, in the main. 
[Loud applause on the Democrati'c side.] 

They have revised downward the tariff on iron ore. Who will 
receive the benefit of that revision downward? It will go into 
the pockets of Mr~ Schwab and Mr. Carnegie at the Bethlehem 
Iron Works, of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company in its plant 
at Sparrows Point, Md., and of other great corporations. 

Now, do you think that revision downward on iron ore is going 
to be handed down to the people of this country? It takes two 
tons of Cuban ore to make one ton of pig iron. . The reduction 
of the rate on those two tons of ore amounts to 50 cents, or 50 
cents on a ton of pig iron. If they were willing to hand it 
down, and wanted to hand that 50 cents down to the ultimate 
consumer, bow much would the man who buys a 20-pollhd plow 
receive? It would not amount to 1 cent on a 20-pound plow, if 
he got all that was ·coming to him. The same thing is true in 
reference to fence wire and the ordinary commodities purchased 
in daiJy life. It is true the grea_t corporation that might buy a 
$3,00'0 boiler might receive some benefit of that reduction -0n 
iron <>re; but it is so infinitesimal, when it comes down to the 
article purchased by the consuming masses of the people, that 
they will never hear of it and never know of it, and these great 
corporate interests are going to receive the benefit of thµt reduc­
tion of the tariff and not the people. And yet in estimating 
bow much they have reduced the tariff iron ore is included. 

l\fore than that, consider the reduction on hides; you are going 
to exempt the boot and shoe .and leather manufacturers of this 
country from paying $2,000,000 into the Treasury of the United 
States. It is one of your boasted points of revision downward. 
I may be mistaken, but I do not believe that there is a man in 
the United States who will buy his shoes one cent cheaper aft.er 
this bill is passed than he does to-day. [Applause on the Demo­
cratic side.] And that $2,000,000 will go as a revision down­
ward for the benefit of the manufacturing corporations of this 
country. 

And so on you might go through the list 
Mr. ffiLL. Does the gentleman object to this bill because of 

its high duties? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 
Mr. HILL. What was the rate on pig iron in the Wilson bill? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The rate on pig iron in the Wilson bill 

was $4. 
Mr. HILL. What is it in this bill? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Two dollars and a half. 
Mr. HILL. What is the rate on scrap? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The rate on scrap in the Wilson bill-­
Mr. HILL. No; under this bilL It is $1, and under the Wil-

son bill it was $4. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. HILL. I have been comparing, commencing with acetic 

acid the first item iii the bill, and I found item after item 
whe~e the rate of duty in this bill is cut in two, as compared 
with the Wilson bill. That occurs over and over again. In the 
cotton schedule some of the rates of duty were higher under 
the Wilson bill than they a.re under this, and I make the asser­
tion now, simply based on a guess, that a comparison of these 
rates where the reductions have been made will show that the 
bulk of the reductions have brought the duties below those of 
the Wilson bill. [Applause on the Ilepublican side.] 

Mr. SABATH. In favor of the trusts, too. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am delighted that the gentleman from 

(Jonnecticut has made that statement. There is no man in the 

United States wh-0 knows better than the gentleman from Con­
necticut that since the Wilson bill was put on the statute books 
there has been a revolution in the production of iron and steel 
products in this country; that what was a ·1ow rate twenty 
years ago is a high rate to-day, due to improved machinery and 
improved· methods, and that what was a reduction under the 
Wilson bill is high now. 

Mr. IDLL. Is that true of the chemical schedule? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not so well informed on the 

chemical schedule as I am on the iron and steel schedule. 
Mr. HILL. I would suggest to the gentleman that there is a 

profitable field for him in which to work his intellect 
1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Con­

necticut that that is .answered by the fact that you raised the 
chemical schedule upward instead of lowering it downward. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, the gentleman refers to the reduction on pig iron and 
the reduction on scrap. Does the gentleman know anybody in 
this country who makes clothes out of pig iron, or makes any­
thing out of pig iron, except the manufacturer? Have they 
reduced the :finished product in this bill proportionately to the 
rates which they have reduced on raw materi~? The greatest 
importation in the iron and steel schedule that came into this 
country was pig iron; it was the main competitive item, and 
they cut it more than anything else; and yet the conferees have 
raised the duty on structural steel, that is a finished product 
to be sold by the manufacturers and not purchased; they not 
only were not content with the raise made in the Senate bill, 
but they struck out both rates, so that it would fall into the 
basket clause and be raised above both-raising when they_ come 
to the finished product that the people consume and cutting 
down the rate when they come to the raw material, or that 
material which approaches raw material, that the manufacturers 
of this country will use; and that is how they have revised this 
bill downward. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. CULLOP. By the reduction from 25 to 15 per cent, does 

it not take the iron-ore schedule below the Dingley rate; but 
when you add 25 per cent ad valorem, which is provided in 
section 2, it really has not been cut down at all? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am coming to that. I am discussing 
the minimum rates in the bill. When you add the 25 per cent 
ad valorem to the minimum rates and arrive at the maximum 
rates they become extremely oppressive. Of course we all know 
that this is not the bill; that we are going to raise it 25 per cent 
ad valorem _after a while, but I am basing my argument on the 
bill as presented to the House to-day. 

Now, the distinguished gentleman from New York never pre­
sented his case to the House more lamely, with less force and 
with less facts behind him, than he has presented this confer­
ence report. In fact, he has been driven so far from any base 
to stand on that he has been compelled to go into Democratic 
fields for an opportunity to make his argument. He has issued 
a statement to the country as to the reductions and increases 
made in this bill. He does not give the rates of reduction and 
the rates of increase, but he gives to the country the number of 
products that are affected by the reductions and increases made 
and it is very misleading. · ' 

I had some one ask me to-day if the Payne-Aldrich bill had 
not reduced the taxes $4,000,00<f,OOO. Now, here is what the 
gentleman said in making his report. He says: 

The following table shows the consumption value of articles on :which 
the rates of duty have been increa~d and decreased in alJ cases where 
the amount of reduction could be ascertained. 

The consumption value! Why, my friends, you might take a 
product where there was six hundred millions consumed in the 
country and only $60,000 imported. Reduce the rates of duty 1 
per cent and the government taxes would be reduced $600, but 
the total amount of the product on which the reduction was 
made would be $600,000,000. The gentleman must think the 
American citizen is an easy mark to make such an a rgun;ient. 
And, more than that, the gentleman is not even accurate in his 
:figures. He states that there are $4,978,000 worth of articles 
affected by the decreases in his bill; he does not state how much 
of these commodities are produced at home and how much come 
in at the custom-house. The total consumption of the United 
States, as shown by the census of 1905, was $14,000,000,000. 
One billion three hundred million dollars of that was commodi· 
ties that are on the free list. Of the articles enumerated in the 
dutiable list there are $12,780,000,000 con urned yearly in this 
country, but the total value of our imports for the year 1906 
amounted to $1,226,562,446, and the importation of articles on 
which the gentleman claims to have reduced rates will not 
amount to one-tenth of that amount. 
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Of course it is refreshing to hear the chairman of the Re­

publican Ways and Means Committee assert that of the $352,-
000,000 worth of coal consumed in the United Slates in the 
year 1908, the entire people of the United States have been 
b~nefited by the reduction of the duty on coal frOIIl; 67 to 45 
cents a ton. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] If that is 
so, if the people of the United States from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific Ocean have received this great benefit on the reduction 
of coal, then, of course, the gentleman from New York must 
admit that the people of the United States from one ocean to 
the other are being taxed 45 cents a ton on over 300,000,000 
tons of coal. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. IDLL. May I ask the gentleman another question? I 
do not want to interrupt him if he does not wish to be inter­
rupted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. IDLL. I know the gentleman wants to be perfectly fair 

in regard to the matter. The largest single schedule of con­
sumption in the United States, of course, is the metal schedule. 
It amounts to over three billions. That is equal to any other two 
schedules the gentleman will see if he will look down his list. 
Is not the gentleman cognizant of the fact that the greatest 
reductions that have been made in this tariff bill have been 
made in the metal schedules? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, of course, but--
1\Ir. HILL. Then, they have made on the largest single item 

of production and consumption in the United States the largest 
i·eductions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, for the benefit of the manu­
facturing interests and not for the benefit of the common people. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HILL. The manufacturers do not make things to keep; 
they make them to sell. 
• .l\lr. UNDERWOOD. I challenge the gentleman to show 

where the schedule is reduced in the interests of the common 
people in the United States. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman admits that the largest single 
schedule has been reduced to the largest extent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; that is true; and one of the great­
est reductions in the iron and steel schedule is the reduction 

·in the price of steel rails from $7.84 to $3.92, and when the 
great railroad interests of this counb·y buy their rails cheaper 

·than they did before this bill will be passed I suppose the gen­
tleman from Connecticut will insist that that is in the interest 
of the common people. 

Mr. HILL. Not at all. The gentleman will pardon me just 
a moment, and I will not interrupt him if he objects. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, I do not object. 
Mr. HILL. The gentleman is perfectly familiar with the 

metal schedule and he knows that barbed wire, which every 
farmer in the United States uses, has been reduced far more 
than steel rails. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not. 
Mr. LATTA. But it is 200 per cent too high now. 
Mr. IDLL. I am not disputing that. I am stating what I 

believe to be a fact. 
Mr. RAND ELI~ of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Is it not a fact that in the metal 

schedule, which the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] has 
emphasized so much, the reductions in nearly every case are re­
ductions on schedules that are already prohibitive, and there­
fore the lower schedule, being prohibitive, gives no relief, 
although it is ·less than the old schedule? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not say that I agree with my 
friend from Texas in that assertion, because, ·as I said a while 
ago, in some of the cases where the greatest importations came 
in they have made the greatest reductions. They have not re­
duced this schedule, basing their reduction on .the question of 
importation, to balance· the difference in cost at home and 
abroad, but th~ great reductions that have been made in the 
main in this schedule have come for the benefit of the men who 
were manufacturers of other products, who wanted cheaper iron 
and steel for their manufacturing plants and wanted to avoid 
paying their share of taxes. I admit that there has been a 
greater reduction in this bill on iron and steel than any other 
schedule; that it is one of the ·great products of consumption in 
this country; but I want to say to you this, that the iron and 
steel schedule does not bear on the backs of the people like these 
other schedules that they have not reduced. When you raise 
your revenue from iron and steel, wealth pays far more of the 
taxes than poverty. The man who builds a railroad or a sky­
scraping building pays much more for the iron and steel that 
goes into it than the man who is a farmer and buys a plow; but 

when you come to the retton schedule, which has been raised, 
and to the woolen schedule, which has not been changed, they 
rest absolutely on the backs of the masses of the people of the 
United States. They could reduce the iron schedule, when the 
·pressure from certain manufacturers forced them to do it. They 
could put hides on the free list, when the boot and shoe manu­
facturers demanded it, but when the people of the United States 
asked for cheaper clothes and cheaper blankets and cheaper 
food, not one cent of reduction is given to them in this bill. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

As I said, in presenting his figures on these questions the 
gentleman from New York has estimated that under" sundries" 

· the reductions affect $1,719,000,000 worth of produ~ts consumed 
in this . country. Now, I would like to · call the gentleman's 
attention to the fact that under the census of 1905 the total 
consumption of articles under Schedule N, sundries, amount to 
only $1,584,000,000. In the sundry schedule there are 55 para­
graphs. There is a reduction in but 10 of those paragraphs, 
and yet the gentleman in his statement says the number of 
products of consumption that .have been affected by the reduc­
tions in this schedule is over $200,000,000 more than the entire 
consumption of products in this schedule as shown by the census 
report. So when the people, if they are expected to believe this 
report that there has been a reduction on $4,900,000,000 worth of 
articles of consumption in this country, come to consider it, I ad­
vise that they look into the census reports and ascertain where 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] gets his figures. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him a question there? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly . . 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. This $4,000,000,000 that is 

mentioned in the report of the majority is on the articles con­
sumed in this country, whether produced in this country or · 
imported from abroad. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Well, is not that an admis­

sion on their part that the tariff charges are put on the articles 
produced in this country for which the protection is granted? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. So I just stated, I will say to my 
friend, that the gentleman from New York had been driven to 
the Democratic position to defend his bill and show that he 
had done something for the country. It is not necessary .for 
us to go into detail as to the increases and decreases of all 
of these items, but as has already been pointed out by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CL.ABK], on the commodities that 
the people of the United States are most interested in, those 
that go into their homes and their everyday life, the clothes 
that they wear on their backs and the food that they con­
sume, the same high rates of duty are maintained in this bill 
which were in the Dingley bill and in some cases they have 
been made higher. We have heard a great deal in the last 
week or ten days about the great victory that the President of 
the United States achieved, a great victory that he had won for 
the people and redeemed his pledges. We found the President 
of the United States fighting for a reduction of duty on fh·e 
items. He was fighting for free ore. In the interest of the 
people? No; in the interests of the manufacturer. He was 
fighting for free hides. In the interest of the people? No; in 
the interest of the manufacturer. 

He was fighting for a lower rate on gloves. Fighting for a re­
duction below the Dingley rates that he had been pledged to revise 
in the interest of the people? No; he was merely fighting that 
the old Dingley rate might remain, and that we would not put up 
the price of gloves to women and children of this counb·y abo-ve 
the old Dingley rate-a great fight to redeem the pledges of the 
Republican party in favor of revising the tariff downward ! 
He was fighting for a reduction in the hosiery schedule. For a 
reduction below the Dingley rate? No; fighting to make the 
conferees bring back these schedules to the rates in the Dingley 
bill that he was pledged to revise. And did he succeed? No. 
When he got through they reported a bill to this House with 
an increase in the hosiery schedule of 20 per cent. So what has 
he won in all this great fight that has been made in the inter­
est of the :r>eople as they claim; all this great fight that has 
been made to redeem his pledges? He has succeeded in keeping 
gloves at the Dingley rate, in not letting them go more than 20 
per cent above the Dingley rate on hosiery, and in giving free 
ore and free hides to the manufacturing interests of this coun­
try. A great victory, a great victory for the people of the United 
States! But during that time the President of the United States 
knew what was in this bill. He knew that in order to make the 
rate on boots and shoes proportionate with the reduction on 
hides that he bad to force a rule through this House to make 
it in ordi;>r. When he knew that he had to have that rule to 
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make that in order he knew that that same rule would make in 
nrder other things in the bill The Dingley bill and the bill as re. 
ported to this House have a duty of 67 cents a pound on cheap 
blankets, the blankets that the common people buy to keep 
away the cold of winte1·. It is equal to an ad valorem rate of 
165.42 per cent. One hundred and sixty-five and forty-two one­
hundredths per cent of tax on the blankets that must protect 
them from the winter's cold; and there is but 23 per cent of 
wages that go into the manufacture of that blanket, and on the 
balance the manufacturer is protected. [Applause on the Demo­
cmtic side.] Have we heard anything from the President or 
the Republican party about reducing the rate on blankets? I 
find that cheap worsted serge bears a. rate of duty of 105 per 
cent in the woolen schedule, and worsted dress goods 101 per 
cent, and another grade of cheap worsted goods 127 per cent. 
These are worn by the plain people. When the President was 
making this strenuous fight to redeem his pledge, to redeem the 
honor of the Republican party, why did he not stand for a re­
vision of the woolen schedule? 

Mr. HILL. .May I make a suggestion to the gentleman I 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. RILL. The gentleman seems to bear rather hardly upon 

the hosiery schedule. I wish to submit as a perfectly fair 
proposition that under the Wilson bill common hosiery had a 
duty of 80 per cent, and under this bill it is 30 per cent ad valo­
rem. precisely the same as under the Wilson bill, and the duty 
on fine hosiery was 50 per cent ad valorem, and here has the 
specific duty of 50 cents and a duty of 15 per cent. Now, then, 
cotton to-day is worth 12! cents, is it not? It was worth in 
1895, when the Wilson bill was in operation, T cents. Your Wil­
son bill duty of 50 per cent, if continued to t he present time, 
would be higher than what you condemn now in the hosiery 
schedule. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Do you believe that the Wilson bill had any­
thing to do with the price of cotton? 

Mr. HILL. I am speaking of tile duty~ which was 50 per cent 
. ad valorem under the Wilson bill; and if you apply it to the 
present price of cotton, your duty under your Democratic law 
would be higher than this specific duty or by ad valorem. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. We got wiped out of power be­
cause the Wilson bill was not Democratic. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is no man in this House that 
knows better the woolen schedule as in that bill to-day than the 
gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL. And I have condemned it from start to finish. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I knew the gentleman did, and knew it 

was an outrage. . 
Mr. HILL. But, understand me, it was the way in which it 

was applied and not the rate, because they are absolutely 
dependent upon the rate on wool. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman admits it is wrong, and 
that it is an outrage upon the people of this country, and the 
gentleman is very tactful in attempting to carry me off from 
the woolen schedule and point out some of the inequalities of 
the Wilson bill. _ 

l\Ir. IDLL. I have not desired to take the gentleman from 
the woolen schedule. He made a misstatement a moment ago 
when he said there was no reduction. There is a reduction 
made on ladies' dress goods, the kind of goods that ladies in 
the country wear. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In the woolen schedule? 
Mr. IDLL. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I will tell you--
Mr. HILL. Evidently the gentleman has not read the bill 

he is talking about. 
1\fr. UNDERWOOD. I have read the bill and have read it 

carefully. I find but one reduction as reported by these con­
ferees in this bill so far as I have examined it, and that is on 
wool tops. 

Mr. HILL. No. They have made a reduction on cotton-wool 
dress goods and a 5 per cent reduction on yarn. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is in the cotton schedule that the 
reduction is made. It is not in the woolen schedule. 

Mr. HIDL. Yes; it is. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD~ Then I overlooked it. I congratulate 

the gentleman, and I congratulate the country, that in all 
these various items in the woolen schedule they did give some­
body a reduction of 5 per cent. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. CULLOP. Not a 5 per cent reduction when you add the 
25 per cent in section 2. It increases it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. CertainJY. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Will you answer why it is that the cloth­

ing manufacturers all over the United States are sending out 

cards notifying the trade that there is an advance in woolen or 
all clothing of 33! per cent? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Because they know that although the 
woolen schedule has not been raised directly in this bill, it 
has been reenacted as it is in the minimum bill, and that on the 
31st day of March, 1910, there will be an inc1·ease of 25 
per cent ad valorerri, and they know it is going to stay there. 
[Applause on the Democratfc side.] 

Now, I will not spend any further time in discussing these 
rates, 

Mr. SHARP. Is not the protection under this bill hidden in 
the specific duty? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Absolutely. I want to say a few words 
in reference to this minimum and maximum rate. I do not in­
tend to go into it fully, because the gentleman from Missouri 
ll:as already discussed the question. But, as you all understand, 
the ,bill as reported to the House, the bill we have been consid­
ering, is the minimum bill, or will be the minimum bill, on the 
31st day of March, 1910. On that date the 25 per cent ad 
valorem increase will go on every article that comes mto the 
United States that is on the dutiable list. 

It will be a blanket clause that covers everything, and it will 
stay there until the President of the United States reduces it 
to the rates of this bill. Now, how can the President of the 
United States reduce these rates of duty? He has not the abso· 
lute right under this bill, when he sees proper, to reduce the 
rate and bring it down. Not at all. He can reduce the rate 
to the minimum rate only when certain conditions prevail in 
the country to whicli the rate applies. If there is any country 
in the world that is discriminating against the United States 
·in its trade relations or that pays an export bounty to its own 
manufacturers or producers, then the President has not the 
power to reduce these rates. Therefore we are not putting 
these advances in the hands of the President of the United 
States to take care of, but we are putting this increased tax on 
the American people at the will of a foreign government. Some 
one to-day said that there will be no diffl~ulty about reducing 
lumber to the minimum rate. It is a recognized fact, and no· 
body denies it, that although we have pretended to reduce the 
duty on rough lumber from $2 a thousand to $1.25 a thousand 
feet, that on the 31st day of next March, when the maximum 
clause of this bill goes into effect, that there will be an ad 
valorem duty of 25 per cent added to all articles in the bill and 
on rough lumber it will amount to a duty of 3.75. Ho~ are · 
we going to get that reduced? They say we can depend upon 
the good wishes and good will of Great Britain to see that Can· 
ada does not discriminate against us, and that the maximum 
rate will not be enforced as to lumber coming from Canada. 
Great Britain has no authority or the right to control the 
Canadian government in its domestic matters. This bill doeil 
not apply to a particular article. If Canada discriminates 
against us on any article, the maximum rate on lumber will 
remain in force. She may be willing to give us terms on lum­
ber; but if she discriminate~ against us or pays an export 
bounty on anything at all, this increased 25 per cent rate is 
going to remain in force. Great Britain can not control it. It 
is only the Canadian government which can control the situa­
tion; and let me tell you now that the Canadian government 
is paying bounty upon the manufactures of iron and steel 
in Canada to-day, and they do not dare to take those boun­
ties off. 

If they took those bounties off or failed to continue their dis­
criminating tariff on iron and steel, the American manufac­
turers would take their market. So they can Rot do it. 
They can not wipe out their bounty. And if they do not repeal 
their laws discriminating against iron and steel, then the 
maximum duty of 25 per cent ad valorem on lumber is-going to 
stay up. The same is true as to France and Germany. Does 
anyone for a moment think that Germany is going to reduce 
her bounty on sugar that her sugar manufacturers are entirely 
dependent upon'! It is the absolute basis of her agricultural 
system, and yet if she does not remove her bounty on sugar 
this entire 25 per cent will stand against every product that 
comes into this country from Germany. That is what the 
American people are getting in this bill. -They claim that there 
is a great reduction on coal-from 67 cents to 45 cents a ton. 
But if Canada does not stop paying her manufacturers a bounty 
and reduce her discriminatory rate you will not have a reduc­
tion of the difference between 67 cents and 45 cents on coal 
but on coal that is laid down at $3 a ton at the seaboard-and 
that is a fair estimate-25 per cent ad valorem will amount to 
75 cents. Add to that 45 cents, and you have got $1.20 that the 
people. of the United States have got to pay on coal that is im-
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ported into this country inste.ad of 61 cents that they have to 
pay t-o-day. 

Take shoes. They claim a great reduction on shoes. They 
have redueed the rate of duty from 25 per cent ad valorem to 
10 per cent ad valorem, but they turn right around and when 
the maximum :rate goes into effect they are going to add 25 per 
cent ad valorem to the duty on shoes, making it in the future 
35 per cent ad valorem instead -0f 25 per cent. 

So that there can be no doubt ·that there is great danger 
to the people of this country in the maximum tariff rate they 
have adopted in this bill The danger not only lies in the fact 
that we ha...-e conferred on the Executive a power of this mag­
nitude, but, more than that, it lies in the fact that the Execu­
tive ha:s not control of the matter if some foreign government 
chooses to discriminate against us on some one item. [Applause 
on the Democratic si~.] -

l\Ir. JAl\IES. And in case the President did have the power, 
which I concur with you he has not, under .certain conditions, 
we might have another President, who might be skyward in 
his ideas of the tariff which even exceeds the present Executive 
and keep it on. 

Mr. UNDERWODD. Certainly;. and we are not altogether 
sure that this ·One is downward in his tendencies. 

Mr. JAMES. No; we are not. 
:Ur. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will not attempt 

to go into other details of the customs taxes provided for in 
section 1 of this bill. Everyone admits that they will not 
produce sufficient revenue to overcome the present deficit in 
the Treasury revenues: Before closing I desire to call to your 
attention a provision _in the bill that the Republicans have in­
troduced under the pretense that it is intended to raire revenue. 
That is the dause that lays a tax of 1 per cent on the net 
in<!Omes of corporations. I know there is a sentiment among 
some people that is antagonistic to corporations; that in some 
(Jua1·ters the antagonism to corporate interests is intense; but 
the American people are just and can not be misled by an appeal 
to prejudice, so I am surprised that a great political party 
should, under the cloak of that sentiment, attempt to put a 
tax on the pea-rile of the United States that is not intended 
primarily to raise re-venue, but baa for , its ultimate goal the 
purpose -0f invading too rights of the States in their con­
trol of domestic corporations. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Equality in taxation is justice. We will all agree to that 
simple principle. We will all agree that the · man who has a 
vast amount of property receives more protection from the 
Government than the man who has none, and that in proportion 
to his wealth he receives protection from the Government. and 
therefore in proportion to his wealth he should pay taxes to the 
Government. That is the rule in the States. That is the just 
rule here. The Democratic party has stood for that proposi­
tion in advocating an income tax, and why? Under our system 
of collecting taxes at the custom-house and the internal-revenue 
taxes, we tax men on thei! living expenses. The surplus 
wealth of the country goes untaxed. In other words, you can 
divide the accumulations of any man into two classes, the con­
sumed earnings and the unconsumed earnings. The -0onsumed 
.earnings he pays for his clothes, his food, his house, and his 
children's schooling. The unconsumed filruings go into the 
savings bank -0r are in-vested for the future. Now, under our 
~ystem of taxation at the custom-house and .as to internal­
r"evenue taxes every man pays taxes on his consumed wealth. 
He pays it to the Government in internal-revenue taxes or at 
the custom-house, or he pays it to the manufacturing interests 
that are benefited by the tariff; but as to his surplus earnings, 
his unconsumed wealth, he pays no taxes whatever. The Demo­
cratic party, recognizing that every man should pay in propor-

, tion to what he has, proposed to exempt him on his consumed 
.earnings, the money that the ordinary man spends in his living 
expenses, because he is already paying his taxes to the full 
amount -0f his Uving expenses, and proposed to adopt an in:come 
tax to make him -pay taxes on his unconsumed wealth that the 
Government is protecting for him. Now that was fair, that was 
just. It was so just that when the Democrats in the United 
States Senate proposed such an amendment to this bill the Re­
publican ranks could not stand the fire, and they broke to our 
standard. [Applause -0n the Democratic side.J They came to 
our proposition, that to put an income tax on the unconsumed 
wealth of this country was equality in taxation, and therefore 
just. 

To defeat that proposition, to prevent that 1·ighteons verdict 
from being found, the President of the United States and the 
Republican leaders in Congress proposed this tax ()n the ineomes 
Qf corporations-incomes that go to the poor as well as the rich; 

income that is consumed in living expenses as well as that which 
is unconsumed and hoarded. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Will the gentleman yield'! 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. WICKLIFFE. Suppose a corporation, which for the pur­

pose of the question I will denominate corporation A, a holding 
corpora ti on, has a net income of $5,000 derived from business, 
and in addition to that it owns four-fifths of the stock in a dozen 
other· corporations, no one of which other corporations has a net 
income exceeding $5,000; then this holding company would re­
ceive $53,000 net income if the income of each of these 12 corpo- · 
rations was $5,000; and yet under the provisions of this corpora­
tion-tax law as now written it would not pay one cent of taxation 
on that net income. Is not that correct? 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman is absolutely correct, 
and his illustration is a good one to show the inequalities of this 
proposition. 

Now, here is the proposition when you analyze it. The great 
corporations in this cotmtry that are violating the law of the 
land should be regulated by the Government, but there is no 
prejudiee in the minds of the people against the little domestic 
corporations in the States that are doing a legitimate business. 
Their charters are granted by the States. If the people of the 
States think these corporations are performing an unrighteous 
act, they have the power to revoke their charters or to regulate 
them; but when you reach out, as in my opinion this law is 
intended to do, and first make these little corporations pay a 
small tax, then say they must take out a federal charter when 
they pay that tax, and then put an additional tax on all state 
corporations that have not taken out a federal chaTter, your 
state control has gone to the winds; you have destroyed your 
control at home and you have built up the vastest power in the 
Federal Government that the mind of man can conceive of. , 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Gentlemen on the Republican side of the Chamber cnn not 
deny the ultimate object .·of this corporation tax. They did not 
want it for the money that it raised, because, although they 
have got a deficit in the bill, they reduced the tax from 2 cents 
to 1 cent. The Attorney-General of the United States only a 
few days ago in a public speech said that this tax was the fore· 
runner of federal cont~ol of corporations. No~. you are facing 
the question, Do you want the people of your State under their 
legislative authority to control their domestic corporations and 
regulate them, or do you want the power fixed in the Federal 
Government here in Washington, so that when a corporation 
goes into the State and violates every principle of honesty and 
decency the people of your State will have no conh·ol over it 
and must depend_ for justice on the will of the Federal Govern­
ment? I think that is th.e whole question. I think there has 
been n-0 more dangerous proposition ever presented to those 
people and those Representati-ves who believe in the sovereign 
power of the state government. · 

As to the question of the justice of the taxation, you can 
readily see that the great millionaire who has got hundreds of -
millions of dollars invested in bonds, hundreds of millions in 
real estate in some great city which is protected by the Gov­
ernment, pays no tax under this corporation-tax law he would 
pay under an income tax. And yet the small mercha~ t or a 
dozen little fellows off in a State who have ten or twenty thou­
sand each invested in some little corporation, the income from 
which they are spending in living expenses, every dollar that 
they are getting out of those corporations, paying taxes on it 
when they buy . their clothes, when they buy their cigars, when 
they spend their money-and yet must have an additional tax 
placed on them because, forsooth, they have jQined together 
under the state law for a legitimate purpose. For what pur­
pose? Not for the purpose of raising more re-venue for the 
Government, but to give the National Government control of 
domestic corporations, and that it might be used as a weapon 
to defeat an honest income tax that would equalize the burdens 
of taxation on all the people. [Great applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] • 

APPIDiDIX. 

An exhaustive presentation, showing labor's share or the labor cost 
in 177 specified industries (about 200,000 establishments and 5 470 000 
wage-earners) in comparison with the Dingley tariff rates 'on 'the 
articles manufactured. The wages and value of p1·oducts are taken 
from Volume 1, Special Census Reports for Manufactures and cover­
the year 1905. The share of labor is a simple computation which 
proves itself, and the detailed tarilf rates are taken from Imports and 
Exports, by Evans, for the year 1907. 

The average tariff rate for all imports in 1907 was very nearly three 
times the labor cost for all industries connoted by the census of manu­
factures for 1 905. 
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Ge11eral table sllot<J'ing industries, wages, pt·odtwtion, lab01Js share, and 
tariff rates on certain goods. 

[Compiled and calculated from Volume l, Special Census Reports for 
Manufactures.] 

Industry-Details. Wages. Value of 
product. 

Labor's Tariff 
share. rate. 

Percent. Pe1· cent. 
Agricultural implements _____ $25,000,659 $112,007,344 22 20 
Ammunition_________________ 4,032,000 19,930,000 20 57 

Caps __ ____________ __ _____ -- ---------------------------------------- 83 
Powder __________________ ------------------------------------------ 25 
Fireworks---------------· --- ------------- -- ---- ---- --- -- -- .•• --- --- 97 

AutomobileB----------------- 7,158,()()') 30,033,000 23 45 
Axle grease .. ______________ ___ 61,SOO 879,483 7 20 
Babbitt mctaL-------------- · 337,000 13,099,000 2 4.5 
Bags, jute, etc-------------- · 1,828,000 37,399,000 5 33 
Bags, paper----------------- · 930,171 10,086,000 9 35 
Baking powder ______ ._ _______ 1,0.U,000 19,042,COO 5 20 
Willow ware----------------- 1,730,000 5,187,263 - 33 40 
Beet sugar____ ____ __ _________ 2,486,000 2-1,393,000 10 75 
Belting and hose, leather.... 1,16i,OOO 14,220,000 8 20 
Belting and hose, linen______ 252,000 2,836,000 9 45 
Belting and hose, rubber.___ 1,804,000 H,954,000 12 30 
Blacking_____________________ 495,000 5,941,000 8 25 
Blllini:'---·------------------- 77,000 678,000 11 27 
Bone and lamp black________ 105,000 6i7,000 16 25 
Boot and shoe cut stock ___ _ . 2,364,000 27,675,000 8 35 
Boot and shoe uppers_______ 102,000 549,000 18 35 
Boots and shoes----- -------- 69,059,000 320,107,000 21 25 
Boots nnd shoes, rubber ____ . 8,863,000 70,035,000 12 30 
Brick and tne________________ 28,646,000 71,152,000 40 25 to 45 
Brass ware___ _______________ 5,176,000 17,499,000 29 45 
Brooms and brushes-------- · 4,380,000 21,103,CX.)() 20 40 
Buttons---------------------· 3,680,000 11,133,000 33 35 to 126 
Carpets---------------------- 13,724,000 61,585,000 22 

Axminster __ --- __ .. -- -- - - ••• _. -• -- -- __ • -· _ •• ___ • __________________ _ 
Brussels- -- -. - - -- - - --- ---- --- --- ---- --- -- . --.--- - --- - --- - --- - - ---- - -­
Druggets-- ---- --- - - -- - -- . - ----- ---- --- - -- -- - --- --- - ---- --- -- --- - --­
For rooms---------------------------------------------------------:E'c·lt _____ -- --- • ___ •• ___ ________ •• ______________ •• ___________ • ______ _ 

Velvet __ _ -- ---- -- -- • --- - - . • - ----- --- ---- -- -- ____ ---- _ ------ ---------
Tapestry _______ ---------·---------------- -------------. --- ---------
Ingrain ______ --------- -- - ------------- ________________ . ___ ---------
Wool, Dutch------------·---------------- --- --- ----------- ---------
PartwooJ. ______________ -·-------------- ---.-------------- ---------

Carriages and wagons-----· 30,878,000 125,332,000 24 
Chemicals------------------- · 13,361,000 92,683,000 14 

~~~in.==================: : :::::::: :=::::: : : : :: :: :::: :: : : := ========= Borax ____ -- --- -- -------- __ • _____________ • _____ . __________ ---------
CalomeL- ---- -- -- - - ---· •· ---------------· ----------------- ---------
Sulphuric ether __________ ---------------· ----------------- ---------
Other ether ______________ ---------------- ----------------- ---------
Gelatin_------ -- ----- - - -- · ___ •••• --------- __________ • ______ ---------
Magnesia __ -- . - - ------- -- ______ ---------- ------ ___________ .•• _____ _ 
Morphine .• _ ••• --- - - -- -- -· _______ . ______ • __________________ ---------
Soda _____ -__ --- --- ------- ________________ • ____ • ___________________ _ 
Strychnia ___ -- ---- -- ----- ________________ • ________________ ---------
Vanillin_ -- -- _. -_ -- --• --- - _ ------ ____ .•. __ ---------------- ______ . __ 
Zinc sulphate------ --------------------------------- --------------

66 
75 
70 
60 
fiO 
72 
GO 
66 
58 
50 

35 to 45 
26 
45 

126 
126 

35 
241 

6.3 
35 
48 
52 
33 
51 

323 
76 

China decorating____________ 99,000 • 326,000 30 
Decorated--------------- - ---------------"- --------- ---- --· __ ..,_____ 60 

Clocks----------------------- 3,514,000 8,868,000 39 40 to 60 
Clothing, _men's------------- 57,225,ooe 355,796,000 16 ----------

40-Ccnt goods------------ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 134 
70-cent goods-------------------------------------------·---------- 118 

Above--------------------------------------------------------- 94 
4-ounce goods>.----------·---------------- ----------------- --------- 105 

Over.----------------· ---------------- ----------------- --------- 104 

~bi~~~~-~---_-_-_-_-_-_-:_-_-_-_-_:=:====:=:::==== =:=======:~====== ========= ~ 
Ootton------------------ · ---------------- ----------------- --------- 12 to 58 

Ready-made---------· ---- -- ---------- ----------------- --------- 37 to 60 
Clothing, women's__________ 51,180,000 247,661,000 26 ----------

Wool-
70-cent goods--------·---------------- ----------------- --------- 10.> 
50-cent goods-------- ---------------- ----------------- --------- 50 
Over 4-ounce. ________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 155 
40-cent goods--------·---------------- ----------------- -------- - 115 
Flannels ________ _____ _ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 143 

Over 4-onnce ________ ------------ _ -- ---- ----------- --------- 106 to 125 
Knit _________________ ---------------- -- --------------- --------- 95to141 
Plushes_: ____________ ---------------- ---- ------ --- -- -- --------- 95to141 
Cloaks-------- ------------------ ----------------- -------------- 80 
Dolmans _____________ ------ ---------- ----------------- --------- SO 
Jackets-------------- · ---------------- ----------------- --------- 80 
msters ______________ ---- ----------- - ----------------- --------- 80 
Shawls--------------· ---------------·------------·------------- 35 to 92 
Readr-made.--------· ---------------- --------------··- --------- 76 

Cotton-
Sleeve linings., _______ ---------------- ----------------- ---------
Curtains _____________ ------------------------------------------
Tablecloths __ ________ ------------------- -- ----- -------- -- -- ----
Handkerchiefs _______ ---------------·----·---------------------

~~~~~~~============= =:===:==:===:=:r:=::::::::~:::= :::::: ::= 

~i&~~=~~~:=~ ~~~=~~~~~:~~~~~ !~~~~~~~~~~=~= ~~~~ ~~~~~~~~ 

39 to 58 
50 
4-0 
58 
58 
50 
::o 
50 
!iO 
45 
45 
45 
45 

!iO to 60 
33 to 68 i~~~~~~~t:~~~:~ ~~=~~~~r====~== : 1

1=========~~==m~ =r=m=~~ 
Handkerchiefs ______ _ ---------------- ----------------- ----·--·- 37 to 60 
Laces ________________ ---------------- .----------------- --------- 45 

GeneraZ table showing industries, tcages, production, labor's share, and 
tariff rntes on ce1·tain goods-Continued. 

Industry-DetaiIB. Wages. Value of 
product. 

Labor's Tariff 
share. rate. 

Olothine-, women's-Cont'd. 
Linen~Continued. Percent. Per cent. 

Window curtains ____ ------------------------------------------ 62 
Pile fabrics---------- · _____ .: __________ ----------------- --------- 60 
Woven fabrics _______ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 26 to 56 

All flax (other) __________ -------------------------~------- --------- 45 
All hemp (other) _________ ------------------------------------------ 4;; 
All jute (other) __________ --------------- ----------------- --------- 4.3 

Co1'Jlns_______________________ $4,119,000 - $20,200,0CtO 20 ----------
Wood ____________________ ---------------- ---------------- --------- 35 
Nickel trimmings ____________ _: ___ ____ ___ --------------- --------- ·15 
8ilk trimmin~s---------- ---------------- ---------------- --------- 60 

~f~~ i~~~i:1ilis--.::~ ================ ====~--========= ========= ~ Collars and cun's, paper_____ 35,000 301,000 11 35 
Combs----------------------- 757 ,000 2,769,000 27 --------- -

Bone ______ ______________ --------- ------- ---------------- --------- 30 
Horn ____________________ ---------------- -------------- -- --------- 30 
Metal. ____ _______________ .--------------- --------------- --·------- 45 

Confectionery________________ 11,699,000 87,087,000 13 40 to 6t3 
Cooperage___________________ 9,485,000 49,424,000 19 ----------

Barrels-----------------·-----~--------- ------------· ____ -------- 30 
Staves __________ . _________ --------------- ----------------·· --------- 10 
Iron hoops _______________ ------·---------- . -------------- --------- 15 to 38 

Cordai:'e and twine__________ 5,338,000 48,017,000 11 ----------
Tarred---------------------------------- -----·----------- --------- 25 
Hemp ____________ ___ ____ --------------- ----------------- --------- 25 
B~ndiDC'----------------- ---------------- ---------------- --------- Free. 
Other twine.--------------------------- -----·- ---- ------ --------- 35 

CorgfJJg~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ====~=~=~= ~=====~~=~~=:= =====~= -------~ 
Covers ___________________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 55 

w~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ============= ======~======== ========= 40 to!~ Cotton goods________________ 96,205,000 450,467 ,000 21 .: ________ _ 

Average plushes---------· ---------------- ----------------- --------- 58 
Bandings---------------- · ___ .......... _ ... _______ ----------------- --------- 4.-5 
Beltings __________________ __ ......... _ ......... ______ ----------------- --------- 4,t; 

if~~~~~~;~::~~~~~~~:~~ ~ ~~ ~: ~~ ~~ ~:: ~ ~ ~ ~ ~:~~~~~=~~~~~=~~ ~~~~~~~~ ~ 
f $~:~~~=~~~~=~==~:: ~~~ ~~: ~;:: ~~~~:~ :~~~~~=~=~~==~ ~~~~~~~~ ~ 
Tubing ___________________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 45 

r~;~t~~-~~~~~~~~~~~:~: ================ ===========~==== ========= * 
~:~di£2l~~i~i~~~~~= ===========·===== ================ ========= ~ Pillow shams ____________ ----------------------------------------- 4J 
Bed sets .... !.------------------------------------------------------ 4.j 
Insertings ________________ ---------------- ---------------- --------- 4,5 
Flouncings __________ __ ___ -------- --- ----- ----------------- --------- '4J 
Napkins-----------------·------------------------------------------ 45 
Nets--------------------- · ------------------------------- ----------- 4.j 
Veils.. .. ------------------ · --------------------------------- --------- 4:i 
Ruffiings _________________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 4.i 
Ruchings _________________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 45 
Tuckings _________________ --------------- - ---------------- --------- 45 
Flutini:'S----------------- · ---------------- ----------------- -------- 45 
Quillings _________________ ---- ----------- - ----------------- --------- 4.J 
Embroideries------------· --------------------=--------------------- 45 

fdil;:~~~:~~:~~~~-~~:. ================ ================ ========= !z Insertings ______________ __ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 4.3 
Galloons.---------------- ---------------- ----------- ------ --------- 4.3 
porings------------------ ---------------- ------------- --- - --------- 45 
Appliqueed articles ..... c. ---- - ----------- ----------------- --------- 43 
Tamboured articles ______ ------------------------------------------ 45 
Hemstitched article ----- ---------------- -------------- - -- --------- 45 
Skirtings ________________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 43 
Tuckings ________________ ---------------- -------------- --- --------- 45 
Rubber __________________ --·------------- ----------------- --------- 4.J 

~~a;~~o~~~~':i=========' ================ ================= ========= 50 to gg Wearing apparel, lace ___ ---------------- _______ : _________ --------- 45 
Ready-made clothing ____ ------------------------------------------ ro 
Rubber outside gar-

ments __________________ ------------------------------------------
Cotton collars, cuffs ..... ---------------- ----------------- ---------
Corsets_ _________________ ---------------- ----------------- __ -- __ _ --
Knit shirts------------------------------·----------------- --------­
Knit dra\vers------------ ---------------- ----------------- -- -------

~~ ri~~~suit~-_~-_-_-_-_-_-_-:i================ ================= ~======== 

57 
88 
50 
57 

30 to 63 
30 to 63 
30 to 63 
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Generai table showing industr-ies, tcages,. production, labotJs share, an.a 
tar·iff 1-ates on certain goods-Continued. 

I Wages. Value of Labor's Ta.rifi 
~--rn_a_u_try __ -_ne_t_a_n_s_. __ ~, __ P_r_o_a_u_ct_. __ ~_s_h_a_r_e_._~ __ r_a_t_e_.~ 

Cot~l~g:b~~~n~t __ ---------·--- ------------- ~~~~~~~~ Pe~ c;g~ 
All knit underwear __________________ -------------------- 30 to 63 
Stockings._ _________ --------------- -------·--------- --------- 36 to 68 

Cotton waste________ $494,000 $8,~3,000 6 Free. 
Cutlery and edge tools.._____ 7,076,000 18,6U,9'29 38 ---------

r ' 

Penknives------------------~------------------.------- 40 to 94 
Blades __________________ ---------------- ---------------- --------- 88 to 95 
Handles ______________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 88 to 95 
Razors _____ ________ -------------------------------------- 5::! to 57 

tizo~~l:des_-========~ ======::::::::: ::=:::::======== =--===== ~ ~g ~~ 
~~vb~~dJU;j~eg::_-------- --------------- ----------------- ------- 26 to 35 

Mother-of-pearl han-
dle.. _______________ -----------------·-----------------------

Deerhorn handle ___ ----------------------------------------
Hard-rubber handle--------------------------------------
Silver handles ______ ------------·----------------------------
All other handles_ _________________ ----------------- ---------

Carving, kitchen, but­
ter, and cheese knives, 
and forks, same as 
above. 

75 
66 
52 
68 
68 

Cutlery and edge too.ls: 
Butcher knives-

Motbe.r-of-pearl han-
dle_ ____________ -------------- ----------- ------ ---------

Iron handle..-·--------------------- ----------------- -------·-
Deerhorn handle--_ --------------- --------------- ---------
Hard-rubber handle_ ________________ ----------------- ---------
Bone handle.. _____ ------·--------- ----------------- --------
C'eUnloid handle.. _____ ------------------------------------------
Other materials ______ ---------------- ----------------- --·-------

Hunting, painters', 
plumbers', and shoe 
knives same a.11 above. 

83 
83 
58 
36 
36 
36 
64 

Dyestuffs and extracts-_____ 1,264,000 10,893,000 11 --------
Coal tar, n. s. p. f ___ __ ---------------- ----------------- -------- 30 
Coal tar.__ _____________ . _____________ ----------------------- 20 
Extraets-

QuebJ:acbo •• ________ --·--------·------ ---------------- -------- 18 
All othe:t:. •. ----·----- ---------------- ----------------- ----~---- 44 Envelopes________________ 1,629,000 10,222,000 16 20 to 35 

Felt goods..--------------- 1,356,000 8,948,000 L"i 95 
Files..------------------· 1,514,000 4,S91,000 34 33 to 87 

AJmost ~pay ____ . _________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 87 
Almost~ paY-----------· ---------------- ---------- ------ ----~-- 83 
i pay __________________ -----------·---- ---------------- ------- 33 
The balance pay _________ ---------------- _____________ : ___ ------- 81 

Firearms..-----------------· 3, 722,000 8,2-75,000 44 25 to 389 Fireworks __________________ _. 535,000 1,986,000 26 97 
Flax and hemp______________ 59,000 346,000 17 ---------

Threads..----------------------------·--· ----------------- --------- 12 to 105 
Yarn_ ____________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 12 to 105 
Cotton bags.. ____ . ___ --------------- ----------------- --------- 9 

~~l~i)S:=::=========:::=: ===::::::::::::~ :::::::::·:::::::= ======== 32 to!~ 
Woven fabrics ___________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 22 to 57 
Oordage_ ______________ __ ---------------- ----------------- -------- 10 to 25 
Twi.Da.----------------- ---------------- ------·---..!-'---- --------- 10 to 35 
Carpets__ ___________ -------~----- --------------· -------- 20 to 77 
Collars and crrffs ______ _. ---------------- -------------- --------- 49 
Netting ________________ ---------------- ----------------- -·------- 40 to 87 
Handkexchieis... _________ ---------------- ----'------- --------- 40 

~~~~E~~~~!:m:rn:~=:~~Ht:~t:~~~ffi~~ ~~~~= ft 
Curtains-----·------------------------------------------------·--- 60 
Wearing apparel _________ ---------------- ----------------- ------- 60 
Oilcloths- --------------------------------•-------------------- 25 to 47 
Pile fabrics ______________ ---------------- ----------------- -------- 60 
Shirts----~-------------- · ----------------------------------------- 50 
Tapes----------------------------------------------------------- 40 

Furnitur.e-------------------- 49,883,000 170,4.46,000 29 35 
Furs------------------------ 5,125,000 37,123,000 13 10 to 48 
Glass~--- -------------------· 37,288,000 . 79,607,000 46 

Bottles----------------------------·---------------------------- 30 to 87 
Demijohns-------------------------------------------------- 40 to 48 
Lenses-------·---------- - ----------- --------------- ----- 45 
Opera-------------------·------------------------------------ 45 
Spectacles--------------- --------------- ----------------- --------- 45to108 
Window------------· ----------------·---------·------------- 15 to 100 
Crown polished---------·---------------------------------------- 22 to 69 
Plate _____________________ --------------------------- -------- 32to114 

Gloves , leather_____________ 3,840,000 17,U0,000 21 ---------· 
Scbmaschen.. ___________ --------------- ------------------ -------- 31to58 
J .. amb---------------- ---------------- ----------------- ------ 34 to 84 
SbceP-----------------·-- - ---·------- -------------- -------- 26 to 43 
Kid---------------------------------------------------------- 31 to 493 
Men's-

Schmaschen_ _______ ------------- ---------------- ---------
J ... amb--------------- ------------ ·-------------- ---------
Sheep ______ --- _________ ------------- __ -----------·-- .-------
Kid _______________ ---------------------------------------

All gloves---------------------------------------------------------
Glucose.-------------------- 1,774,000 24,566,000 7 
Glue.- ----------------------· 1,528,000 10,034,000 -15 

Fish. _____ --- ---- ---- ____ . ______ ------ ____ ----- _______________ -----

GreGs:e:~~ :~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ______ ::~~:~- ------~~:~~~:~- -------~~-
'!'allow ___________________ ---------------------------------------

Grindstones_________________ 274,000 783,000 34 

32 to 64 
34 to 66 
ll to 81 
24 to 60 

57 
55 

20to 34 
29to 42 

20 
10 
10 

General table showing ind1istries, icages, production, 1aboi"'s shm·e, aml 
tariff rates ou certain, goods-Continued. 

-

__ in_d_us_tr-~---De_t_a_ns_. __ ~ages. 
1 

___ v_a_1_u_e_o_f __ ,.L_a_b_o_r'_s Tariff product. share. rate. 
' 

Percent. Per cent. 
Hairwork·------------------· $334,000 $1,782,000 18 2.5 Hammocks ____________ : _____ 91,000 446,000 20 45 
Hardware _______________ . 14,580,000 45, 770,000 31 ---------

Steel saw plates.. ________ ------ ---------- ----------------- --------- ;) ; 
Wire rods-------·----------------------------~---------------------- 19 
Wire, round-----------·------------------------------------------ 41 
Manufactures ____________ ---------------- ----------------- __ ------- 40 
Hat wire ___ ______________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 45 to 51 
Wire rope ________________ ------------- --- ----------------- -·------- 50 
Axles-------------------·---------------- ----------------- --------- 20 
Anchors __________________ --------------------- --------------------- 40 
Anvils-------------------------------------------------------.------- 29 

~~-es~~~~~--~~~~~:~~::~~:======:========= =======~========= ========= ~ Cards ___________________ --------------------- --------------------- 57 
Castings _________________ ------------------------------------------ 15 
Chain----------------------------------- ---------------- --------- 49 

~!~~~~~~~~::: ;;;~~;;~~;~~~~~ ;~~;;~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~to s 
Furnaces _________________ ------------------------------------------ 38 
Hammers ________________ -----------------------------·------------- 17 
MachinerY---------------· ---------------- ----------------- --------- 45 
Nails _____________________ ---------------- ----------------- ----- ---- 6 to 48 
Needles _______ ·- --------- ·---·------------- ---------------- --------- 5 to 41 
Saws __ ---- __ ______ ------· ------- ____ ----- _______ ---------- --------- 29 
Screws ___________________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 16 to 63 
Tubes.-----------~----------------------- ----------------- --------- 35 
Wheels ___________________ ------------------------------------------ 57 

Hats and caps: 
WooL____________________ 619,000 2,407,000 25 25 to 86 
Other____________________ 17,069,000 59,941,000 28 --------

Fur ___________________ -------.--------- ----------------- --------- 40 
Straw, etc __________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 35 to 50 

Horseshoes________________ 126,000 798,000 15 24 
Hosiery_____________________ 31,536,000 136,558,000 23 ----------

Cotton ________ _______ ____ --------------------- ---------------- ----- 36 to 68 
WooL __________ __________ "--------------- ----------------- --------- 76 
Silk.. _____________________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 5(J 

Ink: 
Printing _______ ~-------- 474,000 5, 774,000 8 25 
Writing_________________ . 100,000 1,881,000 9 25 

Iron and steel, blast _______ ._ lil,426,000 905, 787 ,000 15 ----------
Ore ____________ • _______ --------------- --------------- --------- 16 
Slag __________________ -------------- --------------- --------- 11 

f~~;:~~~~~I~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ,: : i 
Railway ________________ ---------------- ---------------- --------- 22 to 28 
Ingots __________________ .--------------- --------------- -------- 19 to 38 
Hoop ___________ . ______ --------------- ---------------- --------- 10 to 62 
Boiler _________________ -------------- ---------------- ------ 32 to 51 
Sheet ________________ --------------- -------------- -------- 5 to 67 

~~wpfi~i!:~:-:::::::::_:-:_- =============== ====~========= ========= .7 to~ 
Wire rods ______________ --------------- ---------------- --------- 9 to 18 
Wire ____________________ -------------- ---------------- ---~----- 9 to 58 

Iron and steel bolts__________ 3,642,000 14,687,000 24 ---------
Bolts ______ . __________ . _____ ---------------- ---------------- ------- 28 

Iron and steel nuts, wash-
ers and rivets: 

Buckles __________ _________ ---------------- ---------------- --------- 77 
Nuts-------------------- --------------- -------------- -------- 9 
Rivets ___________________ --------------- ---------------- -------- 14 

Iron and steel forgings_____ 3,428,000 12,110,000 28 35 to 45 
Iron and steel nails_________ 1,684,000 S,922,000 18 ----------

Cut----------------------·--------------- ---------------- --------- 20 
Horse __________________ __ ---------------- --------------- .. ________ 25 
Wire _______________ ·---·--------------- -------------- --------- 6 to 8 
Svikes ___________________ ------------- ---------------- --------- 43 
Tacks __________________ ------------- ---------------- --------- 3 to 14 

Iron and steel wrought 
pipe______________________ 2,472,000 17,400,000 13 25 to 35 

Jute and jute goods________ 1,917,000 9,065,000 21 45 
Kaolin and ground earths___ 898,000 1,438,000 20 

Kaolin ____ ·--~------------------------- ---------------- --------- 36 
Fuller's---------------- ------------- --------------- ------- 18 to 35 
Bauxite----------------------------------------------------- 25 
All other _______________ --------------- -------------- _ _:_______ 6 to IS 

Label.sand tags__________ _ 609,000 2,462,000 . 24 --------
Cigar _____________________________ ------------------·------- 20 to 3fi 
Cotton _________________ ---------------- ---------------- --------- 4.7 
Paper _________________ ___ --------------- ------------- -- --------- 35 

Lard------------------------- 219,000 6,128,000 3 20 
Lead------------------------- 405,000 9,277,000 4 ----------

Bars---------------------·-------------------------------~----~----- 49 Pipes .. _------------ ------ -- - ---- __ ---- __ _ __ ___ _ _ __ _ _ ___ ___ __ _ __ _ ___ <!8 
Shot--------------------------------------------------------------- 48 

:i~~er•s= = = ======== === = ==: ::= == ==== ======= ============== === =·===== === !~ Sheet--------------------- ---------------- ----------------- --------- 1-8 
All other _________________ ----- ------------------------------------- 45 

Leather---------------------- 27,049,000 252,6'20,GOO 11 --- --- ----
Band-------- --- ---------· --- --------------- ---- -------------------- 20. 
Calfskins __ _______________ --------------------------------- _______ -:. _ 20 
Pianoforte--------------·---------------- ----------------- -- ------- 35 
Out leather ______________ ---·------------------------ :~- ----------- 35 
Upper ____________________ ------ ---------- ----------------- --------- 20 
Patent------------v--------------------- ----------------- --------- 28 to 36 

· All other--- ------- -·----- ---- ------------------------------- ------- 20 
GloYCS------------------- · ---- - ----------- ------ --- -- ------ --------- 29 to 81 
Harness __________________ --- -- ------------------------------------- 45 
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General table showing indttstt'ies, icages, production, labor's shat·e, and 
tariff rates on certain, goods-Continued. 

Industry-Details. Wages. Value of 
product. 

Labor's Taritr 
share. rate. 

Leather-Continued. Percent. Per cent. 
Shoe laces---------------· ------- - ---------------------------------- 39 
Othe.r manufactures _____ ------- ----- -- -- ----------------- --------- 35 

Lime and cement _________ _ -- · $15,301,540 $54,788,000 29 ----------
Lime _____________ ________ ----- --- -- -- --- ---- ------ ----------------- 20 
Cement __________________ _ ·-------- ------- ----------------- --------- ~Oto 25 

Liquors, distillE><L----------- 2,657,000 131,269,000 2 ----------
AlcoboL _________________ _ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 803 
BrandY------------------· ---------------- ----------------- ---·------ 59 to 238 
Gin ______________________ _ ·----------------------------------------- 172 to 20! 

ompounds------------- - ·----------- ---- ----------------- --------- 99to118 
Cordials--------- ------ --· ----- - ----- -- - -- ____ : ____________ --------- 79to113 

Liquor , malt_________ ______ 34,5-12,000 298,358,000 11 ---------- . 
Bottle -------------·--··· ------ ---- --- --- ----------------- --------- 42 
Kegs _____________________ --·····------- ------ ---·------------------- 68 
Malt--------------------- · ------------- -· ------------------·····---- 38 
Extract __________________ ------- ---------- ---- --------- --- --- ------ 38 to 52 

Liquor , vinous----- ------ -- 1,001,000 11,097,000 9 ----------
Champagne ______________ ------ --- ------ --------- ------------------ 42 to 62 
Sti!L ________________ _____ -------·· -- --- -- ----------------- --------- 24 to 78 

6:~~t~iii0~~~~~~~~~--~~~~ ::= ============= ======·=========== :::=:==== 38 to:~ Lithographing_______________ 8,198,000 25,245,000 32 15 to 40 
Looking ·glass and picture 

frames •.• -- ----- --- ---- ---- 3,314,000 13,260,000 24 45 to 60 
Lumber :md timber prod-

uct --------------------···- 183,0-21,000 580,0'>..2,000 31 
Unmanufactured----·--· ---------------- - ----------- - --- - --------
Ties __ _________ ___________ ------------------ - ---------·- -- ·····----
Round.-----------·----_. -- -- ---------. _______ ------------ ---------
Hewn ______ ___ ------- ·-·- - --------------- ---------- ------- ---------
Sawed boards ___________ ---------------------------------·····-·--

20 
20 
5 
5 

5to12 
Lumber, planing mills, 

sash and doors, planed____ 50,713,000 247,441,000 20 11to23 
Malt.________________________ 1,456,000 30,288,000 4 ----------

Extract_ _________________ -- -------------- -------- ---- ----- --------- 38 
Fluid. _________ ---------- ---------------- -·····----------- -------- 33 to 52 
Solid.. _____________ -:_ ______ ------·-··--··---------------------------- 40 

Mantels---- --- --- - ----- --- --- 56,000 233,000 .28 --------- -
Slate--------------------·------------------------------------------ 20 
:h>larble __ __ _______________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 50 
Iron _____________________ _ ----------------------------------------- 45 

Marble and stone_._ ____ _____ 25,002,000 63,039,000 · 39 ----------
Sa,ved--------------·--- -- ---------------- ----------------- --------- 54 to 80 
Rough ___________________ ---····--------- ----------------- --------- 42 
'l'iles---------------------· ---------------- ----------------·- --------- 10 to 52 
Cubes-------------------------------------------------------------- 38 to 93 
Other·---------------------····--···-·-··--····-------------------- 50 Burrstoncs _________ ______ ---------------- . : ______________ -------- 15 
Freestone._--------- --- -- - - ---- ----- -- -- - -- ---- ---- ------- --------- 50 
Granite __ ____ _________ ___ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 50 
Sandstone _______________ ------------------------------------------ 50 

Mat~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~=1·-- ---i:ioo:ooo- --- ~---5:646:000· ----·-19· 24 to~ 
Mats and matting___________ 249,000 1,2!2,000 20 

Cocoa ____________________ ------------------------------------------ 21 
FancY------------------- · ------------ ---- ----------------- --------- 36 
Floor mats ______________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 36 to 73 
HemP-------------------- -··--·······-··· ----------------- --------- 71 
Flax _________________ ___ _ ------------------------------------------ 71 
WooL __________________ __ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 50 
Cotton ___________________ ------------------------------------------ 50 

Mineral waters.............. 5,487,000 30,261,000 18 33to123 
Mirrors______________________ 1,374,000 7,003,000 18 ·· ·-·-----

14<! incbe ---------------- ---------------- ----···-·-------- -------- 45 
Exceeding _________ __ ---------------- - --···----------- --------- 54 

Monuments: 
· Tombstones ___________ .___ 8,213,000 25,688,000 31 ----------

Hewn stone ______________ ------------------------------------------ 50 
Dressed- -----------------· ---------------- ----------------- --------- 50 
Iron .... --- --- --------------------------- - ---~------------- -- --- ---- 45 
Marble----------------------- ~ ------------------------------------- 50 

Mucilage and paste__________ · 237,000 3,556,000 6 20 
Musical instruments_________ 19,689,000 69,573,000 28 45 
Needlea, pins, books and 

eyes------------------------ 1,595,000 4,750,000 33 
Pins------------------------·-----------------------------------·--- 25 to 35 
Needles ___________________ ------------------------------------------ 25 to 41 
Hooks and eyes ........ - ---------------- ----------------- --------- 42 

Nets and seines ______ -------- 24.3,000 1, 724,000 14 ----------
Spangled ....•.••..•.• -... -.• ------ -- ----- ----- -- ------ -- -- --------- 60 
Cotton.---------------------------------- ------------- - --- --------- 50 
Flax, etc ....••.• ----·-- ·· · ·-- ···----------------------------------- 50 to 60 
Gill •••...• -------------------------------- ----· ······------ --- ------ 40 to 118 

Oil: 

· ~::;gfiaC~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ::~ 1.~~:~ ~ 35 
25 
49 xli1~~r:·_:::::::::::::~~- ~~:~ ~:m:~ ~:~ 

Oilcloth and linoleum________ 1, 7W,OOO 10,388,000 16 
2 to 98 

25 to 96 
Optical goods----------~----- 1,923,000 6,116,000 31 

Spectacles ...•....•••..•• --- -- - ---------- ----·------------ --------- 50 to 96 
Opera glasses ____________ ------------------------------------------ 45 

· Lenses·---------------·--·------------------------------------------ 45 

Pa~s~~~~-~~~~:::::::~~:::~: ----- ·5:003:oc,o· ----·-61:211:000- --···7:3- --------=~ 
Unmanufactured-------- ----·····------- ---·······--·---- ---·----- 20 
Manufactured _________ ___ --------------- -- ------------------- ------ 54 
Blacks------------·-··-· ·· ------------- ----------------------------- 25 
Blanc fixe _______________ -------------- -- ----------------- -- ---- -- - 44 
Satin white ....•••••..... ---------------------------- -- ------------ 44 

~~~~~---~~~~::~::::::~~:~!: ::::::::::::::: :::::·:::::::::::= ::::::::= 27 to~ 
~~a~it::::-~::~::::~~~- :::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::: :::::::~= W 

General table showing industt'ies, wages, production~ labor's shm·e, an<l 
taritr 1·ates on certain yoods-Continued. 

Industry-Details. Wages. Value of 
product. 

Labor's Tariff 
share. rate. 

Paints-Continued. Percent. Per cent. 
Orange mineraL _________ ---------------- ·-·-- ------------ ••..•••.. 58 
Red lead·---------'-------·---------------- ----------------- --------- 56 
White lead _______________ ---------------- ····----------·-- ----·---- 46 
Ochers. __________________ ------------··--- ----------------- ·-------- 9 to 83 
Siennas __________________ ------------------------------------------ 8 to 24 
Umbers __________________ ---------------- ----·------------ ·-------- 18 to 31 
Paris green _______________ -----·------------------------------------ 15 
London purple .•......••.•..•. . .•••...... -------------------------- 15 
Venetian red ........•..•. ------------------------·--------·-------- 20 
Vermilion red ____________ ·------------···-------·-·--·------------- 20 
Whiting ____ _____________ _ •• : _____________ ------------··---· •-- ----- 35 
Paris white ______________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 35 

i~~~~~~~--~i~~=-~~~~~=-~~: :::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::= ::::::::= 15 to~ 
Paper and wood pulp....... . $32,019,000 lP188,715,000 17 ·····-----

~~~~~~:::::~~::~:::~::~~ ================ ================= ::::::::= . ~ 
Copying _________________ _ --- ---------·-··----------------- --------- 35 

~~~!6fy~:-~~~==~~~~=~~~: ================ ================= ::::::::: 
1~ Filtering _________________ -- --······------ ----------------- ···-·---- 40 

Photographic. __ _____ ____ --------···------------------------------- 19 to 30 

~~~tf!:~~%~\ ~~;;;;~:~~~;~::~::;:.::~:~~~:~~;;ii iii!!~~ ;.-: I 
Paper goods, n. s . p. f...... 3, 712,000 22,159,000 16 25 
Patent medicines and com-

pounds .. ___________________ 4,351,000 74,520,000 5.8 ·----~----

\;:~~o~~~~~iioi_-_-_-_-_-_-_·_-_ =:::::::::=::::: ::=:=:=::=:=::::= ::::::::= ~~ 
All other ___ _________ _____ ---------------- ______________ : __ --------- 25 

Pavini; materials____________ 952,000 5,032,000 18 ----------

~f#.;J_:_~~-=_\=~_:_:: ~ ~ ~ ~ :~ ~~~~ ~~~: ~: ~ ~~ ~~~ ~ ~:~ :~~: ~~i ~:~~~~~:~ i 
Marble slabs .. ___________ ---------------- ---------·-····-- --------- 10 
Onyx tiles·---·--------·· · ·--·-------------------------------------- 40 to 107 Pencils, lead .. ___ ____________ 1,059,000 4,425,000 23 10 to 40 

Pens, gold___ ___ _________ ___ 225,000 692,000 32 25 
SteeL___________________ 204,000 473,000 43 47 
Stylographic and foun-
. tain (new rate)________ 307,000 2,082,000 14 , 30 

Perfumery and cosmetics 
(new rate bjgher).......... 768,000 11,132,000 6.8 77 to- 331 

Petroleum refining.......... 9,989,000 175,005,000 5.7 
Crude ____________________ ··········------ ----------------- --------- 98 
Crude and refined ________ ------------------------------------------ 6 to 40 

Phonographs and grapho-
phones (ne·w) ___ ____ _______ 1,683,000 10,237,000 16 45 

Photographic apparatus, . 
lenses______________________ _ 872,000 3,479,000 25 45 

Photographic materials_____ !123,000 9,543,000 9 . ---------
Paper. ___________________ -·········-------------------------------- 19 to 30 
Plates ___________________ ---- · -- ---- ----- ___ ; _____________ --------- 25 

Pickles,preserves,andsauces. 3,068,000 29 ,696,000 10 ··-·------
Pickle~---- ------------------------------------·--·----------------- 40 
Sauces. _________________ _ ----------------·------------------------- 40 
Preserves ___ __ ___________ . ---------------- ---------- - ------ --------- 20 to 87 

Pipes, tobacco.______________ 830,000 2,834,000 29 53 to 60 
Plumbers' supplies ....•..•. _. 5,996,000 21,542,000 27 ----------

Knives. ___ _______________ ---------------- · -·-····--------- --------- 52 to 97 
Lead ... ___ ______________ _ ---------------- ...•.•..•.... : ... --------- 45 
Iron pipes ________________ ----------------·---·······-·---- ~------- 31 

Pocfei~rooonk's:::~_-_-:~~:::_-_-_-:_ ·······-793:000- ···-···3:757:00& ·-·--·21 :g 
Pottery______________________ 25,177,000 6i,200,000 39 25 to 60 
Printing and publishing: 

Book and job .. _________ _ 48, 720,000 182,611,00: 26 
Music.___________________ 340,000 <l,147,001 11 
Newspaper______________ _ 59,824,000 309,327,000 16 
Books ____________________ -----------··············-------· --------- 25 
Copying ......•......•..•. -------------------------- - -·------------- 25 
Cards.·------------------------------------------------------------ 138 
Envelopes ...•.• __________ ---------------------------------------- 20 to 35 
Lithographic labels ...... -------···-····· ----------------- --------- 15 to 40 
Photographic paper ..... ···-·--------···-------------------------- 19 to 30 
Printing paper. ____ ______ ------------------------------------------ 15 to 30 
Book paper ______________ ------------------------------------------ Hi to 30 
Surface coated ..•..••.•• ------------------------------------------ 21 to 44 
Writing __________________ ------------------------------ --- -------- 2fl to :l8 
Drawing _________________ ----------------------------------------- 26 to 38 
Tablets------------------·-----------·····---------- -- -------------- 26 to 38 
Typewriter ______________ , ---------------- --·········------ - -------- 26 to 38 
All other paper ___________ -------·····---- ----------------- --------- 25 
Fancy boxes------------------------------------------------------- 45 
General tariff ___________ --------------------------------- _____ :.___ 35 
Machinery _______________ ----------·-·-··-------------------------- 45 
Types, new •• ____________ ----------------------------------------- 25 
TYpe metaL ______________ ----- ------- - --- ------------- ---- _________ 21 

Pumps, not steam___________ 718,000 2,852,000 21 ----------
Wood .. ------------------------------------------------------------ 25 

Rice1:...~~_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_- ·-------64oJioo· ------15~200~000- ·----3~9- --~~~-~~ 
Cleaned------------------ •••••• ---- ------ ••. _ ••.•••.••.• __ --------- 62 
Uncleaned _______________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 47 
PaddY------------------· · ---·---··---·--· ..... _ --- ...••. __ --------- 18 
Flour _________________ •. . --------- •• ---- ••••••.•...••.• ___ -------- 15 
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General table showing industries, wages, productio1i, labor's share, and 
tariff rates on ce1·tain goods-Continued. 

Industry-Details. Wages. Value of 
product. 

Labor's Tariff -
share. rate. 

Percent. Per cent. 
Roofing materials----------- $4,007,000 $19,870,000 . 20 ----------

Slate--------------------·------------------------------------------ 20 
Felt __ ____________________ -~------- -"---------· - --------------------- 10 
Pitc!l _____________________ ----------- --- -- ----------------- --------- 20 
Shingles-----------------·---------------- ----------------- --------- 13 

Rubber and elastics__________ 9,412,000 62,995,000 14 ·---------
Gutta-percha ____________ . ------------------------------------------ 35 
Elast icon ________________ . ---------------- ----------------- --------- 20 
Substitutes ______________ ---------------- ------------------------- 20 
Vulcanized _______________ ------------------------------------------ 35 
l\lanutacturcs ____________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 30 

RU
1\Vc>;t:c::::::::::::::::::= ---------~:~- _________ :~:~- ______ ::_ ·-15-t:ei-35 
Ivory ____________________ _ ------------------------------------------ 35 

Saddlery nnd harness________ 'l,634,000 42,054,000 18 ----------
Saddles __________________ ------------------------------------------ 45 
Harness----------------------------------------------------------- 45 
Bridles ___________________ ----------- -- ----------------------------- 45 

saiii~gs_-:_-_-_-_-_-:_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_- ______ ::~:~. _______ ::~~~:~- ______ ::_ :--------36 
Bulle.. _______ --- _. ___ • ___ - · _________________________________ --------- 90 

sa,~~ossc;t~~~~~~------------~---_-_-_· ______ :::~::~. ::-_____ ~:~=~:~- ------~- -------18 
Circular ______________ ____ ------------------------------------------ 25 
l'llilL __ r----------------- · ---------------- ----------------- --------- 36 
Pit ______ ·-------- --------------------------------------------------- 25 
Drag _____________________ ------------------------------------------ 25 
Band. ____________________ ------------------------------------------ 37 
Hand.. ___________________ _ ------------------------------------------ 30 
Back _____________________ --------------------------------- --------- 30 

Screws , wood_______________ 556,000 2,133,000 26 16 to 54 

Shi~~ii(iil-swr-is-:.·_-_-_-_-_-:_-_-_-_-_-_- -----~::~:~- ------~:~::~. ______ ::_ --------45 
Knit shirts _______________ ------------------------------------------ 30 to 62 Shirtings ___________ . ____ _.! ________________ -------------------------- 12 to 60 
Linen shirts--------------' --------------~--------------------------- 45 

~~!!P~~i~.t~~-:.-:_-_-_-:_-:_-_~l ================ ================= ========= : t~ i~ 
ShoddY- --- ------------------1 834,000 . 8,406,000 10 98 
Silk and silk goods__________ 26,767,000 133,288,000 20 -----~---

Part manufactured ___________ _. __________ -------------------------- 80 

~fil~~;.~~~[}[~I;J~~ ~ ~~~~ ~~: ~~~::: i j~ ~ ~~~j ~ j~j ~~~ ~~ j j~j:~j~~ " to i 
Oh ·u I · 60 

~:f ;z~~~~~iiiii~~) ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~! ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~ ~ i~ ~ 
Webbings __ _. _____________ ------------------------------------------ 45 
Gorings __________________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 45 
Suspenders ______________ _ ------------------------------------------ 45 
Braces ______ _____________ ---------------- ----------------- -------- 45 
Beltings-----~----------- · ---------------- ----------------- --------- 45 Braids ___________________ .I __ ____________________ -----. _____ --------- 45 
Bindings _________________ --------------------------------- _______ _, 45 
Galloons _________________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 45 
Fringes __________________ ------------------------------------------ 45 
Cords ____________________ -- ------------ --- -- -----·------------------ 45 
•rassels-- -------------~--- ---------------- ----------------- --------- 45 
Bone casini;:-s.. ____________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 50 
Cords and tassels ________ ------------------------------------------ 50 
Garters..:------~---------- ---------------- ---'-------------- --------- 50 
Tubings..: ____________ ____ ------------------------------------------ 50 

::~~~!fui:::::::::::·:·:·:: ================ :::::============ ========= ~ 
Buttons.·--------------------------------------------------- -------- 50 
~-ounce fabrics __________ ---------------- ------------ ~ ---- ------- -- 67 

AU 'other _____________ ---·-------------------------------------- 50 
!§-ounce fabrics __________ ------------------------------------------ fl 

Boiled a:ff ____________ ---------------- ----------------- -- ------- 54 
Dyed. ~ -----------------------·--------------------------------- 59 
All other _____________ ---------------- _]_ ______________ --------- 50 

8-ounco fabrics ___________ ------------------------------------------ 78 
20 to 30 per cent silk .. ------------------------------------------ 55 
30 to 45 per cent silk.------------- - ---------------------------- 67 
More _____ __ __________ ---- --------------------------------------- 78 

Dyed in piece _____________ --~------------- ----------------- --------- 55 
20 to 30 per cent silk . . --------------------------------- --------- 52 
30 to 45 per cent silk . . ----------------------------------------~- 51 
Printed--------------· --------------------- -------- ------------- fr! 

Dyed in thread ___________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 5! 
30 to 45 per cent silk. --- -- ------ ----- ------------ ----- -------- 55 
More _________________ ------------------------------------------ 54 

Woven in piece-
30 per cent silk _______ ------------------------------------------
45 per cent silk _______ ---------------- ----------------- ---------
More _________________ ------------------------------------------
All not less ___ ________ ---------------·--------------------------

Jacquards._ .. __ •.• _____ . . ________________ ----- -----. -- _. ___ -- -- -- --
H, ndkerchiefs ___________ ---------------- --- ------ ---- ---- -- ---- ---

Not hemmed-
1§-ounce __________ ---------------- ----------------- ---- ----· 

Dyed _________ ------------------------------------------
8-ounce ___________ ---------------- ----------------- ---------

Dyed. ___ ___ ____ -- -------- - --- - - - -- --·- --- ---- --- -- ---- ---
Hemstitched-

Boiled off ________ -------.-------------------------- ---------
Dyed _____________ ------------------------------------------

Dyed in thread _______ ------------------------------------------La.:es. _. ____ .. __ . _______ . . ______ -------- ___________________ ------ __ _ 

~~~~-~:~==========~c:::::::;::::: ::::::::::::::::: ::::::::: 

67 
53 
53 
50 
50 
50 

59 
61 
77 
99 

63 
53 
83 
50 
50 
50 

General table showiµ,g industries, toages, p1·oduction, labor's share, and 
tariff rates on certait& goods-Continued. · 

Industry-Details. Wages. Value of 
product. 

Labor's Tariff 
share. rate . 

Silk and silk goods-Cont'd. Percent. Per cent. 
Nettings ________________ ---------------- ----------------- --------- 50 
Veilings _________ _________ ---------------- ---------------- --------- 50 
Tamboured-------------- ---------------- ----------------- -------- 60 
Appliqueed------------ ---------------- ---------------- _________ 60 
Chiffons _________________ _ -----------------------------~--- --------- 60 
Insertings _______________ -------~------- ----------------- --------- 60 
Flouncings ______________ --------------- -----------··----- -------- 60 
Embroideries __________ ---------------- ___ ---- --------- --------- 60 
Ornamented------- ------ · --------------- ----------------- --------- 60 
Knit silks ________________ ---------------- --------------- --------- 60 
Wearing apparel_ ________ --------------- ____________ _: ____ -------- 60 
All other _______________ --------------------------------- --- ------ 50 

Silversmithing and silver-
ware______________________ $5,265,000 $20,700,000 24 -·--------

Gold thread ______________ -------------- --------------- -- -------- 25 

~ll:~~ ~~:s~~===========:c:.::============ ================ ========= ~ 
Silver embroidery _______ 1--------------- ----------------- --------- 60 Silver braids---------------------------- ----------------- _.________ 60 

~~~}~~~~~~i~~~~jj~jj~j~j jj~~~~jj~j=jj ~jj~jjj~j 1~ 
Slaughtering and meat 

packing, wholesale________ 37,000,000 BOJ.,757,000 4.6 
Bacon.. ___________________ --------------- ---------------- ---------
Hams ____________________ ---------------· ----------------- ---------
Beef ______________________ --------------------------------- ---------
Mutton.. _________________ --------------- ----------------- ---------
Pork ____________________ --------------- ----------------- ---------

-r;~~~~t I~t t I~~:~~lll\~j~~l lll~~i~~ii~~m j~~~~~~~ 
~~~!;;-~-:::~~~~~-:_~-~-:~-~-:~~! :: ======== ====== == ==== ::: :: : : ~: ~= : ::: == === Smelting and refining: 
Copper__________________ 10,827 ,000 

Ore ___________________ ----------------
Matte ___________________ .. _________ .. 
Regulus ___________ --- ------------- __ _ 
Old .. ---------------------------------
Plates, etc ___________ ---------------~ 
Total .free copper ____ ----------------
Manufactures-

240,780,000 
4,49'2,073 
2,369,450 

32,455 
1,332,461 

38,007,328 
46,233,747 

4.4 

23 
23 
18 
23 
13 
16 

10 to 25 
21 
18 
23 
20 
311 
20 
10 

Free. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free. 

Rolled plates·---------- - ------------------------------------ 4 
Braziers __________ --------------------------------------- -- - 4 

~n~::~-~=======r= =====~======= ================= =====·==== ~ Manufactures_---------------- --------------- .- ------- -- 45 
Lead..-------------------- 5,374,000 185,826,000 2.8 ----------

Ore_ .: _________________ ---------------- ----------------- -------- _ 78 
Bullion.---------.--------------- ___ _______________________ ---- _ 70 
Pigs .. ---------------.---------------- _ --------- --- . ___ . __ ------ 47 
Old------------------ -------------- -- ----------------- --------- 49 

· !?~~~~~}}}~~~~t~-_-m::_~_: m~m::mm~~ ~-j~m~~ ~ 
Zinc ______________________ , 3,856,000 24,'191,000 lii 

g~:~;;:~;;~~~=~~J=============== === ======~~~~~~= ========= Fr~ Smelting and refinini" zinc: I 
Old._ - -- -- -·--- --- - --- - --- . - - - -- ---- ---- - - - -- - - --- - ---- -- -- - ---------Sheets ___________________ J_ ________________________________________ _ 

Manufactures ___________ _I ______ --------- ------- __________ ---------
Soap and candleS------·-----j 5,056,000 72,161 ,000 7 

Castile ___________________ --------------------- - --------------------

WEfi:i~~i~~~~:~~~~~~:~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~ ~ ~ ~: ~:~: ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~:: ~ ~ ~~ :~~~~~: 

31 
28 
45 

18 
3'l 
20 
25 
20 

Sporting goods--------------! 1,641,000 7 ,032,000 23 

~~~;v~i~\~~~!--~~r = === = ====== = == :: = ==: = = :: = = == = = = ======-=== . [~ 
st.~~{~~~f~ff t~-=:~~~~- ~~-~---i~~;~- =~::==~: --~-~-~ 

2.i 
47 
25 

26 to 38 
25 
45 
35 
45 

20 to 35 
:t5 to 4a-
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so th~t the true interests of the print-paper manufacturers and 
the print-paper consumers may be properly cared for and the 
dignity of thi. House and the importance of this legislat~ve body . 
pre~ened a-nd not minified in the proportion of 7 to 1 m favor 
of the euate. [Applause.] 

It i my desire to discuss in the few minutes which are 
allotted to-me what I conceive to be the natural results of the 
conference report if enacted into Jaw u_pon the pulp and paper 
industries of the United States and the consumers of those 
products. 

WOOD PULP. 

'Ihe present tariff upon ground wood oi· mechanical pulp is 
$1.67 per ton. Leaving out of consideration for the moment the 
application of the proposed maximum tariff, the ground wood 
pulp item in the conference report is unobjectionable and similar 
to the provisions of both the bill as it passed the House and 
the Senate amendment. The tariff is nominally left at $1.67 a 
ton on ground wood, with the proviso, however, that it shall be 
admitted free of duty from any country, dependency, province, 
and so forth, which does not forbid or restrict in any way the 
exportation of pulp wood or levy any export charge upon pulp 
wood, " ·ood pulp, or l'lrint paper. So far as that proviso is 
concerned I certainly can not object to it, because, as the gen­
tleman fr~m New York [Mr. PAYNE] said, I drafted it for the 
conference committee and believe it is satisfactory to all parties 
concerned. The result of that proviso will be that ground wood 
pulp will be upon the free list coming from the different Prov­
inces of Canada, if those Provinces remove the restrictions 
which they now have upon the exportation of pulp wood. I say 
Canada, and I shall refer in the course of my remarks spe­
cifically to Canada, although the item in the bill and the pro­
viso itself are in general language, covering all foreign coun­
tries, but in practical effect the application in each case is only 
to Canada and her different Provinces. · 

We import from the Province of Ontario large quantities of 
ground wood pulp. We obtain some from the Province of _Que­
bec. l\Iost of the pulp wood in Ontario is owned by the provin­
cial go-,·ernment, and that goyernment, under its present regula­
tions, requires that all pulp wood which it sells shall be manu­
factured within the Dominion of Canada, so that, practically, 
the Province of Ontario to-day forbids the exportation of pulp 
wood to the United States, though this does not apply to the 
small quantities of pulp wood cut from the lands owned by in­
dividuals. The Province of Quebec owns on her public lands 
most of the forest& suitable for pulp wood within her borders, 
and under the present regulations of that Province, where the 
right to cut pulp wood in her forests has been sold, the Province 
makes a. stumpage charge of 65 cents a. cord for the pulp wood 
cut, with an allowance or rebate of 25 cents per cord if the 
pulp wood is manufactured within the Dominion. These rates 
now existing will, under their own terms, soon expire, and the 
Quebec government is considering a change in the stumpage 
rates, with the likelihood, unless deterred by our legislation, of 
increa·sing the . stumpage charge and also either increasing the 
differential between the charge for exportation and home con­
sumption, or forbidding entirely the exportation of the pulp 
wood cut on the public lands of the Province. So that we are 
confronted with this situation: Ontario now forbids the expor­
tation of wood pulp and Quebec makes an extra stumpage charge 
where the pulp wood is exported and threatens to increase that 
charge or forbid exportation. 

The Canadian and provincial governments have reached the 
conclusion that possibly, if not probably, they will be justified 
in absolutely forbidding the exportation of a raw material to 
the United States, which is c·ertainly necessary for the continu­
ance of the paper-making industry in the United States, unless 
we grant concessions which, in their opinion, will be an equiva­
lent for giving us the right to bring pulp wood from there here 
for use in· manufacture in our mills. 

So far, however, there is no controversy between the Senate 
and House provision, and by the conference report we will ob­
tain wood pulp free from those Canadian Provinces which re­
moYe -or do not impose restrictions on exportation of pulp wood, 
wood pulp, or print paper. 

The wood-pulp paragraph of the conference report would be 
entirely satisfactory if its effect were not destroyed by the 
print-paper tariff and the maximum and minimum tariff clause, 
as reported from the conference. As the tariff bill passed the 
House, the maximum tariff did not apply to wood pulp, b_ut as 
agreed upon in this conference report the maximum tariff will 
add a tariff of 25 per cent of the . Yalue of wood pulp, which 
value is in no case less than $20 a. ton and in most cases more, 
so that if the maximum tariff goes into effect as against Canada, 
the tariff on ground wood pulp, instead of being $1.67 a ton, as 
it now is, will be $1.67 plus at least.$5 a ton, making a tariff of 

at least $6.67 a ton on ground wood pulp, and under all of the 
provisions of the pending conference report, the maximum tariff 
is as sure to go into effect between Canada and this country as 
that God made little apples. [Applause.] · 

Howeyer, I will discuss that more fully in connection with 
the· print-paper schedule. 

PR! ' T-PAPEB TARIFF. 

Let me recall to you the situation. The present tariff rate on 
print paper is a fiat rate of $6 per ton, plus any export charge 
which the foreign government may impose, so that print paper 
now coming from Canada pays $6 per ton, with a slight plus 
export charge on some paper coming from Quebec made from 
pulp wood cut on her public lands. 

The tariff bill as it passed the House made the print.paper 
tariff $2 per ton from those Canadian Provinces which remove 
the restriction on the exportation of pulp wood. In other words, 
by the House bill we offer to make this exchange with Canada, 
that we will reduce our tariff to $2 a ton on print paper if she 
will permit the free and unlimited exportation of pulp wood 
from her Provinces which we need in our paper industries. · If 
there be anything of advantage in that prop-0sed trade, it is on 
our side and in our favor. lt is impossible to make cheap print 
paper without ground wood. 

The print-paper mills of the United States can not continue 
without an ample supply of pulp wood. The print-paper in­
dustry of the United States can not continue without obtaining 
spruce pulp wood from Canada. There is not sufficient pulp 
wood in our forests to make the ground wood pulp for cheap 
print paper, and it can not be fo-Ond anywhere without bringing 
it from Canada. We have not the supply of spruce pulp wood. 
Thev have it. We have to have the finished product, which is 
pruit paper. All that Canada needs to do is to "stand pat" 
and say, "You have to have our spruce pulp wood in some 
form. You will take it in the form of paper manufactured by 
ourselves." 

In the House bill we offered them then this trade of making 
the tariff on print paper $2 if they would give us pulp wood free 
of restriction, but if" any of the Canadian Provinces should re­
fuse to let us import from there pulp -wood free of restriction 
the tariff on print paper as to that Province was to remain 
under the House bill $6 a ton. In other words, we proposed 
a concession to Canada of $4 a ton, not in the form of a threat 
or a penalty, but a concession from the existing tariff rates to 
each Province which would remove its restrictions upon the ex­
portation of the raw material, which we must have for our 
manufacturing industries. 

There is not a pulp or paper mill in the United States but 
knows that if Canada should to-day or to-morrow forbid the 
exportation of pulp wood from Canada that spruce pulp wood 
in the United States would increase at once 50 per cent in val:ue 
and that print paper, such as newspapers are printed upon, 
would go at once to more than 3 cents a pound. It is true that 
there are two great States in this Union which would not 
suffer by that event. There are 35,000,000,000 feet of stand­
ing spruce in the United States east of the Rocky Mountains. 
Twenty-one billion of the thirty-five billion are in the State of 
Maine, . represented by the distinguished Senator upon the con· 
ference committee. Five billion of the thirty-five billion are in 
the State of New Hampshire. These two States have between 
them 26,000,000,000 of the 35,000,000,000 feet of standing spruce. 
Five billion feet of the remainder are in the State of New York, 
of which, however, more than one-palf is in the state forest 
preserves, and under the constitution of that State can not now 
be sold or cut. 

Mr. Speaker, I express the deliberate .judgment, based upon 
much investigation, of one who at least is honest in his opinion, 
after as ca1·eful a- study as I have ever been able to give to any 
subject, that under the provisions of the House bill no new 
restrictions upon the exportation of pulp wood would have been 
imposed by the Canadian Provinces and the existing restrictions 
would have been removed and that our print-paper industries 
would have obtained a plentiful supply of pulp wood from Can­
ada at reasonable cost for all time. 

When the bill left the House, then, it provided for the exist­
ing tariff of $6 a ton on print paper, with a · proposed reduction 
of $4 a ton, making the tariff rate· $2 per ton if the Canadian 
restrictions were remQYed. As the bill pa~sed the Senate, it 
provided -for increasing the present rate of $6 to $8 per ton, if 
the Canadian restrictions were not removed, and for a tariff of 
$4 a ton if they were removed. 

The conference report now before us provides for a tariff on 
print paper of $5.75 per ton if the Canadian restrictions are not 
removed, and $3.75 per ton if they are removed. The House 
provision offered a concession of $4 per ton for the removal of 
the restrictions and· a reduction in the rate to $2 per _ton, which 
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about represents the difference in cost of manufacture 1n the 
two countries. The Senate amendment maintained the $4 dif­
ferential, but the conference report reduced the differential to 
$2 per ton and raises the lowest tariff to $3.75 a ton. If the 
relative prices of paper should again prevail which prevailed 
before the panic of 1907, under normal manufacturing and con-· 
suming conditions, the Canadians could better afford to export 
their paper to other countries, like England and Australia, 
than to the United States over a tariff of $3.75 per ton; and the 
reduction of the present tariff rate of $6 a ton to $3~75, as pro­
posed by the conference report, still leaves the tariff high enough 
t-0 be no special inducement to the Canadian paper manufac­
turers. 

l\Ir. SWASEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MANN. Not unless the gentleman will secure further 

time for me. 
Ur. SWASEY. Go on. 
Mr. MANN. Under the provision of the conference report 

there is no inducement, unless the maximum tariff provision 
goes into effect, for the Canadians to take off their prohibitions 
or .restrictions on exportation of pulp wood. 

If they have statesmen in Canada-and my observation and 
experience has been that they have wise men, men as keen in 
reference to protective tariff as our best leaders on this side 
of the House-they will know that they hold the whip band; 
that they have the pulp wood; and n-0t having been offered 
concessions by this country which are fair to Canada, they 
will maintain for Canada her right to manufacture within her 
own borders her pulp wood, and then if we want it, we will 
pay the price which they fix: upon it. So that if the maximum 
tariff provision is not to apply, we will obtain no concession 
from Canada as to pulp wood. We can not run our mills with­
out spruce pulp wood. When two years ago the western mills 
went to the Province of Quebec and bought 50,000 cords of 
pulp wood, already piled up for sale to the eastern manufac­
turers, that purchase sent pulp wood skyward and added from 
3 to $5 a cord to the selling price within a short time. What 

will be the effect if the Canadians prohibit the exportation of 
pulp wood? The Wisconsin mills have paid fo1· the spruce J}ulp 
wood whlch they now have $11.25 a cord, because they have 
1 -~ ..... ~~ m ..... "ll<>tl to "'"n for it to l\Hnne ota, which itself is short 
of a full supply. If those Wisconsin mills could obtain pulp wood 
from Ontario, they could continue to manufacture print paper, 
with their great water powers; against the world on even terms. 

.orrt w1.at will nappen if the Canadians prohibit the exporta­
tion of pulp wood? The price of pulp wood in Haine will in­
crease. The price of pulp wood in New Hampshire will in­
crease, and instead of this revision of the tari.ff having any 
effect toward reducing the priee of print paper, the threat which 
is said to have been made two years ago that print paper would 
be increased to 3 cents a pound, or "$60 a ton, will soon have 
become past hi tory and print paper will be more than 3 cents 
a potmd. And then I suspect that some gentlemen upon this 
side of the House, who propose to vote for imposing this tariff 
conference rep:ort upon the print-paper industry of the country, 
will regret their attitude, but they can not say they were not 
warned. [Applause.] _ 

'The Canadians w11l make more money by refusing the lower 
rate proposed in the conference report. Under the conference 
report, if Canada imposes no restrictions on the exportation of 
pulp wood, then the American paper mills will have an even 
chance in buying pulp wood, and the only difference in the cost 
at the mill would be the difference in the cost of transportation 
and delivery. In other words, in such case the American paper 
mills would be offered all the advantages which the Canadian 
paper mills would have as to obtaining a supply of pulp wood; 
but when it comes to seIIing the paper in the United States. the 
Canadian mills would have a disadvantage or-differential against 
them of $3.75 per ton, the amount of the tariff. But suppose, 
()n the other hand, the Canadian government and the provincial 
governments forbid the exportation of pulp wood from Canada. 
As the amount of spruce pulp wood in the United States has in 
recent years been wholly insufficient to supply the demands of 
the print-paper mills, the price of pulp wood in the United 
States would be at ·once greatly enhanced. We now import from 
Canada about one-third of our spruce pulp wood, amounting in 
1907 to nearly a million cords of importations. If this importa- . 
tion be stopped, the demand for domestic pulp wood will greatly 
increase its selling price on this side of the Canadian border. 
In such case the increase in cost is inevitable. 

It takes about a cord and a half of pulp wood to make one 
ton of print paper, and the increase in the eost of pulp wood under 
the circumstances will he much greater than the $2 a ton addi­
tional duty levied on Canadian paper. The increase in the price 
of pulp wood will be in the United -States, but not in Canada. 
It will be caused by the regulations forbidding it coming across 

the border line, and it will be distinctly to the interest, under 
the terms of the conference report, of the Canadian paper mills 
to pay the additional $2 a ton duty on print paper if ·they can 
increase the cost of pulp wood to the American manufacturer, 
say, to the extent of $3 fo $10 per ton on print paper. It is 
not unlikely that the increase in the selling price of pulp wood, 
under the circumstances enumerated, might almost, if not · 
quite, double as compared with the pTesent prices. 
· This increase in the price of pulp wood would not only be in­

juridus and perhaps ruinous to the print-paper manufacturers, 
but it would be completely disastrous to · the wood-pulp mills 
which make ground wood for sale. · 

In other words, Mr. Speaker, leaving out of consideration 
again for the moment the question of the maximum tariff and 
considering this conference report w.holly upon the paragraphs 
relating to pulp and paper, it seems to me certain that the re­
sults of the adoption of this conference report will be to pro­
hibit or further restrict the exportation of pulp wood from 
Canada :and thereby cause an increased cost of wood pulp and 
print paper in the United States which will be far greater than 
the $2 a ton additional duty levied on print paper and $1.67 a 
ton duty levied on ground wood pulp. 

The provisions of the House of $2 and $6 a ton on print paper, 
which were recommended by the select committee after a ten 
months' eareful investigation, would have been effective in ob­
taining for the .American people and paper manufacturers the 
opportunity to import freely from Canada pulp wood without 
restriction. We have assurances that the concessions which we 
proposed on this subjeet were satisfactory to the interested 
persons in ·Canada, and that our proposition of a reduction of 
the tariff in consideration of the right to import pulp wood from 
Canada would have been favorably considered by the provincial 
and Dominion governments. That opportunity will be thrown 
a way if this conference report be agreed to. 

MAXIMUM TA.RIFF. 

Mr. Speaker, so far I have been referring to the ordinary pro­
visions of the bill relating to the subjects discussed, but I now 
come to the question of the application of the maximum tariff 
to Canada and its effect upon these indush·ies. Certainly, if a 
'' club ,., be necessary, the maximum tariff is a club for Canada, 
as related to the paper industry. The second section of the 
bill, as reported by the conferees, contains a maximum and mini­
mum tariff pTovision quite different from the one which passed 
this House originally. By the House bill it was provided that 
if a foreign country shall impose a higher rate of duty on our 
products than it does -0.Ii goods from other countries, then we 
shall impose a higher •rate of. duty on her _products coming 
here; and it was expressly provided in the House bill that 
there should be .no increase in the tariff on ground wood pulp 
in any event. . 

The provision now reported from the conference goes way 
beyond the provisions of the original House bill. Among other 
things, it provides that the maximum tariff shall be imposed 
upon a foreign country if that country shall impose any export 
duties. That provision was not in the House bill. It was not 
in the bill as it passed the Senate. The words " or imposes no 
export duty" were inserted in conference, and I believe were 
inserted at the suggestion of a few paper manufacturers in 
order to impose the maximum tariff upon paper coming from the 
Province of Quebec. I do not recall any other country which 
to-day is imposing an export duty upon articles which come to 
the United States not now on the free list. So far as I know, 
the only place where this provision hits is on pulp and paper 
coming from the Province of Quebec, for it has been ruled by the 
courts that the 25 cents additional stumpage charge added by 
Quebec on pulp wood cut on the crown lands and exported to 
this country was in effect an export duty as to paper manu­
factured in -Canada from pulp wood cut on the crown lands. 
The maximum tariff would be applied against Quebec unless 
that charge be removed, though it is quite likely that such 
charge would be removed if that were the only thing in the way. 

Another provision in this maximum section is that the maxi­
mum tariff shall be imposed · against a foreign country unless 
" such foreign country shall accord to the agricultural and man­
ufactured and other products of the United States treatment 
which is reciprocal and equivalent," on its face a very fair 
proposition until you investigate the facts. · 

Canada has an antidumping law. We have not. We say by 
this proposition to Canada that unless she repeals her antidump­
ing law, which she is not likely to do, we will impose an addi­
tional tariff on paper as a maximum tariff to the amount of 25 
per cent ad valorem, or at least $8.50 on every ton of paper, and 
also impose a tariff of 25 per· cent of the value additional on 
wood pulp. 

The maximum-tariff provision as it passed the House ex­
pressly excepted from its operation the reciprocal arrangements 
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between Canada and England and between Canada and the 
British West India Islands and -Other colonies of Great Brita.in. 
Canada has reciprocal .arrangements with England, and I be­
lieve she has reciprocal arrangements with some of the otller 
British colonies, but 'by the provision in this conference report 
we say to Oanada, not .as a concession or as an inducement, but 
as a "big stick," "Unless you are so little, so ready to be brow­
beaten, that you will yield the advantage you have · in holding 
the main supply of pulp wood on this continent, we will impose 
a maximum tariff on every pound of wood pulp and print paper, 
adding thereby to the other tariffs on print paper at least $8.50 
per ton/' 

Do you think that any men with Anglo-Saxon blood in their 
veins are so craven as to yield before this threat1 No. This is 
a serious proposition. 

Every gentleman in this House has newspapers in his dis­
trict. Probably I have a smaller number than almost any other 
Member of the House. When these papers find out that in our 
attempt to browbeat Canada we have entered upon a trade war 
with that country, with the .advantages mainly on the Canadian 
side, and the result is that when the paper owners pay their 
bills the price of paper has increased from $2.15 a hundred . 
pounds-about the present &verage rate-to .$3 and perhaps 
$3.50 per hundred pounds, there will be some gentlemen here 
who will then realize the effect of the offense for which they are 
about to vote. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] It is 
all well enough to talk about" protecting'' an American indus­
try. Our proposition will in fact protect the paper manufac­
turers by providing them with the pulp wood with which to 
operate their mills, and at the same time we will provide cheap 
print paper, so essential to the comfort and education of the . 
people of all classes throughout the country. 

l\lr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I have not been able to get 
everythlng I bave wanted into this bill nor to keep out of it 
everything I did not want in it; but, taking the bill as a whol~, 
it is broadly constructed and fairly representative of the di­
°'·ersified needs and industries -0:t this vast country, with its 
many conflicting interests. I shall vote to agree to the con­
ference report. 

As is usual in tOO enactment ·of laws in a representative gov­
ernment, there have of necessity been compromises between con­
flicting claims. Some are complaining that their industries are 
not sufficiently protected to save them from a ruinous foreign 
competition. Importers are complaining that duties are levied 
on their imports .so high as to enable industries to st.a.rt the 
manufacture of similar products in our own country .and thus 
injure their business as the importers and agents of foreign 
products. 

Those having commodities to sell have wanted a protected 
market in which to sell, and th-0se wanting to buy have wanted 
a free-trade market in which to buy. The time will never come 
when a tariff law, or any other, can fix it so that those who 
produce may sell for a high price and those who consume may 
purchase at a low price. 

An analysis of this bill shows but few increases and many 
decreases in duties: 

The following table shows the consumption value tJf articles on which 
rates of duty have been increased and deereased in all eases where 
amount ot production can be ascertained: 

Schedule-- Duty de­
creased. 

A. Chemicals, oils, paints-------------------------- $433,099,816 
B. Earths and earthenware---------- -~-------------- · 128,423,732 
C. Metals, and manufactures oL _______________ 1,248,200,169 

~:~a~~-_--_--_-_--_--_-_-_-_-_-_-_-:---=_~==-=-=---_-_-_-_-_-=-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-:. ~:~~'.~ 
F. Tobacco. No change. 
G. Agrfo.ultural products---------------------·-- 483,430,~ 
H. Wines and liquors------------------------·----·------!. Cotton __________________________________________ ·'---.-------__ _ 

K. WooL No sta.tistics; no change. ' 
L. SillL-----------·-------------------------- 7 ,947 ,566 

Duty in­
creased. 

$11,105,820 

11,432,255 
31,280,372 

4,380,043 
462,001,856 
41,622,0'2.4 

804, 44.5 

It is easy to say "put up the price of newspapers." It is · 
easy to say that the newspapers have no rights, but certainly 
the readers of the papers have some rights. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] It is easy for some to slur and sneer at the 
newspaper men, who are constantly criticising us, often •Uil­
justJy and unfairly, but after all they are doing a great service 
to the people of this country and a service which few, either of 
the thinking or unthinking, would be willing to part with. At­
tempt to abolish the newspapers! Try it once. Attempt to 
greatly increase the price of print paper unnecessarily! You 
will try it once, but you will not have an opportunity a second 
time. [Loud applause on the Democratie side.] 

M. Paper and PWP-------~-------------- 67,628,055 

J. Flax, hemp, jute----------------------------1 22,127 ,145 

· N. Sundries-------------------------------.----------- 1,719,428,069 

106, 742,646 
81,486,466 

101, 666. 598 

I saw men in this House a little more than a year ago shak­
ing in their shoes, anxious for a chance to vote to repeal the 
tariff on print paper, crazy for an opportunity to vote to repeal 
the tariff on print paper. I went on the select committee on the 
subject as its chairman, and "took the responsibility of making 
a preliminary report against that proposition at a time when a 
report the other way on the subject would have afforded a cheap 
political effect as a campaign document, and I took all the crit­
icisms which went with my action. Some of my friends her.e, 
who at that time were urging me as chairman of that committee 
to bring in an early report before the last election in favor of 
removing the duty on print paper without obtaining any con­
cessions from Canada., may well study what they are about to 
do now before voting to adopt this conference report. 

1\Ir. Speaker, the $3.75 rate in the conference report is 
illogical. The House made a rate of $2 per ton; the Senate 
fixed the rate at $4 per ton. 'The conferees have compromised 
on $3.75 per ton. It might just as well be ~. The distin­
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], for whom 
I have the highest respect, who was the leader o:f the House 
conferees, stated this morning that they compromised on $3.75, 
as I understood him, because the Senate would not concede 
anything more. I take it, then, that in influence in the con­
ference in deciding between $2 and $4--a difference of eight 
times 25 cents-the influence of the Senate conferees was 
equal to seven times 25 cents and the infiuence of the House · 
conferees was equal to 25 cents only once. I am tired -0f 
seeing this House yield to the insistent demands of a few 
Senators who say they will or will not vote for a proposition 
according as they have their own individual and selfish ways. 
Let them vote as they please. It is our duty to stand by what 
we believe to be right for the country, and we should have 
equal power and influence in a conference report or .elsewhere 
in legislation with the Senate of the United States. We have 
the responsibility for our actions, and I am in favor o:f ac­
cepting that responsibility and not cowering before the selfish 
demands of a few Senators. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. ll.ALBY]. 

[Mr. MALBY addressed the House. See AppendiX.] 

TotaL-----------------·---- __________ ~ -- .::.__ _ _ _ _ _ 4, 978,122, 124 852,512,525 

Of the foregoing increases the following ure luxuries, bein,g articles 
strictly. of voluntary use: 
Schedule A, chemicals, including perfumeries, pomades, 

and like articles_________________________ $11, 105, 820 
Schedule H, wines and liquors _________________ 462, 0-01, 856 
&hedule L, silks---------------------------- 106, 742, 646 

Total.. ___ ;__ _______________ ~-------~----- 579,850,322 
This leaves a balance of increases which are not on articles of luxury 

of $272,662,203. 
In prepa ring this table the experts used all of the available infor­

mation from the Census Office and other sources, but all of these are 
not sufficient to present the total consumption of either class of ar­
ticles. If the total amount of consumption were available, the con­
trast between the amount of goods on which duties were lowered and 
those increased would be still more striking. 

The following statement is based on a romparison of the rates in 
the conference report with the Dingley law : 

lNCREAS.ES. 

SCHEDULE A.---<'.:HE;'t!ICALS. 

The principal increases over the pTesent rates are as follows : 
Oxalic acid from the free list to 2 cents per pound. 
Liquid anhydrous ammonia from 25 per cent ad valorem to 5 cents 

per pound. 
Manufactures of collodion increased 5 per cent. 
Coca leaves increased 5 cents per pound. 
Alkaloids of opium and cocaine increased 50 cents per ounce. 
Fancy soaps increased from 15 cents per pound to 50 per cent ad 

valorem. 
SCHNDlJLE 13.-EAltTlIENWAlUl AND GLASSWARE. 

A slight increase was made on the smaller sizes of plate glass. 
SCHEDULE C~-r.fETALS. 

Structurul steel, when fabricated and fitted for use, was placed In 
the basket clause with a duty of 45 per cent ad valorem, an increase 
above the present law. 

There was an Increase on razors, and also upon nippers and pliers, 
there being a specific rate with an added ad valorem in each case. 

Lithographic plates were increased from 25 per cent to 50 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Chrome metal, ferrosilicon, tungsten, and other new metals used in 
the manufacture of steels were put on- the dutiable list at a duty not 
exceeding 15 per cent ad valorem. Tungsten ore was made dutiable at 
10 per cent. 

The duty on watches was readjusted, remaining at about the same 
rates as the Dingley law. 

A duty of 1 cent per pound was put upon the zinc in the ore where 
it contains more than 20 per cent of zinc. On zinc with less than 20 
pe:r cent there is a lower rate of duty. Zinc now has a duty of 20 
per cent ad valorem. 
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There was an added duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound upon plain 
bottle caps, and on decorated bottle caps the duty was increased from 
45 to 55 per cent. 

SCHEDULE D.-LUMBEB. 

The duty on shingles was Increased from 30 cents per thousand to 
50 cents per thousand. 

A duty of 15 per cent was placed on brier wood and laurel wood for 
pipe makers' use, now free. 

SCHEDULE G.-A.GRICULTURA.L PRODUCTS. 
Broom corn was taken from the free list and made dutiable at $3 

per ton. _ 
Sweetened biscuit, valued at over 15 cents per pound, was made 

dutiable at 50 per cent ad valorem. 
Hops were increased from · 12 cents per pound to 16 cents per pound. 
Figs were increased from 2 cents per pound to 21l cents per pound. 
Almonds were increased from 1 cent to l?! cents per pound. 
Pineapples were increased from '$7 to $8 per thousand._ 
Chicory root, unground, was increased from 1 cent to 1?; cents per 

pound. Chicory root, roasted or otherwise prepared, was increased 
from 2i cents to 3 cents per pound. . 

SCHEDULE H.-LIQUORS. 

Wines and liquors were increased by an additional duty equal to a 
15 per cent advance upon the present duty. 

SCHEDULE !.-COTTON. 

This schedule was reconstructed and readjusted to bring the duties 
up to those collected during the first four years of the operation of the 
Dingley law and to the rates then collected under said law. Since that 
time the rates have been lowered, in some cases, from 60 to 6 per cent 
by court decisions. These new rates are equivalent to an addition, on 
the whole, of 3 per cent ad valorem increase over that collected under 
the p1·esent law for the year 1908. 

Cotton hosiery, fashioned, valued at not more than $1 per dozen, 
from 50 to 70 cents per dozen pairs. More than $1 and less than $1.50 
per dozen pairs, from 60 cents to 85 cents per dozen pairs. More than 
$1.50 and not more than $2, from 70 cents to 90 cents per dozen pairs. 

The remaining rates on stockings ar.e the same as under the present law. 
SCHEDULE J.--HEMP, FL-~X, A.ND JUTE. 

Hemp increased from . 20 per ton to $22.50 per ton. 
HP.mp, hackled, from $,40 per ton to $45 per ton. 
Certain high-priced laces made on the Lever or Gothrough machine 

increased from 60 per cent to 70 per cent. 
The cheaper laces remain at the same rate as in the present law. 

SCHEDULE M.-PA.PER A.ND PULP. 

Surface-coated papers, wholly or partially covered with metal, from 
3 cents per pound and 20 per cent to 5 cents per pound and 20 per cent 
ad valorem; other surface-coated paper, from 2i cents per pound and 15 
per cent ad valorem to 5 cents per pound. 

Lithographic prints, including post cards, cigar labels, decalcomanias, 
and other like articles, have been readjusted as to classification and 
rates. On many of these there has been an increase, while on some of 
them the rates remain practically the same. It is not possible at this­
time to state exactly the changes i;nade. 

SCHEDULE N.-SUNDRIES. 

Fireworks other than firecrackers increased from 20 per cent ad 
valorem to 12 cents per pound. 

Wearing apparel made of fur increased from 35 per cent to 50 per 
cent. · 

The jewelry paragraph has been recast with new and specific defi­
nitions, and this being an article of luxury, the duties on the higher­
priced articles have been increased and on the lower priced reduced. 
Under the present l aw the duty is 60 per cent ad valorem. Under the 
proposed bill the duties run from 45 per· cent to 85 per cent. 

Pencil leads have been changed from ad valorem to specific rates, 
with slight increase in duty. 

Moving-picture films and kindred articles are provided specifically 
for the first time in this law. The negatives are given a rate of 25 
per cent ad valorem, and the positives a rate of l?! cents per linear 
foot. Under the present law they were 20 per cent and upward. 

DECREASES. 

The principal reductions from the present law are as follows: 
. SCHEDULE A..--CHEMICA.LS. 

Boracic acid, from 5 cents to 2 cents per pound. 
Chromic acid and lactic acid, from 3 cents to 2 cents per pound. 
Salicylic acid, from 10 cents to 5 cents per pound. . 
Tannie acid or tannin, from 50 cents to 35 cents per pound. 
Galic acid, from 10 cents to 8 cents per pound. 
Tartaric acid, from 7 cents to 5 cents per pound. 
Alum, from one-half of 1 cent to three-eighths of a cent per pound. 
Sulphate of ammonia, now dutiable at three-tenths cent per pound, 

ls transferred to the free list. -
Argols and wine lees, from 5 cents per pound to 5 per cent ad 

valorem. 
Cream of tartar, from 6 cents to 5 cents per pound. 
Borax, from 5 cents to 2 cents per pound. 
Borate of lime and other borate material, from 4 cents to 2 cents per 

pound. 
Chloroform, from 20 cents to 10 cents per pound. 

ollodion and all compounds of pyroxylin, from 50 cents to 40 cents 
per pound. If in sheets, etc., from 60 cents to 45 cents per ,pound. 

Copperas, now dutiable at one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, reduced to 
fifteen-hundredths of 1 cent per pound. 

Sulphuric ethers, reduced from 40 to 8 cents per pound. 
pfrits of nitrous ether, from 25 to 20 cents per pound. 

Fruit ethersi oils, or essences, from $2 to $1 per pound. All other 
ethers from $ to 50 cents per pound. 

Gelatin, glue, isinglass, valued at not above 10 cents per pound, is 
reduced from 2~ cents per pound to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

I odoform, from $1 to 75 cents per pound. 
Licorice, all forms of, from 4~ cents per pound to 22 cents per pound. 
Cotton-seed oil and croton oil are transferred from the dutiable list to 

the free list. 
Flaxseed-, linseed, and poppy-seed oil are reduced from 20. cents to 

15 cents per gallon. 
Peppermint oil reduced from 50 cents to 25 cents per gallon. 
Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, and umber and 

umber earths, if ground in oil or water, reduced from 1~ cents per 
pound to 1 cent per pound. 

Orange mineral, from 39 cents to 31: cents per pound. 

Red lead, from 2i to 29 cents per pound. 
Varnishes reduced from 35 per cent to 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Methylated and spirit varnishes reduced from $1.32 per gallon and 35 
per cent ad valorem to 35 cents per gallon and 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Vermilion red, containing lead, from 5 cents per pound to 4i cents 
per pound. 

White lead, white paint, and pigment containing lead, from 2i cents 
per pound to 2! cents per pound. 

Whiting and Paris white, ground ln oil or putty, from 1 cent to one­
half of 1 cent per pound. 

Lead: Acetate of, white, from 3:i cents per pound to 3 cents per 
pound. Brown, gray, or yellow, from 2:i cents to 2 cents per pound. 
Nitrate of, from 2~ cents to 2a cents per pound; litharge, from 2~ cents 
to 2! cents per pound. 
. Bichromate and chromate of potash, from 3 cents to 2:i cents per 

pound. 
Chlorate of potash, from 2! cents to 2 cents per pound. 
Plasters, healing, etc., from 35 per cent to 25 l)er cent ad valorem. 
Santonin, from $1 to 50 cents per pound. • 
Crystal carbonate of soda, from three-tenths of 1 cent to one-fourth of 

1 cent per pound; chlorate of soda, from 2 cents to H cents per pound. 
Hydrate or- or caustic soda, from three-fourths of 1 cent to one-hale 

of 1 cent per pound; nitrate of soda, from 2~ cents to 2 cents per pound, 
Sal soda or soda crystals, not concentrated, from two-tenths of 1 cent 

to one-sixth of 1 cent per pound. 
·soda ash, from three-eighths of 1 cent to one-fourth of 1 cent per 

pound; arseniate of soda, from H cents to 1 cent per pound. 
Silicate of soda, or other alkaline silicate, from one-half of 1 cent to 

three-eighths of 1 cent per pound. 
Sulphate of soda, or salt cake, or niter cake, from $1.25 per ton to $1 

per ton. 
Sponges and manufactures of, from 40 per cent to 30 per cent ad 

valorem. 
Strychnla or strychnine, f1·om 30 cents to 15 cents per ounce. 
Sulphur, refined or sublimed, or flowers of, from ~8 per ton to $6 

per ton. 
Van111in; from 80 cents per ounce to 20 cents per ounce. 

SCHEDULE B.-EA.RTHENWA.RE A.ND GLASSWARE. 

Fire brick, glazed, enameled, etc., reduced from 45 per cent to 35 per 
cent ad valorem ; brick, other than fire brick, if glazed, enameled, etc., 
reduced from 45 per cent to 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Plaster rock or gypsum, crude, from 50 cents to 30 cents per ton; 
if ground or calcined, from $2.25 to $1.25 per ton. 

Filter tubes, from 45 per .cent to 35 per cent ad valorem. 
Unpolished, cylinder, crown, and common window glass, smaller 

glass and cheaper values, reduced one-eighth of a cent per pound.­
Onyx in block, from $1.50 per cubic foot to 65 cents per cubic foot. 
Marble, sawed or dressed, over 2 inches in thickness, from $1.10 

to $1 per cubic foot. Slabs or paving tiles of the same containing not 
less than 4 superficial inches, and not more than 1 inch in thickness, 
from 12 to 10 cents per superficial foot; if more than 1 inch and not 
more than H inches in thickness, from 15 to 10 cents per su~erficial 
foot ; if more than U inches and not more than 2 inches in thickness, 
from 18 cents to 12! cents per superficial foot; if rubbed in whole or 
in part, from 3 cents per superficial foot, in addition, to 2 cents. 

Mosaic cubes, not over 2 inches in size, from one-half to one-fourth 
cent; if attached to paper or other material, from 10 cents to 5 cents 
per superficial foot. 

Granite, fref!stone, etc., not dressed or polished, from 12 cents to 10 
cents per cubic foot. 

Mica, cut or trimmed, from 12 cents per pound and 20 per cent. ad 
valorem; unmanufactured, from 6 cents per pound to 20 per cent ad 
valorem ; and mica cut or trimmed, from 12 cents per pound to 20 per 
cent ad valorem ; all the foregoing to 30 per cent ad valo.rem ; mica 
plates or built-up mica, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE C.-META.LS. 

Iron ore, from 40 cents per ton to 15 cents per ton. 
Pig iron, iron kentledge, and spiegeleisen, from $4 per ton to $2.50 

per ton. 
Scrap iron and steel, from $4 per ton to $1 per ton. 
Bar iron, from six-tenths of 1 cent to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 
Round iron, less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, from 

eight-tenths of 1 cent to six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 
Slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms less finished than bars, from 

five-tenths of 1 cent to four-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 
Charcoal iron, from $12 to $6 per ton. 
Beams, girders, joists, angles, etc., not fabricated, from five-tenths 

of 1 cent to three-tenths and four-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 
Anchors, from 1 ~ cents to 1 cent per pound. 
Iron and steel forgings, from 35 per cent to 30 per cent ad valorem. 
Hoop, band, or scroll Iron or steel, not thinner than No. 10 wire 

gauge, from five-tenths of 1 cent to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound; 
thinner than No. 10 and not thinner than No. 20, from six-t enths of 
1 cent to four-tenfhs of 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 20, from 
eight-tenths of ·1 cent to six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. Steel bands 
or strips, untempered, for making band saws, from 3 cents per pound 
to 35 per cent ad valorem; if tempered, from 6 cents per pound to 20 
per cent ad valorem and 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Cotton ties, from five-tenths of 1 cent per pound to three-tenths of 1 
cent r.er pound. 

Rallway bars and steel rails, from seven-twentieths of 1 cent per 
pound to seven-fortieths; railway fish plates, from four-tenths of 1 
cent per pound to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Iron or steel sheet , valued at 3 cents 8er pound or less, thinner 
than No. 10 and not thinner than No. 2 wire gauge, from seven­
tenths to five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 20 and not 
thinner than No. 25. from eight-tenths to six-tenths of 1 cent per pound ; 
thinner than No. 25 and not thinner than No. 32, from 11'.'b- cents to 
eight-tenths cent per pound; thinner than No. 32. from llir cents to 
nine-tenths cent per pound; corrugated or crimped, from l t\ cents to 
eight-tenths cent per pound. 

Sheets, polished, plani bed. or glanced, from 2 cents per pound to 
H cents per pound; if pickled or cleaned, two-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound in addition. 

Rolled sheets, of iron, steel. copper, nickel, etc., from 45 per cent ad 
valorem to 40 per ccn t ad valorem. . 

Tin plates, froip H cents to 1.2 cents per pound. · 
Steel ingQts, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs, etc., .valued at three-fourths 

of a cent per pound or less, from three-tenths of 1 cent per pound to 
seven-fortieths; valued above three-fourths of a cent per pound and not 
above 1.3 cents, from four-tenths to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound; 
valued auove 1.3 cents and not alJove 1.8 cents, from six-tenths to five­
tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 1.8 cents and not above 2.2 
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cents, from seven-tenths to, six-tenths of 1 cent pel" pound; valued above 
2.2 cents and not above 3 cents, from nine-tenths to eight-tenths of 1 

• cent per pound ; valued above 3 cents and not above 4 cents, from 1.2 
cents to 1.1 cents per pound; valued above four cents and not above 7 
cents, from 1.3 cents to 1.Z cents per pound; valued above 7 cents and 
not above 10 cents per pound, from 2 cents to 1.9 cents per pound; 
valued above 10 cents and not above 13 cents per pound, from 2.4 cents 
to 2.3 cents per pound; valued above 13 cents and not above 16 cents 
per pound, from 2.8 cents to 2.7 cents per pound; valued above 16, cents 
and not above 24 cents.per pound, from 4.7 cents to 4.6 cents per pound. 

Round iron or steel wire, not smaller than No. 13 wire gauge, from 
13 cents per pound to 1 cent per pound; smaller than No. 13 .. and not 
smaller than No. 16, from 1! cents to. 1~ cents per pound; smaller 
than No. 16, from 2 cents to 1! cents per pound. 

Steel bars or rods;, cold rQlled, cold drawn, or cold hammered, or 
polished, from one-fourth cent per pound in addition to the above rates, 
to one-eighth of 1 cent per pound ; on strips, plates, or sheets of iron 
or steel, other than polished, where cold rolled, etc., from 1 cent 
per pound in addition to the rates on plates to five-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound. 

Anvils, from seven-eighths to five-eighths of 1 cent per pound. 
Axles, etc., from 1 cent to three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. · 
Blacksmith's hammers and sledges, tr~ck tools, wedges, and crow-

bars, whether of iron or steel, from one-half to three-eigtiths of 1 cent 
per pound. 

Bolts, with or without threads or nuts, from 1?! cents to H cents per 
pound. 

Cast-iron pipe, from four-tenths ot 1 cent to one-fourth of 1 cent 
per pound. 

Cast hollow ware, coated, glazed, or tinned, from 2 cents to 11 cents 

pe1CE=d.not less than three-fourths of- an inch in diameter, from 1§ 
cents to seven-eighths of a cent per pound; less than three-fourths of 
an inch and not less than three-eighths of an inch in diameter, from 
U cents to H cents pe'.r pound;, less than three-eighths and not less 
than five-sixteenths, from 11- to U cents per pound; less than five-­
sixteenths remain at 3 cents. per pound. But n°' chains will. pay less 
than 45 per cent ad valorem. . 

Lap-welded, butt-welded, seamed, OF jointed iron or steel boiler tubes. 
etc. , if not less than three-eighths of an inch in diameter, from 2 cents 
to 1 cent pe.r pound; if less than three-eighths and not less than one­
fourth, from 2 cents to 1! cents per pound; if less than one-fourth, 2 
cents per pound; welded cylindrical furnaces, from 2! cents per pound 
to 2 cents per pound; all other iron ru: steel tubes, from 35 per cent to 
30 per cent ad valorem. , 

Table, butchering, carving, etc., knives, with pearl, shell, or ivory 
handles, from 16 cents each to 14 cents each; handles of deerhorn, 
from 12 cents each to 10 cents each; with handles of hard rubber, bone, 
celluloid, etc_, from 5 cents each to 4 cents each; with other handles, 
from H cents each to 1 cent each, with the same ad valorem addition 
of 15 per cent: Provided., That none of the above shall pay at a less 
rate than 40 per cent ad valorem, instead of. 45 in the present law. 

Files etc. 21t inches in length and under, from 30 cents per dozen to 
25 cents pe~ dozen ; over 2~ inches in Length and not over 4~ inches, 
from 50 cents to 4H cents per dozen; over 4~ inches in length and 
under 7 inches from 75 cents to 62?! cents per- dozen; 7 inches in length 
and over from $1 per dozen to 77~ cents per dozen. 

Cut nails, spikes, from six-tenths of 1 cent to four-tenths of 1 cent 

pe1i:£~~~i·oe nails and hobnails, from 21 cents to 1i cents per pound. 
Wire nails not lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, from one-half of 1 

cent to four-tenths of 1 cent per pound; lighter than No. 16, from 1 
cent to three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

Spikes, nuts, washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoeS", from 1 cent to 
three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. · 

Cut tacks not exceeding 16 ounces to the 1,000, from li cents to' 
five-eighths of 1 cent per 1,000; exceeding 16 ounces, from H cents to 
three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. · 

Steel plates engraved, etc., from 25 per cent to 20 per cent ad valo-

re~.ivets, from 2 cents to la cents per pound. 
Crosscut saws, from 6 cents to 5 cenfs per foot; mill saws, frgm 10 

cents per linear foot to 8 cents per linea~ foot; pit a~d drag saws; from 
8 cents per linear foot to 6 cents pe1· linear foot; circular saws, from 
25 per cent ad valorem to 20 per cent ad valorem; steel band saws, 
from 10 cents. per pound fo 5 cents per pound, and 20 per cent ad 
valorem remaining; all other saws, reduced from 30 per cent to 25 per 

cenJcr~~svalri1~;~·than 2 inches in length, from 4 cents to 3 cents per 
pound . over 1 inch and not more than 2 inches, from 6 cents to 5 cents 
per pound; over one-half inch and not over 1 mch, from 8~ cents to 8 
cents per pound; one-half inch and Jess, from 12 cents to 10 cents per 

poWgeels fe>r railway purposes, or parts thereof, from H cents to H 
cents per pound ; ingots, blooms, or blanks for the same, from 1l cents 
to 1 cent per pound. 

Aluminum, in crude form, from 8 cents to 7 cents per pound; in 
plates, etc., from 13 cents to 11 cents per pound. 

Bronze powder, from 12 cents to 10 cents per pound. 
Hooks and eyes, from 51; cents to 41! cents per pound, retaining the 

additional 15 per cent ad valorem, 
Monazite sand and thorite, from 6 cents to 4 cents per pound. 
Cash registers

1 
jute manufacturing machinery, linotypes and all 

typesetting machines, machine tools, printing presses, sewing machines, 
typewriters. and all steam engines, from 45 per cent to ' 30 per cent ad 
valorem. Embroidery and certain lace-making machines and machines 
used for the manufacture of linen cloth, and tar and oil spreading 
machines used in the construction of roads, are admitted free of duty 
until January 1, 1912. · · 

SCHEDULE D.-LUYBER. 

Timber, from 1 cent per cubic foot to one-half cent per cubic foot. 
Sawed boards, planks, etc., of whitewood,: sycamore, and basswood, 

from $1 per thousand to 50 cents per thousand. 
All other sawed lumber, from $2 per thousand to $1.25 per thousand. 

DRESSED LUMBER. 

I-f planed or finished on one side, from $2.50 per thousand to $1. 75 
per thousand ; if planed or finished on one side and tongued and 
grooved or planed or finished on two sides~ from $3 per thousand to $2 
per thousand ; if planed or finished on three sides, from $3.50 to $2.37?J 
per thousand; if planed or finished on four sides, from $4 to $2.75 per 
thousand. 

Paving posts, railroad ties, telephone poles, etc,, from 20 per cent 
to 10 pel." cent ad valorem. 

Clapboards, from $1.50 a thousand to $1.25 per ·thou.sand. 
Kindling wood transferred to the free list. · 
Laths, from 25 cents per 1,000 pieces to 20 cents per 1,000 pieces . 
Fence posts~ from 10 per cent ad valorem to the free list. 

SCHEDULE E.-SUGAR. 

Sugar, refined, from 1.95 cents to 1.90 cen_ts per pound. 
S.CHEDULE G.-.A.GJUC'ULTUll.AL PRODUCTS. 

Cabbages, from 3 to 2 cents each. . ~ 
Bacon and hams, trom 5 cents per pound to 4 cents. 
Fresh meat, from 2 cents to lD cents per pound. 
Lard, from 2 cents to li cents. 
Tallow, from three-fourths of 1 cent per pound to one-half of 1 cent 

per pound. · 
Wool grease, from one-half of 1 cent to one-fourth of 1 cent. 
Dextrin, burnt starch, etc., from 2 cents to· l! cents per pound. 
Peas, green, from 40- cents per- bllilhel to 3.0 cents per bushel. 
All starch, except potato starch, ·from 1! cents to·1 cent per pound. 
Sugar beets, from 25 per cent ad valorem to 10 per cent ad valorem. 
Salt in bags, sacks, etc..,. from 12 cents per hundred pounds to 

11 cents per hundred pounds ; in bulk, from 8 cents per hundred pounds 
to 1 cents per hundred pounds. 

SCHEDULE. J.-FLAX, HEMP, .A.ND JUTE. 

Single yarns, not finer than eight lea, reduced from . 'l eents to 6 cents 
per pound. 

Flax gill nettings-, from 25 to 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Carpets, mats, etc., from 5 cents per square yard and 35 per cent 

ad valorem to 4 cents per square yard and 30 per cent ad valorem, 
when valued not abo-ve 15 cents per square yard ; if valued above 
15 cents, from 10 cents per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem to 
8 cents per square yard and 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Hydraulic hose, from 20 cents per pound to 15 cents per pound. 
Oileloth, including linoleum under- 9 feet in width, from 20 cents per 

square yard and 20 per cent ad valorem to one bracket of 6 cents per 
square yard and the other bracket of S. cents per square yard and 15 
per cent- ad valorem, and over 9 feet in width reduced . from 20 cents 
per· square yard and 20 per cent ad valorem to o-ne bracket of 10 cents 
per square yard and 15 per- cent ad valorem and the other bracket of 
12 cents per square yard and 15 per cent ad. valorem. 

SCHEDULE K..-WOOL. 

On tops there was a reduction to- readjust the proper relations be­
tween tops and yarns and other manufactured articles. There was also 
a small reduction on yarns and on cloths with a cotton warp. 

SCHEDULE l\I.-PAPER A~D PULP. 

Mechanically ground wood pulp, from one-twelfth of 1 cent per pound 
to exemption from duty on pulp from any country not imposing export 
duty, etc., on certain forest products. 

Printing paper, valued at n01: above 2i cents per pound, from $6 per­
ton to $3.75 per ton; valued above 2! cents a pound and not above 2i 
cents a pound, from $8 per ton to $3.75 per ton. 

Paper envelopes, from 35 per cent to 20 per cent. 
SCHEDULE . N.-SUNDRIES. 

·Bituminous coal, from 67 cents per ton to 45 cents per ton. 
Gunpowder, valued ·at 20 cents and less per pound, from 4 cents per 

pound to 2 cents ; valtted over 2C> cents per pound, from 6 cents per 
pound to 4 cents. 

Matches in boxes containing not over 100 matches per box, from 8 
cents to 6 cents per gross ; imported otherwise than in small boxes, from 
1 cent to three-fourths of 1 cent per 1,000. 

Cartridges, from 35 to 30 per cent ad valorem ; blasting caps, from 
$2.36 to !1)2.25 per 1,000. 

Hides of cattle, from 15 per eent ad valorem to free list. Band 
and sole leather, from 20 per cent ad valorem to 5 8er cent ad valorem. 
Dressed leather made from hides of cattle, from 2 per cent to 10 per 
cent ad valorem. Calfskins, chamois skins, goatskins, and other leather 
not provided for, from 20 per cent to 15 per cent ad valorem. Patent 
leather, weighing not over 10 pounds per dozen skins, from 30 cents 
per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem to 27 cents per pound and 15 
per cent ad valorem ; weighing over 20 pounds and not over 25 pounds, 
from 30 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem to 27 cents per 
pound and 8 per cent ad valorem; pianoforte leather, from 35 per cent 
ad valorem to 25 per cent ad valorem ; boots and shoes made from 
leather from hides of cattle in whole or chief value, from 25 per cent 
ad valorem to 10 per cent ad valorem; made from other leather, from 
25 per cent ad valorem to 15 per cent ad valorem ; shoe laces, from 50 
cents per gross and 20 per cent ad valorem to 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Agricultural implements, plows, etc., from 20 per cent ad valorem to 
15 per cent ad valorem, and further provision to free list from any 
country admitting American agricultural machinery free. 

Works of art, including paintings and statuary, more than 20 years 
old, from 20 per cent to the free list. 

The articles mentioned in the other paragraphs of the bill are rated, 
substantially, at the same duty as under the present law. 

Mr. Speaker, up to this time I have in the main contented 
myself with urging my own views and the views of my constitu­
ents on this bill before the committees. For eight months I 
have given almost constant attention to the work that has been 
done in framing the bill. I attended the sessions of the Ways 
and Means Committee daily prior to the convening of Congress 
in regular session last December. I have listened to our own 
producers and manufacturers as well as to importers and rep­
resentatives of foreign manufacturers. Each from the stand­
point of the interests represented forcibly pressed their claims. 
I listened daily to discussion on this floor for a month. I was 
a constant attendant at the sessions of the Senate for seven 
weeks, and there listened to a discussion of the principles and 
schedules embodied in this legislation. During these eight 
months I have presented the claims of the people of my district 
for protective rates of duty on coal, oil, lead, zinc ore, zinc 
spelter, glass, cement, and other products of mine and factory, 
in addition to the agricultural schedule. I have laid before the 
committee the claims of farmers and stock raisers for maintain­
ing a duty on hides. 
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I have pressed the claims of all these indu.stries for protective wares to our markets. They have established mills and fac­
duties because I believe in the policy of protecting the products tories, aided by loans and subsidies from the Government, for. 
of American industries and American labor against open compe- the manufacture of cottons, woolens, silk, cement, iron, stee1, 
tition with like commodities from the other countries of the glass, brick, matches, paper, shoes, and other leather products. 
world. They are diminishing their imports from other counti·ies and 

I have presented during these months the petitions of nearly increasing their exports to other countries. In 1890 Japan's 
15,000 coal miners for a duty on coal and· oil. I have urged the exports were nineteen millions; in 1904, one hundre(!. and twenty 
claims of thousands of glass workers for maintaining duties on millions. Our sales to Japan in 1898 were thirty-one millions; 
glass. I have presented the claims of zinc miners and zinc and in 1907 they increased to only forty millions. Their sales 
smelters for duties on zinc ore and zinc spelter. I have sought to us in 1898 amounted to twenty-five and one-half millions, and 
in every honorable way to secure a ~11 measure of protection in 1907 they had increased to sixty-six millions. · 
for every industry in which the people I have the honor to rep- They are lflrgely supplying the markets of Korea, Manchuria, 
resent here are interested. China, the Philippines, of Hawaii, of the Orient, with products 

Under the policy of protection there is a large zinc-smelting from their mills and factories which we formerly sold these 
inuustry, employing large numbers of men, in my district and in people from our mills and factories. The Orient, in and beyond 
the United States. The zinc-smelting industry has been created, the Paci.fie, has 800,000,000 of people-600,000,000 of laborers 
as have thousands of other industries in our country, by impos- entering and ready to enter the mills, the shops, and factories to 
ing tariff duties on the product of foreign smelters high enough produce for the world's markets. Laborers in these industries, 
to protect the industries in this country from a ruinous competi- men and women, work ten hours for from 12 to 15 cents per day. 
tion. There is ·now a duty of $30 per ton on zinc spelter. It Common machinists get 20 cents a day; the best machinists, 30 
has not been below $20 per ton for fifty years and has been as cents a day; and the most skilled artisans, men who make the 
high as $35 per ton. This bill makes the rate $27.50 per ton. finest surgical and astronomical instruments, 50 cents a day, 

I doubt if there would be a glass industry in my district or The supply of this labor is unlimited 
in our whole country if it were not for tariff duties levied After a sleep of centuries, the yellow man ot the Orient is 
high enough to protect the glass industry in this country from awake and beginning a day of marvelous activity. The wise 
foreign competition. And what is true of these industries is will watch him and protect themselves against Wm. We must 
true of every variety of industry that is to-day to be found guard our civilization against his encroachments, whether he 
throughout the Union, making our whole country a very hive comes with the mailed fist of the warrior, or the skilled hand of 
of indush-y, with a Wgher standard of citizenship, based upon the artisan, with battle ships for war, or merchant ships for 
higher wages and a higher plane of living, than is to be found commerce. In either case he comes for conquest. 
anywhere else in the world, making us the greatest consumers We must exclude him and protect our labor against competi-
of farm and factory products of any people. tion with the products of Ws labor. Our standards and our 

Mr. Speaker, during these months of interesting and some- civilization are in our keeping. We are able, if we will, to pro­
times h~ted discussion my faith in the broad principles of tect ourselves, filld we will, Mr. Speaker. 
the American policy of protection has not been shaken. If In all these months of discussion I have heard no new argu­
we would maintain American standards of living, we must men.ts urged in favor of freer trade that has not been used for 
maintain the protective policy of Hamilton, Clay, Blaine, anu three-quarters of a century by opponents of the policy of pro~ 
McKinley, as advocated by the Republican party for more than tection and the advocates of free trade everywhere. Those who 
half a century. . have spoken in behalf of the importer and of the right of foreign 

The policy is simp1y this: · If products are imported into the products to enter our markets at more favorable rates, whether 
United States from foreign countries that compete with like they have been new recruits or old warriors against the p0licy 
products prqd_uced in our own country, the importe·r of these of protection, have used the old weapons that have been used 
products i~ required to pay a tariff or tax into the Treasury of against protection through all the years since its establish­
the United States for the privilege of entering our market with ment and maintenance in the' United States. 
his foreign products. The declaration that imposing a tariff on a foreign product 

It is manifestly fair that the importer of any article from a imported into the United States that comes into competition 
foreign country should pay a tariff for the privilege of enteri.Ilg with a like product produced ·in the United States increases the 
our market with it. In the first place, the foreigner maintains cost of the American articles to the American consumers is not 
his industry, employs his -labor, pays Ws taxes, and supports ,,true and is denied by the results that have followed the levying 
government outside of the United States. The foreign manu- of duties and the creation and maintenance of industries in this 
facturer does not pay in any country more than one-half the country. , 
wages that is paid to labor in the United States, and in some I have examined the Statistical Abstract of the United States 
instances the wages are as low as one-tenth of the wages paid from the year 1840 down to the present year, and find that the 
in the United States. wholesale prices of the principal rnanufactlll'ed staple com-

It is plain, therefore, that if we open our ports to a freer modities entering into general use have been greatly reduced in 
trade, we declare, to that extent, for the "open shop" in the price rather than increased, as a result of establishing indus­
United States, which will result in closing our industries or tries under a protective tariff in our .own country. 
lowering our scale of wages and standard of living to the level Let me cite a few items to illustrate: English white stone 
of the countries with whose products we compete. . plates, 7 inches across, sold in 1870 for 8! cents each, wholesale. 

Mr. Speaker, this makes fifteen times we have made a gen- In 1908 American plates of the same size and quality sold for 
eral revision in our tariff since the adoption of the Constitution 4! cents each. 
in 1789. Tin plate, made in Wales, sold here in 1890, at wholesale, 

In addition to these fifteen general revisions we have tink- per box of 108 pounds, at $6.75; in 1908, American tin plate, 
ered with and altered our tariff laws 144 times. same grade and quality, for $3.75. 

In all these years every time we have lowered duties belo\Y . Manchester gingham, in 1860, sold here for 16 cents per yard; 
the protec.tion point our industries have suffered and the polit- m 1908, American gingham sold for 5 cents per yard., Flan­
ical party responsible has been rewarded with defeat. nels, in 1880, Eold for 50 cents per yard; in 1908, for 46 per 

I doubt if there has been a time when there was a greater yard. Bleached sheeting, in 1880, sold at 26! cents per yard; 
necessity for the maintenance of the strict policy of protection in J908, at 24! cents per yard. ·Half-gallon glass pitchers, made 
than to-day. Heretofore we have protected our labor and in- in Belgium, so.Id here in 1860 for $8 per dozen, and in 190 , our 
dustries against the cheaper labor and capital of Europe. own, made in protected glass factories, sold at 96 cents per 
To-day we must not only protect our markets against the prod- dozen, and glass is one of the most Wghly protected indush·ies 
ucts of Europe, but also against those of Asia. in the United States. The price of all glass products, including 

Europe pays her labor from one-fourth to one-half of what wi_ndow glass, has been reduced more than one-half. 
we pay ours. Asia pays her labor from one-tenth to one-seventh Calico, in 1870, sold at 18 cents per yard; in 1908, at 51 
of what we pay ours. Japan and China are waking up. They cents per yard. Print cloths, in 1870, sold at 7i cents per yard; 
are starting new factories, with new machinery, and are begin- in 1908, at 3! cents per yard. Women's solid-o-rain lea"t:her 
ning to make goods for the world's markets. Patent laws do shoes, in 1870, sold, wholesale, at $1.37! per pair, . and in 1908 
not interfere with them. They have bought or leased our most at 96i cents per pair. Sheffield knives and forks sold in 1 70 
modern machinery and duplicated it in their mills and fac- at $18 per gross; American knives and forks of the same grade 
tories. They have sent their young men to our schools, our sold in 1908 at_ $5.41 per gross. Shirtings, in 1870, sold for 17 . 
mills, and factories, where they have learned all we could teach cents per yard, and in 1908 at 8! cents per yard. 
them, and have gone back to their own country to become manu- These reductions have been made to the American consumer · 
facturers instead, as we had hoped, of becoming missionaries in the prices of _these manufactured a·rticles of general con- • 
for the products of our country. · ~!ready they are sending their sumption by levying protective duties and establishing ind us-

1 
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tries in our own country that have supplied us with these com- It is wise from time to time to revise and adjust the tariff 
modities, and on all these items -the duties have been high and to our growth and changed conditions, but it is not wise to 
are high to-day, and yet the price of all these articles, and depart from the strict policy of protection that guards the 
many others that could be named, has been cheapened under wages and employment of the American laborer and guar- . 
and by a protective tariff. antees the activity of American industries. and the well-being 

There has been a great deal said about the increased cost of and prosperity of the American people. 
ladies' hose. I stepped into a store this morning on the way Mr. ADAMSON. l\Ir. Speaker-
to the Capitol and purchased two pairs-one of German manu- When shall we three meet a~ain, 

In the lightning and the ram? facture and one of our own manufacture. They are of the same When the hurly burly is done, 
grade and quality. Members sitting near me here have di:ffi- When the battle is lost and won. 
culty in telling which is the German and which is the American Who are we three? Is the battle lost or won? We ha·rn been 
hose. I paid 50 cents for the German hose and 35 cents for informed many times that the Democrats were not elected to 
the American hose. The dealer from whom I purchased these make this tariff bill and should have no part or parcel in it. 
informed me that when he began doing business in Washington That has been verified by events. .Thou canst not shake thy 
thirty years ago he sold few but foreign hose, and that they gory locks at us and say, "We did it." We three then consist, 
ranged from 85 cents to $1.25 per pair for the sarrie grades that or, at least, have consisted, though we may never meet, nor con-
I have here. · sist again, of the following persons : 

There are some who insist upon having imported articles, First, the President; genial, jolly, versatile, judge, diplomat, 
just as some people go far from home to trade. · Those who in- political pastmaster and magician in that accomplished art 
sist on having imported articles generally pay a higher price which molds and masters men, holding in 4fs hands the destiny 
for them than they would have to pay for the same grade of of the Republican party. 
article of our own production. Second, the chairman of the ·Senate Finance Committee; the 

For some years the · general tendency of the price . of farm renowned and magical wizard of protection, confident, skillful, 
products has been upward, and the farmer's grain, meat, pool- and daring, who controls his legislative associates absolutely at 
try, dairy and vegetable products. make up the larger part of his will. 
the average family's cost of living. · Third, our own great big gun, the mighty CANNON; self~ 

The price of beef, pork. Poultry,_ Poultry products, and dairy satisfied, alert, and radiant "Uncle Joe," the scapegoat before 
products · are J:µgher than ever before in times of peace and the people for the sins of his parcy in the House, which are 
souiid money. The increased cost of living is ·not due to in- many and "red like scarlet." When he rules in triumph, ac4 

crease in the price of manufactured articles, but largely to the claimed as doing good, he is no better than when deno_unced and 
increase in the price of farm ·products: accursed as doing evil. What he does, he does as the instrument 

l\ftich-has been said about the consumer. . . ·and servant of his party in the House, and is absolutely blind 
Why, Mr. Speaker, our people are, with rare exceptions, all to the complexion of the work and instruction given. · It is all 

producers as well as consumers. Some produce farm products, the same to him. He is the slave of the Republican majority, 
some mill, some factory, · and some mine products; and others executing their orders, and he knows how. All he asks or seeks 
transport · and distribute the products of all these, who are to know is what the Republican majority in the Honse wants. 
alike pro'ducers and consumers. · If the farmer must take a He believes that a majority m·ade of Democrats and insurgent 
low price for his product, he can not pay a high price for fac- Republicans would be unparliamentary and unconstitutional. 
tory and mine products, and he will not stimulate transporta- He can not see nor hear them. Only a Republican majority can 
tion and distribution and activity in industry. issue orders to-him, and no other sort is permitted to give ex-

If the man in the factory gets low wages and low prices for pression, except in disjointed factions, generally under lock and 
his work and for his products, he can not pay high prices for key, widely separated in time and place, so as not to be counted 
the products of the farm, the mill, and the mine; and if the by division, tellers, nor roll call. 
miner does not have employment and good wages, he can not All who vote for him in the House are responsible for him 
pay high prices for the products of the mill and factory and and his acts. Those who elect him constitute Cannonism. If 
the farm; and when there is inactiv~ty in all these branches of anybody would defeat Cannonism in this country, the way to 
industry, transPQrtation and distribution are dull and do not ·do it, whether he be insurgent, mugwump, Populist, Prohibition­
afford profitable employment and wages to those engaged in. ist, Democrat, or anything else, and the only way to do it, is fo 
transportation and distribution; and these, in turn, are unable to vote against the Republican party at the polls. The progress of 
buy the products of the farm, the factory, the mill, a_nd the mine. this bill has disclosed two other Republican " isms" quit~ as 

When we speak, therefore, of producers, we speak of all our inimical to good government, to wit, Aldrichism and Taftism. 
people. ·When we speak of consumers, we speak of all our The first is bold, bald, and outspoken, candidly demanding li­
people. They are both producers and consumers, and each must cense to rob for the sake of robbery, and laughing at the men­
enjoy prosperity in his industry in order that the country may I tion of "the interest of the consumer." The latter patronizing, 
prosper as a whole. loud in profession and multiform .in protestation, pretending to 

All our people must enjoy prosperity together or suffer ad- do the people good, while studiously avoiding any injury to 
-rersity together. the protected interests, will sooner or later be detected and 

'.rhere is a cheap man, a cheap home, cheap living, and a held accountable by the people. A good, hearty, strong pull, all 
cheap country behind cheap products of labor. together, will wipe out the entire trio in the well merited and 

I have been in countries where a suit of clothes such as were long merited defeat of the party, which will spawn and develop 
commonly worn there could be purchased for 90 cents, but men other obnoxious "isms" to betray, distress, and rob the people 
and women alike were almost naked, and children wore no until it is wiped out of existence. The different orders . of 
clothes. It was a cheap country. Everything was cheap, but insurgents deserve passing notice. Some of them deserve well, 
no one had anything with which to buy. Where I have seen because eight or ten at each end of the Capitol have voted right 
everything the cheapest is where I have seen the people the a time or two. There is considerable speculation, however, as 
least able to buy. Food was cheap, such as it was, but the to their probable fate, not so much at their respective homes as 
naUve laboring man never sat down to what in our country we here. An irate Speaker may unhorse committeemen and an 
would call a "square meal." incensed administration may deny admission to the "pie 

If we supply our wants from the output of foreign mills and counter" to those unauthorized insurgents who are outside the 
factories, we to that extent close-our own industry and throw machine and ring, but what ·is going to be done with those ad­
our own labor out of employment. ministration insurgents who kick out of the traces and over-

My deep concern therefore in the preparation of this bill turn the apple cart just when we think everything is fixed and 
has been to haye it so framed that when the business of the all serene? Are insurgents near the throne, insurging in line 
country is adjusted to its provisions not one American work- with the views of the majority, to escape more lightly than 
ingman will be thrown out of employment by it. I am anxious the malefactors who lifted up un:P,o1y hands against the ma­
tha t not even one American workingman be out of work and chine? 
that every dollar of our money shall be profitably employed. I want to enter a special plea in defense of my gentle, able 
Thus there will be prosperity in every field of industry and in friend, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], who always 
every mart of trade. works and talks for others, but modestly and unselfishly ab-

Even the importer, for whom there has been so much solici- stains from doing anything for himself. His guilt is mitigated 
tude in the press and elsewhere, will prosper, for those who by two extenuating fact.s-he is the ablest insurgent and capa­
prefer the foreign to the American article will be able to buy ble of more damage to the machine than any of the variegated 
the imported article if they want it, whether the duty is high assortment of insurgents since the celebrated performance of 
or low. the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY], who has been 
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·the most successful and brilliant insurgent of the present gen· 
~ration. Yet the gentleman from Illinois has really done the 
machlne \ery. little harm. Consequently I resent the treatment 
of the gentleman from Illinois. When we were sending the 
bill to conference there was :some levity indulged at the 
modest protest made by the gentleman from Illinois against the 
increases in rates on print paper made by the Senate bill and 
his intimation not to accept a c-0nference report approvi.Ilg the 
increase. The conferees have done wmse than laugh at him. 
The House rate approved by him was 2. It was increased to 
$4. The conferees have beautifully split the difference by re­
ducing it to $3.75, taking off one-eighth of the increase and 
retaining seven-eighths thereof. The Washington Post made 
the following statement: 

Incidentally Senator HALE walked away with a brand from the burn­
ing by obtaining a duty of $3.75 on print paper. He was very happy, 
almost radiant, when he -departed from the conferenc~ 1.·oom. 

He also seems to have " walked 11.way " with the gentleman. 
from Illinois and a good chunk of the importance of the House 
conferees. , 

The gentleman from Illinois, as eha.irman of the special com­
mittee, had worked a year on pulp and paper and knows mo.re 
about the subject than any other man in the United States, more 
even than all the conferees and the President put together. 
His work, great knowledge, and high character should have 
been respected, and . would have been if the principles and 
sensibilities -0f all the others had been equal to his. The news 
paper men will doubtless take notiee that this was not a casus 
belli in the President's belated and limited declarati-on of war. 

I do not agree with our leader from Missouri in his ex­
pressed opinion, that the Republicans could have won last year 
without p1·ofessing a conversion to ta.riff reform, and st-ealing 
that gonfalon from the Democrats to rally patriots f1•om their 
defection to help them sa -rn the election. The sequel has 

.satisfied me that it was the coup d'etat which, with their 
usual luck, they performed just 1n time to save them.selves 
when they appeared. to be hopelessly lost. The Democrats, 
detecting them in the act, fiagran.te -delictoJ with the stolen 
goods -0n their persons, bearing ~ pilfered standard so awk­
wardly, that in their platform the Democrats charged the theft 
outright, and warned the people that the Republicans had no 
intention to cauy out their promise, and that owing to Repub· 
lican affiliation with the trusts, it would be impossible for 
the Republicans to reform the tariff even if they so desired. 
Ih fa.ct the Republieruis were so unfamiliar with the doctrine 
that they could not even advocate it eoherently in the cam­
paign. They eould not discuss it so as to be comprehended 
alike by people at both ends <>f the 'Country. With that goody- . 
goody, smiling, happy-go-lucky, catch-'em~a·U faculty <>f the 
President for glittering and pleasing generalities, he em­
phatically and repeatedly expressed the high-sounding idea 
that the revision _wanted and promised was such as " the people 
needed and wanted." 

The magnates of the East, regarding their own clans .and fa. 
-vored associates as "the people," construed the revision to mean 
more iron-bound and tightly _protected and highly clernted rates 
for their products above all competition, .and the rem-o\a.l. of all, 
even reTenue-producing, duties from the material they must buy 
from the people, so as to give them all advantage, both in buy­
ing their material and selling their 'finished product, thus leav­
ing a pillaged people entirely helpless against their unbridled 
exploitation and ravages. On the other hand, the .mighty West, 
at last opening its eyes to the truth, and observing that the 
same benignant Dingley bill, which professed to improve the 
seasons, regulate the weather, and improve both crops and the 
pr~ces thereof, had a.Iso increased th~ powe1· of the trusts to rob 
by prices so altitudinous as to be out of all proportion to the ad­
vantages conferred, leaving, if possible, less margin between in­
come and expenses than realized during hard times, complaining 
loudly of the gross inequalities of a system which deprived. mil­
lions of the reward of toil to enrich a f.ew, was demanding re­
vision downward. The western folks naturally thought the 
President meant what" their people" needed and wanted, so that 
like the double-faced shield about which the two knights, looking 
from opposite sides, disputed, the promise conveyed a different 
significance to the clifferent parts of the country. The western 
people do not yet share the doubts this week accredited by the 
public press to the President, as to whether low tariff would ope-
1·ate in favor of low prices t-0 the people. That is elementary 
and sufficiently answered by the fact that the protectionists 
are so insistent upon high rates. If they did not carry the power 
to rai e price , they would not be forced upon us. Later on I 
will refer to some coropen atory concessions made in considera­
tion and return for· seeming the President's demands, which 
would hru·dly ha -re pro-ven so effective in suppressing opposition 
if tariff duties hacl no effect on prices. :Meantime while the two 

~ghts wei:e :fighting, aided by their followers, as to what prom­
ise was written, the stnndpatters said the ta.riff needed no re­
v~on, and they would make none, and they did not make much. 
This extra . session will Uve in the history <>f legislation and 
the. Repubhcan. party as most masterly in the successful ex­
ploit of preven~g all r.eforn:is while promising the people e-very 
reform. Its history will stimulate patriots to administer the 
proper punishment to the majority for its ·:flagitious conduct in 
murd~ring a glori?us opporturuty for tariff reform while again 
deluding a conftdmg people whom their policies have so long 
and so om;i~ageously robbed. Of course the 6,000,000 people who 
voted agam~t the dominant party are not deceived. They ex­
pected nothing and got exactly what they expected. Have the 
lab?red efforts of. the Presid~t and his party leaders. to prevent 
tariff reform while lJretendmg to biing . it about deceived the 
good men in their own .Party? The _public press does not so indi­
c:;i.te.. The conference report will not be the end, but really the be­
gmnmg, of new, more earnest, more powerful, and overwhelmlnao 
tariff a~tati?n. The conference report goes beyond all pre~ 
dents, viola:tmg decency and morality in its wanton, unpara.1-
leled, unnecessary. and uncalled-for knavery. Even the inordi­
nate rapacity of insatiate greed bas in some instances repudi­
ated benefits offer~ unasked in that bill. They have read ab'out 
"killing the goose that laid the golden egg." The distinguished 
authors of this production evidently believe that the goose is 
immortal. This bill will not satisfy the honest toiling masses. 
It will increase the prices the _people pay for necessru·ies. It 
wm not put sufficient money in the Treasury, nnd it will un­
justly transfer from the pockets o:f the people billions to the 
coffers of greed. The :fraudulent, contemptible spawn of hYPoc­
risy and instrument of robbe1-y will soon arouse the -people in 
renew the demand for i·eform. If any man imagines it will 
bring long quiet, he deceiTes himself. 

If damming up the .Mississippi rmtil lt rnundates the valley: 
f-0r 500 miles wide, 500 feet deep) and a thousand .miles back up·' 
stream and then breaking the dam would dry_ up that Father o.f 
Waters and promote the safety .and prosperity of the people in 
the valley, then the adoption of the report of the conferees will 
put an end to tariff reform .agitation and make the people rich 
and happy under the ruthless -exi>lo.itation of vrotection .fa\o.r­
ites. The long-protracted effort to line up Republican ta.riff 
reformers so as to prernnt them from cooperating with Demo­
crats and effecting actual tariff .reform has been a :remarkable 
one, but not surprising to those acquainted with the hlstory of 
Republican politics. From the beginning -0f the extra sessi-0n 
the all-absorbing effort h-a.s been to pass a new tariff bill satis­
factoTy to the people without .. ma.king .any improvements not 
slighting any possible opportunity to make it a little ~orse. 
The House did ·the worst it -could, and from the uewspaper dis­
cussions and the talk of some Members, seems to have succeeded 
in fooling th.e people. Intoxicated with that success, the Repub­
licans in another place went further and presented the spectacle 
of the Republican pru·ty fooling itself. It was absolutely neces· 
sa.ry to prevent Republicans from -voting for the income tax ,and 
against the .Aldrich bill, for special leglslation to pile up for· 
tunes by protectiYe rates of duty would be rendered nugatory if 
those fortunes were to be tapped and reduced by an income ta..~· 
.and it would ne-rer do for it to go to the country that Repub= 
Hean statesmen had \oted against the bill, for western Repub­
licans, long deluded by Republican .leaders and from unfounded 
prejudicet deaf to Democratic appealst· would listen to the truth 
falling from Republican lips in explanation of their votes against 
.an iniquitous bill which their elcquence and logic had torn into 
a thousand shreds. So the deformed and mutilated i·emains of 
a corporation-tax su<rgestion was held up to divert attention 
from the righteous lecy of a fair income tax and seduce l'ight­
minded Republicans t-0 ::ibn.ndon its upport. The effort suc­
ceeded. All honest Republicans were not fooled, but enough 
were seduced to effect the purpose. 

The performances of the President and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] are truly i·emarkable, and they expect, 
no doubt, to take to themselves great glory for saving their 
party a.nd serving their country "by procuring the best l>ill 
possible under the circumstances." The trouble with the gentle­
manfrom New.York was that he pitched his line of battle so near 
the known position of the enemy that th~ n-vo forces occupied 
substantially the same ground, and left no i·oom for the con­
tending armies to maneuTer and struggle against each other. 
About the only chance for a " rucas," so much admiJ.'ed by the 
Senator from West Virginia TMr. ELKINS], was to folIJent rows 
among the different varieties of insurgents, which made a dirnr· 
sion of attention from the impotency of the alleged lmttle '\\hile 
.. anding to the gayety of nations."· After the Senate and House 
bills had laid the lines of battle in such proximity and con­
founded confusion, the warfare was, in factt entirely insur· 

. 
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rectionary, almost guerrilla-like in character, being more fighting 
of factions in the respective camps than war between the · two 
armie . Often combatants on one part of the field would sud­
denly reverse positions on another matter and fight just as 
ferociousJy for an opposite principle. Furious champions of 
free lumber would in the twinkling of an eye transfer their 
patriotism to advocating a duty on hides. Those demanding 
free iron ore would most viciously insist on protection for pulp 
and paper; free-coal advocates saw ruin unless oil was pro­
tected. 

The plumed knight, the very flower of reform chivalry, ac­
claimed as the President's right arm, wanted more protection 
for gloyes and hosiery, and knocking out that contention was 
the President's only real victory. 

The uninitiated could better understand the extraordinary 
performances if they would study the game called" Snatch from 
the grab bag." Some light on the subject might be secured by 
noting the methods by which the President's celebrated sine 
qua non demands were secured. It is h·ue the eJement of dick­
ering and bargaining may somewhat dim the resplendent glory 
of his alleged immortal victory, but that is not my fault. I 
do not believe in making tariff bills that way. An examination 
of the conference report will confirm the observations made in 
the following extracts from the Washington Post: 
: On lumber some concessions were made, in spite of the fact that 
the President's instructions were complied with to the letter. Rough 
lumber was made dutiable at $1.25 per 1,000 feet; finished on one 
side, $1. 75 ; finished on two sides, or one side planed and tongued and 
grooved, $2.15 ; finished on three sides, $2.52! ; and finished on four 
sides, $2.00. 

CONCILIATORY RATE ADOPTED. 

To conciliate Senators PILES and JoNJ;is the conferees adopted the 
Senate rate of 50 cents a thousand on shingles, instead of the House 
rate of 30 cents. 

It was in orde1· to obtain the support of Senator HEYBUR~, the in­
dustries of whose State had been assailed through the abolition of the 
duty on hides, the reduction in the duty on lumber, and the reduction 
in the differentials on pig lead in bars, that the latter schedule was 
reconsidered. 

In view of the action of the conferees in putting hides on the free 
list, a concession also was made to the cattle industry by taking tallow 
off the free list, where it had been placed by the conferees, and restor­
ing it to the dutial.Jle list. 

Tallow had been put on the free list by the House, but the action 
of the conferees makes it dutiable at H cents per pound. 

Senators BORAH and HEYBURN of Idaho, JONES and PILES of Wash­
ington, and BOURNE of Oregon during the afternoon held a conference 
on the lumber question. Shortly after 4 o'clock the five Senators 
emerged, and Senator BORAH went to the conference room and told 
Senator ALDRICH that he and his conferees on the lumber paragraph 
bad decided to yield to the President's wishes and accept $1.25 a 
thousand on rough lumber. 

Now you begin to realize what a truly remarkable victory that 
was. Every demand of the President secured at all, except, 
possibly, gloves, which were left too high, were in the inter­
est of the trusts and against the people. Some of them are 
worse than they were in the Dingley bill, and all of them se­
cured were paid for at the high and indecent price of allowing 
the trusts to pillage the people on other subjects. It was a 
fine trade to secure profits . for some of the trusts and then 
pay for the so-called " concession " by conferring additional 
opportunities for exploitation upon other trusts. That is the 
truth, pure and simple, of the President's great victory. 

Our Democratic leader, in 'discussing the Payne bill, pictured 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. F6RDNEY] in his true color, 
as bluntly nnd candidly, without any hypocrisy or concealment, 
trying to exclude all foreign competition. He is more to be 
respected for his consistency and direct method than those 
who deny their purpose and try to delude. Our leader at the 
same time described the eminent gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
the versatile and resourceful Mr. DALZELL, as "inactive and 
indifferent" in constructing the Payne bill. That is not sur­
prising. ·He knows the " difference between tweedle dum and 
tweedle dee," and is too smart a lawyer to worry the court 
'about it when he sees the court going his way. I think, how­
ever, that our leader exaggerated the credit due the gentleman 
from l\Iichigan as having alone impressed the protective char­
acter on the Payne bill. With so many other Republican col­
leagues he could not have done that alone, even if aided by the 
masterly inactivity of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The trouble with the President is, that if he really meant re­
form he began too late to put forth his efforts .and then de­
manded too little, and was too easily satisfied, and paid too 
much for it, and paid the wrong parties. He should have 
plainly told Congress when convened in extra session either to 
reform the tariff by reducing the rates in the main schedules 
of.the bill at least low enough to admit of competition, if not to 
the revenue point. Or if he preferred 't;he other brand of revi­
sion, he should have plainly told them to elevate the rate so as 
to shut out competition, cripple our commerce, impoverish the 
people, enrich a few favorites, and then find other methods to 
raise money to supply the Treasury. I would not do him an 

injustice. Personally I like him. He has done me some kind­
nesses and I feel kindly to him. I believe he is doing as well 
as any Republican would do. I want to give him just credit 
for all that is due him, for he will need it all and some grace 
besides before he hears the last of this legislation. He kept as 
quiet as a mouse, like a Sphinx, when he said anything at 
all, according to the newspapers, giving forth utterances as 
ambiguous as any oracle ~ever delivered, until both bills had 
been passed, when he knew that it would be insisted under par­
liamentary rules that nothing could then be done except adjust 
the differences between the two bills. Even then he could have 
demanded that all decreases in both bills be accepted and all 
increases in both bills rejected, thus securing the best possible 
results out of the situation, and he could have in some measure 
secured atonement for the defects and vicious features of the · 
bill -by demanding the substitution of an honest and just income 
tax for the subterfuge and makeshift knoWn. as the " corporation 
tax," which was entirely permissible under the rules by agreeing 
to that with an amendment substantially changing its character. 

But the parliamentary difficulty was a convenience, conjured 
up for use because it was needed, but having served its purpose 
the conferees have now surmounted that trouble because they 
desired to do so by bringing in a rule to authorize reductions 
in the leather schedule. "Where there is a will there is a 
way." They seem likewise to ha·rn encountered no difficulty in 
finding a way to tallow up the hide States, as that grease 
seemed to be convenient, and to solder up the lead, iron, and 
lumber States, when _necessary to trade for securing the Presi­
dent's great victory on _ his demands. The cohesive power of 
public plunder has proven to be the most stickable thing on the 
face of the earth to prevent and heal breaches in the Repub-
lican ranks. . 

But instead of pursuing such beneficent course he deliberately 
sanctioned the sham battle oyer matters of minor importance, 
to which Republican leaders had limited consideration from 
the outset, and through the entire discussion since he enlisted 
in the fray it has been sought to delude the people by giving out 
the impression that the excellence or demerits of the bill would 
depend on the action secured as to those few relatively insig­
nificant items which were gotten up solely for diversion from 
the main issues and about which everybody was encouraged to 
talk ad libitum for that purpose, and instead of talking about 
the honest and constitutional purposes and warrants of taxa­
tion the argument has resounded from day to day about the 
pledges of the party and the benevolent purposes of-the admin­
istration, and the discussion of the details has abounded with 
talk about particular interests and what they demanded and 
what they conceded. 

.There are several main schedules in the bill-for instance, the 
cotton and woolen, the iron and steel, and chemical-that affect 
the people in all their domestic concerns. They can do nothing 
without paying the exorbitant tax placed upon the highly pro­
tected articles in those schedules. If the farmers in the West 
and in the South and the merchants and artisans and lawyers 
and drumn~ers and preachers and doctors and everybody in this 
country who honestly work for a living will figure up what they 
wear on their persons and use in their families and on their 
farms and about their premises and in their business, they will 
find that they are held up for such an enormous per cent that 
they would resent as an insult Q.iscussion of any of. the five 
items about which the President and the Republican- leaders 
make such a parade. -Those schedules provide for several bil­
lion dollars of unadulterated graft by taking from the pockets 
of the consumer and paying it to the protected interests.. In­
stead of improving those Dingley schedules by judicious reduc­
tion by which plenty of revenue would go to the Treasury and 
b.illions be saved to the people, both bills actually made them 
worse. To divert attention from them, a mock fight was insti­
tuted and encouraged on those items-lumber, hides, coal, and 
iron ore. They are, to a certain extent, important. If lumber 
were free, a few people near the border and near navigable wa­
ters could buy lumber more cheaply, while western and southern 
lumber would not be_ able to compete in the markets quite so 
far north and east. Rough lumber brings in gooq revenue and 
has carried nothing but a revenue rat--e. 

The Republican idea adhered to in the conference report is 
to reduce the rates on rough lumber and carry a high duty on 
dressed lumber so as to · exclude the output of foreign planing 
mills from competition; but the aggregate duty on dressed lum­
ber would be just as great as that insisted upon by anybody 
who wants to collect the duty out of rough lumber for which 
nobody has asked anything more than a revenue rate, but would 
go to the pockets of fay .. orites instead of into the Treasury. It 
is true that all lumber ought to be free,.not for the benefit of 
any local or private interest. Neither should it be dutiable for 
·that reason, but it is an article of prime necessity and general 
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use such as -ought to be on th~ free list, and I have always so 
yoted, but I repudiate and scorn the discriminating scheme 
borrowed from New England of putting rough lumber only on 
the free list which requires six operations of the ax and saw 
to make a plank, and then placing the full aggregate $2 rate 
on the finished work of the planing mill, which runs four lines 
only to match a plank and dress it on both sides. That scheme 
was insisted upon in this House by the gentleman from Minne­
sota, and for voting against it Members were slandered over the 
country with the false accusation of voting against free lumber 
and against the Democratic platform. Such accusers forget 
that the gentleµian frpm Minnesota is not a Democratic leader, 
but is one of the stanchest and mightiest leaders of the Re­
publican party in this House, and that be was ,in fact selected 
and appealed to in dire extremity of his party's demoralization 
in the House to bring order out of chaos, and to persuade the 
discordant Republican ' factions to pass the Payne bill through 
the House. 

The man who pronounces it an-Democratic to refuse to follow 
him is a poor judge of a Democrat. If the ultimate tax on 
finished lumber is to be $2 or $2.90, as fixed by the conference 
report, instead of being admitted free, let the entire uniform 
rate be placed on all lumber and we will know what we are 
doing. Otherwise planing mills on the northern border, ap­
propriating all the benefit of free lumber, will take the rough 
lumber of their neighbors at their own figures and then, in addi­
tion to their other profit, will add the unjust tariff differentials 
on dressed lumber, thus paying the same lumber tax to them 
which has been going to the Treasury. As dressed lumber is 
more easily handled and shipped than rough lumber and may 
justify the claim of higher freight rates as it is more valuable, 
the scheme just described would prove far more acceptable to 
the railroads than to the people. Neither that scheme nor the 
one in the conference report promises any benefit to the con­
sumers of lumber, but merely changes the beneficiary of the 
tax. So that the money will go to the planing mills instead of 
the Treasury. One of the_items referred to in the President's 
sham battle is hides. It is understood to be"the only revenue­
producing item in the entire leather schedule. If we are to 
forego that revenue at the demand of manufacturers, shoes, 
leather, and harness ought also to be free. Their competition is 
insignificant anyhow and the tariff allowed on them is a gra­
tuity amounting to a holdup. The tax on ~ides, which amounts 
to only a few cents in a pair of shoes, will be absorbed by the 
manufacturers if hides are placed on the free list,- unless the 
articles into which they enter are also made free. 

Both these matters and the others insisted on by the Presi- . 
dent are of small general importance when compared to the 
glaring iniquities in the body of the bill. Those items are of 
local political importance to some individual Members, and 
the records of Members on those subjects may control their 
next contest at home, but the President and the great reform 
gentleman from New York have made their fights on these 
items, which compare with the real enormities of the bill as 
a mole hill to a mountain, as a spring branch to ·the Pacific 
Ocean, pretendedly on broader principles, contending that they 
do not respect local demands, but the geneml good. Impartial 
historians will record that this sham battle was planned and 
encouraged by the party leaders, !1fld afterwards confirmed, 
ratified, and accentuated by the President to prevent discussion 
and reform of the tariff. 

Some of these schedules were ably and unanswerably at- . 
tacked in another place, but the men who made the attack 
were hacked and harried by the dangers and threats of worse 
conditions, and not being original and full-fledged reformers 
anyway, were all driven into the confession that they would be 
satisfied now to hold the Dingley rates, claiming no reform if 
they could only prevent further outrage, although the Dingley 
rates were the very ones of which the people complained, and 
to reduce and reform which the present extra session was 
promised. If those men, after so ably exposing those schedules, 
>ote for this conference report~ such votes should seal theiJ.· 
political doom, for judged by their own speeches, their con­
stituents can say, "You knew your duty, but did it not." 

There is one pathetic thing connected with this sham battle. 
Our great champion of reduced rates on a limited scale, posing 
as the President's right arm in the war on graft, was once able 
to see rw harm in rewarding a political heeler for partisan 
services by allowing him license to rob the ladies by an unright­
eous tax on glffves, and that selfsame interested heeler has been 
credited with rather close association with the party leaders 
and even with the conferees. Nor has our great chairman 
claimed that that tax was to ·go to the Treasury, but to protect 
against competition. It was a great pity that the luster of his 
valiant championship is to be somewhat dimmed by the unfortu-

nate impression that. his committee, supported by the House, de­
sired the ladies to pay more for their hosiery, not to replenish ! 
the Treasury, but to enrich the manufacturer. But if he had 
credit for securing free hosiery, free gloves, free lumber, free 
hides, free coal, free iron ore, and free oil, all the aggregated 
benefits would sin.k into insignificance compared to the billions 
of graft in the body of the bill. 

What a pity the President and the gentleman from New York 
did not dire~t theiJ.· talents and zeal to the material parts of 
the bill, so as to produce sufficient revenue for the Treasury and 
relieve the people of billions of unjust taxes. Their aim was 
too low if they meant reform. They used too powerful force 
and too big a gun for the game they were after. It was like 
marshaling out an army and training a battery of 13-inch guns 
to kill a snowbird. The blessed Master spoke of people who 
"strain at a gnat and swallow a camel." He also spoke of 
people who " pay tithes of mint and anise and cum.min, but 
have neglected the weightier matters of the law." It is evident 
that those distinguished statesmen have either been wofully, 
misled themselves, or have grossly deceived the people. 

A mean development in the fight is the sinister discrimination 
in favor of eastern cotton mills to prevent and postpone the 
success and multiplication of cotton mills near the cotton fields. 
The coarse, cheap materials made by the southern mills, which 
find markets at home and abroad in competition with all the 
world, are to be admitted at a lower rate, while the finer cotton 
goods made in the East, which our people would use in prefer­
ence to any other fabrics, are saddled with higher rates to pro­
tect against all compeUtion and raise the price to the home con­
sumer. This is one of the President's boasted victories. Fur­
ther discrimination will be realized in the duty of about 45 per 
cent on the equipment of a cotton factory, which, of course, dis­
courages the building of new mills in the South, where there is 
not much idle capital 
. There is another spectacle disappointing to me in the follow· 

ing extract from the Washington Post: 
The minority members were in the conference chamber less than an 

hour. At the outset, Representative GRIGGS{, speaking for his associates, 
said they were not disposed to delay proceeoings. He suggested that i:t 
the Republicans would consent to put cotton bagging on the free list 
they would show the utmost celerity in bringing the conference report to 
a vote. 

.Muny of the conferees were dlsposed to grant this request, but Repre­
sentative McCALL of Massachusetts protested vigorously, on the ground 
that it would injure the manufactories of his State which turn out 
cotton bagging. So emphatic were his objections that it was seen that 
agreement would be delayed if such action were attempted. · 

It is sad to have an idol shattered or an ideal "busted." 
I have cherished the gentleman from Massachusetts as an 
ideal gentleman, lawyer, and statesman. He had posed and 
become celebrated as a tariff reformer of the most emphatic, 
headlong, and reckless downward-revision variety. He was 
said to be the only confederate allowed to tbe gentleman from 
New York to help him do· valiant battle with the trust on the 
conference committee, and wrest victory at a high price from 
obstinate and overpowering odds. He seems, however, to halt 
when it comes to reducing the duty on something produced in 
Massachusetts. Can it be that, after all, his views were only 
those of -Massachusetts, favoring reduction on what other 
people produce and which Massa·chusetts must buy, but de­
manding increases on what Massachusetts produces for sale? 
In sorrow I abandon my ideal, but in bidding him a reluctant 
farewell I will remind him that there can be only two sound 
reasons for placing articles on the free list. First, where the 
articles are of common use and prime necessity. Second, when 
the revenue is not needed or can be otherwise supplied. E 
con verso, if they are not articles of· general use and prime 
necessity, or the revenue is needed, then they should not go 
on the free list. It will be observed that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts does not assign either of these reasons, but rests 
his objection on the sordid claim that his constituents have 
a vested right to rob. There is a court on high where the Ten 
Commandments will not be held obsolete. Neither will long 
practice raise a statutory bar nor establish prescription. That 
court, before which all are hastening, will hold that taking 
money from another without bis consent, even though sanc­
tioned by unjust legislation which abuses the taxing power, is 
morally as culpable stealing as filching surreptitiou ly or hold­
ing up on the highway. Intelligent men haYe had little hope 
of bagging .and ties being placed on the free list by the domi­
nant political party, the entire history and policy of which bas 
been destructive to the prosperity of the cotton grower. 

The meanest thing in connection with this wllole session has 
been the persistent effort of our ad>ersaries, expres eel often in 
papers ·which have not supported a Democratic ticket in fifteen 
years, trying to shade and discount the guilt and shame of the 
Republicans by claiming Democratic condonation for the ah·o .. 
cities in this bill. The slanders about Democratic v-otes for pre>t 
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tection have all come from outside our party and made for polit­
ical effect in the next campaign. They are absolutely unwar­
ranted. With few eminent exceptions (three or four only) of 
such long standing and practice as to be immune from criticism 
and incapable of disappointing anybody by their pro-Republican 
votes and tendencies, which have ripened into prescription, those 
elected by Democratic constituencies have voted against pro­
hibitory protection. The duties voted for by them have been 
reYenue duties, the only honest and constitutional duties. It is 
to be regretted that some Democrats have been unwise enough 
to sanction false charges thus made by their party adversaries 
against their comrades. Such admissions are inconsiderate and 
impertinent. Men should limit their confessions to their own 
sins and not extend their admissions to slanders made by the 
enemy against their own comrades. Certainly neither the party 
nor the comrades can be bound thereby. Neither will intelligent 
and honest people be longer deceived by the other misrepre­
sentation often made in this session that tariff for revenue is 
only a new expression for demanding protection. It is the time­
honored Democratic demand on which the Government was 
founded. A man who does not understand the difference be­
tween a tax which brings in revenue, because low enough to per­
mit competition, although stimulating some lines of business by 
affording incidental protection, and the Republican contention 
of levying duty so high as to exclude all competition, thereby 
enabling the protected interests to pillage the domestic con­
sumer at will, both by selling to him at arbitrary high prices 
and buying from him produce at arbitrary low prices, would 
deny the difference between honest exchange on the one hand 
and outright grand larceny on the other. 

Self-preservation is the first law of nature. The Republican 
party knows that regular tribute extorted from the people and 
placed in the coffers of the trusts operates in effect to impound 
it for their use in future campaigns, and that in trouble and 
stre s the purse strings of the trusts will disgorge all needed 
contributions to retain them in power. The Republicans know 
and care so little about the Constitution that when they try 
to use its provisions they invoke the wrong one and misapply 
it to the wrong purposes. The provision to support the Gov­
ernment by le-vying import duties they prostitute into a license 
to enrich special interests and pauperize the masses into sub­
jection to a nefarious industrial system, which in the last 
analysis would produce conditions worse than legalized slavery. 
Now, they propose to use the constitutional warrant to collect 
internal and excise taxes for the openly avowed purpose of 
regulating corporations, when another provision of the Con­
stitution expressly confers ample authority to regulate inter­
state commerce sufficient for all purposes of honest and fair 
regulation. Those high in authority have lately renewed the 
demand for greater powers in the Federal Government. Po­
liteness will not permit charging ignorance to men of such 
pretensions, nor will charity allow the imputation of malice 
or wrong intention to magnates of such putative greatness nnd 
goodness, but people who study the Constitution and the his­
tory of the men who made it know that the strength of the 
Federal Government is its great glory, founded on the will of 
the people and the sovereign autonomy of the States, the 
strongest government the world ever saw <!cstined to endure 
when autocratic dynasties have perished from the earth. I 
believe that if statesmen of our day understand it as well as 
its framers and desire the success of our Government as much 
as its framers desired it, they wm find the powers of the 
Federal Government ample for all legitimate federal purposes. 

The trouble is, some alleged statesmen, either brought up in 
the school of centralization or for political reasons, in political 
exigency, transferred thereto, refuse to understand our dual sys­
tem of government. Their oaths of office to support the Con­
stitution should constrain them to study that sacred document, 
and recognize that they are bound to respect local self-govern­
ment by the States and the people in order properly to look 
after the exercise of federal functions and preserve and glorify 
the Federal Union. The States made the Federal Government, 
the States uphold it, maintain and preserve it. Officers who fail 
to recognize the system in its dual character fail in their duty. 
That system alone makes the Federal Government strong, the 
strongest on earth, legitimately exercising constitutional func­
tions for the benefit of the greatest country and the greatest, 
best, and most glorious people the world ever saw. That Execu­
tive will be greatest and most blessed who learns and realizes 
these great truths and instead of overlooking existing conditions 
and powers already conferred jealously guards the principles 
of our Government and discharges his duty in accordance with 
the powers conferred. 

There appears little hope of such a President ever coming up 
from the teachings and practices of the Republican party. That 

party abhors constitutional limitations and popular right. The 
doctrines of the Democratic party alone are adapted to fashion­
ing such an officiaL In the history of the GoveTnment there 
has not been a day the Democratic party did not really have a 
majority of the people of this country if it co-uld only have mobi­
lized its strength. For the last sixty years dissensions have 
unhappily prevented that majority from making itself felt. It 
will certainly not require many more such legislative atrocities 
as the one now about to be inflicted on the country, through 
the duplicity of the Republican leaders, to induce the different 
Democratic factions to realize and acknowledge that success 
under any of them would be better and more desirable than 
Republican domination. When the glad day of their reunion 
dawns, they will bring forth from their own number a man well 
grounded in their principles, who will administer the Govern­
ment in righteousness; and the platform upon which a reunited 
Democracy will redeem the country will be, first, honest and 
fair taxation, collected by the Government for the use of the 
Treasury only; second, local self-government exercised by 
sovereign States sustaining and glorifying an all-powerful, 
all-g101ious, and undying Union; and, third, economy in 
honestly administering its Government for the good of the 
people. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman froqi. New York 

has twenty-nine minutes remaining, and the gentleman from 
Missouri has forty-three. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman from Missouri should 
consume some of his time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle­
man from Texas [Mr. RANDELL], a member of the conference 
committee, such time as he may desire. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, at this late hour it 
will be practically impossible for me to fully discuss this con­
ference report, or to show its injustice, inequalities, and decep­
tions. The Payne bill as it was ·reported to and_ as it passed the 
House was much more objectionable as a tariff measure than 
even the Dingley bill, which is the present law. Some of its 
faults I pointed out and denounced when the bill was before the 
House last April. It passed on April 9 and was sent to the Sen­
ate. On July 8 it passed the Senate, with 847 amendments. It 
was sent to the conference conlmi.ttee, which yesterday returned 
the bill to the House of Representatives and filed this conference 
report as agreed upon by the Republican members. This meas­
ure as it passed the Senate, with its multitudinous amend­
ments, was more radical and extreme in favor of the protect~d 
interests than was even the Payne bill as it left the House. 
The bill as reported by the conference committee, while it is a 
material improvement over the Senate bill, is still vastly worse 
than the Payne bill, and much more oppressive and exacting 
than the present law, known as the "Dingley tariff," which in 
response to popular demand both political parties were pledged 
to revise and reform in the interest of the consumer. 

Many criticisms of this report have been ma.de by my col­
leagues who preceded me which I fully indorse, and for lack .of 
time I will'neither repeat nor enlarge upon them. The House 
understands full well that when it votes this evening upon this 
conf~rence report it becomes responsible for the passage, or 
for the defeat, of one of the most peculiar, and destined to be 
one of the most famous, tariff bills that ever passed the Con­
gress of the United States. The Republican party is account­
able to the country for this legislation. 

The Democratic party will not shirk its responsibilities. We 
will carefully observe the details of legislation, and, though 
powerless to prevent the enactment of the bill, or to change the 
course determined on by the Republican party in control of the 
Congress, we will expose at least some of the nefarious methods 
that have attended the progress of this bill and the dark and 
deceitful schemes of the moneyed powers to bind and despoil 
the great mass of producers and consumers. The Republican 
party made solemn pledges before the election. It was never 
its intention to redeem th_em. The pµrpose was to secure an­
other four years' lease of power, in order to reach deeper into 
the pockets of the people and ruthlessly despoil even those who 
appealed to it for relief and who foolishly, though with honest 
hearts and hopes, intrusted it with power. I do not call upon 
you to redeem those promises. Full well do I know how vain 
such an attempt would be. The most of you on that side of the 
Chamber are deaf to all appeals from the people who sent you 
here-deaf to everything save the voice of one man and the 
crack of the party whip. But to-night I appeal to every white, 
free-born American citizen to hold the Republican party respon­
sible for the hypocrisy displayed at this session of Congress and 
the monstrous outrage committed by the passage of this bill. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 1 
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What has been said and done by a few Republicans to secure 
reasonable and honest revision of the tariff does not excuse 
nor extenuate the gross infidelity of the party, but furnishes 
strong and convincing proof of its faithlessness. The few Re­
publicans in both branches of Congress who have tried to do 
something, tried to get some little mite for the people, have 
utterly failed. The Republican party was trusted to revise the 
tariff downward and to smooth out its inequalities. In both 
Houses it has been revised upward, and all the time in the 
interest of the manufacturers and trusts. It promised the 
country relief to the poor struggling child of labor and to. the 
oppressed millions of consumers, but this bill breaks every 
promise that was made along that line, and the Republican 
party standing unveiled in this House has· the effrontery-I 
know not what other word will better fit that is more parliamen­
tary-has the effrontery to proclaim even in the Halls of Con­
gress that they did not promise a revision downward; and, with 
astounding self complacency, they coolly tell us that for revis­
ing the tariff . upward the responsibility is on them and not 
on us. 

One significant circumstance, Mr. Speaker, should not escape 
our notice, and that is that practically every fight in both 
Houses of Congress on any item in· any schedule has been in 
reference to a trust-made or a trust-controlled article, and the 
trust forces have been successful with shameful and shameless 
uniformity. Take, for instance, the oil trust: No lawless con­
cern in any country is more hateful, or more hated by the peo­
ple, than it; and yet, in the legislative department of the Gov­
ernment, composed of men supposed to be the servants of the 
people, it has dominated the controlling political party and has 
gained signal victories in both Houses of Congress. It has no 
recognized representatives; yet, with a powerful though unseen 
force, it gets in its work. Although, tmtil a short time ago, 
petroleum and its products were popularly supposed to be on the 
free list, yet, as u matter of fact, by the terms of what is called 
a "countervailing duty," there was really a prohibitive rate 
which prevented all competition from nbr.oad. No doubt a ma­
jority of the Republicans as well as the Democrats were un­
aware of the fact when this provision was first put in the law, 
but such trickery, instead of shocking the legislative conscience, 
is referred to as a "joker" in the tariff· bill. The Republican 
managers in the House endeavored to retain this provision in 
the law; and when the Democrats, with the help of some Re­
publican "insurgents," prevented this being done, an effort was 
made to put a duty of 25 per cent on petroleum and its products. 
But this was voted down, putting them on the free list. . 

Mr. HARDY. Do not . forget that oil itself under this bill is 
given a tax o~ one-half the rate imposed by an importing coun­
try. They just changed it to one-half. There is no free oil. 

Mr. RANDELL of Xexas. If that is the case, we have a pro­
hibitive tax on petroleum. As I understood it from the chair­
man of the Ways and Means Committee, petroleum was, under 
a.ny circumstances, absolutely free. I will ask him, in order- to 
be sure, if petroleum is on the free list under all circumstances 1 
Is . there no countervailing duty on it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Petroleum, crude or refined, including kerosene, 
naphtha, gasoliner and benzine, and like products, are- on the 
free list, and there is no countervailing duty on any of them. 

Mr. RAl'IDELL of Texas. That is the way I understood the 
bill. It did pass the Senate with half the countervailing duty, 
did it not? It is the Senate print of the bill my colleague [Mr. 
HARDY] was reading. The bill was amended in the . Senate, 
and one-half of the former "countervailing" duty was restored, 
thus leaving still a clearly prohibitive rate. The conference 
committee, however, has put petroleum, crude or refined, includ­
ing kerosene, naphtha, benzine, and gasoline, and similar oils 
produced from petroleum, on the free list; but all other products 
of petroleum would come under the general clause assessing a 
tariff of 25 per cent ad ·rnlorem. This result might be con­
sidered a "dog fall," as neither side won the battle, and yet 
both might boast of having accomplished something. This is 
one of the remarkable feats recently advertised as a great presi­
dential victory. It is not a victory, however, lil~e that of David 
when he killed Goliath with a stone. This is a case where the 
so-called "David" had a friendly conference with Goliath and 
divided the chestnuts between them instead of letting Goliath 
have them all. And so a peace was established; David was 
heralded as a victor and the people made great acclaim, but 
Goliath still lives nnd stalks abroad in all his power. It may 
also be observed that David and Goliath are good friends, and 
Goliath is often called into consultation as to the management of 
David's kingdom. The people, of course, are well looked after. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in reference to iron: It is declared by men 
who have made their fortunes in iron, and who are admitted 
by the whole country to be experts upon the subject, that no 

part of the iron schedule, from the standpoint of a protectionist 
even, needs any protection. We know that the revenue from it 
does not pay, because it is so small in comparison with the in­
creased cost to the people on the three billions of iron products 
annually consumed in this country, and no man claims·that 1t is 
economical to raise a revenue that way. 

The iron manufacturers do not need protection. They are 
protected by their situation. They own the iron mines of the 
country and have the power in some way to make a fight in 
this Congress that makes it impossible even to put iron ore on 
the free list. They own, it is estimated, 85 per cent of the beds 
of iron ore in America. 1.rhe Payne bill admitted iron ore free. 
Under the present law-the Dingley bill-it is 40 cents per ton. 
After a vigorous fight in the Senate, the duty was placed at 25 
cents per ton. The conference committee reduced it to 15 cents. 

In the administrative section of the bi11 it is provided: 
That from and after the 21st day of March, 1910, except as otherwise 

specially provided for in this section, there shall be levied, collected and 
paid on all articles when imported from any foreign country into the 
United States the ra.tes of duty prescribed by the schedules and para­
graphs of the dutiable list, and in addition thereto 25 per cent ad 
valorem; which rates shall constitute the maximum tariff of the United 
States. 

The maximum tariff is applied by operation of law to each 
foreign country after the 31st day of March, 1910, · unless the 
President should declare by proclamation, among other things, 
" That such foretgn country pays no export bounty or imposes 
no export duty or prohibition upon the exportation of any arti­
cle to the United States which unduly discriminates against the 
United States or the products thereof, and that such ·foreign 
country accords to the agricultural, manufactured, or other 
products of the United States treatment which is reciprocal and 
equivalent." Upon issuing such proclamation the tariff on 
articles imported from such country would be at the rate pre­
scribed in the tariff bill now under consideration, whi: h is 1.71 
per cent higher than the present law known as the "Dingley 
tariff act." This provision applies to iron ore and all dutiable 
articles, and will be enforced by operation of law with refer­
ence to all countries except Cuba, which is specially excepted. 

The value of iron ore is from $2.50 to $4 per ton. Count 
the average ton at $3, and we have provided for here 15 cents 
a ton and 25 per cent ad valorem, making 75 cents additional; 
total 90 cents per ton for iron ore which was formerly 40 cents 
a ton-125 per cent increase. And this is another one of the 
President's glorious victories over the Goliath sent out by the 
tariff Philistines to plunder the people. The 15 cents a ton 
sounds very small; but, instead of 15 cents a ton, it means 90 
cents a ton. How long will the American people stand such 
jugglery? The iron manufacturers tried to make it appear, 
when the Payne bill provided for free iron ore in the House, 
that this was a concession to the mills of the Atlantic seaboard 
equal to the amount of the present tariff. The actual fact, 
however, was easy to detect. On investigation it was found 
that the steel trust and affiliated interests, owned about 85 per 
cent of the iron ore in the United States, and as soon as taken 
from the ground each ton would be enhanced in value to the 
extent of the tariff, which means hundreds of millions into the 
pockets of the iron and steel millionaires. 

The whole iron and steel schedule is on a par with this in­
stance . of discrimination, and turns over the markets of the 
United States to the triumphant trusts whose products are con­
sumed in this country to the amount of more than $3,000,000,000 
per year. Under the present law the rates in the iron and steel 
schedules amount to more than 30 per cent, costing the people 
about $900,000,000, which they are compelled to pay as a bonus 
to the manufacturers of the $3,000,000,000 worth of their product 
consumed in the United States. But the tariff paid into the 
Treasury on this schedule in 1907 was only $21,811,184, thus 
costing the consumers $41 for each dollar of taxes paid to the 
Government. The monstrous extravagance and infamous exac­
tions of such a system beggar description. But when we con­
sider that after the 31st day of March next, 25 per cent more 
is to be added to this tariff wall, our senses become par~lyzed 
with amazement. 

In the great Mississippi Valley and west of the Mississippi 
River, if not hampered by this tariff wall, independent manu­
factur~rs with home or foreign capital could, by reason of the 
distance from the present iron mines and furnaces of the United 
States, mine and import iron ore and compete with the trust­
controlled industries that now have monopoly of the market. 
Even the hope of such relief is cut off by this bill. 

In order to prove to you that the pending bill is not a reduc­
tion, but is an increase over the present Dingley law, I will 
read you a carefully prepared statement. 

The first column contains the Dingley revenue for 1907 by 
sche«I:ules, and the second is estimated by applying the rates of 
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the conference bill to the imports of that year. The duties of 
the conference bill will be largely increased by the changed 
classification of the cotton and silk schedules and the many 
new items of taxation introduced. 
Estimated revenues of tlte conference taritr biU upon· the Pavne­

A.ldrich bill. 
[Increase ( + ) . Decrease ( - ) . ] 

Percentage 
Schedule- Dingley Conference of the latter 

duties. duties. on the 
former .. 

A. Chemicals, etc----------------------· $11,186,860 
B. Earthenware, ete---------------·------ 15,349,939 
O. Metals, etc----------------------------- 21,Bll,184 
~: :u°~a~, ~~-:_-_-=_-:_-:_·::~.-:::_-:_-:_-:_-:_-:_·:::_-:_-:_-_-_-:_:--=.::--~ ~;~~;g2J 
F. Tobacco, etc_________________________ 26,125,037 
G. Agricultural products..---·--------- 19,181,888 
H. Spirits, etc..---------------------------- 16,318,220 
'I. Cotton, etc--------------------------- 14,291,0'26 
J. Flax, etc..______________________________ 49,900,580 
K. Wool, etc-------------------------- 36,554,816 
L. Silk, etc------------------------------ 20,313,706 
M. Pulp, paper, etc_______________________ 4,136,629 
N. Sundries-----------------------· 29,896,500 

$ll,816,214 
15,290,002 
20,370,396 
3,128,553 

60,335,866 
26,125,007 
20,454,646 
20,705,369 
15,&'35,112 
49,776,276 
36,426,214 
23,458,U7 
4,550,492 

26,484,490 

TotaL------------------------- 329,100,342 334,758,344 

Per cent. 
+ 5.63 
- .32 
- 6.65 
-15.53 
- .004 

No change. 
+ 6.63 
+26.88 
+10.80 
- .24 
- .35 
+15.48 
-J;-10.0'2 
-ll.41 

Increase over Dingley, $5,649,002, or increase of 1.71 per cent above 
the present law. - · 

Thus we see by actual calculation that the Republican party 
proposes, instead of revising the tariff downward, to increase it 
1.71 per cent and place an additional 25 per cent in operation 
on the 31st of next March, thus making a total increase of 
26.71 per cent. Ii the Republican party had declared before the 
last election that such a villainous measure would be passed 
by this Congress, it would not have carried 10 States in the 
Union. The beneficiaries of the tariff presume upon the igno­
rance of the .American people in reference to confiitions and the 
fraudulent claims by the advocates of protection. The plea 
for protection is based principally upon the alleged difference 
in the cost of labor in the United States and in foreign coun­
tries, and on the pretense of covering this difference they get 
protective rates covering in most instances the whole cost of 
labor in this country, and in many cases several times the 
amount of the labor cost. Take cotton goods, for instance. 
It is authoritatively stated that the average tariff rate for all 
imports in 1907 was very nearly three times the labor cost. 
Thus, as compiled from the census reports for the year 1907, 
for the manufacture of cotton goods labor received $96,205,000, 
and the product was valued at $450,467,000. The whole labor 
cost was 21 per cent. But the tariff on cotton cloths was from 
88 to 72 per cent; yarns and thread, 33 per cent; unbleached 
cloths, 19 to 74 per cent; tablecloths, 50 per cent; bindings, 
45 per cent; ·belting, 45 per cent; lamp wicking, 49 per cent ; 
pillow shams, 45 per cent; shirtings, 45 per cent; collars and 
cuffs, 88 per cent; knit shirts, 57 per cent, the tariff on the 
whole list thus averaging more · than double the entire labor 
cost of production. This is the more astonishing when we con­
sider that the United States is the principal cotton-producing 
country in the world, and therefore the raw material can be 
produced here cheaper than elsewhere. We are great exporters 
of cotton, this staple crop making the balance of trade in our 
favor. These figures clearly show that raising the tariff rate 
does not inure to the profit of the wage-earner, and that under 
the present law the wages could be doubled and still all the 
labor cost would be covered by the advantage given the manu­
facturer by the tariff. In this connection it is hard to sup­
press a righteous indignation when one considers the low wages 
received by the factory hands and realizes that thousands of 

. children of tender years have been sacrificed to the rapacity of 
the cotton manufacturer ; and yet the present bill proposes to 
increase the rate on the cottbn schedule 10.8 per cent in addi­
tion to the 25 per cent that will go into effect in March. 

The tariff, both directly and indirectly, creates conditions 
which are unfavorable to the building of cotton mills in the 
United States, thereby forcing us to ship our raw mate1ial to 
England principally, where manufacturing profit is made and 
conditions created which enables that country to control tb.e 
neutral markets ot the world. In other words, owing to the 
tariff wall, our manufacturers can not produce cotton goods at 
a price that in neutral markets will control the trade. 

Of a total of 130,000,000 spindles in the world, we have less 
than 25,000,000, while ~gland has 55,000,000. Of the output of 
our spindles in 1905, viz, $450,000,000, less than $50,000,000 worth 
.was sent to neutral markets or exported. That is to say, about 
90 per cent was consumed at home at prices abnormally_ high on 

account of the tariff when compared with like prices for the 
home consumption of cotton goods in England. 

In 1905 we produced 10,575,017 bales of cotton, of which 7,268,-
000 bales were exported; that is, 30 per cent was held at home 
and 70 per cent exported. The export of raw cotton yielded our 
home farmers about $400,000,000, which in turn was sold by 
foreign manufacturers in the shape of manufactured goods for 
approximately $800,000,000. These foreign manufacturers con­
sumed little of these goods at home, and therefore made their 
profits in the neutral markets of the world or in the export 
trade. Remove the protecti"re element from the tariff and we 
would soon have as many spindles as England, and possibly 
more, thus manufacturing all our cotton at home. 

England's· export trade in 1907 increased in cotton goods alone 
by $11 per head of population, while the United States increased 
but $2.50 per head. 

Thus the tariff not only increases prices on cotton goods to 
all the consumers in the home market, but also creates condi­
tions which make it impossible for us to compete in the open 
markets of the world in that kind and class of goods which 
measures the advance of the export trade. The goods we export 
are the poorer and cheaper classes, a large part of which are 
dumped on the markets of the world and sold there at cheaper 
prices than they are sold at home. In other words, our cotton 
manufacturers are far more interested in the monopoly of the 
home market with its tariff prices than they are in gaining new 
mar~ets abroad, except for surplus and unmerchantable stocks. 

Those who desire to create a larger export trade for our cot­
ton goods, and therefore desire a larger home consumption of 
the raw product of our plantations, are confronted at the very 
outset by a mass of conditions, tariff bred and tariff supported, 
which form a serious handicap to the enlargement of our cotton 
factories. 

Sir William Holland, Member of ParUament, at a meeting of 
business men at Memorial Hall, Manchester, England, on July 
16 of this year, said: 

Everybody in the cotton trade was aware that in a market where 
English manufacturers competed with the manufacturers of a protected 
country, both being exporters to that market. the English manufacturer, 
possessing the signal advantage of being able to produce under more 
favoi:able conditions, was able to sell at a profit on terms which his 
protected competitor could not offer. 

1. The tariff makes our cotton factories cost far more than 
they do in England. The initial outlay for building and ma­
chinery is far heavier, being from 45 to 60 per cent greater than 
in England. A building or cotton factory that in England would 
cost $100,000 when equipped with machinery would cost here 
from $140,000 to $160,000. This is shown as follows: 

Our tariff on cotton machinery is 45 per cent, and our import 
of all classes of machinery is about $2,000,000 per annum. On 
the two millions imported the duty would be $900,000. Every 
million dollars' worth in England would cost an American pur­
chaser $1,450,000 without freight, or $1,595,000 with freight, or 
about 60 per cent. This tariff import of $2,000,000 is nothing 
in itself; but when it is considered that this 60 per cent becomes 
a tariff wall behind which the home manufacturer may shelter 
himself in the nefarious business of adding the tariff to the 
price, it becomes the real question at issue. 

Forty-five per cent, or $900,000, was the actual duty collected 
by the Government on $2,000,000 worth of machinery in 1907; 
but the protection went beyond this to the added freight. It 
also created a condition whereby the importer might add a 
profit on the tariff paid as well as on the goods imported. Take 
a stated account, with and without tariff, as an illustration. 

John Jones, importer, in account with an import of $100,000 
worth of machinery: 

Without 
tariff. 

Macblnery imported----- __ ----------------------------------- $100,000 
Tariff, 45 per cent--------------------------------------------·----------
Freight, 10 per cent------------------------------------------ 10,000 
Profit, 20 per cent--------------------------------------------· 20,000 

With 
tariff • 

$100,000 
45,000 
10,000 
29,000 

TotaL ____ --------- --------- --- ·------ ----------------- 130,000 184,000 Difference with tariff ______________________ _:_ _______________ ---------- 54,000 

The tariff is actual; the freight and profits are conditions 
growing out of this, which form additional protection walls for 
the borne manufacturer, which under certain circumstances he 
may avail himself of and add not only the tariff rate, but the 
conditional freight and importers• profit rate, to the price of all 
home manufactured cotton or other machinery. 

But for this tariff $100,000 worth of machinery would cost 
but $100,000; with the tariff the $100,000 worth of machinery 
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come to from $145,000 to $184,000. With this handicap of from 
45 to 84 per cent on the, initial cost of machinery it is idle to 
hope for any great extension of our foreign trade. We can not 
compete with foreigners with a handicap of from 45 to 84 per 
cent on the initial machinery alone. The ratio of cost of ma­
chinery to total cost of machinery and building varies with the -
location, but, generally speaking, is from two-thirds to three­
fourths of the cost, excluding price of land. So also on the 
building which houses the machinery. 

Twenty thousand dollars' worth of rough lumber in Canada 
costs $23,400 here, or 17 per cent; $5,000 worth of doors and 
windows abroad will cost $6,750 at the custom-house, or 35 per 
cent; and 35 per cent goes on very nearly all the domestic 
product. -

Twenty thousand dollars' worth of unglazed common brick 
abroad costs $25,000 at our custom-house, or 20 per cent with­
out freight, or 25 per cent; if glazed the same brick will cost 
$29,000, or 45 per cent. Our brickmakers have a margin of from 
25 to 45 per cent on the common brick of a building which is 
used when there is no competition from abroad, and taken off 
whenever the foreigner enters our ports. 

The common window glass of a factory is taxed from 41 to 87 
per cent, according to size. Every $1,000 worth of foreign glass 
costs at the custom-house from $1,410 to $1,870 without freight, 
and every domestic producer charges the higher rate and more 
against every domestic buyer, and then clamors for higher rates. 
Plate glass runs from 49 to 155 per cent; that is to say, every 
$1,000 worth of foreign glass costs the importer from $1,490 to 
$2,550. The tariff rates on paints are from 20 to 30 per cent; 
on raw or boiled linseed oil, 49 per cent; and on white lead, 
38 per cent. 

When all these conditions as to imported building materials 
and machinery are considered, it is entirely safe to say that 
every $100,000 cotton factory abroad, in its initial cost for equip­
ment and building, here costs the investor from $145,000 to 
$165,000, or a tariff cost on building and machinery equal to 
from 45 to 65 per cent. This is a very serious handicap and 
fully supports the contention of Sir William Holland. 

2. Nor is this all. 
Protection not only adds from 50 to 65 per cent to the initial 

cost of an American cotton mill through its buildings and ma­
chinery, but a further and very large operating cost, which in 
its totality can not be as accurately measured as the increase 
of initial cost. _ 

Every $100 worth of belting used by an Englishman costs the 
American operator $20 more, or $120. Where the English opera­
tor would pay $100 for oil the American would pay $130. For 
$100 worth of coal in England we would pay $121, and for every 
$100 worth of coke we would pay '$120, notwithstanding the 
fact that we are the greatest coal country in the world. Be­
cause 6ur laborers have to buy in a protected market and pay 
the highly inflated prices which follow high-tariff rates, every 
$1,000 wo1·th of labor abroad c.osts from $1,500 to $2,000 here; 
a nd while the condition of our own laborers is somewhat better 
than tlle condition of foreign laborers, that bette'rment proceeds 
from the greater liberty and opportunity we have here and not 
from the tariff law. In fact, were every tariff law abrogated 
beyond pure revenue demands our .American labor would still 
hold a supremacy of condition because of liberty and oppor­
tunity, and the added reason of a lower price on all the articles 
entering into his living charges. He undoubtedly gets a higher 
n ominal wage now than the foreign wage-earner, but the differ­
ence is lost to him in the higher prices he pays for the necessities 
of life, engendered by a protecUrn tariff alone, so that his real 
wage is less than that of his English competitor. 

AJl these things add fully from 35 to 50 per cent to the cost 
of operating an .American cotton mill, and make it -necessacyto 
presene the American market to .American manufacturers by 
barring out all foreign competition. 

The c;onsurner in America pays fully 65 per cent more on t)le 
initial cost than does the Englishman, and 35 per cent more on 
operating co t, solely and alone beca use of the tariff. For this 
r eason our borne cotton factories expand no faster than the 
home-market demands require; and we, as the greatest cotton­
producing country in the world, must depend on foreigners for 
a market for full y 65 per cent of our production of raw cotton, 
while the chief of those foreigners, England, under better con­
ditions and no tariff, turns our raw product into a mine of 
wealth and captures the neutral markets of the world. We 
write long homilies upon the value of a large export trade in 
cotton goods and then through high tariffs make it impossible 
to attain our ends. Abolish protection from our tariffs and a con­
dition will at once ari e which will enable -us to manufacture all 
our own cotton at a profit and meet England and all other coun­
tries in neutral markets and successfully drive them from thefield. 

The rates in the woolen schedule, which by the terms of the 
Payne bill were greatly increased, have been reduced, and in the 
bill reported by the conference the rates in the present law are 
practically retained. Preventing a revision upward' in the 
woolen schedule is also claimed as a presidential victory, though 
it is hard to see where the people reap any advantage from a 
victory that leaves them where they were before any" revision" 
was begun. Their only cause for gratitude is that their burdens on 
this schedule were not increased. They should be truly thankful ! 

Another instance of the determination by the Republican party 
to COJttinue the high-protectionist exactions is shown by the 
rates in the lumber schedule. The lumber lords have not only 
a monopoly of the market in this country, but, also, they own 
nearly all the stumpage or standing timber, and every dollar 
their product is raised in price by a tariff is a gift to them taken 
from 1Jle pockets of the people. While the cost of producing 
lumber in the United States has decreased in the last ten years, 
yet under the Dingley .Act now in force the price of lumber 
has been steadily advancing, and this statement shows the per­
centage of the increase in price in 1907 over the ten-year period: 

Hard maple, 122 per cent· oak, 6 inches and up, 144 per cent; shin­
gles, 145.3 per cent: oak, wbitet quartered, 149 per cent; pine, yellow 
long-leal, 165.2 per cent; hemrocK, 2 by 4, 186 per cent; poplar, yellow, 
189.7 per cent. 

The lowest price of yellow pine from 1890 to 1007 was from 
January to Apri1, 1896, and from June to November, 1897, and 
ran from $15.50 per thousand feet to $16. The highest price 
wa.s from May, 1906, to December, 1907, and ran from $30 to 
$31 a thousand. The increase in long-leaf yellow pine in 1897 
over the ten-year period of 1 90 to 1900 was more than 165 
per cent. In reference to white oak lumber, the highest price 
was from December, 1903, to July, 1904, and ran from $80 to 
$85 per thousand. 

These prices of .lumber were yard prices, averaged for the 
whole United States, and were taken from the publications of 
the Bureau of Labor for 1908. From the same source we learn 
that in 1900 the average mill price of yellow pine for the South­
ern States was $8.59 per thousand feet. This had increased in 
1905 to $11.14, and in 1907 to $12.72. Again, during the ten 
years ending in 1907, under the Dingley law, the price of other 
building material had been more than doubled. I give only a 
few instances as fair examples in this respect: 

Cement, 107 per cent; window glass, 119 per cent; lime, 125.4 per 
cent; window glass, firsts1 126 per cent; tar, 132 per cent; turpentine, 
146 per ~ent; resin, stramed, 246 per cent; locks, mortise, 224.8 per 
cent; door knobs, 265.2 per cent. 

When we reflect that the gross consumption of lumber in the 
United States amounts to fifteen hundred million dollars a year, 
and that only about 1 per cent of that amoqnt brings any rev­
enue into the Treasury, it is easily understood why the lumber 
companies and those interested in them should have made such 
a stubborn and successful fight to hold the advantage of a pro­
tective tariff. But they have done more than this. Under the 
operation of the proposed bill, 25 per cent will next March be 
added to the tariff on lumber, thus increasing threefold the 
present prohibitive rates. Emry home builder on the plains, 
every honest man in every part of the country, should give this 
matter special attention. The lumber interests and their em­
ployed agents and attorneys should not be permitted to dictate 
a tariff law for the people of the United States. The rich 
beneficiaries of this nefarious system live in luxurious and 
splendid places, while better people than they live in dugouts 
on the prairies because of their inability to purchase lumber at 
a reasonable price with which to build even modest cottages 
for their families. The outrageously increased price of lumber 
that will go into effect by the terms of the pending bill is an­
other one of the President's " victories." Such victories may 
be great for the President and his party, but are terrible in 
their effect on the common people. 

In dealing with the sugar schedule this bill is a sh·iking 
example of the devotion of the .Republican party to the interests 
of the people and of its determination to annihilate the trusts. 
The sugar trust has been ferociously attacked, and, despite 
its resisting kicks and frantic howls, its profits have been re­
duced four thousandths of 1 per cent, thus showing the fear­
less determination and overwhelming power of the present 
administration in its war of extermination upon the grim and 
terror-stricken trusts ! 

The treatment the farmer receives by this proposed legisla· 
tion is like giving him an apple that is rotten at the core. 
The increased rates in the agricultural schedule are in the 
interest of the manufacturer and bear hard in their effect npon 
the wage-earner. The farmer himself receives no benefit, but 
must pay his portion of the extraordinary expense occasioned 
by the protective system. On some other occasion, when ti:ne 
wm ·permit, I will make some observations and give the statis· 
tics showing the facts in reference to the agricultural schedule. 



1909. -CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 

I also condemn in this bill the system of drawbacks which is 
used to enrich the manufacturer and permits him to sell his 
goods in foreign countries at less price than they can be bought 
by our own people. 

The proposed bill can not be too severely censured for the 
protection it affords to products made by corporations and 
combinations that are known to be trust monopolies, organized 
and conducted in defiance of law and openly levying tribute 
upon the American public. There can be no excuse for the 
present administration in thus upholding . and fostering the 
unholy and unlawful combinations it is pledged to suppress. 

The people want an income tax. The demand for this method 
of raising a revenue is so general and persistent, and the claim 
is so just and wise, it could not be entirely overlooked; but the 
Republican party, ever watchful to protect the great fortunes 
of its moneyed allies from contributing any just proportion of 
the expenses of the Government, defeated an income tax in 
the House by adopting an inheritance tax. 

This provision in the House bill was then stricken out; and 
in order to avoid a constitutional income tax being made a part 
of. this bil1, a provision for a corporation tax was substituted 
nnd a . resolution was adopted by the Congress submitting to 
the several States a constitutional amendment providing for 
the levy of an income tax. Thus the inheritance tax is de-

. feated, a corporation tax of 1 per cent is adopted with the 
avowed statement that it was not expected to last more than 
two years, and the question o:f an income tax bas been in­
definitely postponed. Twelve of the States can defeat the 
measure by rejecting the amendment or by refusing to act. If 
that number can be dominated by the trusts, then the Repub­
lican party has succeeded in suppressing altogether the passage 
of a law by the National Government taxing incomes. How 
can the thousands in favor of the people's rights and those 
who are working for honest reform place any reliance · in Re­
publican promises oi;. entertain the slightest hope for relief 
while that party is in power? 

While we are denouncing Republicans for their faithless 
disregard of party pledges there are some who answer jeer­
ingly that Democrats are not exempt from the same criticism. 
Such an answer is no excuse. The wrong of one is not justified 
by the fault of another. A political party is not always re­
sponsible for the acts of an individual. Each man is responsi­
ble for his own act, and the political organization is responsible 
only when it is a party to or indorses the act. If the Repub­
lican party in its conduct of legislation at this session has 
carried out its pledges to the country, then it should not be 
condemned, even though some of its members have said and 
done things contrary to those pledges. But the result of legis­
la ticn here is chargeable to the Republican party and its regu­
lar organization, supported by an overwhelming majority in 
both Houses of Congress and by the executive department; 
hence it can not expect to escape accountability to the country. 
The banner of the great Democratic party at the last election 
went down in defeat before the cheering and victorious host of 
bloated wealth, openly led by the trust magnates of the country. 

Had Democracy been successful, her gallant leader and her 
patriotic i\Iembers of Congress would have redeemed every 
pledge made in the party platform or by its leader in the cam­
paign. If any had been recreant and had failed to keep Demo­
cratic faith with the country, he and all like him would have 
been so thoroughly exposed and openly condemned by the Demo­
cratic administration that the counh·y would acquit the Demo­
cratic party of the wrong and faithlessness of the individuals 
who were guilty, and their Democratic constituents would thus 
hncve been confronted with the alternative of repudiating such 
individuals or becoming parties to their defection. The great 
Democratic party is not romposed of a mere aggregation of 
politicians and place seekers. It is composed of the great mass 
of American cit~zenship who believe in the traditions of our 
fathers, who look upon this Government as a constitutional, 
political organization for their benefit, formed to serve them 
and to be administered with such jJJsti~e, equality, and wisdom 
that all men might be accorded equal rights. Special privileges 
should not be allowed; the door of opportunity should be 
opened to all, and each and all should be protected in life, 
liberty, and property. · 
' There is evidently an attempt to break up and destroy, if 
possible, the organization of this great party. Some men, whom 
it has honored and who hold its commission to-day, are en­
deavoring to break it to pieces, change its ideals, and Repub­
licanize its principles. These see no advantage to themselves 
in present Democratic success. 

It is only to be expected that the corrupting influence of 
the trusts would reach some members of any great political 

party, and that some, without such corruption, would set up a 
standard of revolt. The political party, however, to which they 
belong should not be held responsible unless it encourages or 
sanctions their acts. I believe. the time has come when the 
great Democratic element in this country should earnestly get 
together and place in position of trust none but men who are 
honest, capable, and disinterested, and deny public prefer­
ment to all men who are in any manner connected with the 
interest of those seeking legislation or any )rind of favor from 
the Government. 

I hope to speedily see the day when every man desiring equal 
rights to all and scorning special privilege will come with one 
accord under the old Democratic banner, and when all those 
in favor of graft and special interest, and who believe in the 
doctrine of spoils and that the Government should be run not in 
the interest of th~ people but in the interest of the party in 
power, should flock to the Republican party, where they belong; 
and then, in. a contest where the issues will be clearly drawn, 
the people will triumph over the legions of protected interests 
will retake the Government that belongs to them, and will ad~ 
m~ister it in righteousness and wisdom, protecting every one 
within our borders. Then, indeed, will this great Republic in 
honor and peace and progressive achievement hold aloft the 
banner of liberty and lead the nations of the earth through .the 
centuries to come in prosperity and peace. This is no idle 
dream. It can and should be a practical result. The sooner 
our patriotic citizenship get out of the Republican party and into 
the Democratic organization the sooner we- can enact a tariff 
bill and other legislation that will stand muster before the con­
science of the people of the United States. [Loud · applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

APPE~IX. 

CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS . AND THE WOOL TARIFF-A LETTER OF PROTES'.r 
TO SE:NATOR LODGE, OF MASSACHUSETTS. 

GREAT CHEBEAGUE ISLAND, MAINE 
July 14,"1909. 

Hon. H. c. LODGE, Washington, D. a. 
MY DEAR Srn: Your letter of the 7th instant is at hand. I desire 

first . to correct the misapprehension your letter indicates you are labor­
ing under, that there was any reflection on you or any other Senator 
personally and individually in my reference to the belief that " a pact 
had been made between the worsted people and the woolgrowers · that 
thi~ pact was relied upon to pass the )?ill; and so Senator WARREN 
delivered the western Senators and Whitman the eastern · Senators" 
'The idea I intended to convey and which, it seems to me is a plain con­
struction of my words, Js that the Senators were delivered by reason of 
their allegiance to a party, and that this party had been controlled by 
the special interests of which Senator WARREN" and William Whitman 
are leading representatives. 

You are mistaken if you think I would object if you should say that 
my "desire for the revision of the wool schedule was owing simply to 
my personal interests." I expect you will hear me as an interested 
witness, and all I ask is that you decide in our favor only so far· as we 
can prove the justice of our case. 

HOUSE CONCESSIONS ARE WORTHLESS. 

You state that if you are mistaken regarding the House rates on 
by-products you were misled by the carded woolen manufacturers them­
selves, who appeared before the Finance Committee and " urcred the 
reductions made in the House rates on tops and noils as the e'Ssential 
reductions desired for the benefit of their industry." You are wrong 
regarding both the reductions and who it was that misled you. The 
duty on tops is of no direct concern to the carded woolen manufac­
turers, as they do not use tops, while the following extract from the 
brief filed with your committee by Gordon Dobson on April 7 shows 
bow plain the carded woolen manufacturers made it to you that the 
House reductions on by-products were worthless as a measure of relief 
to their industry : 

" The Dingley duty on these by-products is prohibitory, and the Payne 
bill gives no relief because the rates, although slightly less, are still 
prohibitory." 

STARVING AN INDUSTRY TO DEATH. 

To assume, as you do, that a reduction from 20 cents to 18 cents on 
noils means anything is an affront to the carded woolen manufacturers 
and, as I wrote you, will have only one effect, and that is to make theni 
even more angry than they are now. The carded woolen manufacturers 
reject a specific duty on .wool and by-products, regardless of shrinkage 
an~ value, as utterly unfair. ·They have from the beginning based their 
petition on an ad valorem duty. And yet you are willing to believe that 
shaving a prohibitory specific duty of 20 cents to the extent of 2 cents 
is what the carded woolen manufacturers want. The carded woolen 
industry is being starved to death by prohibitory duties on by-products 
which, in the case of noils, vary from 60 to 160 per cent. And this out: 
rage on justice is aggravated by the fact the low rates are on the high­
priced stock and the high rates on the low-priced material suited for 
wool clothing for the poor. 

WHAT IS JUSTICE? 

I read this in your letter to me : 
"You say that you only ask justice, but the woolgrowers and the 

worsted manufacturers take precisely the same ground, and their con­
ception of justice differs from yours. What seems simple justice to · 
~~~a~f P.ears unjust to them, and what they think right you think grossly 

Schedule K in the Senate and Dingley bills lays a duty rising to 700 
per cent on the wool adapted for carded woolen goods, and a duty run­
ning as low as 23 per cent on the wool used by worsted mills. Do you 
thlnk this is justice? . . 

It prohibits the importation of wool by-products, depriving the carded 
woolen mills of an adequate supply of these necessary materials, deprlv· 
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ing the people of warm clothing and enabling the American worsted 
mills to sell their by-products at a high price. Is that justice? 

It allows the worsted mills to import class 2 washed worsted wools 
at a single duty of 12 cents a pound, and by a double duty of 22 ·cents 
prohibits the carded woolen mills from importing class 1 washed wools. 
Do you call that justice? 

Of the total protective duty on worsted cloth 82 per cent is on yarn 
and only 18 per cent additional on cloth, although the labor cost on 
the yarn is only 40 per cent and on the cloth 60 per cent additional. 
This places the weavers ot worsted cloth at the mercy of the spinners 
and is rapidly promoting a powerful worsted-yarn trust. Do yon call 
that justice? 

These questions carry their own answer. 
SOPHISTRY~ EVASION, OR SILENCE. 

You say that · ~ what seems slmple justice to us appears unjust to the 
woolgrowers and worsted manufacturers." I deny it. It is not con­
-ceivable that anyone would call these things that I have mentioned 
just. The woolgrowers have not justified them, because they could not. 
Their spokesmen in the Senate-SMOOT, WARREN, CARTEB, McCUMBEn, 
and ALDBLCH-have indulged in the most ridiculous sophistry and eva­
sion. The other Senators, of whom you are one, who voted for these 
things uttered no word in their defense. As for the worsted spinners, 
they are so brazen, they apparently feel so secure in the possession of 
their power, that they admit the inequalities of the tariff and defy those 
who complain. You will find many admissions of this kind in the tariff 
hearings this year. 

WILLIAM M. WOOD AND THE TARIFF ON WOOL. 
Here are the words of William M. Wood to the Ways a.nd Means Com­

mittee in 1897. Mr. Wood was then treasurer of the Washington Mills 
and was proposing a duty in place of free wool : 

"In our experience it is unjust for the woolgrowers to demand a 
·specific duty on wool. It prevents the manufacturer, who is compelled 
to follow the demands of the consumer, trom securing more completely 
the domestic market. He must make the quality of goods wanted, and 
if be does not the foreign manufacturer supplies the want. A s_pecifi.c 
duty arbitrarily placing 12 cents a pound, or any rate per pound, on 
wool: handicaps the mannfacturer Ullder these circumstances. He is at 
a great dtsadvantage fn buying the necessary foreign wool to make the 
particular quality of fabric desired-wools which can not be raised in 
this country." 

Mr. Wood is now the president of the largest worsted corporation in 
the world-the American Woolen Company-organized and developed 
under the Din~ey law. Managing this great corporation, reaping the 
advantages which tbat law gives to worsted mills, what are his present 
views as to the revision ot that law? Instead of a frank statement of 
reasons for his course, it is sllence as to his letter of 1897, a more or 
less secret working agreement with William Whitman, and this disin­
genuous statement to the public: 

"I ought to say that the American Woolen Company, for fear of being 
misunderstood, as it has otten been regarded as a trust, has nothing 
whatever to do in 1n1loencing the pi:esent tariff. We have studiously 
kept away, and although we have been invited to send a representative, 
we have declined to do so, being satisfied to leave it to the other 
woolen manufacturers of the country, believing that they were compe­
tent to take care of the situation, and whatever would be to their 
advantage would certainly be to ours." 

Both sides to the controversy agree on the merits of the question. 
There can be no disagreement; the right is clear. The difficulty is in 
~etting the people'f# representatives to act in accordance with the facts. 

TREATED WITH £0NTEMPT. -
The carded woolen people went before the Finance Committee with 

facts and a just cause, and they were met with silence, coldness, in­
difference, or, in some cases, with contempt, and the statement that the 
committee would summon no witnesses, n.othing could be do.ne, and that 
the carded woolen manufacturers had better go into some other business. 

LODGE CAN NOT ESCAPE RESPONSIBILITY.. 

You, Senator LODGE, can not escape from your share of responsibility 
for such methods of legislation. You have played a leading part in 
this extraordinary legislative proceeding; and for one who, like myself, 
believes in your personal integrity, there is but one explanation of your 
course, namely, that you have not applied your great natural abilities 
to the systematic and thorough study of this question so as to under­
stand the injustice of the Senate bill; that under these circumstances 
you and the other Republican Senators, with the exception of the ten 
••progressives," have "gone along" with the party machine, deluded 
with the idea that the passlng of a bill of some kind was paramount 
and that the redress of wrongs you did not understand was of minor 
importance. 

attempt to influence my action, and I never heard from him in regard 
to the subject in any way." · 

It is not by direct and personal appeals to individual Senators and 
Representatives, among whom are men as honorable as HENRY CABOT 
LoDGE and WINTHROP MURRAY CRANE, that these great corporations 
" deliver " their votes. It is by hidden methods beginning before the 
election of the people's representatives and which leave the individuals 
apparently untrammeled, hugging the delusion that they are obeying 
the dictates of their conscience, while in reality they are only parts of 
a powerful political machine. To trace the influence of the worsted 
trust on this tariff legislation it is necessary to go back to the time last 
year when the .Republican party was seeking the suffrages of the people 
and was in sore need of funds with which to conduct the campaign. 

HOW MUCH DID THE WORSTED INTERESTS PAY? 
I have based my argument in this letter only on known facts. They 

enshroud the Republican majority in the Senate with a dense cloud of 
suspicion, so dense that it should lead the Senators from Massachusetts 
to insist that it shall be lifted before the Payne-Aldrich bill becomes a 
law. With these facts so plain~ I want to ask, Will not yuu and Senator 
CRANE make this demand? Will not you begin by demanding thf\t the 
names of the contributors and the amount of each contribution to the 
Republican congressional campaign fund of 1908 shall be made public 
at once? If the publication of this list should disclose large contribu-' 
tfons by the worsted interests, no House. Senate, or President could 
face the storm of opposition to the Payne-Aldrich Schedule K. If you 
will not make the demand that this list be published, why not? 

Yours, very truly, 
W. C. HUNXEMAN. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from South Dakota [1\Ir. ~lARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, the country 
and the Congress are to be congra tu1a ted that we are now near­
ing the last stages of this important legislation. The expecta­
tions of the country as to what should be done at this special 
session were comparatively well defined and. set forth in our 
campaign last fall in the declarations of our party leaders. It 
was recognized that the industries of the country, successful as 
they are, have reached a place where there might be some 
general revision of the tariff, and that it should be in a down­
ward direction. A revision of the tariff rates downward is not 
an easy occupation. In the very nature of things it is a heroic 
task. Industries and interests accustomed to a high rate of 
protection are not willing voluntarily to yield much of their pro­
tection. 

This process of weaning so-called " infant industries " re­
quires courage and statesmanship of a high order, a statesman­
ship that can look over the entire field of American industry 
and with an even hand apportion out the measure of American 
protection, without partiality, without fear, and without favor. 
This, I say, is a heroic task. If there has ever been any doubt 
from the beginning of this attempted legislation a.s to who 
would be the real hero of this tariff revision, there is no longer 
any doubt upon that subject. This new tariff will properly go 
down into history bearing the name of the impartial and states­
manlike chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee, 
and will be known to posterity as the Payne tariff bilL [Ap­
plause Qn the Republican side.] 

Mr. PAYNE has held a firm hand between free traders on the 
one side and high protectionists on the other, determined to keep 
faithfully to party pledges but not to destroy any legitimate 
American industry. At times he has stood almost alone in a 1 

conference beset by many difficulties. And yet he has not stood 
alone, for he has had behind him the people of the country, tl;l.e 
President of the United States, and a good majority of the Re­
publican House of Representatives. 

If before this debate began there was any doubt as to whether 
or not this is a genuine tariff revision downward, that doubt has 

AN UNFAIR wooL DUTY AND FREE HIDES. been entirely dissipated by this discussion. I think the leader 
To take this view of the case is showing great consideration for you of the minority could obtain the unqualified certificate of the 

as an individual Senator, for you have been silent when the petition, a:entleman from New York [Mr. MALEY] who to-day addressed 
not for free wool, but for the equalization of wool duties, was betore the ~ 
Seante and have spoken long and unreservedly !or free hides. You have this House, that the ta.riff rates on the industries in his district 
voted for an unjust duty on wool and for no duty at nil on hides. have been revised downward. For one I can testify that the 
With this record before me you will see how difficult you have made it d ty hi~· h b · ed d d I · 1 h 
for me to understand your course, and how much considel'ation is shown u on u.es as een revis ownwar · smcere Y ope 
to you in explaining your action on the wool and wool-goods tariff as that hides have not been revised down and out. 
the result of party discipline. But if there we.re still any question as to whether the gener~ 

COMPACT BETWEEN WORSTED SPINNERS AND WOOLGROWE:RS. conclusions of this revision were upward or downward, that 
This bring~ us back to the question, Has this party action been _in doubt has been further. settled by the figures presented here by 

accordance with a pact between the woolgrowers and the worsted spm- the versatile and companionable leader of the minority the 
ners? You must admit there was and is a powerful motive for such a I . . ' 
pa.et. On the one hand is William Whitman., representing the worsted gentleman from l\fissour1 [Mr. CL.ABK], who, after passmg over 
spinners, who, now, under the Dingley bill, are in the enjoyment of cer- to us the trite and ancient saw that "liars will figure," immedi­
tain great advantages at ~he exp~ns~ of the carded w:oolen manufac- ately proceeded to make some figures on bis own account. His 
turers, of the growers of hght shrmkmg wool in the Middle West, and . . . f .· . . 
of the consumers of wool goods. On the other hand a.re the sheep conclus10n is that the general result o this effort at tariff rev1-.j 
ranchmen of the far West, raising heavy shrinking wool, which is pro- sion is a revision downward of ninety-seven one-hundredths of 1 
t~cted by prohibitory duties n~nning up to 700 per cent. Edward Moir per cent. Small favors are thankfully received. His rate is 
discovered atid revealed the existence of a compact made in Chicago last . • . . h . . · 
October by these two parties to stand pat on Schedule K and William rather small, but it lS lil the rig t direction. The demonstra· 
·Whitman then admitted it. Why has the Republican majority in the tion of figures is always mathematical and conclusive, but much 
Senate stood pat with them? depends as to the significance of those figures upon what is the 

LODGE MET WHITMAN ACCIDENTALLY. basis upon which they start. I apprehend if our friends of the 
t,ou say 1n your letter : , , I Democratic party will be a little more impartial in the basis of 

Neither my colleague nor myself can be delivered by anyone, and their figuring and a little more thorouah in carrying their fig-.I know of no one who would make the attempt. I met :Mr- Whitman . 0 

accidentally and talked with him for perhaps five minutes. He made no ures out, they will be able to dIScover ·that· as to the important 
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necessaries of American commerce and of American consump­
tion the rate of downward revision has been considerably more 
than that indicated in the statement of the leader of the mi­
nority. 

Mr. Speaker, there are inevitable inequalities ' in all tariff 
legislation. There are some items in this bill which, if I could 
have the entire control and shaping of them, would be entirely 
different from what they are. I can say, however, that there 
are very few. I candidly believe that this same tariff bill will 
go upon our statute books and start our industries anew, and 
that it will be the best piece of tariff legislation that has ever 
been put upon the American statute books. There are not in 
this whole list of revised items more than two or three the 
inequality or the doubtful character of which are such that I 
care to refer to them in a discussion of this kind. One is the 
question of our timber supply, which has been forcibly dwelt 
upon by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 1'1ANN]. I quite agree 
with him as to much of the basis of his discussion. I entirely 
disagree with him as to the application of that argument to 
the duty of Republican Congressmen here and now. This House 
without question followed the lead of the gentleman fro~ 
Illinois in placing the duty on print paper at $2 a ton. I would 
vote with him again on the same question. I verily believe 
the majority of this House would follow him again in a like 
controversy if that were the question before us at this time. 

But it is not. The question here and now is ,not whether 
there may be one or more items in this bill that could be im­
proved. The question is whether there is such a miscarriage of 
legislation in any particular as to justify us in throwing away 
entirely this tariff revision, involving over 4,000 items of Ameri­
can schedules. Therefore, important as are these questions re­
lating to lumber, pulp wood, wood pulp, and print paper, all of 
which re~olve around much of _the same conditions, I do not 
consider them of sufficient significance and importance to justify 
this Republican House of Representatives in declining to accept 
the work that has been done by this conference committee and 
by the Senate and House for now nearly five months. 

The conservation of our growing forests is a question of vital 
importance. We ought to draw as far as practicable upon the 
timber supply of the world. This is a question of high public 
policy, to which the mere consideration of one or two tariff 
rates should yield. In my opinion, lumber and other forest 
products should be on the free list. We have made an effort to 
accomplish this in the present bill, but have succeeded only in 
part. But this is no sufficient reason for declining to adopt this 
tariff bill. 

I quite agree with the gentleman from Illinois, furthermore, 
in the fears he entertains as to the form of the maximum and 
minimum provision which we are about to adopt in this legis­
lation. To my mind the provision of the House bill was far 
more desirable. I believe thoroughly in the idea of a maximum 
and minimum rate. It gives elasticity to our tariff system. It 
makes possible for us to enjoy readily and promptly reciprocity 
in commercial deal\ngs with the nations of the earth. But 
from such consideration as · I have been able to give the ques­
tion, I believe the inertia and power of government in the 
shaping of the maximum and minimum tariff should be given 
in the direction of the lower rates instead of the higher rates, 
which, under the provisions of the bill, will go into effect auto­
maticalJy on the 31st day of March, 1910. 

If I thought that by the adoption of this report the Congress 
would be powerless to change the form of this maximum and 
minimum provision for a series of years, I would hesitate long 
before I would, without qualification, adopt the report. That, 
however, is not the question with which we are confronted. 

The question we are considering is whether after five months' 
deliberation and effort we have reached the best solution of this 
entire question which we can reasonably expect to reach at this 
time. This maximum and minimum provision will not go into 
effect until the 31st day of next March. It is purely an administra­
tion provision. Undoubtedly the President of the United States 
and his colaborers will confer and exercise diplomatic relations 
with other nations with whom we have important commercial 
dealings in anticipation of the going into effect of this pro­
vision on the 31st ·day of next March. If it should be found 
that our immediate commercial relations would be severed with 
Canada and that the provision ought to be modified, we will 
have four months of the regular session of Congress between 
the first Monday of December next and the 31st day of March, 
when we can, with the aid of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, modify such provision. Therefore I can not follow the 
lead of the gentleman from Illinois when he urges upon us the 
conclusion that because this provision may not be what it ought 
to be, for that reason we should further disturb the busi­
ness interests of the country and insist further upon disagree-

ment with the Senate over schedules which we have tried within 
the reasonable limits of patience and effort to improve in a 
conference extending over three weeks. 

Mr. Speaker, there are other inequalities in this bill I think 
it is quite well known to the membership of this House that I 
think that the cotton-cloth schedule has been increased in rates 
without sufficient reason and unjustifiably; particularly unjusti­
fiably in face of the fact that we have come together as Re­
publicans under the injunction to make an honest revision of 
rates downward. The wisdom or unwisdom of that sort of in­
junction is not for me to discuss now. That condition is one 
that was upon us, and I am not at all disposed to question the 
wisdom of the position that the Republican party took when 
it said that we will revise the rates downward. I believe the 
time comes in every great industry when it can sustain itself 
on lower rates than it can in the infant period of building it up. 

But here stands out a prominent exception, the cotton-cloth 
schedule, which we have revised upward. In what I have 
stated there is absolutely no conflict of figures with those which 
the distinguished chairman has brought to your attention. 

When he tells you that there is 9 per cent increase over the 
Dingley rate, he is referring to the entire cotton schedule, in­
cluding cotton merchandise of all kfuds. When I refer to the 
cotton-cloth schedule, I refer to paragraphs 304 and 309 of the 
Dingley law, the paragraphs of countable cotton cloth. These 
have been revised upward 27 per cent. 

I made a thorough investigation of all the changes made by 
the Senate in the cotton-cloth schedule. I reduced every item 
of change to its equivalent ad valorem: My figures were revised 
and certified ·by the Treasury Department. Their correctness 
has not been and can not be successfully challenged. These 
figures agree also with the computations made by the committee 
of the New York Wholesale Dry Goods Association, whose cal­
culati0ns I have verified. Indeed, the same increases are con­
clusively shown in. the comparative estimates of revenue under 
the Dingley and Aldrich rates, based upon the importations of 
1907, officially prepared for the use of the Senate Finance Com­
mittee. 

And yet these increases have been beclouded and mystified in 
debate by the proponents of this upward revision from the time 
the amendments were reported to the Senate. The apparent 
purpose seems to have been to accomplish an upward revision 
by indirection when the temper of Congress and of the country 
would scarcely admit of such legislation directly and in the 
open. We were first assured that there was no increase, but 
simply a change from ad valorems to the equivalent specific 
rates; next, that the new rates were no higher than the Ding­
ley rates were intended to be; and, finally, that the new rates 
are no higher than the Dingley 'rates would have been if the 
Dingley rates were higher than they are. 

It is unfortunate that this effort to increase the rates on one 
of our oldest industries has in part succeeded. The Senate 
amendments were cut down in conference on the lower grades 
of cotton cloth. If there were opportunity to carry this battle 
further, without placing in jeopardy legislation which ought 
not to be longer delayed, I should do so. As it is, there is no 
alternative but to accept the bill with this glaring inequality. 

It is such instances of greed that bring confusion to the prin­
ciple of protection in the home of its friends. I believe in the 
principle of protection to American industry. It is as firmly 
established as any other prominent principle of American policy­
as the principle of sound money or the :Monroe doctrine. But the 
benefits of this principle can only be adequately enjoyed when 
distributed with absolute fairness and impartiality to all in­
dustries. The time will come when each American producer 
will demand and receive the same equality of protection to his 
particular industry that he receives in equality of freight rates 
upon the articles he produces. 

There is a vast amourit of heresy afloat upon the subject of 
free raw material. There is no wa·rrant for the claim that 
President Taft has declared himself in support of this doch·ine. 
He has made no such declaration. He has simply favored put­
ting some particular items upon the free list as a part of th~ 
general plan for revision downward, without doing violence to 
the policy of protecting American industries. 

Raw material, in an economic sense, is material in the original 
condition in which nature has left it. There are only two ele­
ments in wealth-what nature has provided and what man has 
produced. The moment you add labor to nature's material that 
moment it ceases to be raw material and becomes a product of 
labor more or less complete. 

But raw material as related to particular industries, and as 
the expression is used in tariff discussions, is a relative term.. 
It depends altogether upon where you begin. The soil and seed 
are the raw material o:( the farmer, the grass and corn and 
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steer the raw material of the cattle feeder,, the hide for the grow more ·serious <every day until the election for Representa­
tanner, the leather for the manufacturer, .and the saddles, har- tives next year. Nobody has been fooled · by the ostensible dif­
ness, and shoes are the completed products to which each pro- ferenees and controversies alleged to have existed among the 
ducer has contributed his due measure of labor. Now, applying Republican conferees which finally brought Mr. Taft in as um­
equitably the principle of protection, each of these produo.ers is pire. The fact is, the leaders among the Republicans charged 
entitled to consideration when we are fixing American tariff with framing this tariff bill realize that the country had prac­
rates. tic.ally lost 'Confidence in the Republkan party, and under those 

In practical legislation it is not easy to apply the principle circumstances these "wise men" pushed the President to the 
with fairness and equality. To the New England economist front to give him the apparent opportunity of getting all the 
raw material is what New .England has to buy, and finished credit for reducing the duties of the tariff law, in order t<> com­
product is what New England has to sell. Granite in the rough ply with the promises so often made by the President in his 
is about as near raw material as any that could .be nfillled, but public declai:ations. 
New England has protection to the -extent of 10 cents per cubic These Republican leaders readily understand that the -country 
foot. Someone might otherwise haul a few loads of rock across has far more confidence in the honesty, sincerity, and good in­
the border. And the tombstone industry retains a duty of 50 tentions of President Taft than the country has in the leaders 
per cent ad valorem. Protection .on this item goes one step of the Republican party. We do not say that the items ·of re­
beyond the gr.ave. duction insisted -on by the President a.re not material, but we 

Protection has less to fear from her enemies than from her do eontend that the relief granted is n-ot a drop in the bucket 
friends. The statesman who revises tariff rates must be able to what the people were .entitled to get under the provisions 
to see beyond the boundaries of his district and .State. The of this bill. We give the President full credit f.or what he has 
present bill has as few inequalities as any other. .But .there is -done, and the apt, quick, alert tariff manipulators of his own 
still much to be desired. party .knew exactly what to do, on what sch€dules, and what re-

1\f.r. Speak.er, I am one of those who .believe that it is possible ductions were necessary to be made to accomplish their :end. 
to i·eallze the dream of a scientific tariff rba.sed upon that pro- The Democratic party .stands to-day more willing and ready 
vision of the national platform of the Republican party of last to ass_ert all of its ancient faith and courage and ability in -de· 
June, to wit, a tariff that .shall scientifically represent the dif- .fending the rights of the people, the common masses of the peo­
ference in cost of _production in every American industry at ple, under the tariff bill. than it has ever been called upon be­
nome and abroad. I beliey-e in the -establishment of a com- · fore to do. When I go down into my district and get to talking 
mission that will gather t<:>g-ether fads and information of a to the people, as all of the rest of ns will have to do to their 

· reliable character on that subject, and when we reach that -0wn people, they will put some pointed questions to me. I ha""e 
realization we will not have the present difficulties in making heard it .said to-day by our distinguished .minority leader, the 
Jin equitable revision of our tariff schedules. gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], and by other gentlemen 

An era of great industrial progress is awaiting the comple- .on the Ways and' Means Committee, representing the Democ­
tion of this legislation. Om· industries, already in sound con- racy, that every reduction made that is worth anything in this 
diti-0n will take a new t1.nd vigorous bound. Under the beni.gn bill applies to wealth and big corporations and combinations. 
effect~ .of this act the United States will continue to maintain Is that true! Let us take but -one instance . 
. ha' proud position as the chief commercial nation .of the woxld.. I ~ave taken a great deal of in-t;erest in the cotton ;schedule. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] I believe that there are certain things upon which the comfort 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. MT. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to of men and women depend. "The .first is that you must have-cl<>th-
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON]. ing. That is the most vital and important necessity Qf life. I 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr . .Speak.er, I think the national Dem- believe that unt~ld ~arm to the people is found in the cotton 
ocratic. party has profound cause to congratulate itself upon a .schedule, and think if we can only understand the manipula­
tull knowledge of the real condition in which this tariff bill is tions and workings of that .one schedule we will find that it 
going to the country. Declarations complimentary to the Presi- is mo.re shocking than anything else that is in this bill {Ap­
dent -0f the United States for what he has done recently in !Plause on the Democratic side.] I am glad to know that even 
bringing about .a settlement among the Republican conferees in in the great body of the Senate of the United States two of 
their .a.llecred differences will not be a satisfactory answer to the the "progi·essive Republican" Senators stood up and fought 
masses of the people as to what this bill .contains. The people, and conteil.ded for a reduction in the cotton schedule. They 
in my-opinion, Mr. Speaker, are to-day better informed upon the earnestly con.tended for it. They pointed it -0ut lucidly and 
tariff question than they have ever been. They are more intel- clearly .and earnestly. Let us take one feature, and that is 
ligent, and they are 'better advised as to the distinct promises "mercerized" goods. It is a fact that when they use the Ian­
.made by-the Republicans to reduce the Dingley duties, and when guage "mercerized or similar process" they have transferred 
a man goes back before them in the next campaign for election the lowest and cheapest character of cotton goods that the 
as a Member of Congress, he will be required, as solemnly masses of the people of the country wear to the class of goods 
warned by my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. MANN] used among the rich by way of making it prohibitory. 
in speaking about wood pul_p, to answer questions which the When they use the language " or similar process " we all 
people will ask him, and he will be compelled to .answer. understand what that means. We all understand, of course, 

It will not do for him to say that there was a comparative that to "mercerize" simply means to glaze. It is put there 
reduction of rates as between the Payne bill and the Aldrich bill. purposely to give the cloth a glitter and a shine. That is 
That is a mere Republican device to try to mislead. That is classed as the most expensive and costly cotton _goods th.at the 
one of the ordinary, commonplace, accepted characteristics of people get, and is controlled by the great New England mills. 
the Republican party. That is not the question. The compari- A lower and inferior class has a shine upon it, and will .be 
son is going to be made on the basis of the Dingley tariff. It classed with the mercerized goods because of the language " or 
was the high charges imposed by the Dingley tariff that the other similar process," thus transferring it to the most ex­
people complained of. It was the . operations and high rates pensive class of cotton goods. The statement of the Republican 
and duties of that l aw, passed thirteen years ago, that the conferees, the statement of the chairman of the Ways and 
people .complain of, and they will accept nothing short of a re- Means Committee, is unable to tell us the increase in the cott-011-
duction downward of that law. It must be a real, practicable goods schedule. Now, let us look .at this thing for a moment. 
reduction giving relief to the masses of the people .on articles of Somebody will say to me, because my people are inquisitive 
daily use' and consumption. For all of these r easons I contend "Tell us something about hosiery, about stockings, that th~ 
that the national Democracy stands a better chance to-day than people wear, not merely the ladies and the gentlemen, but that 
it has ever stood since the civil war on the gTeat question of the everybody wears." These items have been greatly advertised 
election of the national House of Representati"ves and a Presi- throughout the country as being on-e of the chief resources from 
dent of the United States. [Applause on the Democratic side.] which the "stand-pat" Republicans intended to "raise" more 
we have never won a victory since the close of the .civil war money, and the people lmow that blow is at them. 
except on the vital principle of tariff reform. We have had it said here that we have had "sock.less" Oon-

It is demon trated by what we have witnessed here in the gressmen, who did not wear socks at all. I have never seen one. 
last ·11rn months that the leading Republicans realize that they But I want to call your attention to this. This is the way they 
send this tariff bill to the country under the most discouraging put it. Take this statement made by the ·conference report-and 
circumstances to their party. They fully realize from the first I am talking now about stockings and hosiery-.a.nd if there is 
step taken in this tariff legislation to the present hour that the one item, if there is one article or .schedule, that the whole peo­
public mind has been strongly impressed with the belief that ple could be benefited in, it would be in reducing duties on stock­
a ll.epubliean Congress did not intend, honestly and fairly, to i.ngs and hosiery. It is no light matter. It brings in untold 
.reduce the tariff according to the promise made to the people. millions, and how true is it illustrated what our distinguished 
That .is the condition they .face now, and which will continue to minority leader in his great speech this morning said~ that it is 
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upon the articles of' wealth they do not red11ce: duties~ what 
do they do and what is done in this bill upon the: cheapest class 
of hosiery, the cheapest that goes to the· p.l:ainest and commonest 
people of this country?. They increase the- duty on every species 
or hosiery that goes to the common people, and they allow 
that which the wealthy wear to stand as. it stands in the. Ding­
ley bill to-day. [Applause on the Demoeratic side.] 

I .desire to can especial attention to Schedule I-cotton-on 
page 3 of the statement of changes in the tariff law by the 
conference report on H. R. 1438 : 

This schedule was reconstructed and readjusted to bring the duties 
up to those corrected during the first four years of the operation of 
the Dingfey law and to the rates then collected u.nder· said Iaw. Since 
that time the rates have heen lowered, in some cases, from 6(} to- 6 
per cent by court decisions. These new rates are equivalent to an 
addition, on the whole, of 3 per cent ad valore"m increase over that 
collected under the present. law for the yea1· 1908. 

Cotton hosiery, fashioned'., valued at not more than $1 per dozen, 
from 50 to 70 cents per dozen pairs. More than $1. and less than $1.50 
pe dozen pairs, from 60 cents to 85 cents per dozen pairs. More 
than $1.50 and not more than $2, from 70 cents to 90 cents per dozen 
pairs. 

The remaining rat.es on stockings- are the same as under the present 
law • . 

It will be observed that the most innocent and certainly mis­
leading part of the above schedule consists in the following 
words at the conclusion of said schedule, to wit: "The remain­
_ing rates on stockings are the same as under the present law." 
Any person actuated by ordinary feelings of credulity would 
think that latter clause referred to a ve17 insignificant rate on 
stockings. This item shows the duplicity of the cotton schedule, 
and it is but a sample that appears throughout the whole cotton 
schedule, if the same is carefully investigated. It will be seen 
that stockings valued at not more than $1 per dozen are raised 
in the Payne-Aldrich bill over the Dingley law from 50 to 70 
cents per dozen pairs. This is the class of hosiery used by the 
masses of the people everywhere in this country. It is the 
cheapest kind of stockings. The next, all of the stockings that 
co t more than $1 and less than $1.50 per pair, are raised by 
this Payne~Aldrich bill over the present Dingley law from 60 
cents to 80 cents per dozen pairs. And, again, all stockings 
that cost more than $1.50 and not more than $2 are raised by 
the Payne-Aldrich bill from 70 cents to 90 cents per dozen pairs. 
These constitute three different classes of stockings that quite 
85 per cent of the people of this country use. And yet this bill 
increases largely over the Dingley bill the duties on each one of 
these classes on what the peol)le are absolutely compelled to 
have. 

All the different class of stockings valued at •more than 
$2 per dozen pairs, and not more than $3 per dozen pairs, were 
not raised in duty at all and were left at the same rate now 
fixed in the Dingley bill at $1.20 per dozen pairs. All stock­
ings valued at more than $3 per dozen pairs and not more than 
$5 per dozen pairs, $2 per dozen pairs. All valued at more 
than $5 per dozen pairs, 55 per cent ad valorem. It will be 
seen that the last three different classes of stockings are used 
by the rich people of this country, and yet the duty upon the 
three different classes used by the poor people are largely 
raised and increased, while the latter three classes bought 
by the rich people are left on the same conditions and terms· 
in the Dingley bill that have existed for the last thfrteen 
years. Can anybody give any reason or any excuse why the 
increased duties should have applied alone to the stockings 
of the common people of the country and not at all to the 
articles worn by the wealthy? Some kind of a lame excuse 
might have been given if a gradual increase had been made 
. from top to bottom. But worse than all of it there is added 
"an additional duty on all the foregoing grades of stockings, 
cheap or high, 15 per cent ad valorem." I could go on and 
review many just such items in this tariff bill, applicable to 
men's and boys' cotton gloves, women's gloves, and other ar­
ticles used by the masses of the people in their everyday lives. 

The fact stands out in " bold relief" that the Republican 
party in its platform, by its President and its public speakers, 
solemnly promised to reduce the da,ties under the Dingley law. 
It is perfectly clear that, without including the 25 per cent 
maximum rate left to the judgment of the President, the 
Payne-Aldrich bill increases the tariff burdens of the people 
over the present Dingley law about 1.74. per cent. Not only 
that, but they admit that they intend to make the tax on 
net incomes of corporations a. part of the financial system of 
this counti-y-a law as unjust, inequitable, and unfair and 
discriminating among the people-more so than any law ever 
resorted to in this country before-to get revenue to pay the 
expenses of the Gove1nment. This is the first time in the his­
tory of our Republic that a corporation tax of this kind has 
ever been imposed. It is true that a great deal of passion 
and pi.·ejudice in the hands of a demagogue can, for the purposes 

of appeal to the the passions and prejudiees of some people, be 
successfully used, but if it is unjust and unfair such a law will 
have a short life.. In addition to this, thls Payne tariff bill 
authorizes the issuance of $200,569,000 to be issued for the com­
pletion of the· Panama Canal, to bear interest at a rate not ex­
ceeding 3 per cent per annum, making an increase· of 1 per 
cent in interest over the former issue of $84,631,900 Panama 
bonds issued'. on 2 per cent inter-est. The people have· a right 
to know why this increase in the interest of Panama bonds. 
Why should this immense amount of money in Panama bonds 
be issued so long· in advance of the completion of the canal? 
The Republican party will be called upon by the country for 
an answer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentle.man hn.s 
expired. • 

Mrr KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker; I am ve.i-y 
grateful to my colleague,. !.11·- HAruusoN, from New York, for his 
courtesy in yielding his time to me· this evening. 

I like the way, the warlike· way, that my insurgent friend the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MmmocK] addressed himself to 
the gentleman fi"om Ohio [Mr. LoNGWOBTHJ in. the early part of 
his inte.i·esting address, but. like many of the insmgent branch 
of the opposition, the gentleman from Kansas did not go far 
enough. The gentleman from Ohio called the present bill a 
personal victory for Mr. PAYNE R.Ild President Taft. and said the 
victory was over the forces of free trade on the one hand and 
high protection on the other. There was a little girl up in my 
town last week, and one of her elder friends came in and said : 
"Look here, Mary, I understand that you have got a sweet­
heart," and she blushingly refused to reply. "Why/' he said, 
••now listen, little girl; I will give you a quarter if you will tell 
me what his name is," and she said,. in a whisper, "Why, it is 
Tommy Jones; " arid about two minutes afterwards she said: 
"Now·, if you will give me another quarter, I will tell you who 
my other sweetheart is.''" [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Now, without any big bribe, I am going to tell the Members here 
to-night whom the other victory and the real victory in this 
fight is over. Your biggest victory is over the great consuming 
masses of this Nation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
And your biggest victory was gained fo1· the dishonest manu­
facturers of this Nation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Now, the gentleman from Ohio [l\I~·. LoNGWORTH] told of the 
situation as it looks to a man on the inside looking out-looking 
out for what a great party wanted instead of what the great 
people of this Nation desired. Now, here is how it looks to a 
man on the outside looking in, h·ying, somewhat vainly, I must 
admit, to find something that the gentlemen on this side may 
commend. It wns not a personal victory for either l\Ir. PAYNE 
or President Taft. It was a ~rsonal victory, though somewhat 
unsatisfactory, for the senior Senator from Rhode Island and 
the dishonest manufacturers. that he and his kind have always 
represented in that body over there. [Applause on th~ Demo­
cratic side.] 

Regarding the victory that you have won over the forces of 
free trade, l\Ir. LONGWORTH, where do you find that element 
existing in this House? Not on this side. Here we have got a 
solid Democratic phalanx standing for an honest tariff on a. 
revenue basis. [Applause on the Democratic side.] A tariff 
that would satisfy alike the honest manufacturer and the honest 
American workman; a tariff founded on the principle that 
American goods not controlled by a trust should be protected by 
a duty equal to the difference on the cost of production here and 
abroad, supplemented for revenue purposes by a fair corpora­
tion tax to continue in force until we are able to· give this 
Nation a fair income tax. 

Instead, however, the Republicans have given this Nation a 
miserable makeshift-a purchased compromise--unsatisfactory 
alike to many of the brightest minds in the Republican party 
and unsatisfactory in the extreme to every Democrat in both 
branches of Congress. I realize that my position with regard to 
the tariff has been criticised by some so·called "Democratic" 
Members and by the New York Sun. Believe me, Mr. Speaker, 
I do not draw my Democracy from the sands of Florida nor 
the bayous of .Louisiana; I have not always regarded the New 
York Sun as the source of Jeffersonian truth, even if I do 
occasionally read its editorial and well-edited sporting pages. 

If I ever have a greater love for a manufacturer in my dis­
trict than I have for my party's principles, which God forbid, 
and he desired a Republican protective tariff, I will advise him 
to start a factory forthwith in Rhode Island, and then, to make 
assurance dcmbly sure, maintain branches in Connecticut and­
Massachusetts. He will be protected; well protected; maybe 
not to the extent that the woolen m:mufactm·ers are protected, 
but enough, for the Senator from Rhode Island has never been 
scant in his protection. 
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" Little Rhody " has dominated in this tariff :fight, let her be 
gi"rnn the credit on your side and incidentally the blame of 
70,000,000 of Americans. I can hear now the cheers which will 
greet on your side the passage of the Payne bill. Cheer on and 
on and cheer again, for, my Republican brethren, I know, and so 
doe your Chief Executive know, that this will be the last 
chance that you will have to pass amid cheers any important 
legi. lation. I believe the prophetic words of .Mr. Taft will ring 
out from the votes of the American Nation in November, 1910, 
and they will return a bigger Democratic majority to the House 
than it has ever seen since the days of the civil war. 

The honest manufacturers of my district-almost every man· 
of them Republican-asked only for a tariff equal to the differ­
ence in the cost of production here and abroad, and the manu­
facturer who asks for more is dishonest and the party that gives 
more is dishonest. New Jer ey asks nothing that she would not 
concede to eyery one of her 45 sisters, and being one of the 
greatest manufacturing States of the Union, is intensely inter­
e ted in the outcome here to-night. But ever honest and loyal 
to the group of States forming this Union, her voice will ring 
out strong and clear against the well-planned robbery of the 
teeming millions of this Nation for the further enrichment of 
the favored few. 

This is not the best bill which even a partially honest Re­
·publican majority might pass. I agree with the lovable and ever 
efficient minority leader [Mr. CLARK], and so well said by my 
friend from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], the best parliament.'l­
rian this side has ever produced, that we can not expect too 
mucll from that side; but I ask you now, in view of the fact 
that the beef trust is known as the meanest and most cowardly 
of all the many combinations fostered by Republican rule-I ask 
you compromising 1\Iembers of this once great party why did 
not you go the entire distance in curbing this most contemptible 
combination and place all Mexican and Canadian beef, mutton, 
pork and so forth, on the free list with hides? I realize that 
hide~ would have never been admitted free if you could have 
passed your bill without so doing; I realize that the Cudahys, 

·tlle Armours, the Swifts, and the .Morrises have been good con-
tributors to your campaign funds, but for once play fair -with 
the people-you have given the beef trust millions of their 
hard-earned dollars. Now by placing Canadian and .Mexican 
beef on the free list, give the honest American workman a 
chance to buy meat for himself and his family at honest prices. 
The beef trust has received .already at your hands its pound 
of flesh-now, I ask you in the name of American manhood to 
stand by th.e voters who made it possible for you to control this 
House; stand by the American workman whose interests you 

·look after so well in your party platforms; stand by 20,000,000 
American homes whether peopled by Democrats or Republicans; 
forget for once,' if you can, the dish_onest do~lar and legislate 
for tlle ·men and women of this American Nation. 

:Mr. CLARK of Missouri. l\Ir. Speaker, I yield one minute 
to the. gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. O'CONNELL]. 

:Mr. O'CON1'.TELL. .Mr. Speaker, I have received a letter 
from the Hon. Charles S. Hamlin, Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury under President Cleveland, which I send to the 
Clerk's desk to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
CHARLES S. HAMLIN, 

ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LA. W, 
Boston, Mass., Jttly 13, 1909. 

Hon. JOSEPH F. O'CONNELL, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: Permit me to express the hope that when the tariff bill 
is laid before the House on tpe report of the conferen.ce committee, 
you, and the other Democyats m the H~mse •. will .do all m YO!Jr power 
to make an effective public protest agamst its bemg enacted mto law, 
unle s-a rather unlikely eve~t-the bill ma:y be chang~d br the c!ln­
ference committee so as to brmg about a decided reduct10n m exis.tmg 
tariff taxes. . . 

. 1 fully appreciate that any bill which can pass both Houses must 
be a protective measure as the Republican party has complete con-

. trol of both Houses of 'Congress. The contest, however, which has 
been waged in Congress may be said scarcely to touch the question of 
protection as that term bas in the past been understood. The con­
test, in fa'ct, seems to be between c~rtain Rep~blicans who J.?elieve that 
the Republican party enacted a tariff plauk m the proceedings of the 
national convention which was meant to convey to the voters, and 
V:as so understood, a promise to reduce thoroughly and effe~tive~y 
existing customs taxes, and on the other hand a powerful faction m 
the party which seems intent upon deliberately disregarding th.Js under­
standing, and of enacting the most outrageous system of !ncreased 
taxation this countl'y has ever seen. Th~ former. class belleve that 
the measure of protection should be the difference m the cost of pro­
duction plus a reasonable profit. They maintain, and have success­
fully demonstrated, that a large number of duties in the bill as it 
left both the House and the Senate, contain a measure of protection 
far higher · than any such difference. . . 

On the other hand, the other fact10n c~ntemptuously d1sr~gard na­
tional pledges and ins! t that the vei:y highest measur.e . . of mcreased 
protection shall be meted out to J?rlVate interests, givmg to these 
interests the right to lay heavy additional burdens of taxation upon the 
con~umers of the country. · 

Jn this crisis it would seem the duty of every Democrat to have the 
facts clearly understood. The consumers of the country are not myths, 
as some would have us understand; on the contrary, they are citizens 
of the United States struggling to support themselves and their families 
on limited wages, salaries, and incomes, which have been materially re-

. duced by the increased cost of living. They understood the Republican 
platform to promise decided reduction of customs taxes. They now 
stand aghast at the evident purpose of the leaders, and perhaps of the 
majority of the Republicans in Congress in defiance of party pledges, to 
greatly increase the existing burdensome taxation, thus raising the 
prices of necessaries of life to all consumers in the United States, and 
this wholly for the special profit of certain favored protected interests. 
The only hope for the consumer of the country now lies with the con­
ference committee and the President. Little can be hoped from the 
conference committee, but if the Democrats of the House and Senate 
make clear what the disgusting scramble for increased taxes really 
means, there is ground for hope that the President of the United States 
will take upon himself the responsibility of vetoing this bill. To this 
end the effort of every Democrat in the House and Senate should be 
steadily directed until the bill either becomes law or is vetoed. If the 
bill in anything like its present form is enacted into law, the people 
of the United States will then take up the matter, and the verdict will 
be speedy and decisive. 

Very truly, yours, CHARLES s. HAMLIN. 
:Mr. CLARK of Mi souri. l\Ir. Speaker, I yield four minutes 

to the gentleman from Oklahoma [l\fr. CARTER]. 
Mr. CARTER Mr. Speaker, for more than twelve months a 

dozen or more of the mo t gigantic and best-trained minds in 
this body haye been concentrated in the formulation of this bill, 
and now the remainder of the :Members, consisting of about 380 
RepresentaUrns of the people, are called upon and required to 
pass upon the final draft, as reported by the conference com­
mittee, with less than seYen hours' debate, le s than seven 
hours to be .divided among 391 l\lembers, and yet there are those 
who insist that this House is a deliberatiYe body. I do not wish 
to be understood, howeYer, as complaining of the short time 
allotted to me. FiYe minutes, perhaps, is really more than an 
humble l\lember in the rear ranks of the minority should con­
sume in the discussion of the perplexing and many-sided Payne 
tariff bill. For let it be understood, once and for all, that this 
side of the House is in no wise responsible for the many pre­
texts and evasions that lurk beneath its misguiding folds. It is 
not our party. It is not our funeral. It will doubtless prove a 
·doleful, deathlike procession to many of the liberal Republican 
l\Iernbers from west of the Allegheny :Mountain , who haye 
promised their reYisionist constituents an .actual downward revi­
sion of the tariff; and it may consign some of the best of them 
to a prolonged political oblivion perhaps to an eternal political 
grave; but, I insist, it is none of our funeral. Tlle b\uden of 
explanation is on you, my friends of the majority, and not upon 
us, for we of the Middle West on this side of the Chamber haYe 
zealously li:ept the faith by voting for every reduction which 
your special cloture rules would permit. 
. What are you going to do about the promises you made during 
the last campaign? What are you going to do when you return 
to the folks at home fresh from the fruition of this, the latest 
outrage upon the sacred rights of the people? Your failure in 
other regards you will doubtless attribute to the omnipotent 
power of the Speaker of the House; but what are you going 
to do about your promises to revise the tariff downward? You 
can not charge that to your House machine. The Speaker can 
not do the vicarious atonement for you upon that score. You 
sinn~d away one day of grace when you voted to refer this bill 
to the conference committee without instructions, and the vote 
on this conference report now is the final crucial test. You 
have your golden opportunity, for it has been announced pub­
licly and openly, and has not been contradicted, that if a satis­
factory tariff bill is not enacted by this special session of Con­
gress, Congress will be reconvened at an early date, and an­
other opportunity given for tariff legislation. Under these con­
ditions, if you yote for this bill, you thereby indorse every 
provision in· it, every maximum, every minimum, evei.'Y draw­
back eYery countervailing duty, every joker; in fact, every 
subt~rfuge concealed beneath its ambiguous phraseology. When 
you cast your yote for this bill you brush aside your last chance 
and can not truthfully lay your failure to keep the faith at the 
door of the Speaker of the House or the House machine. 

The :Members from the States carved out of the great western 
plains who support this bill, carrying, as has been shown by the 
gentleman from Illinois, a duty of from $2.50 to $3.75 on lumber, 
call to my mind a joint political discussion between a Repub­
lican and a Populist during the early political days of Okla­
homa. The Republican on this occasion was named Hudson, 
and had formerly been a greenbacker. The Populist had al o 
been playing checkers with his past political record. Ilis name · 
was Scott, and he had been elevated from the Republican ranks. 
Hudson, the Republican, opened the discussion, and exalted the 
great principles and achievements .of the G. O ... P. to the blue 
canopy of heaven, and eternally lambasted the Yagaries of Pop­
ulism to the eternal lower regions. When Scott, the Pop, 
made his reply, he drew forth from his old satchel a copy of a 
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tom -an.a. ~tatter-ea :greenback ·speech aae 'YettrS 'before by Bud- . his ' opinion .assessors fill tone place .tax 'him too heavily it .is easy 
son. rHe :read and exhibiteO. this ::speech .as a complete .re'futa- ::tor '.him to offer ""to ·the assessors ·of another place to take up 
ti on to "the argument then ·being .made.by '.Hudson. The e-vidance .his 'l'esidence there Jf ·they 'Will :be lenient, ancl inasmuch as the 
was conclusive and the case looked bad 'for ·the Republican ora- :'.increase derived .from .his ·estate is clear ,gah1 to ·them such an 
tor, but Hudson ·knew of "Scott'-s f.ormer;political dtliliations ;and ·arrangement-:will .not be -difficult to make. .I remember hearing 
.in lhis Tejoinder Jn a dramatic and 'fr.antic manner '11.slrnd :s~ott ! .Uf ll rich ·nian ·in :Boston, ho thought too .much was exacted 
!this question: "Mr. "Scott, ..clid ;y_ou.:nevei· ·make a politicril 'Utter- · from him ·there in 1persona1 taxes, .going to the assessors of 
:mce for which you ·were ashamed, and 'for -which ·you --would a "Small town wlfere -he had a country -'home and asking 1low 
apologize?" "'Yes," said -Scott, ·tersely and frankly. "Will much -ttmy would doam Jliin Jf he took up his legal residence 
you kindly .explain to this audience," said l\Ir. :HudS'on, "when, there. As 'they '.hesitated, .he remarked, "'If ·r will pay the 
·where, .and .what _it was..'? " "'Yes," said rScott, "-it .w..as 'When -1 :whole amount you now raise by rta.:x:n.tion, you will be -satis­
was living in a dugout in southwest Kansas, dirt 'fol· the 'top, fied," ·as, of ::comse, they -we--re-llnd even then he paid much 
-dirt .;for .the sides, •and "dirt.rfor the bottom, With ,nothing ;but a less :than ·his ·estate was ·charged 'Wlth ill the city. That may 
•flimsy ·worn-out quilt hung dn the doorway :to ~keep the ·chilling be ,'811 -rexaggern'ted incident, 1mt .it 1s noto1·ious that men •IDOYe 
blasts of winter .from freezing :my shaking ra:me. r ·stood -:from lplaee 'to place to get less taxation, and 'tmtil human 

·shaking, :Shivering, and howling for a ·high tariff on .lumber." • natnr.e changes or fixed ·1•esidence is made compulsory ·th·at 
Authority and instructions have :.b.een given .by !the rpeople 'for p1·oeess "Will --c\intinue, and -we :must count upon it. Quite re­

a downward :revision o""f -:the tariff, ::far an -eqUitalJle ·-adjustment c.""ently a -wen.lthy man has movea. from Massachusetts to an· 
of ·the ·tariff' la-ws, a:nd it would .:seem the height M in.consist- ~ Uther ~State in .order, as everyone ibehe'1es, to get 1ighter ta:xa­
ency :has .ooen reached, that the -very ·climax Of ·the .irony of rfate 1tion. Now, eA"Rc.tly the same motives -and actions ·wm follow 
·has ·been ·1tttsined, when such~ c.ommission has been !placed an 1if the State's attempt on any serious ·sc:ile ll.Il •income -tux . 
. the 'hands ·_of ·the ·Republican :'Party, .a tpolltieal -orgttn.tzation ihe ome ·sta:te 01· ·stntes, .in order to :tempt mtbin their limits ilie 
ftmdamental principle of whose ;-politiaa.l faith 'is 'the -protectitm lnen •of large incomes, .will impose •on them a V'ery low tax, and 
of certain ··special interests ::and whoSe :poliUcal success depends will gradually have centralized there the large fortunes of the 

•largely on •.nmnpaign i'unds 'con.tributed .by the tariff .barons. country, ·much ·to tthe ·advan.ta.ge <if :themselves and their ' Citi-
-Some 'day ·we-iwm have "an ~equ1table : adjustment 1of the fariff, · 7Zens, btit ther~by wholly annulling and prey-enting the ;'fair 

fair ·to all -parties concerned, Jincluding the ·consum-e1 .. ; ·but it .npplication •of the tax in .the •country at large. w ·e have illnd 
will ·not ·be·b-y·the 'Republican pa1·ty. It clln ·not ·be llone by that •this .experience with the ·personalty taxes, ®d ·the same mo­
party, :for .it ris -a. pal'tisan -tribunal ·with .Pr.edilectton :.for the :tives and 0.ppoltunities must ·produce ·the same r-estilt ·with ;the 
·special interests. ome rday the :great mass of i:he peoI>le, not :ill.come tax. 'If tt -is ·to be levied :at .an -With fairness and effi-
on).y fr·om -the grIDld old South :and th·e 'bouna.less West, ·bnt ciency, J.t must be --ua.tmnal, so thn.t -simple change of residence 
from -:the 'thickly -populated East, and the ~people -all over 'this can ·110t a:void .it . 
..great country 'will awake to ·the -fact that -they ru·e 'being ·ex- ~he same ·.objec.tion does dt hold -:rgail:ist the .in'herita.nce tux, 
ploited and 1Jltlndereil toi.· ·the benefit 1of the few ·tariff ba'l'ons. · ,fo'r men as a rule -are ·ndt rso anxious about their ·p1·operty when 
'.rhen ~hei'e ·Will 'he a ';Jtlighty !Upheaval. ' 'l,he ·money :·changers their own use of it is over. U:hey ·seldom .recognize that .death is 
\'1ill ·lJe dl~iven 1rom ' the itemple. ·r:rhe -tariff will :be ~re-'Vised. · imminent and will :not ibe 'apt to change "their legal residence in 
zye will 'have an =nGtual, equit.a.ble, .anfl fair adjustment -.of the order that :their hetrs:ruarat '·some unce11tain I.future date eBcape 
;ta_riff ilegtslation, o.t .in .favor ·of the special'interest:B, but'in ·the · .n ta:x. -.consequently ·an .inheritnnc-e mx: can 'be fear1essly •en­
-iriterest of -all ·th:e ·people. Not, ll repeat, 1by a :·subsidized uuxil- .forced IJ.y 'the '.States. 
·iary of predatory ~wealth, ;but iby a .just, ·sensllHe, anu united .I am :glad to -see the .income tax 'in the form of a constitu .. 
'Democracy, ;backed and -fortified :by rpublic opinion at 1ast ·uonal .amendment instead of part ,of this bill. 1I should 1be 
-aroused to :the.abuses committed 'in -the ··name of Reputilicanism. -ery sorry ct:o see thn:t issue come -'again before the Supreme 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, there was inserted m :this 'bill'in ·Court, :howev-Er :they :.might decide it. That court ··bas the 
the Senntera corporatiOn tn:x: •for th-e e:x:press ,pm:pose,::.as a..v.owed ::respect anu .confidence :of 'the American people. 'We fill ·wish 
by its sponsor, of defea.ting 1the income tax desired by the 'Semrte ..it to ·be looked Up ·to wtth inci-<easing reliance as a last Tesort, 
and the inheritance taoc desired -b.y :the ::House. 1lt .seems :to be ·whe:re·tnttroublous :times·wn.ves of popular:passion -will be ·unfelt 

_: a provision which ·nobotly really "Wa'llts, to take the ;place .of ·two and ..a :-calm ~and sate .refuge :found 1from partisan .strife. -Some 
:provisions ·which a:re very ·earnesUy wanted, anc1 ·so .:1 ·wish -:to :thtn:gs ;have ·happmied of late ·years ''to ·sug:gest ·•doubt ~whether it 
·discuss '.the · comparatiYe merits ·of 'the ·three rprovisions~the ·iB .really :so - loof)as we ~love ·to ;think ·from the rordinary momes 
'inheritance tax'Which :the House a:dopted,.the -ineome ·tarwhi.Ch which govern human conduct, and whether .. the austere 'SUJ'le­
·apparently tthe ·senate ·was eager to adopt, and ·fue corporation riority to •m:ortal frailties which we ·wish to -.ascribe to it ·still 
tax ..agreed .upon as a comp1·omi~. ; exists. None of us wisb ·to -see :a ;shifting nnd dissenting court, 

I opposed th€ :inheritanee tax .in ·the :House, but ·1 ·nm aware :but ..all wi-Sh that there hall be one '.branch of '.the Oovel'nment 
tlmt it is in many ways an ' fdeal ·tax, •easily and equably col- »where ··at 1easLiull>ru.+:tiaJit;y, uniformity, ra"Ild consistency :mh.y ·.be 
:Jectible, without 'inquisition or 1temptation ·to fraud, taken ..at :assured. .And -so I :am glad that this vexed :question of lthe 

. ·the very :moment ·when .the .victim ,can best a.ftord it, bearing ·constitutionality •of ·the in~ome tax :was ·.n.o.t again ·sent ·to the 
·only upon ·those -who ·have rai ed themsel\res above"!the -serious court by .this bill to create the in.evitabte conflict and ·dissent 
-struggle ·for existence, .not readily ·or often ·a oided, •and 1very , ·the1·e, and although :it has always -seemed to me that the .weight 
1romunerative. I ·was one of its .. earn.est ·advecates when .it was · of argument ·was ·with Justic'e 'White in his ·: dissenting .opinion, 
1.first adopted by the Massachusetts legislatm•e, and 1my -0I1ly ;~et •I think 1it ·ruuch ·better thut the ·judgment nf ·the court -be 
·objection ·to it-here is that ! ·think .it should be ·left ·to ·the-states • · acguieseed .in as ·conclusive, and that the will ..of the .people be 
as one ,of «their -:e-xclusive sources of revenue. A large ·number · •expressed by an amendment ·to .:the Constitution,. rather han .by 
of the ~States :have already -resorted to it, •the tendency ·there is a reversal of the court. I should dislike to see any .corrob<Jl'a­
to depend upon it .more and .more, and :I think it but :fah· :we tion 1 of l\f:r. Dooley'-s gibe that the :Supreme Court ·follows the 
'Should_gi re Lthem an open field :in this line o"f ·taxation n.nd .not -election •.returns. 
·embar'J:'ass·or:cripple them=by laying-our heavy hand on the·same I think the ·right -to lezy an income tax ought to be -vested"in 

, ·fruitful subject. We may iforget ·here, as we consider :how '.the the ·Nation. J:t is a resource ·which ·it may need and ·o.ugbt :to 
·objects ·of ·federal ·expenditurn have :.broadened ·in recent yea.rs, , :,Possess, and tit 'is no · answer •fo say that we already :have -the 
requiring constantly increasing revenues, that a similar _growth ' power with :the limitation that it must be appor.tioned among 
:has .been expanding in our "States and municipalities, ·:that the <the States -aec.oi·din_g to ,population, :because an •income 'tax :so 
public is ' const:tntly assuming :b.urden·s <and ~ duties townrd ·1ts1 apportioned w.ould ibear--so ·unfairly .and.ludicrously .that it could 
constituents ·which -were not formerly ·dreamed -of, that th.e r :·never lbe enacted. 

;tendency ·is ·progressive, and =±hat with the ·growth uf -expendi- ' !l'here are, .of course, serious, :inevitable, and unanswerable 
tures 'there •must ·.be a ·di eovery.Of 1new :sources of revenue,:and ·· objec.tions :to any :ineome tax. It is always a choice of ev.ils, 
·that ·the inheritance ·tax ·offers ;an admirable resource which a weighing of counterbalancing argum~nts and difficulties. 
;will ·be needed mol"e and ·- doubtless made .much.:more ·s:evere .ana Throwing ..open to everyb'ody -one's private affairs and business 

· Temm.1erative with coming ·years. profits !is ·unpleasant and ·undesirable, :and the opportunity .for 
' On ~the ·other ~hand, an income ta:x must 1necessarily be a ~fraud -and the ·premium ·on perjUTy is ·.great; but aside :from 

national ta:x if it is to 'bring in much return. 'In ·some o'f thee · :.these •obvious ·nnd ·much di cuBsed ·obje tions •thei-e are others 
·speee.hes ·in ·the ='.Senate much ridicule and criticism is ·:v~nted which to me have much weight. 11.ihe menace to ·the :protective 
on the · asses meiit o'f ;:the pers.onalty of 1rich men, 'but n. little -system .r_can ~not be iguoted. In tha.t · y tem the country seems 
:reflection ·would <show it is ·inevitable and no .rep1·oach .to •.th:e · ~.geueral1y ·.to .hav-e acqtiie eed,nnthi:t: see.ms~owto be rm01·e·firmly 
assessors. ~ man •of ·:wea1th ·'is npt ito have several h.ouses, :a:na : established . .as our ·nuticmrrl .1>olicy '"iliu.n eyer before. 'The ae­
lhe can claim clomi ile .nnrt. :lnlTe his .personalty taxed ·.in what- . rbates·an.d ;:votes on the l}1Clll1ing tariff :bill huveindicated ·a more 
"'eVl'1'::- iIJlace ·he .sel ets an.a ·claims as ~his rreal residence. ~If ' in .wldesp:reatl. cTeeognllion •J)'f. it"S -uU-nrntuges by 1\iembe.rs ' 0-f •both 
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br::mcl1es of Congress than on any previous occasion. But it 
still has its inveterate foes. And an income tax, levied on the 
rich, will give the demagogue great opportunity to appeal to 
class feeling and the envy of wealth and to increase its yield 
and make customs duties unnecessary and a high tariff super­
fluous. And there is also great inh·insic danger of an unjust 
lefy, for the larger the field the greater is the danger of injus­
tice. In small communities, where the rich and poor know each 
other, though there may not be kindly feeling, the sense of jus­
tice and fair play is strong. Before the day of great corpora­
tions, when the head of each business knew his subordinates, 
though there may have been personal ill will, it was tempered by 
acquaintance. A mob is always more unfair and cruel than its 
individuals. And so I think when a tax levy extends over a 
vast country like ours and strikes a class against whom much 
can fairly he said and whom it is popular to attack, when the 
different sections are unacquainted and sometimes antagonistic, 
when selfish advantages will accrue to some, there is great 
danger that an income tax will often be levied not from fairness 
and justice, but from envj and hatred and selfishness. Still 
all taxes are disagreeable and have their defects, and .r .think 
the Nation should have this power over incomes, though I fear 
it will be used much more freely than my judgment will 
commend. . . 

I think · it is fairer than the- corporation tax. I can see no 
justice in treating these artificial creatures of the States more 
harshly than their individual competitors in business. While 
the vast .aggregations of capital which have excited the fears 
and legislation of the past few years gain perhaps enough ad­
vantage from their franchise to properly pay a special tax, we 
must I!Ot _fQrget that it h~s become habitual, from motives of 
convenience, to incorporate very modest and small business con­
cerns, ... q.nd that there are · thousands of them which will feel 
themselves discriminated a.gainst and roDbed in favor of their 
equally large iridividual competitors. 

Of course I appreciate that it is intended not to tax the 
franchise; that inasmuch as a State can not tax the franchise 
of a federal corporation, it would seem inconsistent to hold that 
the· Nation can tax the franchise of a state corporation; and 
theref or.e the law has been carefully and ingeniously drafted to 
avoid the difPculty, and by using the very language of the Su­
preme Court to appear as already having its approval and in­
dorsement. But I do not think cunning language will divert 
the court from the substance; and while this whole subject of 
the constitutionality of taxation has become wrapped in a cloud 
of doubt and refined into .most intricate and involved and ques­
tionable distinctions, yet it seems to me it is quite uncertain 
what the decision of the cQurt on . this law will be, and that in 
endeavoring to evade one constitutional difficulty we have 
rushed into another. 

Of course the tax will not be generally unpopular. Polit­
ically it may not be a mistake, for the great majority of the 
people are not stockholders in any corporation, and may not 
only look with indifference on taxing them, but yery likely will 
take pleasure in that fact, regardless of the revenues brought in. 
A corporation has no friends; and just as in a for.mer age it 
was only necessary to charge one with being a heretic or a witch 
to excite univers~l detestation, so to-day the word " trust." has 
a similar opprobrium. But such waves of popular feeling are 
extreme and often unreasonable, and it is dangerous to take 
adyuntage of them to accomplish any end not strictly just, for 
it may rouse an appetite and tendency which is ruinous and 
uncontrollable; 

The great menace of the income tax, to my mind, is that it 
will not be resened for emergencies, but will be used as an 
outlet for envy and hatred; but that tax is intrinsically fair 
and equable. The corporation tax is ·subject to the same dan­
ger, intensified by the fact that it is not originally fair. It 
has one excellent result much relied on by its authors which I 
heartily appron~-it opens the way to a publicity which many 
agre-e is alone a sufficient cure for our trust evils and which 
everyone will be glad to see tested and will hope may prove 
effective, for it is the simplest and fairest and easiest of all 
remedies offered. I admit if this shall proYe the result, the law 
will have vindicated itself and been W"orth . the experiment. 

But I .do not think for revenue purposes any of these leaps 
in the dark are necessary. The new tariff may exceed expecta­
tion . Certainly there is every reason to expect a speedy ex- · 
pan ion of business, and such temporary expedients as we have 
te ted before can easily fill the temporary gap. 

Moreover, there is the other possibility which is seldom 
alluded to, but which is ever with us-a reduction of expenses. 
To my mind the indifference of the people to our increasing 
outlay is one ·of the most disheartening signs of the time. The-

. country has apparently· become so vast that each district loses 

all sense of responsibility, considers only what it can extract 
for itself from the Treasury, and if it fares well is willing that 
others should do the like, and gives no heed to economy or 
reason. The Treasury is one huge reservoir from which each 
wishes to draw for his favorite project and which must be kept 
full enough to supply his needs. Of course Representatives must 
reflect the views of their constituents, and hence with the vast 
projects now in the air it is difficult to see any limit to the 
money .demanded unless there is some change of sentiment. And 
if when such a state of mind prevails a corporation tax or an 
income tax is initiated, the extent to which it may be pushed 
is frightful. 

To have some check on an income tax, some assurance that 
it will not be unjustly levied, I think the English practice should 
be followed, and the exemption should be .small. I think in 
England it is $800. Then our ordinary current expenses should 
be paid from customs and internal revenue, and only when they 
prove insufficient should other taxes be resorted to. If with 
the income tax which would bear upon the rich and well to do 
should be coupled a small tax on some article which the whole 
people use, such as tea and coffee, large enough so that they 
would feel the sting, though not burdensome, then the whole 
people, the rich and poor alike, would inevitably take an inter­
est in national expenditures, would approve the party which 
was economical and punish the . extravagant. Such is now the 
case in our States and municipalities. An expensive adminis­
tration is followed by high taxes and judged accordingly, but 
there. is no motive for eco:nomy on the part of the .Nation, and 
unless some is supplied there must ensue wanton extravagance. 

This administration has made a most commendable effort to 
prune its estimates :,ind reduce expenses, but Congress, refl,ect­
ing the popular will, has always been the final arbiter, and un­
less there is a change of heart there no permaQ.ent improvement 
can be expected, and any new and popular source ot revenue will 
be apt to lead to new and unnecessary outlays. But the corpora­
tion tax is in the bill. There is no way of voting against it 
except by defeating the whole tariff bill and commencing again 
that wearisome series of compromises, which has already occu­
pied five months and whose success, if begun anew, would be 
even more doubtful. So those of us who distrust this new 
departure can only vote for it as we do for many other provi­
sions of this bill, with reluctance and dislike, and state in the 
RECORD our dilemma and our opinion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield the rest of 
my time to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON]. 
' Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, let me thank the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] for the privilege of saying the last 
word for the Democrats in this debate. In closing this debate 
for those on this side of the Chamber my regret is that I am 
limited by the rule adopted to-day confining this discussion to 
so brief a time. I.heartily wish that I had the opportunity to 
show the many injustices and inequalities of this bill. I would, 
if my time permitted, show, I think, the sectionalism of the 
measure. This bill is full of jokers and snakes. It is in no 
wise a redemption of the promise of the Repub).ican party to 
revise the tariff downward. It is a mass of deception and cov­
ert favoritism to the special interests that control the Repub­
lican party. It in no wise reduces the tariff in the interest ·of 
the consumer, the ultimate consumer, if you please, the mau that 
pays the tariff tax. [Applause on the Democratic side.] This 
bill increases the tax on the poor man's tobacco about 35 per 
cent and leaves his blanket taxed 180 per cent. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PAYNE] said that the country would accept 
this bill as a satisfactory piece of legislation. That I deny, for 
the country will know that this is a false answer to the promise 
of a downward revision of the tariff. [Applause.] When the 
consumers who pay the taxes are heard from they will deny 
that assurance so gleefully uttered by the gentleman from New 
York. 

That gentleman said another thing in which time will prove 
him to be a false prophet. He said that the operation of this 
bill when enacted into law would not stop the turning of the 
wheels of a single factory or mill in the United States. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has just given us an in­
stance where, if this bill as reported by the conference ·com­
mittee becomes a law, the paper mills of the United States will 
be soon compelled to stop operations; that is to say, those out­
side of New England. Ur. Speaker, it is well known to us that 
a few New England States have well-nigh controlled the legis­
lation and the fiscal policy of the United States for many years. 
Her Senators and Ilepre entatives have in this bill, as in tariff 
bills heretofore enacted by the Republican party, secured what 
their comparatively small section of the country has desired. 
The interests of the masses of our common country have been 
ignored, and the mighty West and the great South have been . 
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forgotten by the framers of this measure. [Applause on the Then the gentleman demonstrated another fact. Those of us 
Democratic side.] In this bill New England gets everything who have the pleasure of knowing Mrs. Clark know that she is 
she wants. She is given prohibitive protection against pulp a woman of remarkably good sense. The gentleman from Mis­
wood and wood pulp from Canada. She is given prohibitive pro- souri proceeded to prove that fact to the House ..by saying that 
tection against print paper from foreign countries. She is given after she had read Mr. PAYNE'S report she said his tariff bill 
hides free of tariff and has her shoes and leather protected by a would save to the American people $5,000,000,000 every year. 
tariff against foreign competition. . ',l'hat, to my mind, was a highly sensible observation . 

.. And, 1\fr. Speaker, another striking sectional feature of this Now let us look at the striking fact brought out by the statis- ~ 
bill as reported by the conference committee is made manifest tics that were produced by the chairman of the Committee on 
by the fact that the bill as it passed the House taxed jute and Ways and Means. He shows that we have reduced duties 
jute butts and bagging made therefrom, used in wrapping our upon articles which are consumed in the United States to the 
cotton for market. The Senate put these on the free list, but amount of about $5,00Q,000,000 every year. Well, what is the 
the conferel\Ce committee restored the duty on bagging but left Democratic theory? 
jute and jute butts, from which bagging is made, on the free The Democratic theory is that the people are not merely 
list for the additional benefit of the bagging trust. This trust taxed upon goods that are entered at the custom-house, but 
has a factory in Indiana and factories in Massachusetts and there is also an· equivalent tax put on all those commodities pro­
New York. 'The Ilepublican party put binding twine on the free duced in the United States and consumed here. Whether that 
list long ago for the benefit of the grain growers. This was theory is true in its extent or not, there is no doubt that cus­
right. But why should not the cotton grower have his bagging, toms duties upon goods in many cases increase the price to 
in which he wraps his cotton, duty free? Especially ought the consumer of the same kind of goods produ_ced in this 
bagging to be free of duty when we consider that the Govern- country; and when the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
ment has never derived more than about $118,000 of revenue in and :Means shows that this bill decreases the duty upon articles 
any year from the tariff on this commodity used by the cotton consumed by the American people, necessary articles, to the 
producer, and the bagging trust has derived about $1,000,000 per amount of $5,000,000,000 a year, and that it only increases the 
annum from the shelter afforded by the tariff tax. [Applause.] duties upon goods consumed to the amount, excluding luxuries, 

Mr. Speaker, another thing that the discussion of this bill has of $272,000,000 a year, it seems to me he has demonstrated con­
demonstrated, and that is that sooner of later, soon 'I think, elusively the tendency of this bill. 
Congress will pass a graduated or graded income tax. It will It is said that this is not a revision downward. Why, it is 
become, in my judgment, a permanent feature of the fiscal impossible for any fair-minded man to take these schedules and 
policy of the Government. [Applause. 1 to go through them from beginning to end and deny that it is 

The SPEAKER pro ternpore. 'l'he time of the gentleman the most effective revision downward undertaken by any tariff 
bill ever presented to the American Congress. 

from Alabama has expired. You can count on the fingers of one hand in the chemical 
.Mr. CLAYTON. 1\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to schedule the increases, if you leave out luxuries, while there is 

proceed two minutes. a whole page of decreases, and among them the great chem-
1\Ir. PAYNE. I object. icals-sulphate of ammonia., which is put upon the free list, va-
Mr. CLAYTON." Very well; if the truth that I have told and rious forms of lead, various forms of potash-those chemicals 

propose to tell hurts you, then I do not complain at your objec- that enter into manufacture and into the consumption of our 
tion. [Applause on the Democratic side.] people. 

l\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent-- And then take the iron and steel schedule. We begin by 
!lfr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the makiJ;lg a reduction from 40 cents to 15 cents a ton in the 

time can not be extended. duty upon iron ore, which lies at the basis of all mauufac-
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. tures of iron and steel. We reduced the duty upon pig iron, 
l\Ir. PAYNE. I yield the balance of my time to the gentle- which is used by so many industries, from $4 to $2.50 a ton. 

man from Massachusetts. We reduced the duty on scrap .iron from $4 to $1 a ton. ·we 
Mr. CLAYTON. Of course if the gentleman from New York cut in two the duty on steel rails. The steel schedule pre-

does not want to hear any more truth, that is all right. sents a reduction which amounts practically to cutting it in 
1\fr. PAYNE. You can not extend debate. two. Yet we have adjusted these cuts to the conditions of the 
l\fr. 1\fcCALL. l\Ir. Speaker, I always listen to the gentleman industry, and we believe that they will not re"ult in harming 

from Missouri, who is the leader of the minority party, with a any pa.rt of this country. The duty upon coal is cut 33 per 
great deal .of pleasure, although I do not find myself usually in cent. The duty upon petroleum and its products is removed 
agreement with his conclusions; but he demonstrated abso- altogether. 
lutely to-day two propositions. He first stated that he could And so it is throughout the whole bill. Take the duty upon 
take two men, expert in the use of figures, and could prove two hides. They have been upon the free list ever since we have 
antagonistic conc.Iusions with reference to the tariff. The fig- been a nation, with the exception of two or three inten-als, 
ures would not lie, but the experts would. And he then pro- and this bill places them there again. We do not believe that 
ceeded to present-a set of figures to the House which proved that it will in any way affect the cattle-growing industry in this 
he must have employed the services of the most accomplished country; but the removal of the duty is far more than com­
liar in North America. [Laughter.] And I am not questioning pensated for by the radical cuts made in leather,_ in- boots and 
the :figures at all, but the conclusions to which they appear to shoes, in harness and saddlery. In these paragraphs the duties 
lead. His expert had taken up the different schedules of the are practically cut in two. 
pending bill, and attempted to show that it gave no practical re- l\Ir. Speaker, the question before the House is: Shall this 
duction, and he employed figures to reach the conclusion in this report be voted up or shall it be voted down? If it is voted 
way: He took the revenues that are now derived under these down, you bring in chaos; you throw open all these hundreds 
schedules and the revenues that he "figures" will be derived of differences to amendment. You will see nothing but dis­
under the proposed bill, and he calculated up from the difference integration. You will not have tariff revision at this session, 
in the revenues that the reduction was practically nothing. But if, indeed, you have it at the next. The question before the 
what a transparent fallacy was involved! It has been the con- House is: Shall we sustain a Republican President? Shall we 
tention of nobody that the bill before the House was going to re- carry out the pledges of a Republican platform? 
duce the revenues at the custom-houses. On the other hand, we Mr. Taft, when he was a candidate for the Presidency, took 
have had it in view to increase those revenues. If we had made the people into his confidence and frankly announced that if he 
the duties prohibitive, there would be no revenue, and by this were electP.d he would attempt to bring about a revision of the 
method it would be argued that we had revised the tariff down- tariff downward l:lpon the lines of protection. That policy 
ward. • beyond question is reflected in this bill. It is a great govern-

We might have brought in a bill founded on the English sys- ment measure. It is one of the most monumental measures 
tern, where upon five articles alone, counting liquors as one, ever presented to an American Congress. It is a measure the 
they produce a revenue at the custom-house of more than passage of which is desired by a Republican President. It is 
$15 ,000,000. Multiply that by 2, which is about the ratio of the first great policy of his administration. I say to you it 
our population to that of Great Britain, and we should produce would be most damaging to him, it would be most damaging to 
over $317,000,000 upon those five articles. A tariff bill like that the cause of a. revision of the tariff, either up or down, if enough 
would be a free-h·ade tariff; and yet, upon the theory of the Republicans withheld their votes from this measure to defeat 
gentleman's expert, we should have produced no downward re- it. It would, at the threshold of his adminish·ation, subject 
vision of the tariff, because the revenues would not have been him to a damaging repulse, and it would keep alive agitation; 
decreased. it would keep uncertainty hanging over business. 

XLIV--298 
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My friend from Illinois [Mr. MANN] does not want this re­
port to be accepted because he thinks that the cut .on print 
paJ)er· from $6 .and $8 a ton to $3.75 a ton is not sufficiently 
drastic. On tpe other hand, the gentlemen who represent the 
great paper-producing districts of the country believe that a cut 
even to $3.75 will produce disaster. This is only an illustration 
of the difficulties we shall face. We will have many conflicting 

. views of this kind. If this report is thrown open, the gentle­
man from Illinois will probably not see his views prevail, and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. MA.LBY] may not see his 
views preTail. If in a tariff bill applying to some 4,000 .articles 
every duty must :first be adjusted to please eyerybody, or, in-. 
deed, anybody, we should never have legislation. From neces­
sity such a bill involves compromises. Some of the provisions 
of this bill, standing alone, I should T'Ote against. But as a 
whole I belieTe it .a righteous measure, and as such it will have 
my vote. We will haTe a confilct of forces, we will have dis­
integration and chaos, if the report is Toted down; and in the 
intere ts of good legislation, and to put upon the statute books 
What I belieTe is, upon the whole, as good a tariff law as was 
ever passed by the American Co.ngre s, I appeal to the Members 
upon this side of the Chamber to glve their votes in favor Qf 
the report. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Air. PAYNE. l\fr. Speaker, .I move to recommit the bill to the 
conference committee, and on that I demand the previous ques· · 
ti.on. · 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question on the motion to recommit. 

Ur. MAi'TN. And on that I demand the yeas and nays. 
The _yeas and n:rys were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 196, nays 181, 

not Toting 11, as follows : 

.Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 
Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Atl.Stin 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Barmu·d 
Barfholdt 
'Bates 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingllam 
Bouten 
Bradley 
Brnussard 
Brownlow 
Burke, Pa. 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burleigh 
Butler 
Calder 

alder head 
amp bell 

Capron 
·as idy 

Chapman 
Cocks,N. Y. 

ole 
.Cook 

ooper, Pa. 
Cow le 
Creager 

·ow 
CrtrIDPacker 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Daw on 
Denby 
Diekema 
Dodds 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll, M. E. 
Dnre-y 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ky. 

Adail" 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Anderson 
Ans berry 
Ashbrook 
Barnhart 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Boehne 
Boob er 
Borland 
Bowers 
Brantley 
Burgess 
Burleson 
Burnett , 

YEAS-196. 
EHis Johnson, Ohio .Payne 
Elviils Joyce Pearre 
Englebright Kahn Perkins 
Esch K~nnedy, Iowa Plnmley 
~'airchild Kennedy, Ohio Pnindexter 
Fassett Kinkaid, Nebr. Pratt 

~~~1tt g~~~and ~~fJ'ce 
Foeiker K()pp Reeder 
Fo1·dney Kronmiller Reynolds 
Foss Kiistermann Roberts 
Foster, Vt. Lafean Rodenberg 
Fonlkrod Langham Scott 
Fowler Langley Sheffield 
~'tiller Law Simmons 
raines Lawrence Slemp 

Uardner, Mass. Longworth Smith, Ca.I. 
Uardner, Mich. Loud Smith. lowa 
Gardner, N. J. Loudenslager Smith, Mich. 
f~nrner, Pa. Lowden Sna-pp 
Gillert Lundin Stafford 
Goebel · McCall Steenerson 
(jocd McCreary terling ' 
Grn.ff McGuire, Okla. Stevens, Minn. 
(;raham, Pa. McKinlay, Cal. Sturgiss 
<-:rant McKinley, Ill. Sulloway 
f:ireene McKinney Swasey 
<iries:t McLaehlan, Cal. Tawney 
Huernsey McLaughlin, Mich.Taylor, Ohio 
II a mer Mcl.Iorran Tener 
Hamilton Madden Thistlewood 
Hanna Malby Thomas, Ohio 
Hau;?en Martin, S. Dak. Tilson 
llawley Miller, Kans. Tirrell 
Hayes Millington Townsend 
Heald l\Iondell Volstead 
Henry, Conn. l\Ioon, Pa. Vreeland 
Higgins Moore, Pa. Wanger 
Hill Morehead Washburn 
Hinshaw Morgan, Mo. Weeks 
Hollingsworth Morgan, Okla. Wheeler 
Howell, N. J. Morse Wiley 
Howell, Utah. Murphy Wilson, Ill. 
Howland Needham Wood, N. J'. 
Hubbard, Iowa Olcott Woods, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. Olmsted Woodyard 
Hughes, W. Va. Palmer, H. W. Young, Mich. 
Hull, Iowa Parker Young, N. Y. 
Humphrey, Wash. Parsons The Speaker 

Byrd 
Byrns 
Candler 
Can trill 
Carlin 
Carter 
Cary 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Conry 
Cooper, Wis. 
Condrey 
Covington 

. Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Cravens 

NAYS-181. 
Cullop 
Davis 
De Armond 
Dent 
Denver 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 
Dixon, Ind. 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Edwards, Ga. 
Ellerbe 
I¥~~~p8inal 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark . 
Fornes 
Foster, Ill. 

Gallagher 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett 
Gill, Md. 
Gill, Mo. 
Gillespie 
Gilmnre 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graham, lil. 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hammond 

Hardwick Lenrnot Padgett 
Hardy Lever Page 
Harrison L1"ndber·<rh P lm A M 
Hay Lindsay"' P~tte~~son· · 
Heflin Livingston Peters 
Helm Lloyd Pkkett 
Henry, Tex. McDermott Pou 
Houston McHenry Pajo 
Howard :Macon Rainey 
Hughes, Ga. Madison Randell. Tex. 
Hughes, N. J. Maguire, Nebr. Ransdell, La. 
Hull, Tenn. Mann ll4tuch 
Humphreys, Miss. Martin, Colo. Reid 
James Maynard Rhinock 
Jamieson Mays Richardson 
.Tohnson, Ky. Milier, Minn. Riordan 
J()bn on, S. C. Moon, Tenn. Robinson 
Jones Moore, Tex. Rathermel 
Kellher MorTison Rucker, Colo. 
Kendall Moss Rucker, Mo. 
Kinkead, N. J. Mm-dock Sabath 
Kitchin Nel on Saunders 
Korbly Nicholls Shackleford 
Lamb Norris Sharp 
Lassiter Nye Sheppard 
Latta O'Connell Sherley 
Lee Oldfield - Sherwood 

NOT VOTING-11. 
Bartlett, Nev. Hobson Lovering 
Craig Hu tr Mudd 
Hitchcock Keifer Russell 

So the previous question was ordered. · 
The Clerk .announced the following pairs : 
Until further notice~ 
Mr. LOVERING with Mr. RUSSELL. 
Mr. MUDD with Mr. BABTLETT of Nevada. 
Mr. HUFF with l\Ir. HITCHCOCK. 
Mr. SPERRY with Mr. CRAIG. 

Sims 
Sisson 
Sla-yden 
Small 
Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 

parkman 
pight 

'tanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
•raylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thoma, N. C. 
Tou Velle 
Und~rwood 
Wallace 
WatlUns 
Webb 
Wickliffe 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 

Sperry 
Weisse 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 

gentleman from New York, to recommit the bill to the confer­
ence committ~e. 

Mr. CLARK of Mis ouri. In-Order to save time, Mr. Speaker 
I will demand the yeas and nays. ' 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 186, nays 191, 

not -voting 11, as follows : 

Adair 
.A.damson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Anderson 
Ans berry 
Ashbrook 
Barnhart 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Boehne 
Booher 
Borland 
Bowers 
Brantley 
Bm·gess 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrd 
Byrns 
Candler 
Can trill 

I Carlin 
Carter 
Cary 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Conry 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Craven-s 
Cullop 
"Davis 
De Armond 
Dent 
.Denver 
Dich.--son, Miss. 
Dies 
Dbon, Ind. 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Edwards, Ga. 
Ellerbe 

Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 

' Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Barnard 

YEAS-186. 
Esto-pina1 Jones 
Ferris Keliher 
Finley Kendall 
l<'itzgerald Kinkead, N. ;r, 
Flood, Va. · Kitchin 
Kloyd, Ark. Korbly 
Fornes Lamb 
Foster, Ill. Lassiter 
'Gallagher Latta 
.;arner, Tex. Lee 
Garrett Lenroot 
Hill, l\Id. Lever 

ill, Mo. Lindbergh 
Gillespie Lindsay 
Gilmore Livingston 
Glass Lloyd 
Godwin McDermott 
Goldfogle McHenry 
Good Macon 
Gordon Madison 
Goulden Maguire, Nebr. 
Graham, Ill. Mann 
GreO'"' Martin, Colo. 
Griggs Maynard 
Gronna Mays 
Hamill Miller, Minn. 
Hamlin }.!()on, Tenn. 
Hammond Moore, Tex. 
Hardwick Morrison 
Hardy l\Ioss 
Harrison Murdock 
Haugen Nelson 
Hay Nicholls 
Heflin Norris 
Helm Nye 
Henry, Tex.. O'Connell 
Houston Oldfield 
Howard Padgett 
Hubbard, Iowa l'age 
Hughes, Ga-. Palmer, A. M. 
Hughes, N. J. Patterson 
Hull, Tenn. Peters · 
Humphreys, Miss. Pickett 
James · - Poindexter 
Jamieson Pou 
Johnson, Ky. Pujo 
Johnson, S. C. Rainey 

NAYS-191. 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 

~!::i~lF 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Brownlow 

Burke, Pa. 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burleigh 
Butler 
Calder 
Calder bend 
Campbell 
Capron 
Cassidy 

Randell. Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 
Reid 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
IUorda.n 
Robinson 
llotbermel 
Rucker, Colo. 
Rucker, Mo. 

a bath 
Saunders 
Shackl-eford 
Sharp 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
• herwood 
Sims 
Sisson 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stanley 
Stcenersnn 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thoma.s, Ky. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tou Velle 
U nderwood 
Volstead 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Webb 
Wicklifl'e 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
'' oods, Iowa 

~~f:1~~Y. 
Cole · 

ook 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wts. 
Coudrey 
Cowles 
Creager 
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Crow 
Crumpacker 
Currie1· 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Dawson 
DenlJy 
Diekema 
Dodds 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll, M. E. 
Durey 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis 
Elvins 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Fish 
Focht 
Foelker 
Fordney 
Foss 
Fosteir, Vt. 
Foulk rod 
Fowler 
Fuller 
Gaines 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner, Pa. 
Goebel 
Graff 
Graham, Pa. 
Grant 

Greene Loud Reeder 
Griest Loudenslager Reynolds 
Guernsey Lowden Roberts 
Hamer Lundin Rodenberg 
Hamilton McCall Scott 
Hanna McCreary Sheffield 
Ila wley McGuire, Okla. Simmons 
Hayes lUcKinlay, Cal. Slemp 
Heald McKinley, Ill. Smith, Cal. 
Henry, Conn. McKinney Smith, Iowa 
HH11:~1gins McLachlan, Cal. Smith, Mich. 

11 McLaughlin, Mich.Snapp 
Hinshaw McMorran Stafford 
Hollingsworth Madden Sterling 
Howell, N. J . Malby Steve:i?E, Minn. 
Howell, Utah Martin, S. Dak. Sturg1ss 
Howland Miller, Kans. Sulloway 
Hubbard, W. Va. Millington Swasey 
Hughes, W. Va. Mondell ~awney 
Hull, Iowa Moon, Pa. Taylor, Ohio 
Humphrey, Wash. Moore, Pa. Tener 
Johnson, Ohio Morehead Thlstlewood 
Joyce Morgan, Mo. Thomas, Ohio 
Kahn Morgan, Okla. Tilson 
Keifer Morse Tirrell 
Kennedy, Iowa Murphy Townsend 
Kennedy, Ohio Needham Vreeland 
Ktnkaid, Nebr. Olcott Wanger 
Knapp Olmsted Washburn 
Knowland Palmer, II. W. Weeks 
Kopp Parker Wheeler 
Kronmlller Parsons Wiley 
Kfistermann Payne Wilson, Ill. 
Lafean Pearre Wood, N. J. 
Langham Perkins Woodyard 
Langley Plumley Young, Mich. 
Law Pratt Young, N. Y. 
Lawrence Pray The Speaker 
Longworth · Prince 

NOT VOTING-11. 
Bartle tt, Nev. Hitchcock Lovering 
Craig Hobson Mudd 

Speny 
Weisse 

Gillett Huff Russell 
So the motion to recommit was rejected. 
The result of the Yote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the -confer-

ence report. . 
Mr. CLARK of l\Iissouri. Mr. Speaker, the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri demands the 

yeas and nays. . 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 195, nays 183, 

not voting 10, as follows: 

Alexander, N. Y. 
A Hen 
Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Austin 
Barcbfeld 
Barclay 
Barnard 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Bou tell 
Bradley 
Brouss:u·d 
Brownlow 
Burke, Pa. 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Bul'leigh 
Butler 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 
Cas idy 
Chapman 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 
Cook 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper. Wis. 
Condrey 
Cowles 
Creager 
Crow . 
Crumpacker 
Currier· 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Dawson 
Denby 
Diekema 
Dodds 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll, M. Fl 
D~trey 

Adair 
Adamson 
Alken 
Alexander, Mo. 

YEAS-195. 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis 
Elvins 
Englebright 
Esch 
Estopinal 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Fish 
Focht 
Foelker 
Fordney 
Foss 
Fost er, Vt. 
Foulk rod 
Fowler 
Fullei· 
Gaines 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, 1\lich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner, Pa. 
Gillett 
Goebel 
Good 
Graff 
Graham,·ra. 
Grant 
Greene 
Gries t 
Guernsey 
Hamer 
Hamilton 
Hanna 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Heald 
Henry, Conn. 
IThrg ins 
Hill 
Hinshaw 
Hollingsworth 
Howell, N. J. 
IIowell, Utah 
Howland 
llubbard. W. Va. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, Iowa 

Humphrey, Wash. Palmer, H. W. 
Johnson, Ohio Parker 
Joyce Parsons 
Kahn Payne 
Kennedy, Iowa Pearre 
Kennedy, Ohio Perkins 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Pickett 
Knapp Plumley 
Knowland Pratt . 
Kopp Pray 
·Kronmiller Prince 
Kiistermann Reeder 
Lafean Reynolds 
Langham Roberts 
Langley Rodenberg 
Law Scott 
Lawrence Sheffield 
Longworth Simmons 
Loud Slemp 
Loudenslager Smith, Cal. 
Lowden Smith, Iowa-
Lundin Smith, Ulch. 
McCall Snapp 
McCreary. Stafford 
McGuire, Okla. Sterling 
McKinlay, Cal. Sturgiss 
McKinley, Ill. Sulloway 
McKinney Swasey 
l\IcLachlan, Cal. Tawney 
McLaughlin, Mich. Taylor, Ohio 
Mcl\Iorran Tener 
Madden Thistlewood 
Madison Thomas, Ohio 
1\lalby Tilson 
Martin, S. Dak. Tirrell 
Miller, Kans. Townsend 
Millington. Vreeland 
Mondell Wanger 
Moon, Pa. . Washburn 
l\foore, Pa. Weeks 
Morehead Wheeler 
Morgan, Mo. Wiley 
Morgan, Okla. Wilson, Ill. 
Morse Wood, N. J. 
Murphy Woodyard 
Needham Young, Mich. 
Norri Young, N. Y. 
Olcott The Speaker 
Olmsted 

NAYS-183. 
Anderson 
Ans berry 
Ashbrook 
Barnhart 

Bartlett, Ga. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Boehne 

Booher 
Borland 
Bowers 
Brantley 

Burgess 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrd 
Byrns 
Candler 
Can trill 
Carlin 
Carter 
Cary 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Conry 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Cravens 
Cullop 
Davis 
De Armond 
Dent 
Denver 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 
Dixon, Ind. 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Edwards, Ga. 
Ellerbe 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va . 
Floyd, Ark. 
Fornes 
Foster, Ill. 
Gallagher 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett 
Gill, Md. 

Bartlett, Nev. 

fiW~icock 

Gill, Mo. Lassiter 
Gillespie Latta 
Gilmore Lee 
Glass Lenroot 
Godwin Lever 
Goldfogle Lindbergh 
Gordon Lindsay 
Goulden J,ivin:i:ston 
Graham, Ill. Lloyd 
Gregg McDermott 
Griggs McHenry 
Gronna Macon 
Hamill Maguire, Nebr. 
Hamlin Mann 
Hammond 1\fartln, Colo. 
Hard wick Maynard 
Hardy Mays 
Harrison . Miller, l\Iinn. 
Haugen Moon, Tenn. 
Hay Moore, Tex. 
Heflin Morrison 
Helm l\foss 
Henry, Tex. Murdock 
Houston Nelson 
Howard Nicholls 
Hubbard, Iowa Nye 
.Hughes, Ga. O'Connell 
Hughes, N. J. Oldfield 
Hull, Tenn. Padgett 
Humphreys, l\.Ess. Page 
James Palmer, A. M. 
Jamieson Patterson 
Johnson, Ky. Peters 
Johnson, S. C. Poindexter 
Jones Pou 
Keifer Pujo 
Keli her Rainey 
Kendall Randell, Tex. 
Kinkead, N. J. Ransdell, La. 
Kitchin Rauch 
Korbly Reid 
Lamb Rhinock 

NOT VOTING-10. 
Hobson Mudd 
Huff Russell 
Lovering Sperry 

So the conference report was agreed to. 

Richardson 
Riordan 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rucker, Colo. 
Rucker, Mo. 
Saba.th 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Sisson 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
•.raylor, Colo. 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tou Veile 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Webb 
Wickliffe 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Woods, Iowa 

Weisse 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote 

whereby the conference report was agr~ed to was laid on the 
table. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. KEIFER. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex­
tend my remarks in the RECORD for the purpose of explaining 
my objections to this conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. FOSTER of Vermont. l\fr. Speaker, I object. 
l\Ir. JAMES. I make the point of order that under the rule 

adopted by the House the gentleman has the right to extend his 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Vermont objects. 
l\fr. CLAYTON. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio 

that there is general leave to print under the order adopted 
to-day. · 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand that, but I want this consent 
for the purpose stated. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order ! 
PHU.IPPINE TARIFF. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on 
the bill (H. R. 9135) to raise revenue for the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes, and ask unanimou~ consent for its im­
mediate consideration and that the statement of the conferees 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents a conference re­
port on the Philippine tariff and asks unanimous consent that 
the statement be read in lieu of the report, and for its im­
mediate consideration. Is there objection? 

Mi:. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would ask the 
gentleman what is the necessity for this? 

l\Ir. lIILL. There are a great many Members who want to 
get away. 

l\Ir . .MAJ\TN. And who-want a chance to vote on the report 
without seeing. it. 

Mr. HILL. I do not think there is any objection to it. 
l\Ir. HAY. l\fr. Speaker, I object to the consideration of the 

conference report. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is heard, and the conference re· 

port (H. Rept. No. 22) will be printed under the rules. 
LEA VE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To l\fr. BOEHNE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To l\Ir. ADAMSON, indefinitely, on account of sickne sin family. 
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T iu· B ln · his 1 
o .1.ur. OWERS, indefinitely, on account of il ess m PRIVATE BILLS .AND RESOLUTIONS. 

family. ' Under clanse · 1 of Rule XXII,.. private bills and resolutions of 
ADJOURNMENT. I the following titles were introduced and severally referred as-

Mr. PAYNE. l\fr. Speaker, I move that th& House d.O' now follows· "" 
adjourn. I By "Afr. ANSBER.RY: A:!. bill (H. R. 12003) granting an in-

The motion was agreed to. I crease of pension tu Cornelius McGuire-to the Committee on, 
Accordingly (at 9 o'clock and 8 minutes p: m.) the House ad- Invalid Pensions. 

journed. By Mr. BENNET of New· York: A bill (H. R. 12004) grant-
' ing a pension to Margaret T. O'Keefe-to the Committee on 

EXECUTIV]l COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary ot 
Commerce and Labor, trnnsmitting a report of Special Agent 
Mack H. Davis on the flour and wheat trade in European. coun­
tries and the Levant (S. Doc~ No. 149), was taken from the 
Speaker's table, referre<l. to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
• of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 

as follows ·:-
By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 11989) to provide 

for the removal" of present grade crossing and construetion· of a 
new grade crossing on the line of Q street NE., District of 
Columbia-to the Committee on tbe District of Columbia. 

By Ur .. TAYLQR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11:990) providing for 
the licensing of gas fitters and the supervision of the busines& of 
gas fitting in the District of Columbia-to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11991) increasing limit of cost 
of public building at Washington, N. C.-to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H .. R. 11992) 
fou the relief of persons who have conveyed lands to the United 
States under certain conditions-to the Committee on the. :Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 11993) to provide for improving 
the navigable capacity of the Calcasieu and the Mermen­
tau rivers, Louisiana-to the Committee on Rivers. and Har­
bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1199'4) for the completion of the jetties at 
Calcasieu Pass and the construction. of a. channel through Cal­
casieu Lake and appropriating $1,150,000 therefor-to the Com­
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GILUORID: A bill (H. R. 11995) authorizing the Mis­
sissippi River Commission to settle claims for damages. in eer­
tain cases- resulting from collisions-to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By :M:r. McGUIR1l) of Oklahoma: A bill (H. _ R. 11996) to 
place on the pension roll all honorably discharged soldiers and 
sailors who served in the United States Army during any period 
of the war of the rebellion-to the Committee o.i:- Invalid Pen­
sions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (.H. R. 11997) to authorize the 
preliminary survey and" to determine the approximate cost of 
certain national highways, and for other purposes=-to the 
Committee- on Agriculture. 

By Mr-. SMAL11: A bill (H. R. 11998). authorizing the pur­
cha e b the United. States of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal in the States of Virginia and Nor.tit Carolina-to the 
Committee· on Rivers andi Harbors. 

By Mr. HOLLING WORTH: A bill (H. R. 11999) to pro­
vide for the erection of a statue to Maj. Gen. Ge01·ge A. Cus­
ter-to the Committee -on the Library. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jer ey: A bill (H. R .. 12000) to 
limit the effect of the regulation of interstate commerce Qe­
tween the several States in goods, wares, and .mei:chandise 
wholly or in part manufactured by convict labor or in any 
prison or reformatory-to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12001) to prevent tbe Government, or any 
officer, employee, or agent of the Government, the Territories, 
and the District of Columbia, from contracting for products of 
convict labor-to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN of California: A bill (H. R. 12002) to 
establish on the coast of the Pacific States a station fot the in­
vestigation of problems connected with the marine fishery inter­
ests of that region-to the Committee on the .Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Resolution (H. Res. 103) in regard to the 
conference report on the bill H. R. 1438-to the Committee on 
Rule. 

·Invalid Pensions. 
I By .Mr. cox· of Ohio: A bill' (H. R. 12005) granting an in­
. crease of pension to Andrew Arnold-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12006) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnston Winters-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12007) granting- an increa e of pension to 
John Jones-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R'. 12008) ·granting an increase of pension to 
' William W. Evans-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12009) granting an increase of pension. to 
Granville Davis-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12010) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Coope£-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12011) gr·anting an increase of pension to 
Francis Keating-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 12012)' granting an increase of pension to 
Israel S. Dear-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12013) granting an_ increase of pension to 
John R. Means-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12014) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Case-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12015) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonard Miller-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 12016) granting an increase of pension to 
Donald McDonald:..._to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a biU (H. R. 12017) grantin·g an increase o:t pension to 
Fraliklin Moore-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12018) granting- an increase of pension to 
Silas Lamb-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 12019) granting an increase of pension to 
H. G. Mechling-to the Committee on Invalid' Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12020) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Pettiford-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill ( H. R. 12021) granting an increase of pension to 
Willia~ Orr-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12022) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias W. Routson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12023) granting an increase of pension to 
. William N. Riley-to the Committee on In.valid Pensions. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 12024) granting an· increase of pension to 
Frederick Cole Stevenson-to.. the Committee on Invalid Pen,. 
sions. 

Also, a bill' (H. R. 12025) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Ummelmann.-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions .. 

Also, a . bill ('H. R. 12026) granting an increase of pension to 
J ohn w. Scott-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12027-) granting an increa e of pension 
to John A. Grover-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12028) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwi.IL M.. Imes~to the Committee· on.. Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 12029) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Gaither-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12030) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Petticrew-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12031) gTanting ali increase of pension to. 
John Sipple-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12032.) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Moore-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12033) granting an. increase of pension to 
Zachary Tuzy-lm· Lemmon-to the Committee on Invalid Pen .. 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14!034) gr·anting. an increase of pension to 
Daniel A. Frybarger-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,_ a bill (H. R. 120.35) granting a pension to John W. 
Allen-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12036) granting a pension to Ellen C. 
Beam-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also-, a bill (H. R. 12037) granting a pension to Newton J. 
Gossett-to the Committee on Invalid Pension . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12038) granting a pension to Lafayette 
I Smith-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12039) granting a pension to George A. 
Tappan-to the· Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ('H. R. 12040) granting a pension to John Hol­
land-to the 8ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill ~H. R. 12041) granting a pension to John Ayde- Also, a bill (H. R. 12078) for the relief of Carlos Manjar-

lott.e-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. rez-to the Committee on W:ir Claims. , 
.Also, a bill (H. R. 12042) granting a pension to 1\Irs. James .Also, a bill (H. R. 12079) for the relief Qf Ella Phillips, 

Robinson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. widow, and the heirs of David Phillips, deceased-to the Com-
.Also, a bill (H. R. 12043) to remove the charge of desertion mittee on War Claims. 

against Mathias Henry-to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 12080) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12044) to remove charge of desertion Pace, deceased-to the Committee on War Claims. 

against Henry Halteman-to the Committee on Military Affairs. .Also, a bill (H. R. 12081) granting an increase of pension to 
.Also, a bill (H. R. 12045) to remove the charge of desertion Ruben J. Elliott-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

against Anton Smith, alias Charles Roehmer-to the Committee Also, a bill (H. R. 12082) granting an increase of pension to 
on Military Affairs. William Lemon-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R.' 12046) granting an increase Also, a bill (H. R. 12083) granting an increase of pension 
of pension to Herman Begeman-to the Committee on Invalid to James P. Gartin-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 12084) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 12047) granting a pension to John O'Bryan-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
the minor children of William Ferguson-to the Committee on Also, a bill (H. R. 12085) granting an increase of pension to 
Pensions. ,, Charles Truax-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILMORE: A bill (H. R. 12048) for the relief of John Also, a bill (H. R. 12036) granting an increase of pension to 
Streckfus-to the Committee on Claims. William Wiley-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANT: A bill (H. R. 12049) for the relief of H. R. Also, a bill (H. R. 120 7) granting an increase of pension to 
Cook and Joseph S. Penland-to the Committee on Military William A. Cannon-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Affairs. .Also, a bill (H. R. 12088 ) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R.12050) granting an increase of John H. Folks-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pension to John Marshall-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. .Also, a bill (H. R. 12089) granting an increase of pension to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12051) granting an increase of pension to William B. Bird-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Nathan S. Gibbs-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. '12090) granting an increase of pension to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12052) .granting an increase of pension to William H. Munroe-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Jacob S. Johnson-to the Oommittee on Invalid Pensions. .Also, a bill (H. R. 12091) granting an increase of pension to 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 12053) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth J. Burr-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Thomas Gurnett-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 12092) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 12054) granting a pension to William l\1. Rogers-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
John Wissler-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 12093) granting an increase of pension to 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 12055) granting a pension to Mary. E. Carvil H. Tredway-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Burns-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. .Also, a bill (H. R. 12094) granting an increase of pension to 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 12056) to remove the charge of desertion Jeramiah J. Hannon-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
standing against the military record of Miller S. Gable-to the Also, a bill (H. R. 12095) granting an increase of pension to 
Committee on Military Affairs. R. Aurora Robinson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12057) granting an increase Also, a bill (H. R. 12096) granting an increase of pension to 
of pension to Samuel A. Randle-to the Committee on Invalid J ames A. Mead-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Pensions. .Also, a bill (H. R. 12097) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R.12058) granting an increase of Seth B. R. Tubbs-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pension to John T. Haas-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 12098) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12059) granting a pen- George W. Corey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
sion to Eliza Cornelius-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. .Also, a bill (H. R. 12099) granting an increase of pension to 

By l\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 12060) to grant James J. Craig-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
certain lands to the town of Rifle, Colo.-to the Committee on Also, a bill (H. R. 12100) granting an increase of pension to 
the Public Lands. Samuel McFadden-to the Committee on In-valid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12061) granting an Also, a bill (H. R. 12101) granting an increase of pension to 
increase of pension to Byron McKenzie-to the Committee on Jose Maria Salazar-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 12102) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 12062) granting an Bronson C. Keeler-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
increase of pension to Peter Brown-to the Committee on In- Also, a bill (H. R. 12103) granting an increase of pension to 
valid Pensions. James W. Anderson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 12063) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 12104) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Elgie, alias Charles Duncan-to the Committee on James Barton, jr.-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 12105) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R.12064) grant- Mary F. Page-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ing an increase of pension to David McClintock-to the Commit- Also, a bill (H. R. 12106) granting an increase of pension to 
tee on Invalid Pensions. Alphonso L. Stacy-to the Committee on Im·alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12065) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 12107) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bossinger-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' William M. V. Young-to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

By 1\fr. SMITH of California : A bill ( H. R. 12066) to pay the sions. 
claim of William 0. Clough-to the Committee on Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 12108) granting an increase of pension to 

By l\Ir. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 12067) granting a pension John A. Curtis-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to W. A. Dunkle-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 12109) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. McLACHLAN of California: A bill (H. R. 12068) Henry F. Vallett-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
granting a pension to Benjamin L. Gorsuch-to the Committee Also, a bill (H. R. 12110) granting an increase of pension to 
on Invalid Pensions. Horace A. Russell-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 12069) granting a pension to W. V. Felt- .Also, a bill (H. R. 12111) granting an increase of pension to 
well-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Robert W. Rogers-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12070) granting a pension to Harriet L. I Also, a bill (H. R. 12112) granting an increase of pension to 
Burwell-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Gideon S. Case-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 12071) granting a pension to Henry Gun- Also, a bill (H. R. 12113) granting an increase of pension to 
derman-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Tilman P. Edgerton-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 12072) granting a pension to Charles F. Also, a bill (H. R. 12114) granting an increase of pension to 
Dunn-to the Committee on Pensions. Lyman Smith-to the Committee on Inva.lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12073) granting a pension to Margaret .Also, a bill (H. R. 12115) granting an increase of pension to 
Hayes-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Richard Burge-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 12074) granting a pension to Mary E. Also, a bill (H. R. 12116) granting an increase of pension to 
Dean-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. James H. Pope-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12075) granting a pension to Lucy G. Also, a bill (H. R. 12117) granting an increase of pension to 
Prince-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Nelson Wallace-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12076) granting a pension to Hans W. .Also, a bill . (H. R. 12118) granting an increase of pension to 
Hansen-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. David Murphy-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12077) for the relief of John w. Magann- Also, a bill (H. R .. 12119) gr~nting an incr~ase of yension to 
to the Committee on Claims. Albett McMaster-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12120) granting an increase of pension to 
Irwin Metcalfe-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12121) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel D. Hallock, alias Drake Hallock-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12122) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Markeson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12123) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis P. Greeley-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bi11 (H. R. 12124) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lenon-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 12125) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Worrall-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12126) granting an increase of pension to 
Carlos Chapman-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 12127) granting an increase of pension to 
Howell G. Trogden-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 12128) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Uline-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12129) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Mead-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A.:J.so, a bill (H. R. 12130) granting an increase of pension to 
James Honan-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12131) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan J. Woodine-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12132) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus M. Davis-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12133) granting a pension to George W. 
Flack-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12134) granting an increase of pension to 
William Pitman-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12135) granting an increase of pension to 
John Meyer-to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12136) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lordon-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12137) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Gavin-to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: . 
By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 

relief of Margaret T. O'Keefe-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petitions of citizens of 
Pierre, Highmore, Wessington, Miller, Mount Vernon, Plankin­
ton, White Lake, Chamberlain, Pukwana, Kimball, St. Lawrence, 
and Wolsey, all in the State of South Dakota, against parcels­
post legislation-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post­
Roads. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Iowa State Retail Merchants' 
Association, against parcels-post legislation-to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Akron (Pa.) Council, No. 906, 
Junior -Order United American Mechanics, for enactment of ex­
clusion law against Asiatics-to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of Commercial Club of Litch­
field, Minn., against passage of H. R. 1438-to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

SENATE. 

MoNDAY, August 13, 1909. 
The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 

took the chair. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed­

ings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. KEAN and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without ob­
jection, will stand approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 

Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis­
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize du­
ties; and encourage the industries of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

PETITION. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of Newfane Grange, No. 
1159, Patrons of Husbandry, of Burt, N. Y., praying for a revi-

sion of the tariff along the lines promised by the Republican 
party before the last election, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3094) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public build­
ing in the city of Mishawaka, Ind., which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I present a privileged report. 
I ask that it may be read. 
· The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
report. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H . . R. 1438) to provide 
revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the 
United States, and for other purposes, and after having read 
for some time--

1\Ir. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think the clerk inad­
vertently overlooked the maximum and minimum provision. It 
was doubtless a mistake on the part of the clerk. 

Mr. CLAPP. I have not heard any reference to the cotton 
schedule either. 

l\fr. HEYBURN. I presume it is an accident. 
l\fr. DANIEL. It has not been read. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I do not think it is a question for the clerk 

to settle as to what part of the report he shall read. The Sen­
ate will determine that without the assistance of the clerk. 

The PRESIDE:NT pro tempore. The clerk commenced read­
ing where the report was passed over to him by the other clerk. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I cannot help that. There is only one clerk 
of the Senate to read. They are all one, consolidated. I think 
the clerk will save trouble if he will read the report properly. 
It does not make any difference what some other clerk did. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Where -does the Senator 
wish to have the clerk commence to read? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let him read the report. The clerk knows 
whether he has read the report or not. 

Mr. CULRERSON. It is obvious to several Senators on 
this side of the Chamber that at least 20 pages at a time were 
turned, especially in one case, without reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk who was read­
ing before this clerk commenced is not now present, and the 
clerk can not tell where he stopped reading. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would not be surprised if it would not 
be admitted that just a few moments ago 20 pages at least 
were turned without reading. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to give notice that before the report 
is submitted to the Senate I desire to make a preliminary 
motion and a statement of the history of the bill. ·I do not 
think it has been legally reported to the ·senate. I desire to 
bring that matter to the Senate's attention, and I give notice 
now to that effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report 
will be resumed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
report, which is as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two ·Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
1438) to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the 
industries of the United States, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbeted 5, 10, 
11, 18, 19, 32, 37, 44, 50, 58, 69, 73, 91, 93, 94, 115, 127, 128, 129, 
195, 208, 247, 259, 262, 278, 293, 294, 304, 319, 323, 324, 327, 330, 
333, 33G, 337, 340, 352, 357, 359, 360, 361, 369, 376, 382, 387, 398, 
"99, 402, 407, 431, 441, 504, 508, 512, 514, 517, 519, 527, 529, 530, 
538, 544, 546, 550, 551, 562, 5G5, 576, 601, 602, 609, 627, 631, 640, 
645, 652, 660, 669, 675, 681, 683, 684, 688, 690, 691, G96, 697, 702, 
704, 708, 716, 717, 718, 719, 720, 723, 730, 744, 752, 753, 763, 764, 
768, 771, 773, 779, 781, 786, 830, 831, 832, 834, 836, 837, 838, 839, 
840, 841, 842, 843, 844, 845, and 846. 

'1.'hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend­
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9. 12, 13, 14, 16, 
17, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, 41, 
42, 43, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 53, 55, 57, 59, 61, 64, 68, 71, 72, 78, 
79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 92, 95, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 
102, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 113, 114, 117, 118, 120, 
121, 122, 123, 124, 125 126, 130, 131, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 
139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 148, 1,49, 150, 151, 153, 154, 155, 156, 
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