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him as a shock. The manner and incidents of his death were
unspeakably sad. Whether in his case the words were true—
Thou steal’ 1 's pu unfulfilled—
This mt'iuy’tsé‘iﬂé’,’omﬁeﬁ”&f?h e
I know not. I only know that he was devoted to his country,
faithful to his trusts, sincere in all his relations with his fellow-
men, and suddenly taken from us in the prime of his faculties
and the plenitude of his usefulness. Death has bereft us of his
presence. Death can not bereave his family, friends, or country
of the high service he rendered nor of the tender memories
which his manly personality inspired.

Mr. STONBE. Mr. President, I desire to state that the Senator
from Mississippi [Mr. Moxey], who had intimate knowledge
of and held-affectionate relations with Judge De ArMoND during
his service here at the Capitol, had intended to be present and
pay his tribute to the deceased, but he sends me word that the
illness with which he is afilicted makes it physically impossible
for him to be present to-day.

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, it had not been my purpose to
make any remarks upon this occasion, but 1 do not feel like
permitting these exercises to close without paying a tribute to
the memory of one of the most distinguished citizens of my
State. I am here to bear witness that Davip A. DE ARMOND
was true to every demand of good citizenship. As a lawyer he
was loyal to his clients, as a judge he was just and fearless,
and as a statesman he was intellectually honest. In debate he
was a master, neither asking for nor giving quarter.

His success came to him by reason of his untiring industry
and incorruptible integrity. His life was a struggle; his death
was a tragedy. In the full power of his manhood and in the
zenith of his usefulness he passed away. I am constrained to
believe that when called upon to cross the invisible and shad-
owy line separating time from eternity, pressing his little
grandson to his bosom amid the flames, he passed over, “ seeing
nothing here to regret or there to fear.” In life the grand-
father and the grandson were companions; in death they were
not parted.

Mr. President, skeptical as we may be, when we stand in the
presence of our dead there comes to our aching hearts an af-
firmative answer to the question of the ages, “If a man die,
shall he live again?”

Mr. President, I submit the resolution which I send to the
desk, and ask for its adoption.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CurTis in the chair). The
Secretary will read the resolution submitted by the Senator
from Missouri.

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows:

Resolved, That as a forther mark of respect to the memory of
Fraxcis W. Cusamaxy and Davip A, D ArMoND, the distinguished
deceased Representatlves, the Benate do now adjourn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the resolution submitted by the Senator from Missouri.

The resolution was unanimously agreed to; and (at 38 o'clock
and 43 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May
23, 1910, at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Saturpay, May 21, 1910.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Commitiee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the sundry ecivil
appropriation bill (H. R. 25552).

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill (H. R.
25662), with Mr., Manw in the chair,

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr, Chairman, I yield one minute to the
gentleman from Connecticut [Mre Hirr].

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, some time ago I made application
for an hour to discuss the first section of the sundry civil ap-
propriation bill, but time seems to be so much in demand that
I very cheerfully have withdrawn that request, and I ask in
lieu of it that I may be permitted to extend very briefly, with
one or two short quotations, my remarks in the Recorp,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has that right under the
order of the House,

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

Mr. HILL. I will state that I am most thoroughly and
heartily in favor of the tariff-board proposition as presented by
the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr., Youna].

Mr., YOUNG of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to speak
primarily on the provision in the sundry civil appropriation bill
providing $250,000 to enable the tariff board to perform the work
for which it was created. I do not think any Member on either
gide of this House should hesitate a moment to vote for it.

We are all certainly desirous of getting at the facts upon
which we can base any amendments to the tariff bill which may
be deemed wise and in the interest of all the people. We are
here for that very purpose.

I do not share the fear of many of those on the Democratic
side of the House that the President would conceal or withhold
information furnished him by the tariff board, and certainly this
House has the power to demand that he furnish Congress with
the information.

It seems to me, if we should ever have the misfortune to have
a Democratic President, and the facts sustain the contention of
the Republicans that the difference in cost of production proved
to be such as to justify the Payne tariff schedules, a Democratic
House might not want to have such wide publicity of it.

I, personally, am so confident that the tariff bill is based on
the difference in cost of production that I would consider very
seriously an amendment providing that the data secured should
be laid before the House by the President.

We have heard a great deal of talk about the tariff bill being
responsible for the high cost of living, and I am going to take a
different position from my colleagues in this respect and state
frankly that I think the bill measurably responsible for the
advance in many articles in daily use. You all remember that
owing to the financial panic of 1907-8, brought on by the most
reckless band of financial pirates this country has ever seen,
men who for their own enrichment ruined banks, destroyed con-
fidence throughout the country, impoverished thousands, and
destroyed values of all commodities. Factories, furnaces, mills,
and workshops curtailed production or work ceased, and all
business was crippled.

The country was just recovering from this disaster when the
discussion of the tariff revision began, and this created distrust
and unrest, DManufacturers feared to continue their work,
bankrupteles were very numerous. Importers were afraid to
bring merchandise from abroad, not knowing what rate of duty
they would be compelled to pay, and stagnation prevailed
throughout the land.

The President’s signature was not yet dry on the Payne bill
when all trade revived, The workshops were open, and the hum
of industry was heard throughout the land.

Goods came forward from abroad in shiploads, and workers
were everywhere employed at good wages, and they had money
with which to buy.

Then it was found that the stocks of merchandise had been
g0 depleted that there was not enough to meet the growing de-
mand, and prices began to advance, and as prosperity increased
prices advanced still more, until the high level of to-day was
reached.

Mr. Chairman, to this extent the Payne bill is responsible for
the high prices, and no further, This is what caused articles
from which the duty was removed or reduced to advance in
price.

Placing hides on the free list opened the markets of the world
to us, and still, there being an insufficient supply, hides ad-
vanced 20 per cent.

The duties on various grades of leather were reduced from
20 per cent to 50 per cent, and leather advanced. The duty on
shoes was cut 66 per cent, and still they advanced, and if the
duty had been entirely removed they wonld have advanced.

It is simply a question of supply and demand which regunlates
prices, but I want to say to this House, in view of the remarks
made on the Democratic side, that the duty on shoes was re-
duced too much, and already the shoe manufacturers of this
country find themselves in competition with shoes from Europe
and Asia, made on American lasts and patterns by American
machines;, with labor from 50 per cent to 75 per cent cheaper
than the wages paid to American labor, which should not and
would not live as the European and oriental laborer.

As I have said, the duty on shoesg, you will remember, was re-
duced about 66 per cent, and to these remarks I would like to
have the attention of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Crarx].
I proclaimed from the beginning, and I proclaim now, that the
reduction of the duty on shoes was too drastic. TLabor on the
other side of the water is from 50 to 75 per cent less than it is
here. I stated in this House repeatedly that without a fair,
reasonable protection on shoes the American manufacturer
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would very speedily be confronted with a condition of which he
“never dreamed, and I want to say to this House now that I
hold in my hand two shoes, one of them made in Europe, the
other made in this couniry, and one is landed, duty paid, at about
98 cents; the other shoe costs to make in this country $1.30. It
is sold at $1.35—5 cents profit to the manufacturer. I want to
say further to the gentleman from Missouri that not only in
this country at large will a demand come before long for an
increase of duty, but especially from his own imperial eity of
St. Louis, where they say they are making forty, fifty, and
sixty thousand pairs of shoes to-day in a single factory, and
250,000 pairs are made in the city of St. Louis every working day.

Mr. OCLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask
the gentleman two questions in one. Was it not testified to
before the Committee on Ways and Means that we can make
shoes cheaper than any of the nations of the earth, and was not
the claim for this tariff on shoes the fact that there was some
kind of a trust on shoe-making machinery, and the American
manufacturers were afraid that that would get to Europe?

Mr. YOUNG of New York. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask if
I am charged with the time that the gentleman from Missouri
has taken from me? I am very sorry, because I want to say
to the gentleman the man who gave the Ways and Means Com-
mittee that information did not know of the error in his state-
ment, and he never knew it, until he went home and consulted
other manufacturers in the East and learned what the true con-
ditions were, and he returned to the Ways and Means Com-
mittee and withdrew the statement, saying he was in error.
1 have known the conditions from the beginning, and protested
against the reduction of the duty on shoes, and your people in
Missouri will not send back to this House any man who in any
effort to destroy their business by reducing duty on their goods
will stand for a reduction, or will not, when the time comes,
stand for an increase on shoes.

Much has been said on this floor about the prices of meat.
Meat has advanced in almost every country on the globe. A
few days ago I read a comprehensive report showing that meat
in Hamburg and Hanover, Germany, was dearer than in New
York.

Mr. Chairman, we have heard much of the cheaper cost of
living in Canada compared with this country. I hold in my
hand Senate Document No. 437, showing prices in Windsor,
Canada, and Detroit, Mich., on the same day, February 25, in-
dicating that nearly all articles of food were cheaper in De-
troit than on the Canadian side. I propose inserting this in
the Recorp as part of my remarks.

In England the cost of living has advanced 10 per cent, and,
Indeed, in all lands on which I have information the cost of
living has materially increased, and in no other couniry have
wages advanced as much as in this country. Nowhere on earth
are men as well paid for their labor, nowhere on earth do
men live as well as here.

Mr. Chairman, I boldly declare that I do not think there is
a man in this House who would declare himself in favor of
free trade. The constituency of every Member on both sides
of the House want free trade on the things they do not make
or raise and a protective tariff on everything they have for
gale. I remember very well the remarks of Mr, Crarx of
Florida, who said, in substance, that he wanted protection on
long staple cotton and the products of his State. I can see
this will be found the case with every section of the country,
and no man should hold his place in this House who wounld
favor reducing American wages to the level paid in either
Europe or the Orient.

When in England some time ago I visited an old and promi-
nent manufacturing establishment, and talked with the pro-
prietor regarding wages paid to the various employees in his
business.

He informed me that he was paying porters from $5 to $7
per week, while at the same time in this country we were pay-
ing from $12 to $16 per week, and head porters as high as $25
per week. Ordinary workmen in his establishment were being
paid from $5 to $8 per week, while similar workmen were being
paid from $9 to $15 per week here; and for skilled labor he
was paying from $8 to $12, while for similar work we were
paying from $12 to $18 per week.

During my conversation a few days ago with an English
manufacturer in the same line of business he informed me
he was paying practically the same wages, while the wage scale
in Ameriea in the meantime has advanced.

It is undoubtedly true that the ordinary class of workmen
in England are able to live on a considerably smaller outlay
than in this country, but this is largely due to inferiority of
living. They do not consume such expensive food, do not wear
as expensive clothing, and do not occupy as comfortable abodes
as American workmen.

In Belgium at the time of my last visit a manufacturer
called on me, suggesting that I contribute capital so that he
might increase his business to full capacity of his factory, and
as an inducement stated that he could make goods much cheaper
than we could make them in this country—so much cheaper, in
fact, that he could ship his product to America, pay 20 per cent
duty, and undersell the American manufacturer.

The suggestion seemed such an attractive one that I took
the matter up with him seriously, and he informed me the rea-
son why he could produce his goods so much cheaper than we
could in this country was that he employed 50 per cent female
labor, which averaged 38 cents per day, and the 50 per cent of
male labor averaged about 85 cents per day.

Upon going into the proposition very carefully.he demon-
strated to my entire satisfaction his ability to produce goods
conformedly with his statements.

After careful consideration I realized that, while it might be
a money-making business and perfectly feasible, if I joined
him, selling the product of his factory in this country, I should
be compelled to discharge those in the same line and turn them in
idleness in the streets, and I informed him that this I could not do.

Mr, Chairman, I make the broad statement that any man who
would by any act deprive the American workmen of labor by
voting for a tariff which would close workshops and reduce the
wages of the American workmen to the level of the European
or oriental is unworthy to be classed as an American.

Do our friends on the other side of the House think that
Mr. Gompers, the great apostle of organized labor, would sup-
port a Member of this House who was willing to go on record
as opposed to the prevailing scale of wages or that would reduce
wages to a lower level than at present?

Mr. Gompers has recently said that nowhere on earth were
men better paid, better fed, better clothed, or better housed
than in this country. Would you change this condition by re-
ducing the power of manufacturers to pay present high wages?

I say to you that this condition ean not continue if the
American manufacturer is placed on a parity with those carry-
ing on similar work in Europe or Asia.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. YOUNG of New York. Can I have a little more time?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman in charge of the time for
the majority does not seem to be on the floor.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Chairman, the time has been ap-
portioned for the entire day, and if I should yield time to the
gentleman other gentlemen who have already been reduced will
have to suffer. I ean not part with more time.

Mr. YOUNG of New York. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask the
privilege of extending my remarks in the Recorp and inserting
some matter which I think is of a publiec nature.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has that privilege under
the general order.

The matter referred to is as follows:

APPENDIX A,
R O e B & L T yenen & O
COST IN 1899=100.0.
(Computed from data in Bulletin 77, Bureau of Labor,)

Per cent.
1899. 100. 0
1900 101. 6
1901 105. 7
150 1109
1 = A
1004 112. 8
1905 113. 0
1906 116. 3
1907 121.2

tive wages per hour and reclative full-lime weekly earnings per
B oo tn tho principal manufacturing and mechanioul industries of
the United Etates, 1899 to 1907,
WAGES FOR 1890=100.0.

Th figures do not cover wages In agriculture, mining, transporta-
t[oL, dﬁesfic service, or any line of work not classed as manufacturing
or mechanical.]

(Computed from data in Bulletin 77, Burean of Labor.)

Relative

Relative full-time
Year. wages per | weekly earn-

hour, ings per

L employee.
1809 100.0 100.0
1000. 108.4 102.9
1001 105.9 104.6
1002 110.0 107.9
1803 114.0 111.0
1004 114.7 110.9
1605, 116.6 112.6
1906, 121.8 1n7.1
1907~ 136.3 120.9
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APPENDIX B.
Bummary of prices in Windsor and Detroit.
Articles. Windsor. | Detroit.
Cents. Cents.
Hi de headch 10 10-15
Belected corned beef ... ooooeeoececaiannas per pound__| 10 7-8-10
Finest hamburg steak. do 10 o-10
Prime rib roast of beef. do.... 12318 11-12
Porterhousd steak_, M0l 16-17 14-15
Birloin steak do. 15 123-14
123 13
16 15-18
g 123-16 12315
Outlets of veal... - s 15 16-18
Stewing veal. 810 10
Roast pork 15 18
Porkelwps. -0 i . ol 16-18 17
Forequarter pork 13 13
Leaflard. _______.. 14-15 12-15
Front quarter lamb__......... 183
Hind quarter lamb._..... 15
Bacon N r e S e ) A 18-20
Ham e 17 15§17
Bologna. 10 15
Pork sausage. 123 12-17
ver. B R 10
0 oy S e SR --ber quart__ 50
Cran 123 ™
25 ()
35 27-28
i) 45-49
) 410
80 32
125 74
5 68
10 i
Q) (65}

@ Three pounds for 25 cents.
*Two quarts for 13 cents. ¢ Eighteen pounds for $1.
¢ Three packages for 25 cents. I Ten mg’ for 47 cents,

APPENDIX C.
BRITISH LABOR CONDITIONS AND COST OF LIVING—WAGE SCALES SECURED
FROM UNION ORGANIZATIONS.

Special Agent Henry Studniczka, who has been making
tion of wages, cost of living, and the

q‘r]populatlon in the London district, submits the following report:
1e secales of wages given herein have been recognized since er
1, 1009, by the different trade unions and agreed to by the employers’
associations, In a few exceptional eases the scale has been determined
by the local coneciliation boards or by umpires and arbitrators aceepted
by the unions. The wages named are for time work of male adults,
ages in the interior of England for the same trades, it is stated, are
on a lower level, owing to the fact that living expenses there are pro-
po&ttllonately lower,

* Three for 25 cents,

an Investi-
eneral condition of the labor-

e es were secured from the secretaries of the labor organiza-
tions In London or, if the principal offices of the unfons were in Man-
chester or other cities, from subordinate unions in the metropolis,
Among the prominent labor organizations visited were the Wor ing-
men's Club and Institute Union, the National Antiswea League,
the Women's 'Trade Union League, and various unions of the buildin
trades, The Workingmen’'s Club and Institute Union is a union 05
some 1, workingmen’s clubs, with a membership of over 400,000,
The National Antisweating , authorized by the board of trade
in 1909, embraces those employed in the following trades: Wholesale
ready-made clothtr;g, page ox manufactures, machine-made lace and
net work, and certain kinds of chains manufactured by women and
children. The 1 ; ¥y and through its branches, makes in-
quiries into existing conditions. The law authorizing its work affects
between 30,000 and 40,000 employees, many of them women and ﬂ.rls.
who are kept acquainted with their rights under the various labor

laws.

All the secretaries of the building trade unions stated that buildi
in London has been dull for the past three years. At all of the otﬂc%g
visited there was a general complaint of short time and proportion-
ately poor earnings for the us classes of workmen during the past
two to five rs. The secretaries that were willing to commit them-
selves sald that their men during this period have not had employment
more than 65 to 75 per cent of the time they were wi&ng and
able to work.

WAGES PAID TO VARIOUS TRADES.

Following are seales of the wa&a paid the various trades and classes
of labor in the London district, the number of werking hours per week
without overtime also being given:

Buildi trades.—Working hours per week, 50 in summer and 44 in
winter. ages per hour: Stone masons, 21 cents; bricklayers, 21
cents; plasterers, 22 cents; bricklayers' and* plasterers’ assistants, 14
| cents ; carpenters, 21 cents; plumbers, 22 cents; painters, 18 cents,

Furniture trades.—Working hours per week, 52. Wa per hour :
Cabinetmake: 21 cents; a|;u;>llsshem. 8 cents; upholsterers, 20 to 24
oentaﬂ) mcthl.n 8, 20 to 28 cents; carvers, 19 to 22 cents; chair mak-
ers, cents.

Boiler makers and steel-ship building trades.—Working hours per
week in shop, 54; for repair work outside, 45. Wages per week in
shop : Boller makers, sheet-iron workers, and angle-iron smiths, $10.94 ;
riveters, $6.32; calkers, $8.49; holders-up, $6.568. For outside work
wages are about §1.21 more per week.

Lithographers.—Working hours per week, G4. Wages per week:
Lithographers, $0.78 (minimum) ; lithographers, tin printing, $10.94;
lithographers, rotary machine, $13.38,

Bookbinders and ruieﬂ.—“’orklnsg hours per week, 48. Wages per
week for bookbinders and rulers, $8.50.

Compositors.—Working hours per week, 52}. Wages per week In
jobbing trade and on weekly newspapers, $5.49.

Electrical workers.—Working hours per week, 54. Wages per hoar:
Fitters and wiremen, 19 cents; armature winders, 18 cents; cable
joiners, 19 cents.

Shoe trade—Working hours per week, 523. Wa r week:
Clickers (foremen), la,stgn, and finishers, $7.29-? presam%?, 4.886.
Babera.——WorkinE hours week, 55. Wages per week: Foremen,

@

23:%&. first-class hands, $7.20; second-class hands, $6.81; helpers,

Engineering trades.—Working hours per week, 54. Wages per week :
rs, fitters, coppersmiths, brass finishers, borers, slotters, millers,
die sinkers, and press tool makers, $7.73 ; smiths, $9.73 to $11.92 ; mill-
wﬂﬁts. $10.33 ; iron founders, $9.73 to $10.46; pattern makers, $10.70.
Bhip service.—Wages r month with board: Chief steamshi
eer, $68 to $83 ; second engineer, $48 to $58; third engineer, $36.49
0 $43.79; fourth engineer, $30.40 to $36.49 ; firemen, $21.89 to $24.33;
trimmers, $19.46 to $21.89 ; able seamen, $19.46 to $21.89 ; able secamen
( vessels), $14.60. Dock stevedores receive 16 to 24 cents per
hour for loading and unloading vessels.
POLICE, MOTORMEN, CONDUCTORS, CABMEN, ETC.

London cu‘é; olice.—These policemen work In the heart of the eit
on exacting duty, and their pay is $6.56 (minimum) to $10.33 ﬂ&mnx -
mum) E;ar week. The London Metropolitan police, taking in all the
duties greater London, receive $6.19 (minimum) to $8.51 (maxi-
mum} per wi and the reserve class receive $0.34 per week. elve
cents additional is pald for each five years’ service with good conduct.
These men receive an extra allowance for coal In winter, and their
uniforms are furnished.

Motor omnibus drivers and conduciors.—There are about 2.000 motor
omnib in don, and the motormen receive from $1.70 to $1.04
per day of fifteen to sixteen hours, according to the trips they have to
make, the length of service for the company also being considered.
The conductors who collect the fares receive from $1.46 to $1.70 per day.

Horse omnibus drivers and conductors.—The drivers and conductors
of the 2,500 horse omnibuses receive from $1.46 to $1.70 per day of
fifteen hours. Length of service for the company is a factor in deter-
mining the wages.

Tanﬁmb motormen.—In London there are approximately 4,000 taxi-
cabs. The men that operate them recelve 25 per cent of the mone
they actually collect. ut of this they furnish thelr own gasoline an
do the minor repairing themselves. As an average the men inter-
viewed stated that they can make $15 to $20 per week, a.ccordlnf to
how fortunate they are In securluﬁ assengers. This is unquestion-
ably the best pald class of workmen und in London.

ndon ca .—London over 9,000 four-wheeled and two-
wheeled one-horse cabs. The cab drivers rent these cabs and horses
from different companies. They pazoths owners in winter season $1.94
and in the summer season, when ndon is full of tourists and their
business i8 very active, $2.92 rent per d for eab and horse. Their
compensation for driving is the difference the rental they pay
and the fares they collect. The men Interviewed stated that only in
the busy season can they make from $10 to §$12 rl)er week, in
winter months they can not realize more than $7 weekly.

Coal ers.—Almost all houses in London are heated by grate ﬂre;,

The ¥ coal deltvet% therefore a foree of men.
delivered in 112 and :lpoud 81l each wagon having a driver and
a helper. Thz receive 14 to 16 cen ton for loading the coal on
the wagons, delivering, and unloading a

the houses. On exceptionally
thickly settled routes they can m about $7 per week each. In
poor neighborhoods the coal porters pay for the coal as they take it
out and collect whatever price they may be able to get for the coal.
This difference In price is thelr compensation for their work.

City street cleaners.—Each street-cleaning wagon has one driver and
?na loader, e:'fh of whom receives $1.13 per day, fifty-six hours consti-

uting a week.

Delivery-wagon drivers.—The drivers of de!lverg wagons of wholesale
and retail houses work from twelve to fourteen hours per day. Many
of them collect for the goods, and they recelve $7.25 to $8.50 per week.
Tho:e that deliver only and make no collections receive $6 to $7.25 per
week.

London letter carriers—This Is part of the government elvil service.
The apprentice letter carrler starts at $5.10 per week. When old sol-
dlers are employed t}he? start at $5.83 and are gradually advanced to
$8.51 per week, aceording to time of service and record. This is the
maximum pay. Thelr uniforms are supplied the Government, and a
pension is pald when they reach the old-age t.

Common laborers ommon day laborers receive for wvarlons work
from 10 to 14 cents an hour. Gas-work stokers get $£1.39 to $1.46 for
elght hours’ work, double time being given for Sunday labor.

LABOR IN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS,

A trip was made to Godalmlnﬁ n the county of Surrey, Swanley,
oount{ of Kent, and Haslemier, the county of Surrey. The
paid in these counties are almost the same, and have been averaged in
one general figure for each class of workmen. None of these places is
over 30 miles distant from London.

Common laborers recelve $4.38 weekly, or, estimating the value of
supplies furnished by the landowner, $4.98 per week.

ostlers and cattlemen receive $4.50 cash, weekly, or, with the addi-
tion of cash value sugplles. £5.46.

Shepherds recelve $4.86 cash, or, with the addition of cash value for
supplies, $5.34 weekly. The married men are supplied with cottages,
and receive in many cases ground for gardens or potatoes, straw for
pigs, and free cartage of fuel, and other minor benefits which the land-
owner wishes to grant them.

All single hired men on farms In these counties receive lodging and
board in farmhouses and $4.38 cash compensation, weekly. It is gen-
erally understood that these men work longer hours.

From all my interviews I am constrained to arrive at one conclusion,
that the unskilled laborer in this district can not make over 20s,
($4.86) per week at steady employment, and that even some of the
mechanical workers, such as those in the building trades, are not earn-
ing over 253, (§6.07) weekly on a general average the year round.

COST OF LIVING.

The prices of living supplies furnished in this statement were ob-
tained in the three most prominent laboring districts In the city:
Islington, Hackney, and itechapel. From ten to fifteen stores in
each district were visited, and from two to three of the articles were

riced in each store: and the figures glven below are the average ob-
ined In the three disiricts on each article named.

No effort was made to obtain the tﬁyr!cea in the higher resident
districts or around the habitations of the middle classes, as 25 to 50
per eent more is charged In these districts for the articles sold by the
same name, the quality, however, being superior. My aim was to get
at the cheapest possible way of living for the men who do not earn
over Z205s. {SB.O?% per week and less, this amount representing the
greatest army of laborers In the city of London.
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8 al attention has been given to the cost of bread. Over 20 la
retail bakeries were visited, and the same class of bread that can
purchased in Chicago, St. Lounis, and New Orleans at § cents per pound
costs here 4 cents per pound in all the retail stores. In the laborin
districts, however, a 4-pound loaf is sold for 12 cents. This brea
compares well with the second day's stale bread which wholesale bakers
in American ecities sell for 2} cents per pound. It is a good substantial
food, but not the best obtainable,

Following is a list of prices asked for warious articles in the three
districts visited :

Articles, Price.

Penee. C 5

Apples, second and third quality e eeceeeccenna-s pound..| 2 to 8
Bread_..... 4 pounds.. Ll 1
T irn s adn d b o el W B2 Al et ) S W pound._| 12 to 16 24 to 32
Cheese, Oanadian... = do. 7T to 8 14 to 16
i do 8 to18 | 16to 80
8 to 18 16 to 36
2 to 4 4to 8
12 24
4 to 6- 8to 12
3 to 4 6to 8
..... 2 to 6 4to 12
4fto b 9 to 10
3 to 4 Gto 8
.4 to b 8to 10
8 to 12 16 to 24
...... 5 to T 10 to 14
8 to 10 16 to 20
6 to 8 12 to 16
......................... 2 4
2 to 8 dto 95
1 2
1 2
_pound._| ito 1 1to 2
edweight__| 80 to 48 T2to X%
---pound._| 4 to 6 8to 12
do. 8 to b 6 to 10
do. 2 4
do. 3 6
do. 5
. do. gi 4
do. 4 8
do. 10 to 30 | 20to 60

U1 T R T R SRS L e St do...

Vegetables, general do 1}to 2 S3to 4

Not less than 75 families were visited, and from all the information

gathered from these interviews a family of man and wife, with pos-
sibly two small children, may subsist on the following food per week :
Quan-
Articles. tity. Cost.
Pounds.| Pence.
B - —— 2 24 $0.43
Bread... 30 45 .00
Butter - 1 12 24
........................ 1 7 4
Coffes.. L Y 3 .05
[0 T EEE TR RS AP SE R I S el = 1 3 .08
Meat, frozen 6 0 .60
S e10 20 .40
Potatoes........- 12 14 .24
Rirce, or equivalent 3 (] A2
Sugar 5 10 .20
a2 cieifod [ 6 .12
Vegetables. 5 5 .10
Total 153 8.68

e Pints.

The nce have been converted on the basis of 2 cents, but the
slight difference between this and the actual value would make the
total cost $3.68.

To this must be added the cost of rental, which amounts in the
poorest districts for one room to not less than 2s, (48 cents) per week,
and for a three-room flat from 8s. to 10s. ($1.94 to $2.43) r week.
The coal in these laboring districts is sold at the rate of 32 to 36
cents per 112 pounds. To this must also be added the possibility of
a car fare, which amounts to 2 cents to 8 cents per trip. The men
seldom use the cars, unless exceptional distance from work necessitates
this. Some of the f)etter- ald workmen, such as engineers and others,
who earn from $7.25 to $9.750 per week, are living better in pr?rtlon,
The only real cheap article I found is the workingman’s clothing.
One of the union secretaries stated, * No workman with wife and two
children in London, in my opinion, can subsist and be housed for less
than 22s, ($5.34) per week.'

The Board of ade Labor Gazette states that employment in Jan-
uary was, on the whole, not quite so good as In December. Ship-
building and engineering continued to improve, but nearly all the
textile trades showed some falling off, especially cotton. here was
also a seasonal decline in the building and printing trades.

The winter months are everywhere the poorest t of the year for
the working classes, and there are thousands of unemployed men able
and ready to work around the London docks Charitable institutions
are doing their utmost to take care of the indigent classes.

LABOR IN NOVA SCOTIA—RATES OF WAGES AND COST OF LIVING IN

YARMOUTH.

Consul Alfred J. Fleming furnishes the following statistics covering
the rates of wages and the cost of the necessarles of life In Yarmouth :

Labor is unorganized in this consular district and, outside of Halifax
and the iron-mining

and iron-working districts, the same applies to all

Nova Scotia. Wages are fixed by the employers, and, as will be seen In
the annexed table, they are low as cumFar with wages in the United
States. ving in Yarmouth is little, if any, cheaper than in cities of
like size In the United States, with the exception of house rent.
Farmers and gardeners ﬁenemliy send their produce to Boston, with
which there is almost daily steamship communication, and that market
generally fixes the prices of foodstuffs here.

Cloth[ng is mno cheaper here than in the United States. Woolens
are a trifle cheaper, but cottons are dearer. Many persons go from
here to Boston to buy their winter and spring goods, and frankly say
that for an outlay of $50 in that city, including the cost of the trip,
they can get more than for the same amount expended in Yarmouth.

e following statement shows the rates of wages, prices of food,
and cost of other necessaries of life in Yarmouth :

Deseription. i Wate:ha?rm.
Wages:
Cotton mill—
Females. per week__| $3.50 to $6.50
Males _________ —ea---d0. 5.00 to 9.00
Iron works—
¥8. S, . 3.50
R e e A I e R B I S do__..| 7.00to 9.00
Skilled workers. R () 12.00 to 15.00
Printers --do___.|] 7.00to 9.00
B iaiini ]y R e e LS U e M e s S e do...-| 10.00 to 12.00
B e e i e B [ S 7.00to 8.00
Tallors i -.-do 8.00 to 9.00
P Fee e e SR TR e L i A do....| 5.00to 6.00
Barbers ceseeafloa.| 9,00 to 12.00
Oigar makers, males. 9.00 to 10.00
Oigar makers, females do 3.00 to 5.00
Typewriters and stenographers, males do 7.00 to 9.00
Typewriters and stenograph b 1 do 6.00 to 7.00
PIRARIEI = s s e e e e per day..|] 1.50to 1.75
Carnent do 1.75 to 2.00
Masons and terers do. 1.0 to 2.00
Foodstufls:
Potatoes. per bushel__ H0to .75
Coflee --.per pound._ 20 to .40
. do .80to .60
Cheese. e L) «J8to .
Butter. e SR, [, WS .80to .35
T 1| S e AN e e R RS A per quart__ L6 to .08
Flour. e per 28 pounds__ S0to |,
Eges == =y per dozen.. 0to .45
Lard .18to .22
Bacon, hams, and shoulders, and fresh meats_. Jdsto
Orack Jd0to .12
Fish, dried Lito 08
Fish, salted J0to 15
abbage b0 to .76
Corn meal A .08
Oatmian): s e e e Jdoto .06
Ker .20
Other necessaries:
House rent—
A cottage. 5.00 to 7.00
House, 6 60 8 TOOMIB e e eaa 10.00 to 15.00
Gas 2.00
Anthracite coal 6.50 to 7.25
Bituminous coal 4.50 to 5.00
Board for working girls 2.00 to 2.50
Board for workingmen 8.00to 4.00
Cottons—
Bleached Jd8to .28
bl hed J2to .
Prints (calicoes) Jd2to .16
Ghnghame - Jd2to .25

. APPENDIX D.
[Senate Document No. 477, part 2, Sixty-first Congress, second sesslon.]
WAGES AND PRICES ABROAD—REPORTS FROM CONSULAR OFFICERS OF THE

UNITED STATES AT HAMBURG, GERMANY ; MANCHESTER, ENGLAND ; GLAS-

GOW, SCOTLAND; AND WARSAW, RUSSIA, GIVING THE PRESENT RETAIL

AND WHOLESALE PRICES OF CERTAIN COMMODITIES AND THE PRICES

OBTAINING IN 1900, TOGETHER WITH SALARIES PAID VARIOUS CLASSES

OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.

[Presented by Mr. LopGs.] .

[Inclosures : Hamburg, Germany, March 14, 1910; Manchestsr, Eng-
land, March 17, 1910; Glasgow, Scotland, March 15, 1910; Warsaw,
Russia, March 10 and 19, 1910.]

MANCHESTER, ENGLAND,

Rents.—Rents have not increased during the past ten years. It la
difficult to give rentals, because a six-room house in one district of the
city wouidﬁ)e $1.22 to $1.46 per week, while in another It would be
$1.75 to $2.43 per week; larger houses in proportlon.

The cl}ar rates have Increased from $1.58 in 1900 to $1.86 at the

nt time.
pr&sﬁe rates fluctnate each {ear, but they do not affect a weekly rented
house, the landlord paying the rates out of the rental received.

A tenant of a quarterly or yearly rented house pays, in addition, the
amount of rates levied in that particular year.

Whaolesale prices in Manchester.

Articles. 1910. 1900,

Wheat 100 pounds)

}?o_(?n;‘fdrthem MANIODE.. . oo rm o rnm s encmnensal $2.06 -§2.07 §1.47 -81.49

Choiee White Karachl. .. oo ooooo___] 8.06-3.08 |...c..iocoa.._ ..

Red Karachi. . i $:08~208 i =

Russian, Northern River Plate. .- ..ceeao.. 2,08 - 2.4 1.84 - 1.52
aize:

3 Oinquantina.... 1.56 - 1.56 1.18-1.19
L e R B R e e 1.80 =140 |eaaseanoenaan. o
Mixed American - 1.38-1.44 S93- .90
River Plate 1.44 -1.45 AL - .93
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Whalesale prices in Manchester—Continued.

Wholesale prices in Manchestor—Continued.

Articles. 100. 1900. Articles. 1010. 1000.
Barley, Russliluzn (per m) POUNAS) e |  §0.76 8077 $0.70 -§0.71 Hide;ﬁ_ fteléﬁ_m (per pound)—Continued.
Butter (per 112 pounds): BEL e
Danish, finest. 80.68 -51,63 27.01 -27.49 ;g :g g gm:: $0.113 6.5
B wedish, finest 80.42 -81.15 2’{.01 -27.49 BicoRA dlhe
Finnish, finest 29,60 -80.42 25.79 26,76 70 to 79 = A e
Australian_____ -1 28.71 -20.44 24.33 -25.30 Tt a i
New Zealand 29.20 —80.17 feceeeaooo. s Firs‘t o
Argentine XX m—— e ET EA ORI
Eggs (per120): 2 63 to 72 d J
Irish Eextra 1) A7 - 2,51 } 3.81 - 2.43 Booind slaie
Irish (ordinary).. 2.80 - 2.43 T =1 U U et
Danish.. . 2.48 - 2.55 2.19 - 2.68 &3 to 79 o ( ¥ 7
Rl i IS e
Bprptinn. oo s - 55 i 50 to 5 ponnds. A s eemanaae
e auome Ser AN DaLe) > 18.86 -20.07 | 18.25 -20.68 54 to 62 pounds :
7.0 18,28 | 1o 801 e e i il Wt e
Lower R s = ol L e T s 14.60 .16 -14.5 = Ag. e 4
Canadian and American cheese (per 112 pounds): L e :: égs;_m:mun 083
Finest white.. 15.00 -15.33 | 14.83 -15.32 40 pounds and under......— S L S A e
Finest colored. .. 14.84 -15.09 | _.___ — olmds and under.. :
Bacon (per 112 pounds): an e
gﬁmh&ﬂﬂnd ”;_* %g‘% "ig'g 9.00 - 0.73 49 pounds and under AR e
AIms, ou . e DL L S D — J
e e 16.42 16,79 | 11.9% 3.14 A% POGDAR AB TGRS,
Shoulders, New Yorkeut . __.......__ meemeead 18,14 -13.74 .29 - 8.53 B
Bacoen (per 112 pounds); & 5 B e L
Oanadian, best sizable. ..o ooooeoooeeeeeo e 16.06 -16.50 e pounds i i 08}
Canadian, medium 16.06 -16.30 10.95 -11.19 Second ¢l
Canadian, outside- 15,82 ~16.00 60 pounds and above__ = 1 ) S :
Trish, light 17.28 -17.40 63 pounds and above. 073
Irish, medium --| 17.04 -17.28 13,62 -14.11 Bivat clise =
Trish, heavy- 18.79 -17.04 50 to 50 pounds o b o S e
Danish, stout sizable 4 16.55 -16.79 |. 54 to 62 pounds -
Danish, medinm 4 1B8.30 -16.56 |. Second cliss—
Danish, henvy.ds 16.06 -16.30 | 50 a e |G I X =
112 nds): - :
L"ﬁéﬁmmncd.}.--- 15.18 -16.42 8.14 - 8.25 o e D ¥
Prime, western. ... 16.12 7.54 - 7.60 49 pounds and under._ A e I e
Foreign msat (per pou 53 p ds and under. 3
American (refrigerated beef)— : Second clags—
Choiee eats, rumps, and loins. .........__] .15 14 - .15 49 pounds and under. At ] b s i LRSSl
Ribs i .12 - a2 53 pounds and under. 083
Hind quarters 123 113 T
Forequarters.__ .09 .08 Pirst class 10§ .g
South American chilled beef— Becond class. .10 .
Hind quarters. s b | e S E Oilvee—
FOre qUATters. ....o.oioeenceeeonoeeee - B Above 18 pounds. a3 113
Plate and Austral[an beet (frozen)— 9 to 16 pounds 183 5
Hind quarters il == Under 9 pounds. 18 11
Fore-quarters.. ... ... esamsmand] . 06} Kips .10 X
Muatton and lamb (frozen)— Horsehides________ 2.43 -5.10 1.88-4.56
Oanterbury sheep % +063- 063 Cotton, American (per pound)—
New Zealand sheep. . A1 Good ordinary 1526 003
Australfan sheep........... O — 07 06 - % Low middling. -1578 .10
Plate s 073 - Middling L1598 5
Australian lamb 09, O3 074 Good middling. 1630 :
_Dead ment— Fair good middling 164 1
i . Middling fair. ... SRR T “1660 1
First.class. ... 2T 11 | Egyptian cotton (per pound):
a clnss -00%- 104 00 . Egyptian brown—
~ Third class 00— 083 08~ .00 Fair :g }g
ntton— fair .
Pirst class .163 -15% ggg-dgood fair 80 .16
A class Jdd3- 15§ 8- L1434 Good 81 =
5 Third class 125 183 083~ .10} Fing: o 'l'g
eal— pent per—
Tirst clase -163 .15} N raif;n' i :g ATl
Second class W43 25 -@: 143 Good fair -}g
Third class. 124 .18 < 103 Fair good fair. . .
Bacon pigs— Good = 153
First clazg. 18 .10 Fine - ESLL s
Sst'.ostdlvlsm .g - -g -g - g Coal (W ton): o S
Third class.. 09 - SO - for domestic it 8.65 -3.. . .
T u. p | Bt AR | R
rlass - . coal B0 wo1-2,
Becond elass B R | A0 - 11 gggﬂioiu;ﬁ:%ﬂng purposes, screened.._.___ 2.80 2.80-2.92
Third class........... Rt e [ F S & 05~ .00} Ooal for bunkering purposes, unsereened. .. | 2.55 2.55
Potatoes, per load (252 pounds): Cattle, ete. (per pound):

Yorkslifre 1.95-2.19 2,10 - 2,55 Gh;}[w small eattle .14 W14
Sands (Yorkshire). 1.82-1.95 1.95 - 2,19 Good bullocks and heifers J8 - 133 8- ,131
Cheshire 1.3+ 1.58 1.70-1.95 Middling cattle. Ja2- .8 12— .
Lineoln e %% E.g 2.19 - 2,55 Rough .10 Jdo- .11
Lineoln (Sands -6 Lo T e e e 20 17- a7

Turnips perton | 9.7310.05 | 31.80 2k.38 D I T OURLY o J8-19 16
Swedes do.___|  6.08-7.29 7.29 - 0.73 Trish gheep ST | I PO
QOarrots, washed do....| 14.50-15.81 14.59 -1B.24 oW 18- .15 ;
Onirma' = Oalves. 184 .17% J10- .17
periehse..j - .l dor. 8. 01 L70-230 | o ants (per hundredwelght):
Dut.uh whlfa per bag._ 07~ 1.08 .B5 - .89 Provinelal 5.10 -5.35 8.85-3.77
Petroleum (per gallon): A thaltng 5.22 -5.50 8.80-4.74
Russian and Roumanian 12 _}&: -15} Patras 6.47 —6.08 8.80-4.74
American 7 - .18 <183 Zante 5.356 -6.20 4.26-4.08
Hidesa, dehorned (per pound): Gulf. . 6.47-6.52 4.62-5.47
= Vosti [ mEmLa s 6.32 -8.02 5.22-6.68
o4 I“’““g_: :ﬂg 1‘{5:::2-—“““—---*-—- A% 93 | Boots, men’s rough wear: @ o 85
poun: . -4 2.1 +
Second class— Northampton prices. 1.2 1.00
g0poundsandupward____________ | = W SR 1.05 .08
- merlmmldu and upward. ud .08} 1.38 1.22
rst class—
& Eg g ponndst 193 '——"“"—“aa; - 1.88 1.62
88 2
Seeco; s The prices for boots, as above, are only obtainable for men's mugh
5‘30&3?;;1::&-1 B o] wenr; nap thiz is the oﬁly class of boot that has remained the sam
83 to 02 i i standard during the past ten years.
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Wholesale prices in Manchester—Continued.

Retail prices in Manchester.

Articles 1010 1900 Articles. Weight. 1910. 1900,
B 2N Poundis. o018 o
ain . . . .
Boots, men's rough wear—Continued. - Smoked, best eut 1 '@_2‘ $0 lm.g
Leaas Drices. . - oo e $1. $1.70 | Butter, best 1| .28~ 32 e
e R AR
Bristol prioes. ot e 1.68 1.52 | Lard 1 A= ‘i‘? A3z
1.52 1.26 | Hams: S
Bricks (per 1,000): a0 L 1 2 i
Ordinary red house brick. $3.65- 4.38 $4.86- 5.10 | Currants 1 06 - .15 S5~ .12
Cement (Der tOD) .- -—-o-ooooonns 6.6 9.24 | Salmon, tinned, tails 1 14 o
%‘;’ubism' tHinned - .40 .26
® The reason for the remarkable decrease in the price of cement is i, Mnneds
that the suppl A is greattcr than tl;: d:;llmd; also that more modern %2::"" % '}ﬁ“ g }2’ g
machinery enables manufacturers produce cheaper. f;fg B i :ﬂ: : g_ :ﬁ G S
eapple, chunks 00 - . 09— 11
Prices of agricultural implements as sold in Manchester. Tongnes, tinned:
Lunch 1 .50 24
Articles. 1910. 1900, Ox 1} .61 .55
2 .73 67
23 .85 .70
Oorx]:;gi beaf % .g A1
5 .20
P e §13.38 | yams_ 1 |eor- 16 [ .o 6
Steel chill digging plows. 24,33 24.33 | Goffee. 1 .24- .57 | 24 57
Light double Farrow plow (weight 308 pounds)._ 25.55 25.55 | Cocoa:
Light double Farrow plow (weight 250 pounds)__ 23.11 2511 Finest bulk 1 N T
Horse hoe and searifier (light handle) .- ) 15.81 15.81 Advertised brands 1 .65 .65
Horse hoe and scarifier (heavy handle) 17.63 17.6g | Eges, finest Irish (dozen) 24 24
Steel cultivators $45.01- 51.00 | $45.01- 51.00 | S g 1| 18- .20 a7
Chain and brush harrows.. 7.29- 20.68 7.29- 29 gg | Flour, household 12 .38 32
ngﬁl harrows 9.48- 22,87 9.48- 2287 g;:;:;"' ‘i -g -g:
Corn gt e e it m i e --] 107.06-114. 2 - . .
Lumber: : 3|07 00-114,90 Candied peel, lemon 1 00 - .12 09 12
From British America— Candles, wax 3 20 27
Yellow-pine timber, Quebec, square wood, Riee 1 08 - .12 03- .12
pereuble f00t. ..o cooocueceaanaaann N0 A0~ 79 .80- g7 | Quaker oats 2 a1 A%
Yellow-pine Waney board, square wood, Matehes, wood (dozen) .04 .04
per cubiec foot_ .. _...... e 61~ 1.08 58~ .00 Pepper-.._. = 1 .20~ .38 24~ 40
Yellow-pine, St average), E gieﬂes (ounce jar) 10 | 2.05- .ag a,05- .g
cubic foot AT M- . . 8gO. 1 . .
Yellow-pine 3. 5| Raisins, Valencia 1| 8- 22| 08 (12
Red pine Salt (bars) .00 07
Oak, first q g;“; } . '.g o '.g
ak, second quality-. are 08 - . o i
Sy motnd 4 Sugar. 1| .04 .08 | .03 .05
........... AT Erégsg;gnﬂma 24 - .40 24~ .40
reh, St. et : meats:
Bi . gt JOhi ........ %mprl.”.t 1 24 g
Bireh, Nova Beotia, ete 11 1 .20 .
"planks_ Sirloin 1| 20~ ;| .20~ 2
Deals, Quebee, yi Ribs, best cut. 1 .20 .20
First quality ... Ribs 1 T E
Second quality__.. X g gflskfser e } .23 - .g ‘ﬁ .g
Third quality. 20, 16 55.89- 65 hou! A6 - . . °
8t. John, ete il 2 Iders 1 20 90
. John, e 87 54 35 2 '
Neva Bootls, sta B el e Legs. . 1 a1 e
Boards, spruce, ét¢ .................do....| 82.84-35.28 | 32.84- 34.08 Loin (piece) 1 oy .21
ars,ash_________._____ per running foot..| .06~ .08 06~ 08 Loin (chops) ;| 24 .24
From United States, ete.— Br 1 .00 .09
S Lives o Bl 8 R
s YRS e ﬁ%?f: :ﬁ :g :& g Hearts (each) 04— .08 04~ .08
Planks, stowage. AR i 18- o2 24~ og | Pork:
Prime deals and boards.__.per standard--| 72.09- 02.46 | 65.60- 74.21 Loin 1 .21 )
OiRIopcC o Enae -per cubie foot__| Ag- 67 8- .8 Leg. 1 -2 )
s T E L
W , Jogs and planks ... 0. ... 40- .97 A2- 3
Teak wood, East India-per 1oad caliper..| 45.66-104162 | 56.06- a5.09 |  Dest drawing room, ddivered, per hun-
Green heart....... do 84.00- 36.49 | 382.8L 35.99 dredweight 273 .28
Btaves, New Oﬂeamin_lm Ggougdgg‘:’i&% tl'oom. delivered, per 5 %
Canada butts, 66 long-per | 487.98-583. .98 462 s 3
e it B e e e Sor i | oys42.81 ) pest house coal, per hundredweight. |- i5g 153
Wine pipe, extra heavy.. 240.32-967.65 | 206.82-243.82 Seconds, house coal, per hundredweigh PN .25 2
Hogshead, extra heavy_. 145.99-170.32 | 145.99-170.32 Good kitehen coal, per hundredwelght -4 -2
Barrel, extra heavy_-..._...._.. 87.50-116.70 | 85.16-116.79 Kitchen m‘tl E"@ from slack), per
Staves, Boston, New York, and Phila- - 2 Cloth?;lqdfedwﬂz t 21 18
Geiphia ool R Men's suits made to order. 11.55 -30.66 | 11.55-30.66
111.52-136. 26 9733191 ks Men's overcoats made to order. 10.95 -20.43 | 10.05-20.43
1070619166 | 97 5500 10 Men's raincoats made to order. 10.22 -20.43 | 10.22-20.43
79,90 82,73 Fi‘s'm- g;g - jtm“%;l:“d jzwenlles' in proportion.
68.89- 68,18 |  48.66- 58139 | ©  xtenrs (Kip an >
45.66- 38,89 35,95 65,18 Men's (kip and split kip) rough Wear.. e 2,17 - 2.88 1.93- 2.55
92.46-102.19 02,46-102.19 s According to maker.
68.13- 87.59 53.58- 72.99 *Averaqze.
84.06- 28,93 84.06- 38,903 e 20 to 25 per cent cheaper.
4 It will be noticed that prices for suits, etc., have neither increased
Riga, Ted—.......:c eesnaemes--Per cubje foot__| A4~ .55 42~ 55 | nor decreased, but as a prominent tailor here informed me, the prices
Danzig, CrOWN cocceeoreaccaanaas S do....| 55~ .61 ‘53- .50 | of all materials have gone up considerably since 1000, anything from
Danzig, middling and eommon . - 49 Js5- 47| 10 to 20 per cent; tallors have customers who will not pay any more
Memel, eTOWn— ... e e Do~ .61 '53- _5p | than their regular prices for suits, so the tallor gives inferior linin
Memel, middling and eommon...........do.._. S 49 .42~ 47| and trimmings, also a slightly inferior quality of cloth; hence the
T A Rl SRR 2 .88- 44 42— 47 | price being at the same figure. It must also borne in mind that
e R b 82— .36 3~ g | certain qualities and styles of cloth used ten years a would not
Danzig and Riga whitewood B4 .38 ‘36— 40 | sell at any price at the present time, but taking everything into con-
Norway mining timber 24~ .98 ‘98- .gp | sideration, a 10 per cent increase would be a fair average.
Oak, Stettin, Danzig, ete b= ¢ 40~ 57 ¢ This is the only quality of boot that has remained at the same
‘Wainscot : standard during the past ten years. It i{s Impossible to give BSeciﬂed
Riga and Memel erown__... = do...l 1.0~ 1.84 1.00- 1.22 L:r!m for other qualities of boots and shoes, use since 1900 there
Riga and Memel blaek. - oo ocooemeeoe —.do._..| T ‘- 8§ | has been great advancement in styles and shapes. As an example, a
Austrian ... G do. 1.22- 1.40 W1- 1,00 | $2:50 hoot foday HOURE AR 02 S Of \the s¥the BilOn' ton YSKEY S90F
d i : . 4 u wearing q at leas per cent. a4 gener;
Spars, Norway, ete 0 28 .42 2= .32 | Hverage, boots and shoes to-day are 10 per cent dearer then txa

-

years ago.
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Balaries paid to teachers in the Manchester public schools.

1910, | 1900.

Masters who have had charge of schools for a less period

than 5 years e $583.08 | $525.58
Over 5 but less than 10. =ik 656.97 | 583.98
Over 10 but less than 15. 76017 | 700.77
Over 15. 851.63 | Ti8.64
Mistresses, less than 5 years 8380.82 | 821.18
Over 5 but less than 10. 437.08 | 870.58
Over 10 but less than 15 4806.65 | 437.98
15 years and upward 535.31 | 467.18

Balaries paid to other government officials, ctc.—Continued.

Also head teachers receive as follows: Head masters, for the first 300
scholars, 97 cents per unit; for the next 100 scholars, T3 cents per unit;
for each unit over 400 scholars, 49 cents per unit, Head mistresses, for
the first 300 scholars, 49 cents per unit; for the next 100 scholars, 36
cents per unit; for each unit over 400 scholars, 24 cents ger unit ;
$48.66 fcer annum if the school obtain the full grant and $24.33 per
annum if the school obtain a lower grant; $9.73 per annum for each
pupil teacher. An extra paf-mmt to be fixed by the education com-
mittee where there is a school of science. All the above extra payments
were the same in 1900,

Assistant teachers.

Yearly |Maximum
Class. | Salary. increase.| salary.

Men, 1910 po A, o .33 778.64
Men, 1900, - . ooccaea oo A, . %33 %.9‘?
Women, 1010 aon e O it 24.33 H83.08
Women, 1900 A. ) 24.33 486,65
Men, 1910 B. $354.98 24.33 720.97
Men, 1900. B. 384,08 24.33 632,61
‘Women, 1910. B. 267.65 24.33 635.81
Women, 1600, B. 267.65 24,33 437.08
Men, 1010 C. 340,685 24.33 533,31
Men, 1900_. o. 340,65 24.33 437.98
Womepn, 1910.... v q, 243.32 24.83 413.65
‘Women, 1900..... g. 243,32 24.33 £10.65
Men, 1910. .. e 267.65 24,53 889.32
Men, 1900 ... s D. 267.65 24,83 340.05
Women, 1910.«.caeeeannan. st ol | D 194.66 24.33 816.32
‘Women, 1900 = D. 194.66 24,88 267,05

® The commencing salary of teachers appolnted to class A Is $24.33 in
excess of the amount which they would receive according to service In
class B. This rule was also In force in the year 1900.
Pupil teachers, 1910.—Boys, first year, $121.66 ; second year, $133.82.
Girls, first year, $87.59; second year, $i02.19. your, §
Pupil teachers and candidates, 1900—Probationers, boys, under 14,
58.39 ; over 14 years, §72.99. Girls, under 14, $29.19; over 14 years,
20.19. Candidates, boys, $97.33; f{rln.a,aﬂs.ﬁé. Pupil teachers, boys,
rat year, 3109.49: second year, $121.66; third yeaTré $133.82, Pupil
I 4

;gl_lrcl'lsl‘s, 1s, first year, $58.39; second year, $72.00; third year,
st
Salaries paid to officials, ete., in the Manchester post-office.
Rank of officer. 1910. 1900.
Chief superintendents (per annum) .....| §1,995.26-82, 433.25 | 81, 046. 60-82, 433, 25
Buperintendents (per Annum) ........... 1,557. 25~ 1,946. 60 l:m&.ﬂl- 1, 946. 60
e ‘)m sSa 1,313. 95~ 1,508. 61

BINUM) . cuaseeeoronsanansonasacsasnsnnn . 1,265.20- 1
Assistant superintendents, class 2 (per | : : b

[V b e R SRS T SR St 978. 30~ 1,265.29 978, 30- 1, 265. 20
Overseers (PEr ANNUM) «.ovennnneas ) T78.64- 924.63 729.97- 924.63
Bupervisors telegraph (female) (per

FT Ly P e B e R e ehe 681.31- 851.63 608.81- 778.64
Assistant supervisors telegraph (female)

TANNUM). o oaanne- LT e Nl TY 635.81- 656.97 462.81- 608,31
Telephone supervisor (female) (per an-

e S e SR L R e 535.81- 720.97 510.98- 681,31
Assistant telephone supervisor (female)

(PErANNUM)...uecueiinsnansannannn e 364 510,98 B840.65- 486.65
Inspectors of postmen (per annum)...... 924,63~ 1,167.96 824.63- 1,119.29
Chief inspectorsof postmen (perannum).| 1,216.65- 1,459,956 |.eeeennenennnn. ...
Assistant i tors (per annum)........ b83. 875,97 - 827.80
Inspectors of telegraph messengers (per

[ e R e iR b83.98- 875,97 5356.81- 827.30
Telegraphists ( female) (per week).. 3.16- 8.75 2 43— 8.51
Ty}}is‘w (female) (per week)...... 8.41- B e e it e
Telephonists (female) (per week). 2.43- 6.52 . 45— 5.83
Postmen (perweek)...oeeecrecrnncnsacaas 4.38- 7.29 4.88- 7.99
Assistant postmen ﬁhours%(perweek).. 8.83 8.66
Assistant postmen (5 hours) (per week).. 8.83 3.04
Unestablished cleaners (per week)...... b5.35 4.86
Dmrkeepem[perweeke ........... each 5. 85 5.35
Telegraph messengers (per week)........ 1.46- 2,92 1.46- 2,92
Balaries paid to other gwmmcgi oflc{au resident in the city of Man-

ester.
1910, 1800.
Fuactory department (home office).

Buperintending inspector................| §2,910.90-§3, 640.87 | $2, 676. 57-83, 406.55
Anmpee o - e e e e 1,450. 05— 2,189.92 | 1,459, 95— 1,6, 60
e sy MR S| TBes smed
Assistant OT8. ocoacnseacnnssnnannan Gy a0 3 gx0

inspect { 978.30- 1, 459,95

XLV—418

1910. 1900,

Factory department (home affice)—Cont'd.
Benlor lady inspector......cccecceeeeecss| §1,450.05-51, MB.60 |.ooenennnnenrnnnrnes
Lady inspector............ Sty 073.30- 1,459.95 50-§1,459.95
Assistant lady inspector........ccaeeeeee 585,81~ 97B.80 |.ceeueinnunnnsnnanns
Inspectors of explosives, coal and metallif-

erous mines.
Inﬂ)ectors. ......... v 4,379.85 | 2,919.90- 3,893.20
Assistant inspectors ST seeeeea| 1,459.95- 1,946.60 | 1,459, 95~ 1,946.60

Patent office. t
Keeper of cotton marks....c.eue.. 2,
Assistant keeper of cotton marks . 1,

In conclusion, I made application to the fol!owinf departments of the
Government in Manchester, and they all respectfully informed me that
they were unable to give me the information, and referred me to the
respective head offices in London—Iinland-revenue department, customs
department, mercantile marine department.

CaurcH HOWE,
American Consul.

—_—

AMERICAN CONSULATE,
Glasgois, Scotland, March 15, 1910.
The ASSISTANT SECEETARY OF STATE,
Washington, D. C.

Sme: I have the honor to reporf, in accordance with instructions
from the consul-general at London, on the subject of wholesale and re-
tail prices of commodities in this consular district in the year 1900 and
at the present time; also on the salaries of government employees and
teachers for same periods,

After careful inquiry from reliable sources of information, the follow-
ing data, I believe, nm;ily answer the requirements as far as applies to
Glasgow consular district.

In some instances wholesale prices only are given, the nature of the
commodity belng such as to be seldom or neyver required in the retail

.market.

[One ton==2,240 pounds; one hundredweight=124 pounds.]

1800, Present time,
Wholesale, Retall. Wholesale. | Retail.
Vegetables:
Pot;m. per hundred- i 5
w et 5 .34 $0.58 2
goﬂm. per ton 20,08 10.56 ...__;'.}.T
Rhubarb, foreed, per -
hundredweight_ 4.62 5.60 5.04 5.68
Rhubarb, field. 08 1.68 .60 1.12
Turnips, per hundred- - 5
welight e . ———e & . .43
Onjons, Valencia, per s
case. m——————— 1.70 2.16 2.36 8.12
Live stock:
Beef, per hundred-
weight oo ___| $0.60-14.64 @.12-0060 |________ __
& ISheep. per pound 0.12- 18 | —eee—e$0,22- .30
rain:
Wheat, per 240 pounds_| 3.%8 {1 i COR e
Oats, per 264 pounds.._| 4.26 5.04 .88 5.18
Barley, per 320 pounds_| 4.32 5.04 5.18 5.98
Maize, per 280 pounds._| 3.26 3.84 4.14 4.86
%m' oo %ppooundu__ Igg lg'gg 1;.44 s
'pase, per b o A .20 14,
Pease (feeding), per .
280 pounds. e 5.4 6.30 5.74 6.60
Raw material:
Cotton middlings), 19
per ommmmmm ] . -15
kel ol e R S L)
pound.....--- e . . . . o
Hides (93 pounds
ward), per pound..__| -10%
Wearing apparel: -
Men'ssuits, tailor-made. 12.00-20.00 12.00-20.00
Men's suits, ready-made. 6.00-10.00 |-.o-... cenmensl 6.00-10.00
Boots and shoes. 2,50 3.00
Underwear:
‘Wool suits 00- 5.00
Shirts e 50~ 1.50
Coal, per ton.. S 4.08 5.00
Iron (columns), per hun-
welght. " g 1 S| SRR LU . p 1% T S A
Grocerles and provisions:
s 8.2 9.60 8
1% sl i X .56
Fiour (patents), Der e
280 pounds. . —__ = | 6.26 7.20 8.07 9.60
Barley, 280 pounds._.__] 5.06 9.60 6.25 $.60
Sugar, per
b | A N 8.30 8.82 3.0 4.48
Qorn flour, per hun-
dredweight___________} 268 | =3 3.00 | E
Tea, per pOUNdacemee % 06 40 .48
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1900, Present time. 1910. 1900,
Head masters:
Wholesale. Retail Wholesale. | Retail. Group 1, 44 schools, maximum salary...... §1,946.60 a
27 e Y| (e
roup 3, mum salary.. + 459, a
Grocerfes and provisions— Group 4, 3 schools, maximum m].aryt... : 1,216.62 a
Oontinued, Second masters.. Il osmew-Twmian| (o
Butter (Danish), per Assistant masters with training college course,
hun weight.. $27.68 & $0.28 $28.58 $0.30 B I BT | - o Canene s e s L ma Sk 413.65 | §380.52
Msrxariae hund Bamemnbovewhau university graduates......... 437. 418,65
WeRght o o 15,00 .19 15.60 .10 ege course,
Choeue (Canadian), per mlnw ............................................. 816,82 (b
hundredweight_.____. 14.66 17.92 15.16 17.92 | Same when university graduates..... Sagiiean 340. (ﬁ;
15.30 19.04 17.34 21.20 @ Salaries for same services in 1900 practically the same as in 1910,
11,64 15.68 15.54 17.02 b Practically the same,
32 A0 29 36 The maximum salaries of the above-named teachers are as follows:
1.97 2.19 2.54 2.74 | Masters (assistant), $729.97; mistresses, £583.08. The annual in-
crease of salaries paid to teachers Is hronght about by a system of
3.66 4.48 3.78 4.48 | increments. The salarles of these assistants are eonsidered after one
;mrs service, and if the report is satisfactory an inerease of $10 or
B.64 18.44 13.74 15.68 | $20 per annum is granted, at the discretion of the board, and there-
after a similar increase, biennially, om a favorable report until the
weight 42 60 48 .60 | maximum is reached.
Pepper  (white), per I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant,
pound.___ PEES .24 32 213 .82 J. N. McCuxN, Consul.
'll.ustlrd (D WL 25 .32 «25 .32
Rice (Benxal] per hun- AMERICAN CONSULATE,
dredweight_ 8.04 4.80 4.84 5.86 Warsaw, Kussia, March 10, 1910.
Rice (Siam), per hun- | The SECRETARY OF STATE,
dredweight__________ 2.42 4.48 2.52 4.48 Washington, D. 0.
Petmleum ofl, per gal-| Sin: I have the honor to forward herewith a list of prices of articles In
lon 153 .13 Polnnd in 1900 and 1910, under the instructions given by Consul-General
Steel, beams, hundred- Mason to the American consul at St. Petersburg. report is not
welght 2.08 O uite complete, but It was the best that could be obtained in the time.
Bﬁnk (elay), per 1,000 8.10 6.90 |[c—eecaanea Eottnn does not figure in the Wamw market, and then there are no
Timber, varylng largely cotton mills here. 1 have written to Lodz for prices and will forward
according to quality and the answer when received. The salaries and wages which were asked
the immediate need of for eame as a second telegram, and these will be sent at the earliest
Ot o o 7 O si obedlent t,
» .. et B.04 [ 7% J S - r, your en serm
imber: 1 have the honor to be, sir, ¥ A Mumeiin. Dowsul:
mb‘,’em (B;'Ef’_‘_)_'__ st e SR 8 e Comparative prices at Wcraaw, Russia.
Pitch pine, per cuble
fooL---_ 60 e 1010. 1800,
Yellow pine (Amerk |
Homem).tpambie foot__] .60 et Commodities. =
rent: Wholesale.| Retail. | Wholesale. tail.
Tenements for labor- -
ers of 1 or 2 apart- -
ments, per annum..._. $34.00- 50.00 ™ Beet, per pound $0.00 $0.08
ore modern houses Hogs, per pound { A A S W ey
with 2 rooms, kiteh- Cattle:
en, and bath, per Bullocks, per pound. - ---eeeeme- 08
AN e 45.00- 68.00 ™ Sheep, per e i 05
Larger town houses Meats:
with7or 8 rooms and Veal, per pound .08
completely equipped Pork, per Dound.. .00
with servants’ rooms, Mutton, per p A48
ete., per annum.. ... © 200, 00-300.00 ® Bacon (salted), per pound. ... f-oeeeceeees a1
Grains
jca), per bushel 1.07
e Per pound. © And higher. Wheat (cho e o
PAbout the same. dApproximately 10 per cent cheaper. gm: Em}.ﬁ bushel .88
Salari t empl ve (med! )ﬁerwm 5
alaries of government em res. ve (medium .
il Barley, per bushel.. B o SR
Oats, per bushai_.. 40 [ 1 O E——
1910. 19000 Provisions
Butter (fresh), per pound .o |oceeaaeeess 2 .20
; ” ﬁlllﬁ:cl‘ (sa]t),m per pound. e ﬁ % 101 ...... =
Collector of customs, Glasgow, T Al- L v - . -
BRI cosye il et s : ‘pe = $5, 000. 00 $4, 500,00 - :stgs. P UV B 1.54 I
ists end: -
h\séek $4. 32~ 6.00 §3. 85— 6.00 Ooarseblack, per hundredweight 1.65 8,01 1.65 a 01}
Messengers Rye, per pound. 02 02
yearly . .| 850.00-  450.00 | 400.00-  450.00 Wheat, per POUnd. - oeeccemoenn 08}
Exsmlllingﬂﬂicets, customs depnrl.ment, Whuat very choiee, per pound. ..
annual salary: Eu:r hundredweight. . ...
First clam. ..cceioviiincnnsnannnnannns 1,150.00- 1,%00.00 | 1,150.00- 1,700.00 | Rents o oceeemenen-
T T P S s 550. ,100.00 | 530. 1,100.00 | Wool, per pound
Principal elerks, customs department, Hides:
ANDUAL BAIATY . ..o v ccoicvaciamamnnnass 2,100.00- $,500.00 | 2,100.00- 8,500.00 Ox, per pound. o eeeee e~ .10 =
In!.und-revenm department, tellers and OoW, per POUNA- cammeccccaaaaaac] .08
stampers, annual Salary.....cc.cieaeneas 800.00-  725.00 200.00-  475.00 | Calf. each 1.00
Post-office clerks: Leather:
First class. . wessswmasssssssasssas] 1,800.00- 2,150.00 | 1,800.00- 2, 150.00 Box ealf, per 1008 oo ccvocaaaaa. ] p 1 ) FS—— B
Second di\'lsion ...................... 1,250.00- 1,750.00 | 1,250.00- 1,750.00 Boots, rnerpalr ................. 6.50 9.00
Post-office department: Shoes. per pair. - 0 B et 3.35
Accouniants......c.ceesnssssanarsnnn 8,000.00- 3,750.00 | 2,7560.00- 8,750.00 Clothing, per suit ) .00
Boy clerks, weekly.... 8. 60- 3.84 8. 4, Lumber:
Superintendents.... wes| 1,600.00- 2,000.00 | 1,500.00- 1,950.00 Beams— K
Postmnen, Weekly...ccceesnssassannnns 4.92- 8.40 4.52- 8.40 Pine, per 35 cuble feet........ 0% () At pa S
Ouk, per 85 cubie feet.. 16.75
Glasgow publie schools—Salarics of head masters. 12.35
The head masters of Glasgow public schools are classified with ref- ;00 | e S
erence to the importance of their posts Into divisions, the salary of Birch, per 35 cubio feet 14.25
each head master belng an amount specifically provided as compensa- | goal, per hundredweight___. .25 T
tion for work in that division. Iron, per hundredweight. ... L
The board, however, may exercise discretionary powers regarding | Steel, per bundredweight. - .......] 1848 [
the maximum salar 3' to be ?aid, or mny otherwise specially deal with | oil. per pound .02
pariicular cases and particular schools. Bricks, per 1,000 - cceeenecceacanaanad 7.22
There are four of these groups of schools in Glasgow, and the follow- | Cement, per barrel of 875 pounds....| - B

summary shows the n r of schools in each group and the

arles paid per annum:

& Per pound. *® Have increased from 30 per cent to 40 per cent since 1800,
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The prices of farming imlrlements have not varied at all during the
last ten years, and the following gives the particulars of prices pre-
wvailing in Poland, Russia :

6-foot binder $165. 00
bB-foot binder 160, 00
b-foot reaper 85.
Combined reaper and mower, 5-foot 112. 6O
b-foot mower 635.
43-foot mower__ & Bg 50
Reaping attachments for mowers s 15. 00
8-foot self-dump rake (steel). T 25. 00
Sickle grinder:
1 stone 6. 50
2 stones. 7.00
g{asi tedde{g_ l?a forks, 4 tines 42,50
ring-too TrOwWSs
P tooth 8. 25
9-tooth. 9. 256
12-tooth 15. 00
15-tooth 17. 60
17-toot! 20. 00
60-tooth peg-tooth harrows 19. 00
Disk harrows :
8 b lﬁh'mllﬂ 32. 50
12 %y 16, solid 37. 50
8 by 20, solid 37. 50
12 by 20, solid___ 40. 00
8 br 16, cutaway £2; 33. 50
12 by 16, cutaway—. - 38, 50
8 by 20, cutaway._.—_______ = 38. 50
12 by 20, cutaway. 41. 00
Feed grinders:
8-inch. = 57. 50
10-inch Ci i z 62,50
Portable engines, English make :
6 horsepower_ - 1, 275. 00
§ horsepower. 1, 475. 00
10 horsepower T 1, 700. 00
Thrashers of English make :
6 horsepower 1, 125. 00
8 horsepower 1, 025. 00
Thrahing Saenias (horsepower) 97 83412, 00
rashing machines (horsepower)_ R i
Hompovgpm 38. 00-154. 00

LIST OF SALARIES RELATING TO OFFICE OF GOVERNOR-GENERAL OF WARSAW.
[For 1900 and 1910.]

The salary of the governor-general is $12,000 per annum. Besides
this salary he has the various palaces to reside in and has an allowance
of 850.003 a year for sundry expenses. The governor receivgs a salary
of $5.000 as well as free llvil::i quarters. The vice-governor's salary is

2,250, with lodgings. The ief of the governor's chancery receives
:750 and free lodgings. The various clerks receive from $300 to $600,
without lodgings, Writers receive £200 to $300.

The chancery of the governor-general.
{J.!rec;:?r {:f ch(anctfr (nind lt;drgéx}ags free) sg

/ice-director (and lodgings =P
First officers for special orders (including rent and keep)_each__ 1
Second officers for special orders (Including rent and keep) _do_-. 1
Chief of chancery. 1

First-grade clerks 900
Second-grade clerks 750
Third-grade clerks 600
Secretary (besides extras) 600
Typewriter 200
Copying clerk 180
Porter (with lodging and uniform) 150

List of salaries paid in connection with the office of the chief of police.
[For 1900 and 1910.]

Chlef of police (and free quarters) $4, 250
His assistant S 2, 500
Chief of the police reserves (and free quarters) ____________ =, 900
Commissary of police, 15 in all (and free quarters) - 1,000
Assistant commissary of police (and free guarters) __________ 850
Chief of mounted police. 600
First assistant to commissary (and free quarters) . . 600
Second assistant to commissary (and free quarters) _________ 500
Clerk in the pollee reserve (and free QUATTErs) —— oo 450
Noncommissioned officer of the police = 360
Noncommissioned officer of the mounted police (and free guar- 5
ters) _. i
Police sergeant-major (and uniform and free quarters) ———-—__ 150
Mounted policeman (and free quarters) . ——__ b 180
Policeman, first grade (and uniform and free quarters) 108
Policeman of second grade (and uniform and free quarters) ___. 20

List of salaries paid in connection with the office of the president of
TWarsaw.

[For 1900 and 1910.]

The president (and free residence £3, 000
The vice-president (and free residence) 2, 500

Balaries of teachers in the public schools.
[For 1900 and 1910.]

For giving fifteen hours a week lessons a salary of $375 is pald per
annum. After five years this sum is increased to $000, where it prac-
tically remains. A teacher may give more than fifteen hours a week
lessons, and in such cases he is paid at the rate of $30 for one hour
per week per year,

Conditions according to which gormmem officials in Poland can receive
pensions.

All officials exchelpt the following have a claim to a government pen-
slon in Poland: Military officers, custom-house officials, clergy (except
Protestants), officials of Russian origin, and others coming from
Russia proper, even when they are Poles.

Civillan officials receive increases of salary by 15 per cent. Teachers
in public schools receive an increase of 25 per cent. Besides the above-
mentioned increases a separate amount is allowed to both the above
classes for the education of their children. =

Administrative officlals receive full pension after twenty-five years
service, and teachers after twenty years.

Administrative officials of local origin are entitled to the following
scale of pension :

After enty years one-fifth of highest salar
year. After twenty-five years one-fourth of highest salary received in
a single year. After thirty years one-half of highest ary recelved
in a single year. After thirty-five years three-fourths of highest salary
rmleiwid in a single year. After forty years highest salary received in
a single year.

Educational branch.—After twenty years one-fourth of highest salary
recelved in a single year. After twenty-five years ome-half of highest
salary received in a single year. After thirty years three-fourths of
highest salary received in a single year. After thirty-five years highest
salary received in a single year.

Pensions are all ecaleculated according to sala actually received, all
additions not being taken into account, and only those on the perma-
nent staff are entitled to a pension.

Bickness—If an official is dismissed on account of an incurable dis-
ease or illness after having served a whole year or not more than
twenty years, he receives a pension on the twenty years' service scale.

After twenty years' service the rate of pension is ecalculated normally.

received in a single

Families of government employees who have not served twenty years
receive a settled amount down at once, to the amount of the hest
salary received In any one year. The widow receives one-third of this

amount and the children two-thirds, which latter is placed in a bank,
t‘;,her% Jt remains till each girl arrives at the age of 18 years and the

8 Fears.

{f the employee gerved for less than eleven years, then only half the
foregoing amounts are

Orphans.—These receive one-fourth of the father’s-pension. If there
are one or two children left t receive one-fourth each; If there are
three then they egei: three-fourths ; if there are four them the whole
pension is divided amongst them. If there should be more than four
children left, In that case the whole of the father’s pension is divided
equa.ll{. amongst them all.

With the coming of age of each of the four minor children (when
there have been flve or more orphans left), the pension is reduced ac-
cordingly by ome-fourth in each case.

Taos., E. HEEXAX, Consul.

INCEREASE IN THE COST OF LIVING IN GERMANTY.
[In reply to a cabled Instruction from the Department of State via Parls.]
HAMBURG, GERMANY, March 1}, 1910,

Germany has long since ceased to be an Inexpensive country, -
lar opinion to the contrary notwithstanding. The sub Intsg a%?as
show conclusively the steady advance of the cost of living all along
the line, an advance which is explained not only by the phenomena
which accompany the enormous increase in the world's production of
gold, but by profound changes which are taking place, which have
al y taken place, in the soclal fabrie of the man people. Rap-
idly accumulated fortunes and mcreasln% national wealth have created
new standards and new reguirements, horter hours of labor, higher
wages, nld-age and accident insurance, abundant tables, better homes—
these are among the <:<:|nt1'ibu1:h:u€1 causes of the higher cost of living,
not merely as respects commodities, but as respects total per capita

ex B
ix 1 German cities of a total population of over 3,000,000 show,
between 1905 and 1908, an increase in wages of T per cent in certain
building trades, 8 per cent in mechanical construction, 11 per cent in
rinting, and 7 per cent to 8 per cent in municipal wages. In three of
hese cities there were decreases of 2 per cent to 7 per cent In the
mechanleal building trades. In these same places and during the same
interval the eost of bread increased 23 ger cent, beef changed very littie
and pork actually decreased 15 per cent. I pick out this fact in regnrd
to pork as one of unusual Interest, as it was precisel‘y between the
ears 1905 and 1908 that American pork meats were rigidly excluded
;rom Germany and the present high tariff became operative, so that
wholesale and retail prices were entitled, apparently, to advance. It is
explained that when American porks were excluded the German “fm-
rians were appealed to to justify this measure by not advancing prices
and by Increasing the aupplglo domestic pork. The domestie supply
was, in fact, stimulated, as the number of German hogs increased from
18,920,666 In 1904 to 22,146,532 in 1907, and the number of beeves in-
creased from 19, 331,568 in 1904 to 20,630,644 in 1907. However, after

Chief of chancery—_. 300 | 1908 the cost of pork resumed its advance and submitted to the gen-
Senlor clerk _ 400 | gral law, so that the comparison of prices between 1000 and 1910
Translator 500 t large increase.
demonstrates a ge
Bookkeeper 225 The abundant population of Germany mno longer emigrates to an
Other clerks each 250 | great exht,f;nt, b:m;J thos}f who once ehmlgrafed an dhget t:-eltumed. ml:lty
those whose relatives have written home In regar elr prosper
o D B it e i and fort abroad, especially In the United States, have become in-
gistent upon an amelioration in living econditions here. Old and
1000, 1910, crowded quarters in ancient cities have been destroyed and in some
cities large real-estate speculations have been undertaken at municipal
nsei to pioﬂ;i%t ng?'l%%bla;hs emhodging t}le t{lggtl ndlnaggble] hy@esnsig
£120 rinciples. gain i rmans who emigra n only 19,
Elmt'i.{“,?""""'" """"""" e ] 150 8:3 eparpul in 1908 ; thus the rapidly swelling population tends to force
i g 180 210 | UP the average rentals everywhere and compels the erection of new
Third houses in all centers of population. In November, 1899, 40.23 per cent
of the population of Hamburg resided in dwellings the rental of which

In addition to the above salaries each ecarrier receives the sum of
$2 per month toward his rent.

did not exceed 300 marks ($71.40), but in November, 1907, only 23.30
per cent of the population lived in such apartments. That is, in
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elﬁht years 12.03 per cent of the total population moved into homes
which cost on an average at least 35 per cent more than formerly.

Another very remarkable fact observable in Germany, a fact notice-
able, apparently, wherever national wealth increases, is the owing
u.nw'l]lingnass of the native population to perform hard manual labor,
and that too, frequently, in the face of an overstocked domestic labor
market. The Germans who formerly emigrated to the United States,
many of them to rform day labor and execute arduoous tasks, not
only refrain nowa s from emigratlnf, but in their own homes em-
ploy other European labor. The Italian consul-general in this port
gtates to me that In and about Hamburg and Altona there are, in
summer, from five to six thousand Italian workmen and in winter about
1.500, and that in summer in Gcrm;gg there are upward of 100,000
Italian laborers, against 69,738 In 1900. In addition to this floating
population there were, according to official statistics for 1908, 582 per-
manently domiciled Ttallans in Hamburg, 686 Russians, 862 § a8,
7,571 Austro-Hungarians, and 1,934 Danes, practically all laborers,

- builders, or walters.

Doctor Trefz, of this l:l?'. who has made economic conditions a life-
long study, supplies the following neral statement which confirms
the foregoing in showing that the increased cost of living is largely
attributable to altered standards:

“The increase in IHamburg and elsewhere in the price of commodi-
ties and of rents is due to many circumstances, of which one of the

most important is that men of small and moderate means demand
more in the way of clothing, food, living apartments, amusements,
i:gsiene. ete., than formerly. Enormous speculation in real estate in

e larger cities has increased the value of houses and, in consequence,
the scale of rents. The revenue and tax policy of the government also
plays and important rile. Articles which have been ralsed in price
one aﬁ)fﬂnnl{g or less per unit by increased taxation are sold to-day at
ret at four or five pfennigs mobore than before. Wages have In-
creased in consequence of the higher demands of the people, and, as
regards farm laborers, there is also a :ﬁreat tendency to emligrate Into
the larfe cities. Thus, a scarcity of labor has been created in the
rural districts and farmers are compelled to employ foreigners, chiefly
Poles and Galiclans, as farm hands. Also in the mining districts the
labor available is not In Xroportton to the production, and foreign
labor must be employed. djacent countries which formerly supplied
large quantities of agricultural products to the German population on
the frontiers, now need these supglies themselves, due to their own
development, and the prices of such commodities, naturally, have gone
up In Germany. In the meanwhile, numerous agricultural products
consumed in this country are now bei rted from forelgn coun-
tries for less tham th can be raised country (eggs, fruits,
cereals), and therefore the revenue of the farmer has become smaller.”

The t{ullowlns tables set forth, in detall, the results of my in-
vestigation :

Balaries paid to various classes of public officers in the State of Hamburg.
[Balaries stated in marks—1 mark=$0.238.]

POLICE OFFICERS.

1, 500 1,900
1,900 2,500
1, 900 2, 500
2,300 3,300
4, 000 6, 000
7,800 9, 000
b pe
Bergeants 3
Sergeants in charge of station 1,000 [ 2,500
ef sergeants, second class... ..... 2,300 3, 500
Chief sergeants, first class... 3 3, 400 5, 200
Captains 5, 200 7,000
Administrative service.
Messengers and office men 1,300 1,7
Clerks 1,700 | 2,500
2.300 | 8,300
3,100 | 4,400
4,000 | 6000
5,20 650 (f
.......... IR 000 foluaaita
Firemen...ceeeenae 1,500 1,900
Engineers .. 1,700 2,500
firemen 1,900 2,500
cants..... 2, 200 2, 800
Warden's assista 2,300 8, 300
Fire Warden....... 4,000 6,000
Fire inspectors . 5, 000 7,500
DIreCtOr . oo cccisannasnssssnssssunmsmcsssrasmrnsamansslesnnsesnas 10,008 leaaisina

CUSTOM-HOUSE OFFICERS.

DR STV o v alr = b s e m e n s e A m e A 4,500 B, 600 {

Chief inspectors 7,200 7, 800
COUET OFFICIALS AXD JUDGES.

BUMIMONETE ccvsaciacsscnscssrsssnssnsssessaannsnssnes $1,500 | #1,900

Messengers.

Copying cler

TR . . s vt ot b g e e i Sl o i

Assistant clerks...... e . Ak A o A s R 2,300 8,300
BOCTRIATION L. 1 s oeia <o i m ool o S s ke 5 3,100 | 4,400 {
et A e S C sy Ak e f Seian (et 4,000 | 6,000
Judges and state’s AllOIMeYS . ..uee e eniccreanacnsannn 5,000 10, 000

v e VR L RO R s oLl L e A DRI IRes - 3 W M ERI e

1900. 1910,

Number of Kumber of

Mini- Maxi- | Numberof|{ Amount years' Mini- Maxi- |Numberof | Amount ears’
advances | of each |servicere-| mum mum | advances | of each |service re-
salary. | salary. |applicable.| advance. | quired for| salary. | salary. |applicable.|advance.| quired for

advance, advance,
b 80 3 1, 850 2,300 b 90 8
b 120 8 2,100 2,700 b 120 3
5 120 3 2, 400 8, 000 3 200 8
] 200 3 2,800 3,800 4 250 8
5 400 3 4,400 6,400 4 500 8
2 600 4 8,000 10, 000 2 1, 000 4
b B0 3 1,950 2,400 ] 90 3
5 120 8 2,100 2,700 5 120 3
5 120 3 2, 400 8,000 3 200 8
b 200 3 2,800 3,800 4 250 8
b 360 3 3,700 5, 500 5 360 b
F 600 4 5, 600 8, 600 ] 600 3
5 80 8 1,500 1,900 b 80 3
5 160 3 1,900 2,700 b 160 3
5 200 ] 2,400 8, 600 4 300 3
5 260 3 3,400 4, 600 4 300 3
b 400 8 4,400 6,400 4 500 ]
I 500 8 5,200 7,000 3 600 3
: - 400 2 b, 600 8, 600 ] 600 3
Wai s i baanaie cavalanewes seunealssne s el e 14,000 |.eacbancinns PSS A St e
b 80 3 1,850 2,800 b 20 3
b 160 8 2,000 2,700 b 140 3
b 120 3 2,100 2,700 b 120 8
8 200 3 2,400 3, 000 3 200 3
] 200 3 2,800 38,800 4 250 3
5 400 8| 4000| 780 { 3 S } 3
b 500 4 b, 600 8, 600 b 600 3
...................................... AR Jxon ~em s nnmn |=a s rrefavm s e s s
1,900 b 80 3
2,100 ] 80 3
2, 400 5 90 3
s (1 mY
2,700 5 140 3
4,600 6 400 3
4, 500 ; % 3
5 360 5,500 : -l 3
a i I 3| 4,400 6,40 4 500 s
1 600 ] 7,600 8,800 L 600 8
b 80 3 $1, 700 $2,100 5 §80 3
ssamamennase 1,850 2,300 b 20 3
5 ] 1,200 2,700 5 160 3
5 200 3| 220] 380{ 4 - 3
b 200 3 2,400 3, 600 5 240 3
- 2% |} 8| s400| 4,600 4 300 8
b 400 8 4,400 6, 400 4 500 3
1] 1,000 5, 000 10, 000 b 1,000 4
................ A A (SR s PR PSR e e N e
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Balaries paid to various classes of public officers in the State of Hamburg—Continned.

1900. 1910,
Number of Number of
Mini. | Maxi- |Numberof| Amount years’ Mini- | Maxi- |Numberof| Amount| years'
mum mum | advances | of each | gervice mum mum | advances | of service re-
salary. | salary. |applicable.| advance. | quired for | salary. | salary. |applicable.advance.| quired for
advance, ad
OFFICE EMPLOYEES AXD JURISTS IN GENERAL ADMIN-
ISTRATIVE DEPARTMENT.
b o PP A M e et e S 1, 600 2,000 5 80 3 1,830 2, 800 5 90 3
Copying clerks... 5 3 = 1, 700 2,500 b 160 8 1,900 2,700 5 160 3
AR e e e o 5 2,300 300 5 200 3 2,400 3, 600 ] 240 3
Registrars, cashiers, and bookkeepem ....... 5 3,100 4,400 B 260 2z 3,400 4,600 4 300 ]
Officers in charge of small bureans. . 3,400 . 200 b 260 8 38,700 B, 500 b 360 ]
Chiefs of DUreAUS ..ocouvesereonaas 4,000 6, 000 6 400 8 4,400 6, 400 4 500 ]
Chiefs of larger bureaus. . 5200| 6,50 3 80 s| 20| 700 3 600 3
Councilors, third class .. 8,000 10, 000 5 1,000 4 5,000 10, 000 5 1,000 4
Councilors, second class 8,000 , 000 4 1,000 4 8, 000 12, 000 4 1,000 4
Cotncllom, Arstolass..........coeciiiiinivusnsssnnsrananmmrns B OO L v it R i oo s o wa e b mcni d 0 | os swweis il eone v i nna e ne e g
OFFICERS AND TEACHERS IN SCHOOLS.
Low public schools.
Assistant teachers, fEMAle ...vecerrecnsnrensssvssronve|sassssssas 1 17111 f i ey s e RS, S 1,200 1, 400 1 200 2
Assistant teachers, male......... E e R S e 3 BT M (e el SIICR L P Ry e e e et [ e e | e e S
Teachers, female........ = 1,400 2, 600 6 200 % 1,600 , 000 7 200 8
TN 1L U s 2,00 | 4,400 (f % 0 |} 8| 2400| 4000 $ |} s
Rectors.. 4,100 | 6,000 3 500 8 4,500 6, 400 4 475 3
Inspectors 6, 000 7,500 8 500 2 6, 400 8, 200 3 600 8
Higher public schools.
e o HREESSRSRRE S o S s B e e e e 1,300 1,700 5 0 3 1,500 1,900 b 80 3
AT s et nae b P s e 1,600 2,000 b 80 3 1,850 2,300 5 90 3
Teachers 1n e1ementary classes. .....vo............ 2,000 4,400 8 300 8| 20| 460 A1 fa s
Technical teachers and teachers in middle classes....| 3,600 | 5,600 5 400 s| 400| 580 2 3
4 600
oL T A R R S e T 9,000 600 3 4,000 9,000 % 1’% 3
Direetors in schools of less than 9 classes ............. 8,600 | 10,400 3 600 4| 9,000] 11,000 2| 1,000 4
Directors in schools of less than 9 classes, other
OO S o e T e T e s B B T v ] e ol Bt P 0 12,000 |...... =
OFFICERS IN BUILDING DEPARTMENT,
Bewermen... 1,500 1,900 b 80 | 1,500 1,900 5 80 3
Road k 5 1,300 1,700 5 80 8 1,500 1, 900 b 80 3
Assistants to bri 1,500 | 1,900 5 80 8| 1,700| 2100 5 80 8
Bﬂdﬁemd lock keepers 1,700 2,500 b 160 3 2,000 2,700 H] 140 8
brldge, rtver and street-cleaning
................................. Zamul L, 106 2,500 5 120 8 2,100 | 2,700 5 120 3
T8, and draftsmen.......... 2,200 2,800 8 200 2 2,400 3, 000 3 200 ]
m mm chief storemen, building draftsmen .. 2,300 3,300 5 200 3 2, 400 8, 600 5 240 3
ldln.g OVERERIES - - oo o o o e maaive . 2,300 3,300 b 200 3 2, 500 3,800 4 250 8
] lding managers, technical assistants. 3, 000 4,000 b 200 3 3, 800 4,300 4 250 8
Qeomstark sl s R s 3,200 5,000 3 600 4 3,400 5,800 4 600 3
Supervisors.... o] $,600 | 7,200 s 600 s| 4o0| 7,80 i el 3
Inspectors.. 7,800 9,000 2 800 4 8,000 | 10,000 2 1,000 4
Directors ... easa|l AR  evaves oo R T\ T el e R B e

o Besides free residence or 1,600 marks extra for rent.

PRICES IN HAMBURG.

Cotton, wholesale, mon Mark
September 1, 189 0.31%
September 30, 1894'0 . 35
October 31, 1899. . 373
November 30, 1809 . 39
December 29. 1809 .40}
January 8 <42
Februrgaﬁs. 1900. .48
March 1900 .52
May 31, 1900 .47
July 10. 1900 . 54
August 8, 1900 . 51
Aungust 31, 1900 . 54

Cotton, wholesale, 1910 :

September 3, 1900 .85
September 2% 1909 . 68
October 9, . BT
October 23; 1909 ‘g9
November 6, 1909 . 723%
December 11, 1909 .78
December 24, 1009 LT
December 21, 1909 " 79
January 15, 1910 e
February 6, 1910 T
Febrnary 23, 1910 . 731
March 1, 1910 .78
All prices per one-balf kilo, equal to 1.1 pounds.

Wool, wholesale, 1900 : Marks.
(’}ray 30.
Black a5.
th lesale, 1010 S DO 002

ool 0 5

o sk B7. 50
Black #2.50
White. 70. 00

All ces per 50 kilos (110 pounds) for German wool from tanmeries
loca in vicinity of Hamburg. ;
Petroleum :
Wholesale— Mark.
1 "1
Retail— i
1900 0. 1920- , 2240
1910 .13 - .18
Prices per liter (1.057 quarts) for standard white oil
Coal.
1000. 1010,
Wholesale: Marks. %
Derbyshire large coal ﬁgﬂ' lws%.'m
Scoteh large coal 63,00 51.00
Yorkshire nuts... 56.00 47,00
Seoteh nuts 43.00 40.00
Scoteh small nuts 40,00 36,00
Retail:
Large coal 84.05 &3.20
Yorkshire nuts b 3.00 e 4.20
Scoteh nuts. ®3.80 *2.80
Anthraeite $3.75 b4 40
Ooke. b 3.60 23.40

e Prices are per double hectoliter, weighing 150 kilos (330 pounds).
b Prices are per 100 kilos, equal to 220 pounds,
Wholesale prices are per 3 tons of nuts, ua] to 40 hectoliters.
Bricks, wholesale, 1900, 22; 1910, 25-2 retall, 1000, 30; 1910,
83-25. ces (in marks) per 1000 bricks, ordiunry size, ‘delivered af
store or bullding,
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Portland cement, wholesale, 1900, 3.30, 1910, 2.28, excluding cost of Market prices for cattle in Hamburg.
barrel, delivered in Hamburg: retail, 1900, 3.00, 1910, 2.70, per Lag
12137515 kliusd 187 pounds) ; 1900, 8.50, 1910, 6.50, per bag of 170 kilos 1908.| 1907. | 1906. | 1905.| 1904.| 1908. | 1902.] 1901.| 1900.| 1899,
pounds). 1
Bhoes, most popular styles.
Oxe};“l: t quality 75| 79| 7| |70 |70 |66 |64 64 63
Wholesale, Retail. rst quality..... seeenes
Gow!igoonﬁquamy.......... 70| 74| 71| 65|65 [65 |61 | 60 60 59
Young fat.....eceeennen. 67| 70| 67| 63|63 [62560 (58 | 88| 57
1900. 1910. 1000. | 1010 Olderfat...._. ... 222777| 62| 65| 62| a7 |58 |57 |63.6\52 | 52| B2
B nlnfeﬁor........--..--... 65| 57| 66| 51|61 |51 |47 | 46 46 46
1 T . 3
Marke. ... 6.50 6.50 | 8.00-10.00 | 8.00-10.00 Hogs: i W et Sl 2 e e L
9.50 o s . Heavy, best, 20 cent
Do. 11.50-12.00 | 11.50-12.00 16.50 16.50 mf? ..... W ...... 59| 66| 68| 65|60 |61 (60 |67 | 49| 47
Haav:{'.t‘;nedium,ﬂ per ot »
There have been ups and downs in prices between 1900 and 1910, cent tare.............. 69| b6)| 69| 65|50 |51 |60 49
particularly in the price of leather, but the market is at Fresent on Good light medium, 22
approximately the same level as ten years ago. Manufacturers and Il;::ifen‘gfe--- ------- 60| 56| 69| 64|50 |51 (60 |G57.5( 49| 49
retailers claim to have cut their own margins in order to maintain . t“:nm um, 24 per
retail prices unchanged. Boc\::. Bt e g g g g ﬁ ﬁ g g :g g
Clothing, most current styles, ordinary and Detter ones. E’|
All above prices (average prices for years given) are in marks 50 kilograms,
Wholesale. Retall. Oxen, cows, and bulls, meat welghg gym) =
Hogs and sows, weight of living animal less tare.
Mark equals §0.238; 50 kilograms equal 220 pounds.
1900, 1610, 1000. 1010, Average prices for slaughtered cattle in Germany.
7 T RS B U 27.00-35.00 | 30.0040.00 | 40.00-53.00 | 45.00-50.00 Oxen, cowe; ste. Calves.
DO | 16.00-25.00 | 18.00-28.00 | 23.00-35.00 25,00-39.00
R g |9l< |4 |% | |9 2|8 |8
Aeat, retail prices only; for wholesale prices see special table. 3 1Bl BslBs : i | Bs [ Es | Bs] Bes
L Marks bg b |95 |85 |3 |55 b8 | pg |58 B | B8 | e
eel - - - =1 E.—q E-—q 3.4 gn-q - - -
Breast, rib, shoulder 0.70 g |18 [2 |8 |2 |28 g |§ o - i
Steak - 1.40 S8 ls e E &8 |8 |8 & |~ |A
Shee?: * - 0 e
nutton -
Sh er *80 | Aixla Chapelle..| 60| 50| 60| 50| 60| 60| 80 s oo| 77| 80
Ribs, ch 1. 00 | Barmen.......... 65| 64| 65| 64| B5 | BHO| 72| 90| 71| B2| 70| &1
Pork - - Berlin...........| 56| 62| 851 62| 65| 63| 50| 62| 67 94| 69| 95
Ham .85 greu]mn. ..... ig g? % g 3_‘8, g 74 72| 86| T2 85
R : reslat ....ueanee S A e (T P Crr e
Ry and Aboulte: 1. 00 | Chemniiz 22210 88| sof 54| 57 54| s8|IIIITIIIIIIIIINIIINIIINNIN
Head T 40 IDmnme‘;nd-""" S gé g% g g% g o et g ol T
Present prices all per 3 kilo, egual to 1.1 pound. They are approxi- Ellbe“rdfel&-:::::.—:: 57| 70| 60| 69| 60| 69| 72 72| 80| 70| 84
mately 10 to 12 per cent higher than ten years ago, in 1900. Essen ........... . 67| 66| 57| 66| 66| 66| 71| 80 [.iii)oeeii)eaciifennn
Frankfort-on-the-
Agricultural implements. NGRS ol sol 62! 48| 61! 4l s8] M 70 vo!| s2
pawyiiii i) e ) 8] 8] 8| B
ANOVEl.ccesnsas
T hpsals; Herall Husum ..........| 69| 69| 62| 69| 60| e8/.....|.._.|.....
Sheeson gl a8 8 8 arelEE
PEIB o e cewamns S O A p e e e
1900. | 1010, | 1900. | 1910. | Mavence.........| 56| 74| 58| 74| 58| &1 |7 72
Zwickan......... MR R I AT e ey e SSR SRTP A Rl ST
Marks. | Marks. | Marks. | Aarks. Average ...| b6 asl 56| 64| 56| 63| 70| 88| 70| 85| 68| 85
Binders. 650 610 925 83
D g % & 475
3
gy % % 130 130 Hogs. Sheep.
8o B e R L B e e i SR BN 22- 24 22- 24 28 32 23 32 _ =
In 1900 th hi used in G 1 ly of foreign k g 3” ?.'- ‘E: § s a- 8‘ g s -~
n e machines n Germany were largely of fore make, 5 - > 3 < i : : - 3 5 ~
and competition was not keen. The result was high prices and large E = gg ;-5 g2 52 g'g Eg Eg Eﬁ E %‘2
profits. With the increased demand came keener competition, espe- Z|E= EZ|E2 ES|EA (22 |E2 B3 n."-"; ESIER
clally on the part of German manufacturers, resulting in lower prices 2 18 |2 |2 |2 [ |B |& e 2 ® |8
and smaller profits, so that, although prices of raw materials have In- LT T R N T 1~ S L ] ﬁ =
cruﬁelg larie?y dln the last lfegt endrs. !t et;‘whto_lte[anle and retail prices of T ===A
machinel a8 decreased slightly during that time.
Prlcw“;t grain and provisions, hides, skins, and leather, wool, steel, Alx 'Iam(,!hapelle.. ig % i.-} ":‘g E% g“-} % % g 7?; g A g
and iron, and rents, see special tables. Berlin....onorons 48| 63| 44| 67| 44| 68| 55| 68| 54| 67| 57| 68
Rents (absolute) have increased from 5 to 10 per cent since 1900, Bremen = 46 67 48 68 48 63 58 70 60 70 63 3
and the movement of the gopulntlon from houses of one class to more Breslan ettt 40| es| 48] 85 3] 65| B7| 70| &2 2| 50 2
expensive apartments is shown In the table. Chemnitz. ... .... 47 71| 46| €
As to hides, skins, and leather, prices are to-day from 20 to 80 per | portniti G-+ |*zas=ea=) fo | go | a7 | gx 76077 B e R as
cent higher than in 1900. A fall in prices set in of late, and it is D P S S 50| 70! 50| 69| 47| | 62| 72| 82| 77| 60 80
expected that they will drop to a point 23 to 30 per cent below the Elbcrfeld'.'.....:::: 48 65 48 65| 47 66 59 | 65 58 67 60 76
maximum. . gﬁerifmm 48| 67| 48| 68| 48| 65| 68 73| 58| 72| 59| &
fed dwellings in Hamburg an nkfort-on-the-
TOM0 shmriay SumOer. of | SRupIE SHolINg g and amounts | TR O] 58| w| 58| m| 2| w| 6| | 54| W] 00|
s R R AR BIE R AR 1R 1R
. ANOVEL ... cuus 7 4 T 7
November, 1907, mber, 1599, Ca‘}ogpe......... ﬁ gg :; g :g gg 62| 79| 63 63| 83
Amount of rent paid annually. - Mapemoo.-ooio| 80| | 80| 7| s 7 [t
Number. | Per cent. | Number. | Per cent, | Zwickaq......... 49 | 73] 81| 72| 48] Ml.ic.alsencnfrnnes
Average...| 47| 69| 48 47 BT\ 57' 71| B7| 72| 57 78
lonmarksam&le&l.ﬁ.d..u-ﬁ------------- %.g& 0-8“5' ;.% Eg 8
Over 100 marks to 160 marks............ . . 3 S T
0"“,:,83“““3%“’"2“"‘ 121225;' §ﬁ 11 542 A SUMMARY—AVERAGE PRICES
Over marks marks... 5
Over 240 marks to 250 marks. .. 3,923 2,03 } 21,670 14.61 Japnars, | Iansacy; Bebeusry,( Febeuaryd. - 4 ayance.
Over 250 marks to 300 MArks. ...ccceenes 27,528 14.19 22,198 14.96 . = -
Over 500 marks to 350 marks. 24,22 12.78 | 15,147 10.21
Over 350 marks to 400 marks. 22,381 11.538 13,065 8.88
Over 400 marks to 500 marks. 29, 206 15.10 17,116 1154 Per cent.
Over 500 marks to 600 marks.............| 17,142 8.84 | 265 6.92 63 56 634 74 13
Over (600 marks to 800 marks 19, 002 9,80 | 11,949 8.06 70 88 70 85 | 16}
Over 800 marks to 1,000 marks. av 8,820 4.55 6, 008 4.0 | HOES.corueennnnann 47 69 474 674 21
Over 1,000 marks to 1,500 marks. ......... 9,123 4.72 6, 804 452 | Bheop..ccccveeeaianess b7 n b7 724 15
Over 1,500 marks to 2,000 marks.......... 4,402 .27 8,380 2.28
Over 2,000 MArkS......ccecraserennnsezaef 6,142 8.16 | 4,016 8.81 mprim are uoted in )maﬂ:ls r 5[0 ki!}?gr:dms. lu}anf-so.zzdti: 50
ograms— pounds. or slaughtered animals, less ordinary
Total.ereeeesnesmemeannsnnnnesanano| 108,908 | 100.00 | 148,327 100.00 | tare. Hogs, 22 cent; cattle, 40 to 48 per cent, according to
quality ; 'p, 50 to 52 per cent.
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MARKET PRICES OF PROVISIONS IN GERMANY.

WHOLESALE PRICES OF IMPORTANT COMMODITIES IN GERMANY—Cont'd.
WHEAT.
[Per 1,000 kilos, equal to 2,200 pounds.]

POTATOES.
[Price for 100 kilos (220 pounds) In marks (1 mark=%$0.238).]

g B s ;

o] [ s aldls o [ 'g s E

Year. | 2| 2| 5 |2 |2 |2 Sl 3 %
Sl2|3|5(|%|¢ ARG
Ala|la|d|=2|a[R|B|<|2|5|%|a|a
1899 .| 5.22| 4.64! 4.47| 4.51{ 5.18{ 5.97) 4.91) 5.28] 5.73 6.52| 8.38 5.72 7.90| 5.69
1900 ... 5.84| 4.79| 5.12! 4. 94 5.04| 5.81 4.77 5.50| 5.77 &g 6.98 4.43| 6.66) 4.55
1901 ...} 4.78) 4.42 4.64( 5.14; 5.60| 5.32 5.00, 5.40( 6.58( 5.62 7.13 4.43| 7.02) 4.8
1902 ...} 4,49 3.43( 4.66 4.501 5.72| 4.79| 4.70) 5.16 6.24] 5. 44| 7.00 4.81) 7.16{ 6.22
1908 ...| 4.81) 4.49| 4.76| 4.93 5.75 5.98] 5.63 5.68 8.10{ 6.04} 7.79 5.30| 7.22/ 7.82
1904 ...| 5.63| 5.64| 6.1 6.{41 7.01] 7.26/ b.97| 5.77) 7.75| 6.60] 8.19( 5.80| 8.23 6.98
1905...1 5.07| 6.09| 5.52 6.05 7.04 7.&! 6.20 5.43 8.80| 6.44] 8.67 6.24| 7.63 6.74
1906 ... 4.42| 4.45( 4.06( 4.29 5.30 5.83 5.20 b5.44| 8.92) 5.10; 8.16| 6.54] 7.74 6.12
1907 ...} 7.02 4.80) 6.35( 5.88 6.4 G.EL] 6.065 7.55 9.44| 6.36( 8.60 6,40, 8. 46 6.656
1908 ...} 6.41 4.84' 5.0 &lﬂi 6.49 &75I6.14i 7.69 8.85 5.46 3.60' 6.17| 7.50| 6.23

BUTTER.

[Price for 1 kflogram (2.2 pounds) in pfennigs (1 pfennig—=$0.00238).1
1809 ...| 222 | 222 | 221 | 230 | 280 | 249 | 222 | 228 | 234 | 222 | 240 | 230 | 230 | 202
1900...|°224 | 231 | 229 | 233 | 231 | 254 | 217 | 231 | 238 | 218 | 257 | 225 | 230 | 208
I901...| 233 | 229 | 282 | 233 | 281 | 265 | 224 | 236 | 242 | 198 | 240 | 224 | 230 | 209
1902...| 226 224 | 228 | 230 | 229 | 254 | 227 | 233 | 240 | 214 | 240 | 225 | 284 | 209
1903 ... 224 | 224 | 228 | 481 | 240 | 262 | 282 | 241 | 248 | 214 | 240 | 220 | 234 | 206
1904...1 232 | 235 | 234 | 234 | 246 | 267 | 286 | 246 | 250 | 206 | 240 | 220 | 237 | 208
1905...| 238 | 236 | 247 | 246 | 251 | 270 | 243 | 254 | 254 | 212 | 247 | 280 | 246 | 220
1906 ...| 238 | 241 | 254 | 250 | 266 | 273 | 249 | 261 | 266 | 216 | 260 | 245 | 245 | 226
1907 ... 288 | 241 | 252 | 247 | 267 | 271 | 251 | 256 | 276 | 220 | 260 | 248 | 250 | 213
1908 ...| 245 | 261 | 262 | 264 | 265 | 280 | 261 | 268 | 267 | 226 | 250 | 237 | 258 | 227

(1 pfennig=50.00238.]

140 | 150 | 144 | 148 | 126
140 | 150 | 144 | 148 | 129
140 | 150 | 136 | 148 | 130
144 | 150 | 139 | 148 | 134
144 | 150 | 143 | 148 | 139
138 | 150 | 144 | 154 | 140
148 | 156 | 162 | 168 | 145
160 | 165 | 165 | 164 | 150
168 | 179 | 172 | 168 | 149
167 | 177 | 172 | 168 | 150

g
Statistical Yearbook for
by the Imperial

Statlstiches Jahrbuch fiir
the

gram (2.2 pounds) in pfennigs (1 pfennig=$0.00238).]
82| 86| 31| 87| 27| 20| 31| 88| 40| 39| 36 39
28| 85| 29| 85| 27| 28| 83| 38| 40| 27| 38 38
28| 85| 20| 85| 29| 28| 35| 88| 9| 40| 36 36
80| 85| 81| 85| 28| 28| 81| 38| 40| 40| 84 36
80| 85| 29| 84| 28| 28| 20| 86| 40} 40| 88 36
20| 3| 81| 36| 27| 30| 20| 37| 40| 40| 33 36
28| 35| 32| 87| 20| 80| 29| 83| 42| 40| 35 86
28| 85| 82| 38| 30| 31| 29| 33| 44| 40| 38 87
80| 8| 36| 40| 34| 32| 83| 38| 45| 43| 37 39
84| 41| 39| 42| 34| 36| 37| 40| 48| 47| 88 46
statistics are from das

German Empire), issu

&

tatistical Bureau, Berlin, 1909.

WHOLESALE PRICES OF IMPORTANT CoMMODITIES IN GERMANY.

RYE.
[Per 1,000 kilos, equal te 2,200 pounds.]
Gocd, Palatinate, | Bavari-
’fe';':fig 714 grams Russian and| an
grams per T Hter. Bulgarfan, mediom,
liter g. | medium. | Munich,
. Mannheim,
146.0 139.5 160.8 161.9
142.6 183.1 155.4 158.7
140.7 134.0 147.6 157.5
141.2 139.4 150.3 1519
132.0 125.1 146.8 145.4
135.1 181.0 145.1 182.5
151.9 142.1 158.7 145.4
160. 6 160.9 172.5 174.1
193.2 186.2 199.0 193.7
186.5 177.0 194.8 188.6

PnR.ll.;..gi nate,
Good,sound, an,
at least 755 American, Bamm.
gh; ins per | Danzig. andniou- b
ter. manian,
Berlin. medium, | Munich.
Mannheim.
155.3 151.1 179.3 178.8
151.8 142.9 177.5 178.6
163.6 162.9 177.0 186.0
163.1 162.4 174.0 183.3
161.1 156. 6 175.7 17L.9
174. 4 172.6 184.0 186.8
174.8 165.2 188.2 191.1
179.6 168.6 196.2 192. 4
206.3 202.2 223.5 220.5
211.2 208.3 . 236.9 237
OATH.
[Per 1,000 kilos, equal to 2,200 pounds.]
Baden Bavarisn
M‘;e:#gn Wuritem good
Brosaw, | .medinm. (medium,
Mannheim, | Munich,
123.4 158.9 153.4
125.8 147.9 149.2
138.8 147.7 150.3
145.0 161.7 164.6
124.2 144.4 136.7
123.5 140.9 183.5
137.2 155.2 158.2
154.6 172.6 173.8
166.8 195.6 189.9
145.9 1510 177.8
BARLEY,
[Per 1,000 kilos, equal to 2,200 pbunds.]
i ity.
Medau&?:] 4 Baden and | Baden
Palatinate good
medinm. | medinm,
Brewers.| Other. Mannheim. | Munich.
128.5 128.5 173.7 180.8
129.8 129.8 162.0 17L.6
152.7 182.7 167.2 173.6
127.6 127.5 161. 0 167.4
128.8 128.3 162.1 152.9
130.5 180.5 156.8 157.8
140.8 140.8 1.7 179.7
154.1 1341 1768.7 179.8
166.7 143.8 193.4 195.4
167.4 145.6 210.8 201.6
POTATOES.
[Per 1,000 kilos, equal to 2,200 pounds.]
Good unas- | Good, sound, | Good, sound,
sorted assort Bilesian
distilling. table, table.
Berlin. Berlin. Breslan,
27.1 87.6 35.0
80.5 45.0 38.1
2.6 89.2 80.8
19.6 86.2 28.2
26.3 44.9 36.0
86.9 55.6 63.7
86.5 53.4 60. 4
20.4 4.6 3.2
2.9 53.1 40.6
82.6 5.0 §7.7
WHEAT AND RYE FLOUR.
Wheat flour, 100 kilose= | Rye flour, 100 kilos=220
220 pounds, mludlng bag. pounds, Y:f:]udlns bag.
No.00. | No.2. | No-0l- | No. 0-1.
g& 00. In:iand. Bava- average Inland | No.0.
ce, rian, rice. | Munich,
Ig.uzig. Munich, 'E%}g 5 2
2.0 20.8 27.4 19.4 19.5 26.1
2.1 19.5 2.4 19,3 19.2 %.4
2.0 a.7 26,3 18.9 18.9 25.5
3.1 2.4 26.3 19.6 19.7 4.7
217 2.4 25.7 18.0 17.9 24.2
23. 4 2.6 26.2 17.6 17.9 2.7
2.9 21.9 26.6 19.1 19.2 21.4
24.1 2.9 26.3 21.0 20.8 25.0
28.2 2.7 20.6 25.4 5.4 2.5
28.0 28.4 82.6 2.8 24.7 80.0
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WHOLESALE PRICES OF IMPORTANT COMMODITIES IN GERMANY—Cont'd.
RAW AND REFINED SUGAR AND RICE.

WHOLESALE PRICES OF IMPORTANT COMMODITIES IN GERMANY—Cont'd.
PIG IRON AND PETROLEUM.

Raw r | Refined per Pig iron, per 1,000 kilos=2,200 Petroleum, per100 kilos=220
100 Al e | e RL'??&P_?&;’M pounds. : pounds, including barrel.
Eg!unbgz, excluod- Emmixclud- ponn_d.n.

2 g s English (dut Americanstandard
German. Wﬁs- ¥ hite.
Peeled,
Light | First | sman | «17 |table, 4| inferior, 20 per Stk
corn. |product.| labels. |(loaves). m:ontha’ 1 per mc Middles. €Dt tare, 20 per "
erm. Scotch 1 percent| 20 cent tare,
Foundry.|foundry.| No.1. |Pgrough ant joont bare;| Hrealat
88 per cent yleld Excluding import v T | Das | Hme | S%T0ec Hane-
3 months’ ferm, | TW0 months' term. duty. < urg. burg. - P
burg.
Magde- Magde- Ham-
i 50 i Ve i 1 LR L R T D
i 1.4 ; ; 14. 21,
Bt P [ T 0 B 6.5 76.9 87.1 65.7 13.6 2.9 19.5
3 176 61. . £85.9 69.6 13.4 21.2 18,7
24:2 2.21 bd.8 £s.2 2L ; 60.5 66. 7 1.4 65.2 148 23.1 20,0
2.7 19.1 57.9 57.9 21.8 171 59.5 67.5 75.8 62.1 18.6 2.7 20.1
17.0 15.8 56.6 56.5 20.2 16.0 s 858 54 ST E T 20.6 200
19.5 18.0 53.7 53.8 2.3 17.7 69.6 78.9 85.2 72.7 141 2.1 20.6
a4 e 0 gg-g et }gg 77.6 84.3 CE 14.3 22.4 21.6
e = . g o e 7.1 74.7 81.5 69.7 15.6 2.4 22.8
) Ee| s 8| om o=
: [Per 1,000 kilos, equal to 2,200 pounds.]
HERRINGS, COFFEE, AND LARD.
= o German, English,
rel of 150 Kllos=3s0| Coffee, P;;,;g‘;:ﬂ“ﬂ’ Fond )
povnds. pounds, Lower | Upper | Pie Puddle, | Roush, Hmy Sunder-
Silesia, | Silesia, | for ex- fat price at atearn land
Sabanil- Refined price at | price at rt. ~"| mine, 3 nuts.

n | Norwe- |la, medi-| o 00 La Guay-| *y merj. mine. | mine. rt- Do“d. Saar- | JREL | Ham-
Beote gian | um ordi- s | T8 LI | oon Wil- Breslau. | Breslan, | mund. | ™4 lprgeken. burg.
Crown, . i per cent| washed, 1 burg.

full, good me-nary, four, e i v oem] COxX, 311}1'
dium. | months dﬁount. mon
t 18.7 9.8 10.0 9.0 10.5 15.9 15.6

Average quality, 1;. 1 i} g 13.6 9.9 11. g 2.4 2.7
net, including Not including import duty. i e e R e W | R - ol o] e

barrel. 15.0 11.5 12.1 9.0 11.8 16.0 17.2

Ham- | Ham wo| il 8| 0| B el 169

Stettin. Bremen. burg. burg, Bremen }‘g:g ﬁ % % g }IJ: g }22 é ig' g g g

¥ . 0. L
88.3 35.6 69.3 62.56 73.1 67.4 18.8 14.4 12.8 11.0 13.0 16.9 19.0
g Bt = m( &y A
: : s All foregoing prices are in marks—1 mark equal to $0.238.
%é %g E‘é g:'g %; 1%: The foregoing statistics are taken from the Statistisches Jahrbuch fiir
28.0 2775 78.6 5.7 83 4 78.4 | das Deutsche Reich (Statistical Yearbook for the German Empire),
359 6.9 834 816 87.6 76.3 | issued by the imperial statistical office, Berlin, 1909,
40.3 41.0 £0.1 £1.8 88.0 90.8 | Average prices of goods in Hamburg calculated upon customs declara-
82.2 32.6 76.7 76.9 82.6 9.2 tion muade by importers.
27.4 .20.2 80.0 1.6 83.9 93.0 P
RAW TOBACCO. Palm oil. g;pgﬁ: leum, | Pepper. | Rice. | Rye. | Rosins,
[Per 100 kilos, equal to 220 pounds.] : refined.
Dom! 74.86 Y P 80.28 28.71 15. 86 44.75
X Stetns Mans] Rosl | Palstinate. 8161 | 7165|110 8%692| 27| 1713| BB
ook’ lugent daer| 1 71,26 | 12802 | 60087 71.15| 2358 | 1ase| 5306
ordjg‘gy Virginia.| 6 kilos '[Tret§ per = Wra Rl Ea SR SR 2 R N
8 ' o) 5 80. . . 3 = .
el fo e ot i ze| ms| mn| ne| mel as| e
Bremen Hamburg, Mannheim, 42,15 5871 llg g 1:3_ gi, g g; :1[% g % 52
45. 98 46.98 . . . R . 80
47.5 14.6 5.5 136.7 108.6 88.8 41.60 48.89 11.87 90. 00 15.27 10.38 49,81
65.8 15.4 69.0 142.1 1117 92.6 47.28 69.09 11.86 119.51 15. 05 10.62 50, 46
exs| 17| 58| ‘sas| 1m8| 10k x| sou| 35| Drs| 1ewm| Iosk| ores
A ] £2 o8| 53| mB| uel Bbe 2
53.7 15.0 67.2 88.8 9.9 .82.0 47,75 | 76.40 9.8 106.22| 14.59 9,99 45.37
63.4 16.2 74.8 106.3 106.1 919 46. 27 83.12 8.70 115. 56 15.68 11.74 46.15
79.1 17.8 77.1 125.6 126.2 104.6 52.38 87.28 10. 56 106. 20 16.21 1181 53.81
90.4 18.0 99.7 130.8 124.8 98.5 50.12 81.98 10. 64 09, 42 17.84 18.19 61.56
50. 24 63. 66 10.97 84.81 18.20 14.47 55. 06
WOOL AND COTTON. -
Wool 100 kil Lard. Bteel Coal. |Tobacco.| Tea. ‘Wheat. | Lemons.
a2 98= | Cotton, per 100 kilos=220 pounds.
pounds. o i 1851-1855..] 110.20 b6. 76 1.56 109.23 278.29 21.2 86. 656
1856-1860..] 118.77 66,76 1.59 149.32 327.83 20. 75 86.18
T oo il Bl e B

North Ger- IO G - 117.09 64.67 1. ; .02 ;

RESHE| Mo | M oo dtitp syl a8 ol me) mm) we ef

medium. months’ | Bremen. tee No. IL 1per cent m_ 24 48,98 1.21 171, ;‘? 217.10 18,02 26, 53
Berlin. | “torm, : unt, 71.04 | 40,01 127| 12180| 10665| 1473 24,87

Bremen. Hamburg, 76.82 25.40 1.40 | 122.22 | 178.17 18.456 22,84
x|zl in] malbomel sp af

202.9 423.0 67.3 54.8 63,1 82,28 40. 5 E : 7 :

280. 8 884.7 103.0 83.1 103.8 g&? ﬁg; }.9.1 %g% ﬁ% ;gg }33

231.8 802.8 88.6 68.8 80.3 " .63 . 5 5

255, 8 336. 9 910 70.3 1.6 96. 75 41.29 1.456 102. 69 146. 01 13.00 17.67

200.2 866. 4 114.8 78.3 115.3 83.72 48.80 1.40 111.78 159. 52 18.08 15.62

A ng| mn| iE| me) g me| A

348.3 414.5 113.6 86.1 114.1 8265 | 4228 1.35| 128 185.77 | 18.88 20, 88

350.0 437.5 121.5 82.0 121.1 90. 40 88.79 1.51 125,11 182. 83 14.73 18.90

816.8 875.9 107.2 79.6 107.7 91. 86 80.15 1.49 126. 65 155,77 16.20 15. 67
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Average prices of goods in Hamburg, etc.—Continued. Table showing increase in ber of foreigners domiciled in Germany,
the most of whom perform manual labor.
Mahog- | Walnut | Cedar
Herrings. m}?g Jumber. | wood. | Honey. | Cheese. | Coffee. 00 | 1008,
20.03 [ | Rt 22,20 44.26 92, 87.24 98,166
22.94 25.17 13.41 23.86 60.97 | 105.01 102.85 493,872
22.42 25.08 18.66 25. 87 40.58 | 108.32 184.22 81,949
22.66 19.02 15.45 20.70 58.46 | 117.28 105. 95 62, 932
24. 87 22.71 20.18 22,02 74.71 | 18L.05 164. 06 100, 997
27.72 20.32 19.71 21.02 67.07 | 125.68 152.14
26, 89 19.04 17.92 17.84 57.41 | 12162 102,77
19.94 19.54 17.29 15.24 47.07 | 108.86 144.03 RoBERT P. SKINNER,
22l ER| RE| ER| e Rl s b e
23. 66 - : .85 : ;
2.7 %.g.g %g'ﬁ ﬁ'ﬁ :g;? {g.g E.g Mr., FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman,c‘)l yield ]torty minutes
27.36 . - . -8 . -63 | to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. CoviNeToN].
2o L8| B9l mI| 87 104) BB|  Mr. COVINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to avail myself of
g.g };‘g? ig.os grl:‘g g.g }%‘;:g %g the latitude of general debate to call the attention of the H:.tmg:e
? . b . * ; to the present situation concerning a very simple resolution t
% ; : .72 2 86.27
%.Ig }]Dg }?g %.g :%_Q %g.ﬁ s3.28 | I introduced a few weeks ago and which was duly passed on
27.09 10.47 18.55 18,46 47.77 | 128.21 77.58 | May 10. This resolution called for certain information from
8.97) w043 4] 26588 05H.17| M7 8.63 | the Attorney-General of the United States in connection with the
sale of lands in the Philippine Islands to the American Sugar
Cotton- |Cocoanut| Linseea | Refining Company, commonly known as the sugar trust, and for
Cocoa. |Leather.| Maize. [Almonds.) cioqoi) | oil. oil. certain other information relating to the evidence in posses-
sion of the Department of Justice at the time of that sale
concerning prosecution of officials of the sugar trust for
el | el BE| Ealooo| 34| 85| eross frauds on the customs. The chairman of the Com-
1&61-1% 3 }ﬁg %g.w Eg }igg 73 g gig 7;% mittee on Insular Affairs, with that suavity and adroitness
1866- : 2. - 4. g 67. which always characterizes him when he desires to minimize
1871-1875 101.45 | 266.49 16.11 | 126.09 61.86 80.35 65. 21
1876-1880 149, 84 248,11 11.99 160,11 61. 90 85.14 58.77 the effect of any matter upon the Repnbllcan party, Btﬂt&:,
1881-1885 150.22 | 252.25 12.81 | 142.80 56.27 70.43 51.07 | in reporting the resolution and recommending its immedi-
}{‘.3{”}& ﬁg %ig 13’3 ;g»g 13-3 g;g jg-;‘-l' ate passage, that he was not impressed by the great impor-
lmzlm 1 12607 953, 09 794 131,85 41.05 B55. 90 45,98 tance of a part of the information asked for in the resolu-
1901-1905..) 118, 984, 40 9.89 | 180.44 49.80 65,81 .01 | tion. The particular request which did not seem to impress
%g ------- .Eg-,u S g—gg %%ﬂ :g-g ggf,‘g 59.58 | the gentleman from Pennsylvania very greatly was that part
1027 1mias| 2017 1022 | 13503 55, 28 70.99 ¢3.67 | of the resolution which ecalled upon the Attorney-General to
;ﬁ ....... ﬂfﬁ g‘{.ﬁ g.gg ﬁgg 2 %g gﬂ:.g{ ﬁ' f;g give the exact date and full text of the opinion rendered by
------- : s = s - 4. him to the Secretary of War and which made possible the sale
iﬁii::::: Hoda| Seawm| 508 iﬁ‘ﬁ;% iﬁ‘_% 3&3 4239 | of lands in the Philippine Islands known as friar lands in ex-
1907, . o..na 167.94 |  388.26 10.65 |  161.48 63. 86 71238 52,01 | cess of the limitation fixed under the act of Congress providing
1908....... 128, 808,70 | 1L.75| 146.66| 85.18( 65.88 53.14 | for civil government in the Philippines and passed in 1902.
At this time I realize that dates of public acts are delicate
Cotton | yire |Irom, Jﬂs Taul subjects with the Republican party. In fact, there are some
Oranges.| and il an Pease. |hoop and, Figs. |dates I have no doubt that their leaders, when they get into the
waste. smelting. plate. midst of the coming campaign, will be glad to forget [ap-
plause on the Democratic side], but in view of the recent dis-
36.70 80,47 35.19 8.48 23.21 20.11 49.54 | Closures concerning a now famous opinion by the Attorney-
82.15 | 111.01 88.14 7.93 19. 60 21.29 50.60 | General in the Ballinger controversy I think that the impor-
g;-g ﬁ"g;’ g-% g-g gzg }g—g L&g tance of knowing just when the Attorney-General actually gives
8493 | 14050 | 60.70 10, 56 40| 2715 47 97 | the real opinion upon which favored persons act in transactions
28.96 | 118.84 60. 41 6.73 19.17 17.20 44.50 | connected with the Government can not be exaggerated.
Ton| G| swe| owe| 13m| i%| &2| In order that the comment which I desire to make upon the
17.40 79,94 .97 5.41 14.57 15. 68 34 06 | question of the attitude of the Attorney-General toward the sale
1;. 48 69,87 19.63 6.07 14.83 15.08 87.73 | of lands in the Philippine Islands to representatives of or stock-
g b e il g B 5861 | holders in the sugar trust may be clearly understood I desire
ig.g %g g.gg g.a %gg 17.38 81.25 | to read the short resolution which I introduced.
2 ! ; .11 g 18.46 84.97
1278 | 7ess| 2as2| o Bse| 1ee8| e8| s Eluse; resolution G79.
18. 54 85,93 26,30 5.78 15.58 15.72 82.31 Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed
14.45 75.39 24, 56 6.29 15,63 15. 32 85.81 | to furnish to the House of Representatives the following-named docu-
igg 7732 %g gﬁ %gg };..g :2:23 ments and the information herewith requested :
. 3 9. . 8 83 (a) The date and full text of the opinion of the Attorney-General
13.41 52,10 25.29 7.15 18.04 16.98 41.70 | sent to the Secretary of War informing him that lands in the Philip-
e Is] known as “friar lands” could be sold in excess of the
imitation fixed in the act of Congress entitled “An act temporarily to
Meat gmvlde for the administration of affairs of civil government in the
Deer, Calf- | Sheep g0 i ond Hid hilippine Islands, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1902.
10€,etC., | gping, |2ndgoat Ty | Barley. |dryand | Oats. (b) Whether or not the Attorney-General or Department of Justice,
skins. pre sal at the date of the above opinion, had any knowledge or information as
to who were the prospective purchasers of the San Jose estate, in the
Ial%n;] %‘1 udt:?omh Ph{l]:ppéne Islandst. a pm;tedor rf;e 0'6{(;1-‘;316 Iandls.“
e c e e when the Government accep a $2 A settlement
1851-1855. . @g ;%% ;g;f ggﬂ i;g 89.84 14.88 | from the American Sugar Refining Company for the amount due in
1856-1360. . ey X 165.07 3. 20 ‘17 132.72 14.81 | reyenue or fines through the short-weight cases at the port of New
1861-1865. . - 50 %-92 e - 18.1° 105. 50 12.95 Yor% together with a statement of the approximate amount of revenue
gy e (S B B gl (R 2 B 16.66 | the Government had lost from the American Sugar Refining Company
1871-1875..| 20144 . - 6.44 | 145.35 15.79 | at that date by the short-weight frauds, as disclosed by evidence in the
.| 286.16| 161.20 | 158.37 79.79 14.07 | 11595 15.65 | possession of the Department of Justice.
272,97 | 17L.89 | 167.03 85. 60 1218 | 122.57 13.54 (d) Whether or not the Department of Justice at the date of the
254.52 126. 30 154.55 62.01 10.15 96.63 1111 | consummation of the sale of the San Jose estate, on Jannary 4, 1910,
248.46 | 119.87 | 17119 |  69.71 9.74 | 8455 11.76 | had possession of anm'r the facts and evidence upon which was based
208.07 | 145.69 | 140.60 |  69.78 9.20] 98.21 1109 | the indictment of Charles R. Heike, secretary of the American Sugar
24175 | 156.84 | 154.83 78.51 9.78 | 11188 12.04 | Refining Company, in the United States district court for the southern
2620 | 163.72| 151.96| 75.48| 10.87| 10828 | 1181 | Bttt of Nenany o
el wmu| wal fe) om) we) i
41 59,72 g 102.02 13.02 This resolution was reported with an amendment that the
mes| g0l wrie| Bl Bl W2l 1207 information be furnished * if mot incompatible with the public
200.14 | 169 - 1%% %g %g.g %;g %g& interest.” The Digest of the Rules of the House seems to indi-
253. 81 11. 188, 3 - . cate that this qualification is only used when calling on the
S gL - P | 1488 | President for information, but from some motive, I know not
226.06 | 192.71 | 174.52 62.65 11.75 | 123.96 12.65
what, it was tacked on to the few easily answered questlons I
r 100 kilograms—1 mark equal to submitted to the Attorney-General. A few days ago the Attor-

All tonl!%?]ing prices In marks

$0.238;

kilograms equal to

20 pounds.

ney-General transmitted a reply to the Speaker of the House
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giving the opinion which he had rendered authorizing the sale
of the “friar lands,” simply stating that the opinion was dated
December 18, 1909, and that at that date neither he nor any
other representative of his department, so far as he knew,
had any knowledge as to who were the prospective purchasers
of the San Jose estate in the island of Mindoro. He did not
give any statement of the approximate total amount of money
the Government had lost through the short-weight frauds of
the sugar trust, but he said that the Government could assert
a legal claim for about $2,700,000 and that the trust was settled
with for $2,100,000 in round figures, the amount he was advised
by his assistant could be recovered by civil suit. He admitted
that at the time of the consummation of the sale of the San Jose
estate, a part of the “friar lands,” the special attorneys on
his staff were in possession of some of the evidence upon which
the secretary of the sugar trust was indicted for frauds on
the customs. In connection with this answer I now want
to present some facts from which the people may judge
what manner of man presides over the legal department of the
Government and determine for themselves whether fidelity to
the country or complacent aid to a criminal trust has actuated
him in connection with the sale of certain of the “ friar lands”
in the Philippines. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

In order that the position of the sugar trust with respect to
sugar lands in the Philippines may be fully understood and the
supreme necessity for it to obtain speedy special privilege from
the Government be realized, I want very briefly to present its
gituation in the summer of 1909.

The passage of the Philippine tariff act in the summer of
1909 marked a new era in the business of the sugar trust.
The Republican party, apparently carrying out McKinley's
idea of benevolent assimilation, had, through President Taft,
urged and secured the passage of a bill which practically estab-
lished free trade between the Philippine Islands and the United
States, No other apparent purpose was involved in this bill
except the cementing of the bonds of friendship between two peo-
ples whom fate and an unfortunate policy have linked together.

This bill provided that 300,000 tons of sugar per year should
enter the United States free of duty. At first blush this may
not seem to be a large amount, but when it is calculated in
pounds it must be remembered that it is a gquantity of sugar
large enough to represent a tariff duty of $11,000,000 annually
at the present rate imposed upon raw sugar imported from
other countries. In other words, this gquantity of sugar repre-
sents more than one-fifth of the total revenue of $52,000,000
derived from the importation of sugar annually for the last ten
years under the Dingley tariff law. In the hands of independ-
ent American sugar refiners, or in the hands of active Filipino
competitors of the sugar trust, think what that amount of sugar
imported into the United States free of duty would mean. For
the first time in many years there would be a genuine compe-
tition established with the sugar trust.

The sugar trust with its Machiavellian management, character-
ized by cunning and ecriminality unequaled in the history of the
industrial corporations of America, was no doubt keenly alive
to the tremendous importance and relation to its business of
the passage of the Philippine tariff act. It knew that it must
always do one of two things—control the tariff policy govern-
ing the importation of sugar from all sources or control the lands
that produce the raw sugar to supply its refineries. [Applause
on the Democratic side.]

That it may be understood that the assertion that the sugar
trust was alive to the possibility of Philippine competition is
not an idle statement I want to call the attention of the House
to the faet that President Roosevelt on January 23, 1908, in
closing a special report on the Philippines in recommending cer-
tain legislation, stated that it should be with such reasonable
limitations as may remove fear of interference with the tobacco
and sugar interests of the United States. In other words, it
was known and recognized that cheap Philippine raw sugar
constituted a menace to the business of the sugar trust.

When the Philippine tariff act became an accomplished fact,
therefore, with the keenness of perception and adroitness of
action that has always characterized- its ruthless and ecriminal
career in the United States, it did not take the sugar trust long
to arrange for its programme of exploitation of the Philippines.
On September 8, 1909, Mr. John Henry Hammond, a member of
the law firm of Strong & Cadwalader, of New York, the firm
of which Attorney-General Wickersham was a leading mem-
ber prior to his enfrance into the Cabinet of President Taft,
and of which Henry W. Taft, the President’s brother, is another
member, came to Washington to discuss with the Bureau of
Insular Affairs the matter of the purchase of large tracts of
land in the Philippine Islands. I do not know whether Mr.
Hammond visited Attorney-General Wickersham. If he did so

he may have discussed Halley's comet or the weather; he may
have exchanged simple felicitations, passed the time of day,
and left; or he may have come and gone without even so much
as making known his presence to his old associate in the prac-
tice of the law.

But certain it is that he was here in Washington on that
important mission, because in a note to House Report No.
1015, in explanation of a certain cablegram to the Philippines in
October, 1909, regarding the sale of friar lands is found this
statement :

The Mr. Hammond referred to in this cablegram had called at the
Bureau of Insular Affairs on September 3, 1909. Major Mclntqm
was in chaésa of the office on that date and went over very generally
with Mr., Hammond the land laws of the Philippine Islan The
question of the amount of d_ which an agricultural corporation
could hold in the Philippine Islands, the amount of land of the public
domain which a corporation or individual might purchase, and re-
lated matters were discussed. Ma{gr McIntyre thinks that Mr. Ham-
mond did not bring uE the estlon of the purchase of any specl

e Phill is he positive that

Eim of p ty In t pine Islands, nor

e mentlongi the purchase of land on the friar estates, though from
'tihe cable from ila he believes that Mr. Hammond must have
one 80,

However, after golng over the subject Major MecIntyre galned the
impression that Mr. Hammond's clients desired to form a corporation
to ecarry on agriculture in the Philippine Islands and to obtain land
holdings from the Philippine government.

The records of the Bureau of Insular Affairs also contain
two letters of about this time, bearing date October 22 and
October 23, 1909, freighted with potential information for a
prudent Attorney-General, who was to render an opinion con-
cerning their sale of the friar lands. To give these letters their
full import, I shall insert them in the REcorp:

WAER DEPARTMENT,
BUREAU OF INSULAR AFFAIRS,
Washington, October 22, 1909.

My Dpar Mg, HaMMOND : When you were in the office about the 3d
of Se}gtemher. among other things with reference to 1 laws of
the F lllp$lnes discussed was the application of these laws to the friar
estates. ery little attention was paid to this feature of the case, as
I explained to you that I was under the impression that no effort was
being made to sell any of the friar estates in large blocks, and spe-
cifically that I did not understand that the Philippine government was
making any effort to sell the San Jose estate of a 6,000 acres on
the Island of Mindoro. You will recall that you had received advice
from Manila, or that your clients had received a(ihr!.ceE that this estate
was in the market. In any case, I am satisfled that I gave you tha
impression that the limitations of the act of Congress reiatinx to the
public lands had been extended to the friar estates.

I now desire to correct both of these impressions. A ecable recelved
from Manila to-day indicates that it is desired to sell the 8San Jose
eatnt%rnnd I inclose two
“ the friar lands act,”
the friar estates may be sold to individuals withont any
to area. I do not know that you are still interested in this matter in
any way, but I do not desire that you should be under any misappre-
hension as to the matier, due to our conversation.

Sincerely, yours,
FrANE McISTYRE,
Major, Eighth Infantry, Assistant to Chief of Bureau.
Joux Hrxry Hammoxnp, BEsq.,
Care STRONG & CADWALADER,
40 Wall Btreet, New York, N. Y.
(Includes acts Nos. 1847 and 1933 of the Philippine Commission.)
40 WALL STREET,
New York, October 23, 1909.
My DEar Major McInTYRE: I beg to acknowledga receipt of your
very kind letter of Cyeetardsy Inclosing copies of acts Nos. 1847 and 1933
of the Philippine Commission relating to the sale of the friars' lands.
After care consideration and in view of the fact that it may be
necessary for my former clients to uest some discretionary action on
the part of the government officlals decided that they had better be
represented by other counsel ; m:oor&[ngl:r the firm of Cravath, Hender-
son & de Gersdorff has taken up the matter. I have sent your letter
and the inclosures to Mr. Leffingwell, of that firm.
Thanking you for your courtesy In the matter, I remain,
Sincerely, yours,
JonN HENRY HAMMOND,
Maj. FRANK MCINTYRE,
War Department, Bureawu of Insular Affairs, Washington, D. O.

Mark you, then, it was a matter of documentary evidence in
September and October, 1909, at the Bureau of Insular Affairs
that a member of the firm of Strong & Cadwalader was seeking
to purchase large quantities of friar lands in the Philippines for
corporate clients,

And Strong & Cadwalader was the law firm of which the
Attorney-General himself had been a member.

At this point a cablegram dated October 22, 1009, and on file
in the Bureau of Insular Affairs, becomes interesting reading,
as revealing information which an Attorney-General zealous in
the people’s interest might well have scanned. It is as follows:

OcroBer 22, 1009,
SECRETARY OF WAR, Washington: -

Prentiss and Poole desire to purchase unoccupied sugar lands on
say Hammond was informed by the
vidual can not purchase more than 40
acres friar lands. Can not understand this, as acts 1847 and 1933
were passed amending friar-land act to glve government right to sell
vacant friar lands without restriction as to area. Attorney-General
concurg in the opinion that this has been accomplished. Please confirm
by telegraph to satisfy these gentlemen. »

OLBES,
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If Hammond, from feelings of delicacy, or because of a mere
social breach, failed to call on the Attorney-General in Washing-
ton in September, here at least was the document which eould
give the Attorney-General the names of Hammond’s clients.

And I want the American people to note that Hammond, the
member of the firm of Strong & Cadwalader, the former partners
of the Attorney-General, only turns the negotiations over to other
lawyers after they are well advanced toward the final stage
where the Attorney-General must himself render a legal opinion
on the transaction. In other words, Mr. Wickersham's firm, of
which the President’s brother is still a member, had charge of
all the preliminary legal matters leading up to the sugar trust’s
invasion of the Philippines,

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Before the gentleman proceeds
with this part of his discussion, I would like to make an in-
terjection

Mr. COVINGTON. Certainly,

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado (continuing). Supplementing what
he has to say about the call of Mr, Hammond, of the firm of
Strong & Cadwalader. In the correspondence, which General
Edwards, Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs, put in the
CoNGRESSIONAL REcorp on April 14, with his letter of April
11, and in other places General Edwards makes it appear that
he personally had no knowledge of Mr. Hammond's visit, and
had no conversation with him; that whatever conversation did
occur was between Mr, Hammond and Major McIntyre, General
Edwards’'s assistant. General Edwards says they did not talk
about the friar lands in the Philippine Islands, but only about
the Philippine land laws and the Philippine lands generally.
But now, note you, on May 14, in response to House resolution
691, General Edwards sent to the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives a copy of a letter written by him to the governor-
general of the Philippine Islands on September 27, 1909, in
which occurs this language:

_ A representative of a New York law firm, one of the best In New
York, has visited this office in connection with the purchase of the
San Jose friar estate in Mindoro.

GEN. C. R. EDWARDS.

Mr, COVINGTON. Just one other link in the confirmatory
proof with regard to what took place between the firm of Strong
& Cadwalader and the Government at that time, and an evi-
dence that afterwards as little information as possible relating
to the whole transaction was made public.

It is now proper to call attention to a speech of the gentle-
man from Colorado [Mr. MarTiN] in this House on March 25,
wherein he guotes a news dispatch to the Chicago Tribune of
December 6, 1909, as follows:

MaxNiLA, December 6.

E. L. Poole, of Habana, Cuba, to-day closed a deal with the Phili
pine government for the purchase of the San Jose friar estate of 55,000
acres in the island of Mindoro. The purchase griee was $367,000.

The tract will be used for the cultivation of sugar, and it is under-
stood that the buyer represents the Havemeyers. The property is a

art of the friar estates, which were bought from the cgzurch gy the
rovernment.

Here is the public information, on December 6, 1909, in one
of the great Republican daily papers of the United States that
E. L. Poole represented the purchasers, and the cable goes on to
state whom he represents—the Havemeyers. It must not be
overlooked that in the cablegram of October 22 I have before
referred to Poole is shown to be the client of Hammond, the
member of the firm of Strong & Cadwalader.

I leave it to the saving common sense of the American people
whether or not there was enough substantial and accurate doe-
umentary information in existence and obtainable prior to
December 18, 1909, for any man to find out who were the real
purchasers of the San Jose estate in the island of Mindoro, a
part of the friar lands in the Philippines.

But, in addition thereto, a simple inguiry at the Bureau of
Insular Affairs by the Attorney-General would have disclosed
valuable verbal information about the purchasers.

In the hearings before the Committee on Insular Affairs, on
April 13, 1910, appears testimony relative to interviews that
took place at the Bureau of Insular Affairs in Washington in
October, 1900, as follows:

. 151; GARRETT. What is the name of the person who bought that
an

Colonel McINTYRE. Mr. Thomas Poole.

Mr. Garrerr. Do you know for whom he was acting—Is that known?

General Epwarps. There were three people in it.

Colonel McIxTyre. The attorney for those people eame to the office,
Mr. de Gerrsdorrf—this matter had been referred to in the papers as the
sugar trust 1nvadln¥ the Philip?lnm. a8 I remember—and he said that
he did not represent a corporation in any way, but that the men who
up the money were Mr. Horace Havemefer, Welch, and
- am not certain as to that name; it Is n decided German
name—he sald that two of those men owned stock in the American
Suénr Refining Company and the third he thought or was positive did
no

Now, consider for a moment. Everyone knows that the
Rockefeller family dominates Standard Oil, and if a IRocke-

were puttin
L. nff. %

feller buys an oil field, it does not take a wizard to discover
that the oil field will become a part of the trust source of sup-
ply. It is a matter of equally general knowledge that the
Havemeyers have been and are to-day equally potent in sugar-
trust affairs. A Havemeyer purchase of sugar lands may, there-
fore, safely be called a sugar-trust purchase. [Applause on the
Democratic side.]

Mr. Chairman, I assert that the question with whom the Gov-
ernment is to deal in a great business transaction is always one
of transcendent importance. It certainly ought not to engage in
any business relation with a crook. But in the very face of the
evidence I have detailed, Attorney-General Wickersham, under
date of December 18, 1909, sent an official opinion to the Secre-
tary of War to the effect that the “friar lands” could be sold
without limitation as to acreage. We shall see later on whether
the Attorney-General did or did not know that the sugar trust
was a great criminal,

The records of the Bureau of Insular Affairs show a cable of
the substance of this opinion as follows:

DeEceMBER 22, 1909,
Forees, Manila:

The Attorney-General of the United States Is of the opinion that
limitations in section 105, act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, do
not apply to the estates purchased from religious orders. Attorneys
of purchasers so notified to-day. Copy of opinion by mail.

MCINTYRE.

Mr. Chairman, I am simply marshaling the undisputed facts
in this seemingly scandalous case. I want the discriminating
sense of justice in the American people to render the final
judgment. With that purpose in view, I am bound to say that
it is true that Colonel Melntyre, Assistant Chief of the Bureau
of Insular Affairs, in his statement before the Committee on
Insular Affairs on April 13, 1910, testified as follows:

Colonel McINTYrRE. Mr. Atkins, who had recently been made a dl-
rector of the American Sugar Refining Company and who was formerl
interested in sugar in Cuba and now Is, wrote a letter to Gener
Edwards in which he said that he had seen in the New York Journal
of Commerce the statement that the American Sugar Refining Company
had invested in Philippine lands, He said it was not true; that they
had no investment whatever in the Philippine Islands and did not
contemplate any. He went further and sa,lg that he had made 1;1311&:
and he could find no one connected with the American Sugar Refining
Company who had any interest. He went into this matter quite fully
in a letter, and shortly thereafter he was dgi'.llll: to Cuba, anﬁ he came
in the office and went over the same ground verbally.

Unfortunately, however, the word of the sugar trust, through
its representatives, is not to be taken where its selfish and
criminal interests are at stake. [Applause on the Democratic
side.]

In Hampton's Magazine for March, 1910, the well-known
writer, Judson C. Welliver, has the following paragraph:

On Janvary 12, 1910, the American Sugar Refining Com%ani eéth.e

lis! in

trust) held its annual meeting. The next day the trust pu
its annual report, over the signature of Becre . Heike, the

following :
“ This company has no interest whatever, either directly or indirectly,
n any foreign

in Cuba, Porto Rico, Hawail, the Phil‘ljpptne Islands, or
country ; it does not share in the advantages that owners of sugar
plantations in these countries may have sending sugar to this
market."” -

Mr. Welliver then shows by carefully collated data that as a
matter of fact the Cuban-American Sugar Company, of New
Jersey, was formed in 1906 with an authorized eapital of
$30,000,000 by trust inferests, and to-day owns a string of the
finest sugar estates in Cuba, containing 526,000 acres and pro-
ducing 297,000 tons of raw sugar. It dominates the whole
Cuban sugar situation.

And to make the story of false protestations more complete,
it should be said that the Edwin F. Atkins just referred to is
the same man who, on November 17, 1908, appeared before the
Ways and Means Committee of this House to explain that he
held large sugar interests in Cuba, and spoke apparently for
Cuba and the Cuban people; whereas, in fact, he was allied
with the trust, and is now a director in it.

It will be seen, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that perjured state-
ments and falsified reports are the ever-ready weapons of the
sugar trust when occasion demands it to maintain its position
as the chief bandit among the band of plunderers who thrive on
legislation in their interest at the hands of the party now in
power. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Perhaps some apologists of the Attorney-General may ask
how he was to know that the sugar trust is such a eriminal cor-
poration that the Government should under no circumstances
facilitate its operations or sell sugar lands to its stockholders.
There is in law, Mr. Chairman, the phrase “ judicial notice,”
meaning that certain matters are so well known they need no
proof. I believe the bad character of the sugar trust might be
placed within that category. [Applause on the Democratia
gide.] But in order that there may be no doubt about what
even s0 reticent and retiring a gentleman as the Attorney-

tary Charles
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General should have known at the date of his opinion, I append
a few newspaper extracts: .

[From the New York Sun, November T, 1909.]
THE CANCER OF A REPUBLICAN ADMINISTRATION,

The r trust, which is the most corrupt and rotten trust in exist-
ence, has achiev its repulsive eminence under the direct patronage
and protection of Republican administration. A Republican axmm!atm-
tion protects it to-day. * * ¢

A Republiean administration at Washington, in return for money and
for other valuable considerations, sheltered the sugar trust from the
consequence of its erimes, sheltered it so effectually that its directors
::::iapa t.hg pe::ltanthry only by the Interposition of the statute of limi-

ons.

The whole political weight and force of the Republican political ma-
chine (of which the New York custom-house s an integral ) is
now concentrated on the defense of the sugar trust, on commuting the
E:altlea which it can not wholly evade, and affording it the oppor-

ity to settle with the United States Treasury by disgorging $2,000,000
when it had stolen $30,000,000.

The Washington Times of January 11, 1910, referring to
prosecutions of sugar-trust employees which had then been
under way for several months, said in an editorial:

Four employees of the sugar trust were sentenced yesterday to one

ar each prison. These are the men who manipulated the scales

order to depress the weights of raw sugar when it anwd over the
scales for the Jurgﬂe of determining the weight on which duty should
beJm!d. It 11 recalled that these men worked for $§13 per week,
and each received on pay day an envelope marked * $13" on the out-
gide, but containing $18. That these men were mere cogs in the ma-
chine of frand is pe cz clear. Above and behind them was the ex-
ecutive intelligence whi directed their peculations and reaped b
profits from them. * * *

The sugar trust and its oPerations have become a stench in the nos-
trils of the community. It is realized that the ablest business men and
the most skilled lawyers have worked er to make it the nf:ut
effective instrumentality for fraud which it has become. To punish a
few of the tools of these men, but let the principals escape, will bring
a new measure of reproach upon the administration of justice and the
processes of the courts.

[Applause on the Democratic side.]
In the New York Sun of January 16, 1910, is the following
news item:

Charles R. ITeike, secretary of the sugar trust, is described as the
man higher up that the Government was after. * * *

Beveral government officlals, Collector William Loeb, jr., among them,
announced yesterday that the indictment of Heike as an executive
officer of the company was object of much hard work on the part
of the speclal investigators for eight months. Efforts to br a reall
important officer of the sugar trust into the case began last June, an
nll the time that Henry L. 8timson and Winfred T. ison were work-
ing up cases against the minor em lglim of the company, they were
at the same time getting closer to W T 8% %

TWhen the sugar trust was on trial in a eivil snit to recover stolen
duties it was brought out early in the case that Secretary Heike was
familiar with discrepancies in the weighing of raw sugar received at
the docks of the Havemeyer & Elder nery at Williamsburg.

This shows that the Department of Justice had since the
summer of 1909 been employing special attorneys to catch the
elusive criminal owners of the sugar trust. The Attorney-
General is the head of this department. He is credited with
being a very astute man. I wonder if it is possible that he did
not know the work on which his special assistants were en-
gaged. The Review of Reviews, December 1, 1909, had a long
article recounting the wickedness of the sugar trust. This is a
great Republican magazine. Surely the Attorney-General must
have seen this article. I append portions of it:

One of the subjects most nrgenui brought to Mr, Taft's attentlon In
the middle of November was the further unraveling of the shameful
conspiracy on the part of the sugar trust and certain custom-house offi-
c¢lals to defrand e Government by the false weighing of Imported
gsugar on the docks and by other kindred forms of dishonesty. The first
disclosures in this shocking scheme of theft were made about two years
ago. Evidence was difficult to secure, but the work of faithful investi-
gators gradually discovered the methods by which the welighing ma-
chines were made to give false reports. Indictments and convictions

were found and the sugar trust paid the Government more than $2,000,-
in confession of amounts unmistakably due on cargoes which had

m underwelghed. Collector Loeb pressed the investigations with
vigor and the United States prosecuting officers rendered every assist-

ance in their power. Continued inguiry in November brdught to light
the fact that a much larger number of government officials in the

weighi:;ﬁ department were involved in the conspiracy than had been
supposed at first. Much excitement followed the discovery that one of
and long-trusted superintendents of the refining

the most Imgortant
business of the sugar trust was also involved.

To what extent still higher officers of the American Sugar Refinlng
Company had been connected with the frauds had not yet become a
matter of public knowledge. Nor is it possible as yet to hold the view
that any high officers of the customs service at New York or of the
Treasury Department at Washington have ever alded or connived at the

ilty practices of the sugar trust. There Is, however, much reason to
f:nr that there was guilty knowledge in high and authoritative quarters
on the part of the sugar trust, and that there was lack of strong dispo-
gition on the part of some of the high officlals of the Government to de-
mand a thorough probing of offenses which had begun to be rumored, if
not quite proven, It seems probable enough that there will be a con-
gressional investigation and an opportunity for high officlals to make
clear their attitude of unhesitating vigor against lawbreakers, if their
requtationn have in any quarter been unjustly assailed. * * *

t 1s a mistake to suppose that the process of refining, as carried on
by the trust, constitutes one of our large and important American in-

duties. TWhat it does constitute in point of fact is one of the most out-
rageous impositions upon the rican public that ever
carefully arranged by conspiracy between political leaders and com-
mercial bandits,

Mr. Chairman, while I think it is nearly always safe to take
the united declarations of the reputable press of America as to
the truth of any great public fact, Attorney-General Wicker-
sham has himself written the evidence of this knowledge that
the sugar trust was a criminal corporation with criminal offi-
cers. On June 27, 1909, he wrote to United States District At-
torney Wise at New York cautioning him to be sure to have no
directors of the sugar trust indicted for complicity in frauds
unless he be certain the offenses are not barred by the statute of
limitations. There is here the practically express recognition of
the criminality. And, by the way, what a remarkable letter; the
legal adviser to this great country is become the solicitous
friend of the directors in the trust. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.]

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I just want to say that the gen-
tleman has overlooked the fact that Mr. Wickersham's law
firm was counsel for the sugar trust while he was a member of
it and before he came into the Cabinet. [Applause on the
Democratic side.]

Mr, COVINGTON., The gentleman is correct, and I thank
him for recalling the fact to me. I will supplement his remark
by stating that it was in a case which involved the wrecking of
the Pennsylvania Sugar Refining Company, the only individual
competitor of the sugar trust in the United States. And Henry
W. Taft was the member of the firm who conducted the case,
[Applause.]

Ah, but the Attorney-General may say he had nothing to do
but to constrne the law. If the section in the act of 1902, pro-
viding a limitation on the amount of public land that may be
acquired in the Philippines is clear and unambiguous, and one
of simple construction, no one could guestion him for the dis-
astrous result to the public from the removal of the limitation.
On that matter, however, I desire to quote from the opinion
of Moorfield Storey, esq., one of the ablest of American law-
yers and a great student of Philippine affairs. His opinion has
been made a matter of record by the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. McCarr]. In it he says:

I can not therefore resist the conclusion that the power to sell the
land purchased from the religious orders and then added to the public
domain is sub, to these precise limitations as to quantity.

Moreover, when we consider the purpose of these limitations, which
was to prevent the oiting of the Philippine Islands American or
other capitalists, and to provide that these lands be “ administered for
the bDenefit of the inhabitants thereof” in the words of section 12, no
reason can be suggested why the very cholce agricultural lands which
were held by the religious o should thrown open to explolta-
tion, or why the general poll clea.rg contemplated by the act should
have been abandoned in g with this very important tgorﬂon of
Philippine agricultural land. The reason which required the limita-
tion In other cases applies with equal force to these lands, and I can

not doubt that it was the intention of Congress that the policy should
be the same.

In this view Mr. McCarr himself concurred, and on the floor
of this House on March 22 last he said:

1 would say that it seems to me the opinion of Mr. Storey is right,
and in that I am confirmed bgathe opinion of the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer], who has Tven a t deal of attention to

Philippine matters, and who was chalrman the Committee on Insular
Affairs when thls government act was passed.

So we see that Mr. Storey’s opinion is supported by the dis-
tinguished gentleman who was best informed as to the legisla-
tive purpose at the time the Philippine act was passed fixing the
limit on land sales.

The situation on December 18, 1909, and prior thereto, in the
fall of 1900, was therefore a simple one. A legal question of
great doubt arose in connection with the proposed sale of friar
lands. The law applicable to the sitnation was expressly made
to prevent exploitation of the I’hilippine Islands; the Attorney-
General, with the people as his client, very accommodatingly
gave an opinion against the interest of the people to further an
exploitation scheme by an organization he knew to be a great
corporate criminal. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I do
not know the motive and I make no charge. I simply state the
facts. But I do say that it is my personal belief that this Gov-
ernment should be too great and righteous to have any deal-
ing with its criminal classes except to bring them within the
relentless clutches of the law. [Applause on the Democratic
side.]

That it is considered that the Attorney-General is the real
party responsible for the trust invasion of Mindoro, I read
from the Baltimore Sun of April 28, as follows, referring to
one of the resolutions of inquiry:

While the resolution ealls upon Becretary Dickinson to submit the
facts, Attorney-General Wickersham is really the party in interest, for
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without his astonishing construction of the public-land laws per-
taining to the Philippines no question as to the good faith and proper

e
action of the War Department officials could have arisen

With the insidiously corrupt methods of the sugar trust and
the despicably criminal character of its dominating factors, so
easily learned by him as a former partner of Strong & Cad-
walader, Attorney-General Wickersham might well have pon-
dered long over such a dubious question, and instead of the
accommodating opinion in the interest of the trust have re-
membered that he is the attorney of a nation, the legal guide
for 90,000,000 freemen, the best the sun ever shone upon, and
hn;e taken unto himself the moral implied by that old quat-
m —

I hear a lion in the lobby roar;

Bay, Mr. SBpeaker, shall we shut the door,
Or shall we open it to let him in,

And see if we can put him ont again?

[Loud applause on the Democratic side.]

But, Mr. Chairman, the surprising story of the sale of the
San Jose estate is not yet over. It will be remembered that
the Attorney-General gave his opinion on December 18, and it
was cabled to the Philippines on December 22, 1909. Presum-
ably no prudent person would buy until after that. As if to
confirm that idea, the following cablegram was sent from Ma-
nila to Washington:

BECRETARY OF WiR, Washington:

Sale Mindoro estate consummated January 4.
has been received.

JaNvary 13, 1910.

First payment, $83,500,

FORBES.

Let us now look at the activity of the thrifty agent Poole, the
reputed representative of the sngar trust and the client of Ham-
mond, of the firm of Strong & Cadwalader. The tale is best
told by a newspaper clipping.

The Weekly Times, Manila, P. I, on Friday, January 7, 1910,
published a news item as follows:

The payment of P166,000 was made Tuesday to the insular treas-
urer by the manager of the San Jose sugar estate in southwestern Min-

the first installment, which is to be paid annually on
January 4, until P700,000 have been turned over to the government
purse, in payment for the 22,000 hectares of land.

Work has already been started at San Jose by H. L. Poole, who pur-
chased the estate. Soundings for the new dock at Panda n Point,
near Mangarin, have been taken and the materials for the construction
of the dock have been ordered.

The survey for the railroad which will run from the dock through
the estate, a distance of 14 miles, is now in progress; the seed cane,
which has Dbeen selected from the very best sl;oc{ in the islands, has been

lanted, and the guinea grass, to provide a proper amount of forage for
he animals on the plantation, is mow in. Buil have also been
started for the sghelter of the construction gangs and empio{aes, and
there is mow an opportunity for a large number of natives to obtain
employment on the estate. Mr. Poole hopes, by ng fair wages and
extending fair treatment, to be able to secure necessary labor to
carry on _the work.

Upon Mr. Poole's return to the plantation a hospital will be con-
structed and a doctor secured to look after the health of the employees.
The best sanitary arrangements will be carried out in the comstruction
of the cottages and buildings. .

Does any man in his sound senses believe that all this could
have been done after the opinion of December 18, only thirteen
days before? It was plainly the work of several months, and
the sugar trust does not put up its money unless it has absolute
assurance it will get it back. I leave to the public to draw the
conclusion whether some advance assurances were or were not
given. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

And as a final cirecumstance, and one that should cause the
love of fair dealing and the chivalric nature of Americans
toward a wenker people a distinet shock, I assert that there
exists in the Philippines to-day the belief that our Government
is an oppressor and not a benevolent friend of the islands. The
idea is abroad there that like Cuba they have been commercially
annexed by the sugar trust. I quote from an editorial in the
Vanguard, Manila, P. I., February 25, 1910:

With the decision of Attorney-General Wickersham legalizing the sale
of friar lands in large blocks the tes have been thrown wide open
to the trusts, and it i8 most evident that they have nothing to fear from
a Government which extends a most affectionate welcome to the worst
oppressors of the people in the home country.

Mr. Chairman, when I think of the career of the sugar trust,
and of the knowledge of the Attorney-General in regard to its
eriminality at the time he made possible the sale of the friar
lands, and when I think of the fact that no lawyer can do an
act of more doubtful propriety than to aid a scheme by which
the Government enters into business relations with a notorious
criminal and thereby puts within control of the criminal the
very instrumentality that is a necessity for its future crimes,
recalling then that the Attorney-General has apparently become
by repute at least the real advisor of the present Republican
administration and has assumed to state who is and who is
not within the party fold, I am moved to think that we must
look elsewhere, with all due respect, than to gentlemen on

the other side of the House for relief from this situation.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Unless the recent signs of the times are all wrong the great
American people are thus looking. They realize that there is
no hope for relief from oppression and monopoly at the hands
of the Republican party; it has cemented too close a partner-
ship with the predatory corporate interests. Their view is
turned away from the setting sun of a decadent and disgusting
commercialism in government and is turned toward the east
and toward the dawn of that day next November when the first
battle cry will be raised for the victory which will only be
complete in a Democratic triumph in November, 1912. In the
meantime that there shall be a constant memory of the iniqui-
ties that imperil us I can imagine from many firesides going up
this fervent prayer of Kipling:

God of our fathers, known of all,
Lord of our far-flung battle line,
Beneath whose awful hand we hold
Dominion over palm and pine;

Lo od of hosts, be with ns yet,
Lest we forget—Ilest we forget.

[Loud applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. McKINLAY of California. Mr. Chairman, I have listened
with a good deal of attention to the remarks of the gentleman
from Maryland in regard to the sugar lands of the Philippine
Islands, but I would rather have the gentleman submit a little
better evidence than clippings from newspapers, either of Chi-
cago or Manila, in support of his contention that the lands
in question were being purchased for purposes of exploitation
by the sugar trust.

I happen to have traveled through the Philippine Islands
considerably, and have been over the island of Mindanao. I
listened to hearings upon the sugar culture of the islands some
five years ago in the city of Manila, and the records will bear
me out when I state that at those hearings it was demon-
strated that the best lands of the Philippine Islands produced
only about 1% to 2 tons of sugar under scientific enltivation
to the acre; that there is only one rattoon crop at the very
best, and sometimes not that in the growth of the cane. In
the Hawaiian Islands the sugar lands produce from 8 to 10
tons an acre; and I understand in the Southern States that
they have plenty of land that produces from 6 to 8, and
would, under scientific methods, produce 10 tons to the aere. It
seems to me very unreasonable that the sugar trust would go
7,000 miles across the ocean to purchase lands that could not
produce more than 13 fons under expert farming and less than
1 ton to the acre under ordinary farming, especially since in
the Philippine Islands the cost of labor is rapidly increasing
since the American occupation, When we took the Philippines
over into American possession, the provisions of the Chinese-
exclusion laws were extended over the islands, and the only
labor that ean be profitably used in cultivating sugar cane in
the Philippine Islands as well as Hawaii is Chinese or Japanese
labor. The Philippine labor is of soft and effeminate Poly-
nesian character and will not labor in the cane fields. It is
only the Chinese and Japanese that will submit to the arduous
hard-breaking labor of the sugar-cane culture of the Tropics.

This subject is very interesting, and I am sure the House and
the couniry desire to be fully informed. So I will ask the
House to submit to some facts and arguments in answer to the
gentleman who has just concluded, and to the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr. MArTIN], who interrupted him on two or three
oceasions.

The gentleman from Maryland has made, as have other gen-
tlemen before him on the Democratic side, a number of state-
ments reflecting in part on a very high official of the Govern-
ment. I asked leave to question the gentleman, but he refused
to answer a question. I was going to ask him upon what he
based his assertions, and since the gentleman did not submit to
a guestion, I will now answer the allegations of the gentleman
in so far as they reflect on the administration.

I am not called on to defend the sugar trust. I do, howerver,
regard it as my duty and the duty of the House to see that
the administration in its prosecution of the sugar trust should
have its hands upheld, and not be harassed by petty baseless
criticisms in this body. I will, however, say that in my opinion
the question of the friar lands in the Philippine Islands is one
with which the sugar trust is wholly unconnected. The gentle-
man from Maryland believes that the sugar trust has purchased
the San Jose estate, on the island of Mindoro, because he saw it
in two newspapers. This does not convince me.

I have seen something of the Philippine Islands, and it is
absurd on the face of it to believe that the sugar trust would go
across 3,000 miles of American continent and 7,000 miles of
ocean to one of the wildest islands in the Philippine group,
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from which transportation is expensive and in which labor is
searce, to extend its field of operations.

We must remember that the Chinese-exclusion act applies to
the Philippine group. Therefore this labor, the only labor we
ean obtain in that region, is excluded from the Philippine
Islands; nor is there cheap labor in the Philippine Islands even
of the class that might be obtained. Since the American occu-
pation the price of labor has gone up in the Philippine Islands
until it is as high as 13 to 2 pesos per day.

Furthermore, the island of Mindoro has not heretofore been
a sugar-producing island. The friar estate which has been sold
by the Philippine government is something over 55,000 acres,
but there are on that island over 2,000,000 acres of public domain
not under cultivation in any form. The attempt to grow sugar
in the island of Mindoro is a pioneer effort; the result of the
experiment is doubtful. It is notoriously accompanied by many
difficulties. 2

If these people, whoever they are, that have bought this
land—these 55,000 acres—can cultivate it profitably, they will
have demonstrated for the Philippine people that they have on
that island some. 2,000,000 acres of valuable land which they
can homestead or purchase under the public-land act of the
Philippine government. It will be a profitable lesson to the

eople. i

. I attended hearings in Manila five years ago, where the sugar
planters of the islands demonstrated conclusively that the Phil-
ippine Islands would never be a great sugar-producing section
of the world. These hearings showed that even under gov-
ernment experts on the experimental farm never had there been
produced a crop of more than a couple of tons to the acre.
The average production on average plantations was less than
a ton to the acre. Many of the islands, such as Mindoro, owing
either to the nature of the land or to the absence of labor, pro-
duced no sugar at all. Furthermore, in the Philippine Islands
there is, generally speaking, no rattoon crop—that is, no second
crop—grown spontaneously without replanting.

Now, let us look at Hawail. Sugar is produced at the rate of
from 6 to 9 tons per acre. In my remarks on the floor of the
House I placed the yield of the Hawaiian lands at from 8 to
10 tons to the acre. They have two or three rattoon crops. In
some of the Southern States, I am informed, there are lands
that produce from 4 to 6 tons per acre, or even more under
scientific methods, such as used in Hawaii or Cuba. I now
find on inguiry that the figures should be from 6 to 8 tons.
Taking these facts into consideration, I am satisfied that the
sugar trust as a corporation never purchased the lands in
question in Mindoro, and this is in no way based on the evi-
dence of the director of the company, who has been referred to
heretofore, who has positively stated that the trust was in no
way interested in any lands of the Philippine Islands.

The gentleman from Maryland argues that, in so much
as there was a Mr. Havemeyer interested in this purchase,
it must have been purchased by the sugar trust. It is ap-
parently the gentleman's belief that the Havemeyers receive
no personal profit from the sugar trust; that whatever is Mr.
Havemeyer's belongs to that corporation. If so, that would
put a benevolent construction on the operations of the Have-
meyers which is not generally taken. It may be that some of
the profits which Mr. Havemeyer has received from the sugar
trust have been invested in the Philippine Islands. This is all
that the evidence discloses, and it does not disclose that except
inferentially ; but, as I stated before, I am not called on to de-
fend the sugar trust. What I shall say will be perhaps an un-
necessary defense—certainly unnecessary to the discerning—of
those who are at present prosecuting the sugar trust for al-
leged criminal acts.

The gentleman from Maryland bases his remarks on House
resolution 679, introduced by him, calling on the Attorney-Gen-
eral for certain information. He adds:

Now that ten days have elapsed since he (the Attorney-General)
was apprised of the desire for the information without so much as a
word {’rom him, I think I am justified in concludlng that he proposed
to treat that information as incompatible with the public Interest,
and I am therefore warranted in commenting freely on his failure to
answer the allegations.

Now, as a matter of fact, the gentleman’s resolution was
adopted by the House of Representatives May 10, 1910. It was
sent to the Attorney-General, who made a complete reply there-
to on May 13, 1910, which was published in Document No. 911,
Sixty-first Congress, second session, House of Representatives,
having been received in the House on May 14, 1910, and referred
to the Committee on Insular Affairs and ordered to be printed.
It was printed, and was available one week before the gentle-
man made the speech in which he charges that no reply had
been made to his resolution. This is a sample of the accuracy
pervading the remarks of the gentleman. He lays great stress

on the fact that the Attorney-General should have known who
the proposed purchasers of the San Jose friar estate were. He
apparently believes that the decisions of the Attorney-General's
office should depend not on the law but on the persons affected
by the opinions. If the gentleman will read the document which
his inquiry brought forth, he will see how ridiculous it is to
suppose that ignorance or knowledge on the part of the Attor-
ney-General of the names of these purchasers should have af-
fected his decision. His decision had to do simply with the ques-
tion as to whether it was legal for the Philippine government
to make a certain sale. He was not called on to advise the sale.
His decision in no way compelled the Philippine government to
make the sale, and the legality of the sale could in no way de-
pend on the name of the individual.

The Attorney-General says he did not know the name of the
purchaser. This is borne out by the record, and it is not
seen what possible connection there could be between the legal
question of the right of the Philippine Islands to sell this
land and the name of the purchaser.

The gentleman, however, makes one statement which he
bases on the opinion of Mr, Moorfield Storey, which might, if
true, be an error chargeable to the Attorney-General. Mr.
Storey differs with the opinion of the Attorney-General, and
holds that the sale of lands is not legal, notwithstanding the
opinion of the Attorney-General. I shall return to this feature
of the allegation later.

The gentleman further says that we must not forget that
the selling price of the San Jose estate of 55,000 acres was at a
price of about one-third of its cost to the Government. Why
should we not forget this? I do not think we could now find the
father of the statement. The House has before it evidence
showing that the Government received for this property approx-
imately $70,000 more than it paid for it. The statement which
is now repeated by the gentleman from Maryland was first sug-
gested by the gentleman from Colorado, who was permitted to
interrupt the gentleman from Maryland, but the gentleman from
Colorado no longer repeats his statement. Why he should have
ever made it, while in the same speech he referred to a letter
from the department which he had seen which gave exact facts
in this regard, is still unexplained. Would it not be better to
forget this and remember the facts which have been furnished
the House several times, that this friar estate was sold at its
cost to the Government, increased by the interest which the
Philippine government had paid on the bonds issued for its
purchase at the rate of 4 per cent per annum and the cost of
administering the estate, or, in round numbers, the Philippine
government had paid $208,000 for the estate, and it sold for
$367,000. This is another example of what we have been fur-
nished on this subject by the gentleman from Maryland, who,
having first overflowed with misinformation, has since dafip
bubbled over with foolish questions, in the hope that they could
not receive answers.

Referring to the legal aspect of the questions involved, I pre-
fer to leave the answering of the various points to my eminent
colleague from Indiana, Judge CRUMPACKER, who informs me
that he intends dealing with the whole friar-land question from
the legal side. As he has been a member of the Insular Affairs
Committee since the passage of the organic law for the govern-
ment of the Philippines, I deem him more qualified to properly
set forth the attitude of the Philippine and American govern-
ments on those questions, together with the various rulings of
the attorney-general of the islands and the Attorney-General of
the United States and the decisions of the insular courts than
I am.

But this last attack upon Attorney-General Wickersham by
the gentleman from Maryland, together with the interpolation
of the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. MagtiN], as found on
page 6684 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—

Mr. MarTIN. 1 just want to say that the gentleman has overlooked
the fact that Mr. Wickersham's law firm was counsel for the sugar
trust while he was a member of it before he came into the Cabinet—

Calls for an answer.

The references of the gentleman from Maryland, the interpola-
tions of the gentleman from Colorado, and the speech of the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr, RAINEY], delivered on the floor of
this House April 14, 1910, are all of one pattern; their evident
purpose being to make Democratic war medicine by endeavor-
ing to place the administration in the eyes of the public in an
attitude favorable toward the sngar-trust prosecutions. The idea
is preposterous, unfair, and eriminal; but it is the only kind of
politics left a party which has been vainly and ineffectually en-
deavoring for more than half a century to find some issue upon
which they could induce the voters of the nation in majority
numbers to support them.
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Thank God, the constructive laws of the country for nearly
sixty years are of Republican origin and a part of Republican
legislation and administrative policy. In those sixty years the
oflfice of vilification, abuse, denunciation, and billingsgate has
been confined to the Democratie party. And this debate evi-
dences that the same old Democratic party is again hammering
in the same old way. This whole debate on the sugar trust
has been and still is another wild attempt to secure some petty
partisan advantage by trying to prejudice the minds of a few
voters against the President and trusted members of his Cabi-
net. The speech of the gentleman from Illinois was a fair
example of Democratic eampaign literature, and as that was a
little more complete and scientific than those of the gentlemen
from Colorado and Maryland, I shall devote more time to an
answer to it than to the others,

Mr. Chairman, after reading the full speech of the gentle-
man from Illinois, delivered on the floor of this House on April
14, 1910, it must be apparent to any fair-minded man that
there are oceasions when the privileges of debate accorded to
Members of Congress by the Constitution and laws are grossly
and wantonly abused. The most liberal and charitable inter-
pretation of the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois on
that ocension ean not elevate them above the level of the most
violent demogogic partisanship, their purpese being, without
doubt, to cast reflection and suspicion on the attitude and ac-
tion of the President of the United States and one of his Cabi-
net, the Attorney-General, toward the so-ealled sugar-trust
prosecutions which are new engaging the active energy and
ability of the Department of Justice.

This untimely and unnecessary attack on the administration
can not be construed in any other light than that of partisan-
ship, its evident purpose being to increase the difficulties of the
President and Attorney-General in dealing with a very exasper-
ating situation, caused by the violation of the laws of the
United States and the robbery of the Treasury by the American
Sugar Refining Company.

That portion of the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois
dealing with the formation and history of the American Sugar
Refining Company is probably substantially correct, excepting
that part in reference to the Spreckels Sugar Company. I do
not think that it is necessary for the gentleman to grow pa-
thetie over the fight between the Spreckels Sugar Company and
the American sugar trusit. Out in California we know more
about the Spreekels Sugar Companies than is known in the East,
and we know that the Spreckels Sugar Companies have always
been able to take pretty good care of themselves, whether in the
production of beet sugar, in which they are extensively engaged
in California, or in their suecessful attempt to force concessions
and terms from the sugar trust, which was the occasion for
their building a great refinery in Philadelphia several years ago
to enable them to enter into active competition with the sugar
trust, but which was afterwards sold out to the trust at an enor-
mous profit. No; there is no oceasion to weep tears of sympathy
over that great contest of capitalistic interests.

The Spreckels Company did not get the worst of the contest
by any means, and the sugar trust did not drive them out of
business either in Hawaii or in California. They are still doing
business in both places, and undoubtedly under an agreement
with the sugar trust for the division of profits. Outside of the
inaccuracies of statement as to the facts in several places, all
that portion of the gentleman's remarks dealing with the forma-
tion and history and operations of the sugar trust since its
formation furnishes very interesting reading; the only trouble
is that the subject is so old, so very old. The magazine-reading
public have been going over it again and again at recurring in-
tervals for many years. About every se often the magazine
writers apparently exhaust all other material; then, probably
from sheer habit, turn back again and take another swat at the
sugar trust.

But nobody cares for that. The sugar trust has no friends
outside of its own organization, either out of or in Congress,
the gentleman from Illinois to the contrary notwithstanding.
The record of the sneaking and thieving operators of the sugar
trust now being brought so prominently to light under the vig-
orous and successful prosecutions now being conducted by the
Attorney-General have so disgusted the general American pub-
lic that there are very few, if any, persons who would make
any kind of a stand for the sugar trust; they are entirely out-
side the pale, so far as their business operations are concerned,
particularly in relation to the Government of the United States.

But what seems strange to me is that when at last we have
a strong, able, vigorous, and thoroughly in earnest Attorney-
General, directing all his energy and abilities toward ferreting
out and the prosecution of frauds committed by the Ameriecan
Sugar Refining Company since its formation as a corporation,

and when this course of Mr. Wickersham is indorsed and sup-
ported by the President, who is mest anxious to bring every
guilty man to account, and when, as a result of the harmonious
actlon of the President and Attornmey-General, the sugar-trust
violators, both the little fellows and the higher-ups that are
being prosecuted with great vigor, gentlemen can be found
standing on the floor of this House criticising and finding fault
with the methods employed and apparently endeavoring, by
opposing the methods of both President and Attorney-General,
to render the criminal prosecutions futile and abortive.

Four or five points in the remarks of the gentleman from
Illinois stand.out in distinet prominence. First, that Attorney-
General Wickersham was a member of the law firm of Strong
& Cadwalader prior to his appointment as Attorney-General, and
up until that time that the firm of Strong & Cadwalader had,
while Mr. Wickersham was a member, aceepted employment by
the American Sugar Refining Company in the defense of a suit
brought by the Pennsylvania Sugar Company, and as a mem-
ber of that firm participated in the fee paid by the American
Sugar Refining Company to the firm of Strong and Cadwalader,
and the fee alluded to is ' an enormous fee.,”

Now, it looks as if this statement is made for the purpose of
influencing public opinion by innuendo and suggestion, on the
theory that becanse Mr. Wickersham had once belonged to a
firm of lawyers, one member of which in his individual eapacity,
because of his skillfulness as a trial lawyer, received employ-
ment in a ecivil suit in the defense of the American Sugar Re-
fining Company, when that company was sued by the Pennsyl-
vania Sugar Company, that because of that perfectly legitimate
employment of his firm assoeiate, Mr. Wickersham himself not
partieipating in the conduct of the cases involved or knowing
anything about them, he must therefore, three years after,
when he is appointed Attorney-General, favor and desire to
shield the American Sugar Refining Company in its attitude as
a criminal at the bar of the United States court, he himself
being the chief prosecufor. The innuendo is monstrous. I will
ask the gentleman if he, being a lawyer, refuses to accept any
honorable employment in his professional capacity? I will ask
him if he could not have acted for the American Sugar Refin-
ing Company in the suit brought against that corporation by
the Pennsylvania Sugar Company as a firm member, or even
as an active participant in the case, and if later on—three years
later—he received an appointment as Attorney-General of the
United States, would he have felt himself disqualified to act
as a prosecutor against his former client, if that former client
was detected violating the criminal laws of the United States?
Would he feel that his former employment would prevent him
from doing his full duty as a sworn officer of the Government?
I would not wish to think so ill of the gentleman from Illinois
as to think he could not, yet—

. Out of the fullness of the heart the mouth speaketh.

In order to assist in the correction of errors which may have -
been created by the gentleman’s remarks on April 14, as they
have gone out over the country, I have taken pains to gather

| facts pertaining to Mr. Wickersham’s connection with the firm

of Strong & Cadwalader and his participation for the defense
in the trial of the suit of the Pennsylvania Sugar Company
against the American Sugar Refining Company and also I have
ascertained the amount of the fee which seems so large to the
gentleman from Illinois—a fee amounting to the tremendous
sum of $26,750, all told, which fee was dumped into the general
pot of a firm of seven members and divided among them,
although that fee was earned by one of them as an individual
in the trial of the case in question.

The fact is, Attorney-General Wickersham never was “a
sugar-trust attorney,” and his only familiarity with the methods
of the sugar trust has been obtained since his connection with
the Government in connection with the systematie, effective
lp:osecntion of that company and its officials for violations of

W.

The only connection that any member of his former firm ever
had with the sugar trust was this: In February, 1 pro-
ceedings were initiated by George H. Earle, jr., as receiver of
the Pennsylvania Sugar Refining Company, against the American
Sugar Refining Company and others, in New Jersey, in the ecourt
of chancery. The firm of Landabury, Depue & Faulks were re-
tained as atterneys for the defendants and appeared in that
suif. John G. Johnson, esq., of Philadelphia, and Henry W.
Taft, of New York, were also retained as counsel for the de-
fendants,

Another branch of the same litigation was shortly afterwards
commenced in the United States cirenit court, southern district
of New York, as an action for treble damages under the Sher-
man Act. Henry B. Closson, esq., of New York, appeared in
that action as attorney for the American Sugar Refining Com-
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pany and the defendant Havemeyer, and Tompkins McIlvaine,
esq., for the defendant John HE. Parsons. Henry W. Taft, of
New York, and John G. Johnson, of Philadelphia, were also re-
tained as counsel for the defendants. The suit in New Jersey
was tried and resulted in a judgment for the defendants, after
trial lasting about a week. The suit in New York was tried
and also resulted in a judgment for the defendants, the court
dismissing the complaint. (Reported in 160 Fed., 144.) An ap-
peal was taken from the latter judgment to the United States cir-
cuit court of appeals in the second circuif, and on December 15,
1908, the judgment was reversed, the court holding that the
facts set forth in the complaint, if proved, established a cause
of action, and that the plaintiff was entitled to an opportunity
to prove them if it conld. A new trial was therefore ordered.

For the services rendered in these cases, Mr. Henry W, Taft
received in all fees aggregating $26,750. This amount he paid
into the firm of Strong & Cadwalader, of which he and six other
persons, including Mr. Wickersham, were members, and the
Attorney-General participated in those fees by receiving his
agreed percentage of the net profits of the business up to the
time of his retiring from the firm on assuming office as Attor-
ney-General, March 4, 1909.

The services of Mr. Taft were those of trial counsel, he being
recognized as one of the leading advocates of the New York
bar. Mr. Wickersham took no part in the cases, did not consult
with regard to them, and had no connection with them save as
above stated. After Mr. Wickersham had retired from the
firm of Strong & Cadwaladér the case came on for trial again
in the circuit court in New York before Judge Holt. At the
close of the plaintiff’s testimony a motion to dismiss was denied
by the court upon the ground that the plaintiff had established
prima facie the facts averred in the complaint which the cir-
cuit court of appeals had decided made out a cause of action.
A settlement was thereupon negotiated between the parties,
which settlement was afterwards approved by the court in
Philadelphia, as the sunit was being actually prosecuted in the
interests of the creditors of the company. Immediately upon
this occurrence the Attorney-General instructed the United
States attorney in New York to secure a transcript of the evi-
dence taken on the trial and to submit the case to the grand
jury. This was done, and the grand jury voted an indictment
against the American Sugar Refining Company, members of its
board of directors Gustav E. Kissel, a banker, and Thomas
B. Harned, former president of the Champion Construction
Company, the holder of the majority of the capital stock of the
Pennsylvania Sugar Refining Company. The transaction which
gave rise to the litigation took place in 1903, and the counsel
for the respective defendants strenuously urged that the offense
was barred by the statute of limitations.

On June 24, 1909, United States Attorney Wise wrote to the
Attorney-General a letter—printed below, marked “ No. 1”—in
which he advised the Attorney-General of the legal questions in-
volved, and stated that Messrs. Milburn and Bowers, counsel
for defendants, had appealed to him to permit them to submit
briefs, to which he had consented, and which they were to give
to him on Monday morning.

The Attorney-General wrote to him on the 25th a letter—
printed below, marked “No, 2 "—stating:

1 4o not think I can add anything to the instructions already given

ou in this matter. 1 feel great personal regret that men of the prom-
zleuce of these gentlemen should be indicted, but the faects under the
law as laid down by the circuit court of appeals seem to justify no
other course. 1 entirely approve of your giving counsel for the de-
fendants untll Monday to submit a brief, because it shows that the Gov-

ernment is proceeding with deliberation and is willing to give a patient
and careful hearing to those involved. 1

On Sunday, June 27, 1909, the Attorney-General wrote a per-
sonal letter to Distriet Attorney Wise, which is printed be-
low, marked “ No. 3, in which he stated that he had received
a proof of a brief in support of defendants’ contention that the
statute of limitations had run in favor of defendants Parsons,
Kissel, and Harned ; that if the only overt acts to carry out the
objects of the unlawful conspiracy were those referred to in that
brief he should think they were insufficient to save the bar of
the statute; that a strong effort would be made on the morrow
to interfere in some way to prevent the indictments—

« » * hpt, aside from that, no Indictments should be returned

" against anyone if there is no reasonable ground to believe they can be
g‘lﬁ:t:ﬁ%g te. if, for Instance, the offenses charged are clearly barred by

Adding—

What I want to impress upon you is that if you have ang reasonable
doubt in the matter, you either have the grand jury ask the eourt for
instructions, or, if that is not feasible, that yon advise the department
of the specific charges on which you rely to save the statute before
actually having the indietments brought in,

The legal question involved as to whether or not the statute
of limitations barred indictment was a close one. After hearing
before the district attorney of the arguments of defendants’
counsel in New York, Mr. Pagan, an attorney of the Department
of Justice, brought the proposed indictment to the Attorney-
General, who thereupon took up with the President and the
other lawyers of the Cabinet the legal questions involved, and
after full discussion it was agreed that the weight of the argu-
ment was with the Government and therefore that the indict-
ments should be found, and on July 1 indietment was returned
against the defendants above referred to. Two of the defend-
ants, by special plea, promptly raised the question of the appli-
cation of the statute of limitations. The Attorney-General ap-
pointed Hon. Charles F. Brown, former presiding judge of the
New York supreme court, appellate division, second department,
as special assistant to the United States attorney to assist in
the prosecution of this case.

The demurrers interposed by the Government to pleas in bar
of certain of the defendants raising the question of the statute
of limitations were fully argued, but on October 26, 1909, Judge
Holt overruled the demurrers to the plea and dismissed the in-
dictment upon the ground that the offense charged was barred
by the statute of limitations. The Government at once took the
case on error to the United States Supreme Court, where it is
now pending, and will be reached for argument early in the fall.
The question involved goes to the root of the matter, and if
Judge Holt is sustained, no further prosecution can be main-
tained for that offense. If his decision is revised the case will
be pressed for trial.

The facts concerning an effort to cause this matter to be
prosecuted by the United States under the previous administra-
tion are contained in a message from President Roosevelt, trans-
mitting, in response to a Senate resolution of January 22, 1909,
correspondence relating fo this matter. (8. Doe. No. 687, 60th
Cong., 2d sess.)

In regard to the statement that “the general counsel for the
sugar trust is an ex-assistant attorney-general of the United
States, loyal to the Republican party, familiar with the meth-
ods and the secrets of the Attorney-General's office,” it is suf-
ficient to say that Mr. James M. Beck, the gentleman referred
to, was an assistant attorney-general of the United States, but
resigned from that office on April 30, 1903, long before any
questions arose between the Government and the sugar trust.

Prior to March 4, 1909, Mr. Stimson, United States attorney
in New York, was led by the revenue department of the Govern-
ment to make an investigation of certain suspicions ecireum-
stances in connection with the settlement with the Government
by the American Sugar Refining Company for dukies on im-
ported sugar and the bringing of a suit by him to recover
penalties for alleged violations of the statute, which resulted
in a verdict In the United States district court, southern district
of New York, on March 5, 1909, in the sum of $134,411.03, based
upon proof of systematic frauds practiced in the weighing of
sugar on the docks of the Havemeyer and Elder refineries in
Brooklyn, N. Y., between the years 1901 and 1907. Shortly
after the recovery of this judgment Mr. Stimson, the United
States attorney, tendered his resignation, to take effect April 1,
1909, as he was desirous of entering upon private practice.
The Attorney-General, however, prevailed upon Mr, Stimson to
accept a retainer as special assistant for the purpose of prose-
cuting the sugar frauds, and Mr. Stimson associated with him
Mr., Winfred T. Denison. The details of the work done under
the direction of these gentlemen are shown on the statement
below, marked *“No. 4” As will be seen, it has resulted
in the collection by the Government of almost three and one-
half million dollars, besides the indictment of a large number
of the individuals guilty of participation in these frauds.

In November, 1009, by direction of the Attorney-General, the
United States attorney in the southern district of New York
began a comprehensive investigation into the sugar-refining
business of the United States for the purpose of determining
the extent and character of the so-called sugar trust, This in-
vestigation has involved a number of hearings before the grand
jury in December, 1909; January, February, and March, 1610;
and an enormous amount of work by the attorneys and agents
of the Government in collecting evidence, analyzing records, lo-
cating witnesses, and so forth, and the work is at present go-
ing on, and is approaching fruition, It would be contrary to
the public interests to make public at the present time the exact
status of that proceeding, or the precise objects sought to be
accomplished by it. An extract from the Attorney-General's
annual report to Congress in December, 1909, relating to this
matter, is printed below, marked “ No. 5.” In his message
to Congress, the President, on December 7, 1909, expressed Lhe
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opinion that an investigation of the frauds by Congress at the
present, pending probing by the Treasury Department and the
Department of Justice, as proposed by them, might by giving
immunity and otherwise prove an embarrassment in securing
conviction of the guilty parties. An extract from his message
on the subject is printed below, marked “ No. 6.”

The provision of the statutes which the President undoubtedly
had in mind in the reference above given in his message, in
section 859, United States Revised Statutes, which is printed
below, marked “ No. 7.”

It might be remarked that the investigation into the various
frauds on the revenue, alleged to have been committed by the
American Sugar Refining Company, has been conducted in co-
operation between the Department of Justice and the Treasury
Department, and has been the subject of constant personal
conferences between the Secretary of the Treasury and the
Attorney-General, and those two officials and their subordinates
are in hearty accord with the entire progress of the work and
with the policy which has been adopted and is now being pur-
sued. It is true that the last of the specific frauds discovered
in weighing the sugars imported by the American Sugar Refin-
ing Company occurred on November 20, 1907, just before the
discovery of the frauds by the United States officials. The
statute of limitations with respect to those specific frauds does
not run until five years after the commission of the fraud,
and the penalty for conspiracy to defraud the United States
not until three years from the commission of the last overt
act performed pursuant to such conspiracy. There is therefore
ample time for the apprehension and indiectment of all of the
offenders who can now be reached before the bar of the statute
will run.

The second part brought prominently forward is the econnec-
tion of Mr. Henry 1. Taft, a brother of the President, with the
firm of Strong & Cadwalader, and his participation as a trial
lawyer in the defense of the cases of the Pennsylvania Sugar
Company against the American Sugar Refining Company. Well,
supposing that Mr. Henry Taft was and still is a member of
the firm of Btrong & Cadwalader. Supposing that he did par-
ticipate in the trial of the cases mentioned as an attorney for
the defense. Does that fact have any bearing on the actions of
Mr. Wickersham as Attorney-General of the United States? Or
does the gentleman from Illinois flatter himself that by sug-
gestion he can make the American people believe that President
Taft would countenance for one moment any abatement of the
prosecutions now being carried on against the sugar trust be-
cause of his brother's membership in the law firm of Strong &
Cadwalader ?

The fact is that Mr. Henry W. Taft is considered to be a trial
lawyer of the highest rank, and as such his services are being
constantly sought after by the larger interests of the country.
But there was nothing in his employment by the American
Sugar Refining Company in the action for damages brought
against them by the Pennsylvania Sugar Company that in any
way violated the ethics of the legal profession. So if the gen-
tleman from Illinois had wanted to be fair in his remarks, why
did he not call attention of the House to the fact that Mr. Henry
W. Taft had been employed as special counsel by the United
States Government in the prosecution of the American Tobacco
trust in a very important series of cases which involved the
licorice trust, and also in behalf of the United States Govern-
ment in the Hale v. Henkel case, found reported in United States
Reports, No. 201, page 43, in which it is held that a witness
must produce books and papers in response to a subpena duces
tecum issued by a grand jury, even if the evidence given might
tend to ineriminate him?

This interpretation of the law in the cases of Hale v. Henkel
has since its rendition been of great value in enabling United
States attorneys fo secure evidence in the pending sugar-trust
frauds. Why did nét the gentleman from Illinois, if he had
wanted to be fair, point out that Mr. Henry W. Taft had accepted
no employment against the Government since his brother was
inaugurated President, so careful has he been to avoid the
appearance of evil; but it seems, despite all his care and all his
fairness, he does not escape the calumny of unjust and sus-
picious men. i:

Why does the gentleman from Illinois bring in the name
of Henry W. Taft and mention his connection with the Ameri-
can Sugar Refining Company cases, which were civil suits be-
tween private corporations in which the Government of the
United States was not interested, and fail to mention that at
the call of duty Henry W. Taft had used his great talents in
securing substantial victories for the Government in the cases I
have here indicated? TLet the gentleman answer. Was his con-
duct dictated by a desire to honestly place the whole matter
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before the House or was it for the purpose of creating adverse
publie opinion in regard to the administration’s attitude in these
all-important prosecutions?

Running through the body of the speech of the gentleman from
Illinois are many statements which to me do not seem to be
correct. For instance, quoting from page 4695 of the Recorp,
the gentleman says:

At the present time there is a deficit in the Treasury, constantly
growing larger.

My information from the Treasury Department is that
though there is a deficit in the Treasury it is constantly grow-
ing smaller instead of larger under the operation of the Payne-
Aldrich tariff bill, and within a year, if the present ratio of de-
crease continues, which it probably will, the books will again
balance, and as a result another “ View with alarm” on the
Democratic side of this House will be wiped out.

Again, the gentleman uses very extravagant figures. When
estimating the amount the sugar trust probably swindled the
Government out of he places his estimate at $125,000,000 in one
part of his speech. One of the attorneys working on the cases
informed me that the Treasury had figured back to 1894, to the
first traces of the frauds, and the $2,000,000 settlement covered
substantially all the losses to the Government because of the
manipulation of the scales and weights. He was sure his state-
ment was correct, for as to the amounts of the frauds accurate
records had been secured. The Treasury Department seems to
be satisfied, and Mr. Loeb, collector of the port of New York,
seems to be satisfied, that the full amount has been recovered in
the $2,000,000 settlement. These men have given the matter
their personal attention, and therefore I am inclined to think
their judgment can be relied upon, even if their figures are
widely divergent from those of the gentleman from Illinois, as
they appear near the bottom of page 4699 of the Recorp of
April 14, 1910,

Again, the gentleman, on page 4695, fixes the date of the
criminal operations of the sugar trust as within the last four-
teen years, while, as a matter of fact, the trust settled with
the officers of the Treasury Department for frauds as far back
as 1894, this showing that the trust was engaged in illegiti-
mate practices all through the second administration of Presi-
dent Cleveland, and through a period when Democratic officials
had full control of the business of the Government. Most of
the weighers and checkers indicted by the grand jury were
Democratic appointees, some of them being appointed during
Cleveland’s first administration and holding through Harri-
son’s and Cleveland's second administration, and then placed
under civil service; and from that time they continued in the
government service to the fraud exposure. The frauds were
carried on through both the Cleveland and Harrison adminis-
trations, under the clerical collectors and surveyors of the port
of New York.

Simon Mescall, who has just been convicted for defrauding
the Government while acting as assistant TUnited States
weigher, was appointed during Cleveland’s second administra-
tion, October 28, 1895.

Joseph Quinn, whose trial is now going on for similar
offenses, was appointed assistant United States weigher under
President Cleveland’s second administration, October 19, 1804,
Charles W. Bligh, who is also under indictment awaiting trial,
whose trial has been delayed on account of illness, was also
appointed under Cleveland, April 1, 1886, in the first adminis-
tration.

Charles Drew, one of the five head district weighers, who has
been dropped from the service for complicity in these frauds
and whose case is under investigation by the grand jury, served
throughout both of Cleveland's administrations.

Charles Wardell, another one of the five head district weigh-
ers, and who has also been dropped from the service and whose
case is also under grand-jury investigation, was appointed to
that position under Cleveland’s second administration (May 10,
1804).

George Beddell, chief clerk of the weighing division, who has
been dropped from the service for compliecity in these frauds and
whose case is under investigation by the grand jury, also served
all through Cleveland’s second administration.

James P. Highland, who was foreman weigher and who was
dropped from the service for complicity in these frauds, served
all through President Cleveland's administration.

Perley Chase, assistant weigher, also implicated in the sugar-
weighing frauds, served all through President Cleveland's ad-
ministration.

Fred B. Sawyer, also an assistant weigher, implicated in these
frauds, was appointed under Cleveland’s second administration
(November, 18935).
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Henry C. Taylor, another assistant weigher involved in these
frauds, served through Cleveland’s second administration.

I insert this record of the appointment and time of service of
the men under indictment for the sugar frauds to show that the
sugar frauds were not confined to the last fourteen years, which
would confine them to the last three Republican administra-
tions; but, on the contrary, they had been going on through
Democratic and Republican administrations alike, and the em-
ployees implicated were Democrats and Republicans alike.

The sugar trust played no favorites, therefore I do not see
how the Democratic party can make medicine for the coming
campaign, especially in view of the fact that the exposures
were made and prosecutions were commenced under the admin-
istration of President Roosevelt and continued most vigorously
up until the present hour under President Taft.

But the gentleman from Illinois wants a congressional inves-
tigation. Mpr, Taft has pointed out in a letter, which I will in-
sert, with leave of the House, that such an investigation would
be unwise at this time and might result in immunity to some
of the persons charged with criminal conduct. The gentleman
from Illinois says, under section 859, Revised BStatutes, im-
munity would not be given. This is his opinion. I have never
heard the opinion of the gentleman from Illinois quoted ex-
tensively as final authority on the question of immunity.

President Taft has his doubts, as shown by his letter, and
President Taft is a pretty good lawyer.

I think we must concede that the President knows what is
best in regard to the advisability of baving an investigating
committee of Congress at this time to go into the sugar frauds.
Of course, the loose manner in which hearsay evidence, opinion,
and suspicion are admitted as evidence in such investigations
might fornish some campaign material if adroitly used and
‘exploited by the gentleman from Illinois.

Again, I ask the purpose of the gentleman from Illinois in de-
manding a congressional investigation and in such unfair terms
and intemperate language supporting that resolution? He may
use or abuse as he will the privileges of debate accorded him by
the Constitution of the United States as a Member of the House
of Representatives, and his own sense of justice and fairness
and magnanimity must be his only check against extravagant
langnage and unfair suggestion.

The President can not retaliate. His high position alone must
cause him to look with disdain upon the feeble efforts of the
gentleman from Illinois to discredit him. If this were the first
time the gentleman had attacked the administration of Presi-
dent Taft directly and his personal integrity by innuendo and
suggestion, under the guise of a resolution for a congressional
investigation into some kind of a mare’s nest, and in support
thereof delivered himself on the floor of the House in wild de-
nunciation, it might go unchallenged ; but on other occasions he
has seen fit to attempt to drag in and implicate in some unholy
action members of the President’s family. . I notice that his
attempt to involve Mr. Charles P. Taft in a scandal because of
alleged irregularities in connection with the purchase of the
Panama Canal franchise and also in other alleged transactions
connected therewith resulted in wutter failure; and his boast,
made February 22, 1900 (see bottom p. 2039 of Recorp, vol.
Teb, 15 to Mar. 4, 1909), to bring Mr. Cromwell and others to
account before the country, is still in abeyance, while a breath-
less nation hangs in fearful suspense.

Would not it be just as well for the gentleman to clear up
the situation created by his resolution of February 22, 1909,
before he invelved Congress in another such an experience?
Would it not be well to make good the first attempt to besmireh
a member of the President’s family for political purposes be-
fore commencing another attack against another member for
political purposes?

The American people are patient and long-suffering, but once
in a while they require boasters to make good, else they are in-
clined to relegate those who fail to back their assertions with
proof to the Doctor Cook corner of oblivion.

No. 1.
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES ATTORNEY
¥OR THE SOUTHERN DISTRILT OF NBw YORK,

Neéw York, June 2§, 1909,
Hon. GeorGr W. WICKERSHAM,
The Attorney-General, Washington, D. 0.

My Dmar Mg, ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Since my talk with iycm Sunday
night I have been constantly at work on the lnveutii:tlon n the sugar
matter, The evidence has fully presented to the grand jury, and
the grand jury on Tuesday voted an indictment against the American
Sugar Reflning Com , Washington B. Thomas, Arthur Donner,
Charles H. Benff, Jo yer, H. John E. Parsons,
Thomas B. Harned, and Gustay E. All of the individual de-
fendants above named, with the exceptipn of Harmed and Kissel, u;?l.
or were, directors of the American Sugar Refining Company. Harn
was president of the Champion Construction Company, which was the

holder of the majority of the capital stock of the Pennsylvania Sugar
Refining Com y, and Kissel was the man who represented the sugar
company In the transactions.

I have very carefully studied the law and the facts, and, In my opinion,
the case Is one which comes within the description of a combination or
eonslilmcy in restraint of interstate commerce and an attempt to mo-
nopolize such trade and commerce, and also foreign trade. The con-
:ﬁ was originally formed In the month of mber, 1903, but

ere have been varlous acts in furtherance of it down to 1907. The
offense itself is In the nature of a continuing one, and, it seems to me,
outside of the overt acts, the courts should be called upon to pass upon
the guestion of whether or not, where interstate commerce is being
restrained, even though the original conception of restraining it is more
than three years old, su ense can punishable.

1 have had visits from Mr, Mecllvaine, representing Mr. Parsons; Mr.
burn and Mr. Bowers, representing Mr. Thomas ; and Mr. Guthrie, rep-
sen Mr. Kissel. Of course, McIlvaine represents not only Mr. Persons,
but the American Su?n- Refining Company and all of its directors. They
have been afforded full opportunity to present all of the facts from
their viewpoint and the law. I am sa ed, from the facts, that I
ghould not assume the resfll:_rgnstbﬂity of deciding that no offense has
been committed, and also m these facts and the law that I should
not assume the responsibility of determining whether or not the statute
of limitations has run. Bearin% ni)on the guestion of the statute of
limitations, I be% to refer you to the case of Ware v. United States
(154 Fed. Rep., 5T7-585, C. C. A.).

The grand jury did not hesitate to find the Indictment. This, of
course, may partly be attributable to the state of the publie mind.
Messrs. Milburn and Bowers have appealed to me to permit them to sub-
mit briefs, which I have consented to, and they are to give them to me
Monday morning. The indictments have been drawn, and I do not
believe that they will be able to gre&ent any argument that will per-

de me to a the responsibility of sayl that no indictment
should be found, and unless some very powerful proposition of law,
which I have not yet discovered, is suggested by them, the indictment
will, in all probability, be filed by the grand jur{aMonéay afternoon.

ou have, no doubt, read the voluminous statements about what
is to_be done which have appeared in the newspapers. As I stated to
you Sunday night, I am not restgonsihla for these things, and have re-
mained absolutely mum upon the subject. The civil case was tried
here, as you know, but a few da{; ago, and the papers then had very
full reports of the testimony in that ease, and the reporters have, by
hanging around the court-house, been able to observe the different wit-
nesses called before the grand jury, and in that way write up from
their previous knowledge statements purporting to be what had been
testified to before the grand jury, and have also played upon their im-
aginations in stating what would happen, y

If you have any further instructlons to give to me upon the subject, I
will glad to receive them before Monday.

HENRY A. WIS

Sincerely, yours B,
- = United States Attorney.

No. 2.
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
June 25, 1909.
Hexry A. WiIsE, Esq.,
United States Ailtormey, New York, N. Y.

My Dear Mr. WisB: I have yours of 24th Instant with reference to
the sugar matter. I do not think I can add anything to the instructions
alread ven you in this matter. I feel eat nal regret that
men of the prominence of these gentlemen should indicted ; but the
facts under the law, as laid down by the circuit court of appeals, seem
to justify no other course. I entirely approve of P)ur giv counsel
for the defendants until Monday to submit a brief, because it shows
that the Government is proceeding with deliberation and is willing to
give a patient and careful hearing to those involved. f course I
understand about the newspaper statements. The rengortera are bound
to get the drift of what Is going on from the general atmosphere sur-
rounding the court-house.

Falthfully, yours,

Attorney-General.

No. 3.
WAsHINGTON, Bunday, June £7, 1009,

My Dear WisE: Senator RooT has sent me the proof of a petition
signed by Bowers, Milburn & Guthrie in support of their contention
that the statute of llmitations has run in favor of Messrs. Parsons,

1, and Harned. If the only overt acts done to carry out the ohjects
of the unlawful conspiracy were those referred to In the brief, I should
think they were insufficient to save the bar of the statute.

A strong effort will be made to-morrow to persuade the President to
interfere in some was to prevent the indictments; but, aside from that,
no indictments should be returned against anyone if tﬁere is no reason-
able ground to believe they can be sustained—if, for instance, the
gﬁesngea charged are clearly barred by the statute. I need hardly say

0 you.

W'bstyl want to Impress n&on u {s that if you have ang reasonable
doubt in the matter, you either have the grand jury ask the court for
instructious, or if that is not feasible, that you advise the department
of the sﬁc.l.ﬂc charges on which you rely to save the statute before

v .having the indictments bronght in. You may telephone either
to me or to Mr. Ellis, if I should be out of the department whem you

Gro. W. WICKEERSHAM.

P. 8.—As I am writing from my house and have no copy of this,
will you kindly have your typewriter make and send me a copy?

No. 4.
STATUS OF THE PROSECUTIONS AT THE TIME WHEN PRESIDENT TAFT AND'
ATTORNEY-GENERAL, WICEERSHAM CAME INTO OFFICE.

The criminal prosecutions had been, up to the time of the in-
auguration of President Taft, in charge of the United Statea
attorney for the eastern district of New York. Several indict-
ments against employees had been found. Ome of these had
been tried in March, 1908, and had resulted in the acquittal of
the defendant. The other indictments had remained through-
out the year without being pressed.

The Government's civil claim for penalty against the com-
pany was in charge of Henry L, Stimson, United States attorney
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for the southern district of New York. This was properly con-
sidered the fundamental case, which should establish the fact
of the frauds, and upon which the Government should lay a
foundation for the restitution of duties and the eriminal pun-
ishment of the individual guilty persons. On this case Mr.
Stimson and his assistant, Mr. Denison, had spent substantially
six months of very hard work, having during that period a large
number of men at work under them, including over 20 expert
accountants from the customs-house, who were employed
throughout that time in the preparation of the figures which
should demonstrate the fact of the underweighing and the ex-
tent of the Government’s loss, This involved the examination
by these accountants of the papers and books as to every entry
of the company back to 1898 and, with some study, back to
1894, The suit was brought to trial in February, 1909, and, on
the day of the inauguration, was being summed up.

On the following day the jury rendered a verdict in favor of
the Government for the whole amount of the claim, over
$134,000, being a fine or penalty on the corporation for the
commission of the frauds. This case, which is particularly
known as “The Case of the Seventeen Holes,” finally estab-
lished beyond guestion the fact of the frauds, which theretofore
had been denied by the company and had been considered a
matter of doubt, The company announced its intention to ap-
peal from the judgment entered upon this verdict.

The Government's claim for loss of duties was also in the
hands of the United States attorney for the southern district of
New York, but had been held, awaiting the outcome of the test
case above referred to. Suits were pending to recover $£2,000,000,
the amount of this eclaim, and the company announced its pur-
pose to contest these suits along with its appeal from the
penalty case.

At the time when Attorney-General Wickersham became re-
sponsible for this litigation there was, therefore, a judgment for
the United States for the sum of $134,000, from which an
appeal was to be taken, a contested claim for $2,000,000 duties,
and various indictments of employees, which had lain dormant
for a year, and one indictment, in which an acquittal of the
defendant had been obtained.

ATTORNEY-GENERAL WICKERSHAM’'S PROVISION FOR THE CONTINUANCE OF
THE PROSECUTION,

On April 1, 1909, Mr. Stimson, United States attorney for the
southern district of New York, and Mr. Denison, assistant
United States attorney, resigned their positions, having re-
mained in the government service longer than they had intended,
to complete the trial of the penalty case.

In view of their complete knowledge of the case and their
successful conduct of the penalty action, Attorney-General
Wickersham decided to retain them as special assistants to him
and to put in their charge the entire subject, including not only
the ecivil suits of which they had had charge, but also the
criminal prosecutions, which theretofore had been In the eastern
district of New York.

At their request the Attorney-General appointed as special
assistants to aid them Messrs. Felix Frankfurter, Francis W.
Bird, and Thomas D. Thacher—all of whom had had special
experience in similar prosecutions—and also Messrs. W. C.
Runyon, F. H, Mills, De Lancey K. Jay, and George Roberis.

Attorney-General Wickersham also provided them with all of
the assistance in the nature of detective work and accountants
and clerical work which they desired, and the Secretary of the
Treasury, at the suggestion of the Attorney-General, provided
them also with a large number of expert custom-house ac-
countants.

In order also that the field might be extended as far as the
facts would warrant and that the situation elsewhere than at
New York may be examined in the light of the experience there,
on February 1, 1910, President Taft appointed Mr. Denison an
Assistant Attorney-General.

RESULTS OF THE WORK OF THIS ADMINISTRATION IN THE CIVIL CASES.

As is well known, the Government’'s counsel compelled the
sgugar trust to abandon its intention to appeal from the judg-
ment for penalties and also to abandon its contest for the
liability for duties. This was done by the threat to sue for
additional fines and forfeitures in case the judgment for fines
already obtained was not paid up in full and the Government's
entire loss of duties restored.

As a result of these threats, the company did pay the judg-
ments in full, and, in addition, the sum of $2,000,000, which
was the Government’s entire loss of duties, as computed by the
custom-house accountants, running back to the beginning of
the tariff of 1804.

In addition to this the Government's counsel have compelled
similar restitution from the firm of Arbuckle Brothers, amount-
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ing to substantially $700,000, and from the National Sugar Re-
fining Company, amounting to over $600,000.

Thus a total collection of substantially three and one-half
million dollars has been forced within a year.

CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS.

Immediately after Attorney-General Wickersham placed the
criminal prosecutions in their hands Messrs. Stimson and Deni-
son proceeded to lay the case, as thus far developed, before the
grand jury, and procured indictments against the employees of
the company who, up to that time, had been clearly implicated.

They adopted the policy which, in such a case, is absolutely
necessary in the conditions, of beginning their prosecution at
the bottom, where the facts began, and then working on up, fix-
ing the responsibility step by step as the facts developed.

They also adopted the further policy of not indicting any
man against whom there was not a substantial assurance of an
actual conviction by a petit jury.

The first group of men whom they indicted were six in num-
ber, being four of the employees who actually applied the fraudu-
lent springs to the scales, the dock superintendent under whose
charge they were, and the cashier of the refinery, who was next
in rank above him. This group was brought to trial in Novem-
ber, 1909, being the first opportunity which the sittings of the
court permitied. The trial occupied a month and resulted in
the conviction of all of the men excepting the cashier, as to
whom the jury disagreed. The Government's counsel opposed
the granting of bail to the five men found guilty and they are
now actually in prison serving sentences.

Immediately on the termination of this case, and with the
additional information which it developed, and which had been
developed in the grand jury in the interval, an indictment of a
second group of the employees of the company was obtained.
This group included the two remaining weighers who applied
the springs to the scales, the assistant superintendent of docks,
the cashier of the refinery—the man as to whom the jury had
disagreed in the trial just referred to—the general superintend-
ent of the refinery, and the secretary and treasurer of the Wall
street office of the company.

This group of defendants is to be tried on the 10th of May.

“THE MAN HIGHER UPR."

During the time of the frauds the chief executive officer of the
company was the president, H. O. Havemeyer, who died two
weeks after the discovery of the frauds. The executive officer
at the Wall street office next to the president in activity and
closest to him in confidence was the secretary and treasurer,
Charles R. Heike. His position was of great importance in the
Wall street office of the company, and his salary was $25,000.
As stated above, he has been put under indictment and his trial
is set for the 10th of May. '

The general superintendent of the refinery, Ernest Gerbracht,
who also is to be tried on the 10th of May, was the head of the
Havemeyer & Elder plant in Brooklyn, one of the chief branches
of the company, and as such head he had to an unusunal degree
an autonomous power. His salary was $25,000.

The man directly in charge of the details of the fraud, and
undoubtedly the brains of ithe details of the enterprise, was
Oliver Spitzer, the dock superintendent, who, as stated, has
been convicted and is serving his sentence.

James F. Bendernagel was the superintendent of the Have-
meyer & Elder refinery.

Heike, Gerbracht, Bendernagel, and three “ checkers,” Walker,
Voelker, and Halligan, were indicted jointly for conspiracy to
defraud the Government by underweighing sugars imported by
the American Sugar Refining Company. Their trial before
Judge Martin and a jury in the southern distriet of New York
was commenced on May 16, 1910. Oliver Spitzer, the convicted
superintendent of docks, appeared as a witness for the Gov-
ernment and testified fully, giving a history and description of
the frauds from their inception. After he had finished the
three checkers plead guilty. The trial is still pending as to the
other defendants.

It will thus be seen that of those Wall street executive officers
who are still alive, the one most active in the administration of
the company bhas been put under indictment and is on trial, as
is also the executive head of the plant in which the frauds
occurred.

THE QUESTION OF A CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION AS COMPARED WITH
A GRAND JURY INVESTIGATION.

Attorney-General Wickersham and the counsel who have been
assisting him in these matters have been considerably hampered
in their investigation by the difficulty of getting time of the
grand jury.

At the suggestion of counsel and of the district attorney in
New York, the Attorney-General asked Congress at the begin-
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ning of its session to authorize the impaneling of an eytra grand
jury. The bill for this purpose, however, did not become law
until March 26. Immediately a grand jury was impaneled in
New York, and its sessions are being given entirely to the sub-
ject of these frauds.

The suggestion that there should be a congressional investi-
gation was advised against by President Taft and Attorney-
General Wickersham as being premature and antagonistic to
the idea of criminal prosecutions. You can not practicably
have both a grand-jury investigation and a congressional in-
vestigation of the same subject at the same time. They are
mutually inconsistent.

Especially is this inconsistency apparent in view of the pro-
visions of section 859 of the Revised Statutes.

THE STATUTH OF LIMITATIONS.

Mr. Rarxey claims that the statute of limitations was prac-
tically expiring on these prosecutions.

In fact, the statute will not expire until November 20, 1912,
the statute in this line of cases being five years, and the last
offense having occurred on November 20, 1907,

No. 5.
FRAUDS UPON THE REVENUE.
[From the Annual Report of the Attorney-General.]

An invmtgatlon was undertaken during the year 1907 ‘into certain
alleged frauds upon the Government in the underwelighing of sugars
imported Into the United States by the Amerlean Sugar Re g Com-
pany and its predecessor, Messrs. Havemeyer and Elder. This in-
vestigation resnlted, among other things, in a suit by the United States
against the American Su'iu Refining Company, and the recovery of a

dgment inst it In the district court for the southern district of

ew York the sum of $134,411.03, based upon proof of systematic
frands practiced in the welghing of the sugars on the docks of the
Havemeyer & Elder refineries in Brooklyn, N. Y., between the years

1901 and 1807, .

Mr. Henry L. Stimson, the United States attorney for the southern
district of lﬁetir York, tendered his resignation, to take effect on April
1, 1909, as he was desirous of reentering upon private practice, but
I retained him as special counsel for the Government to continue the
prosecution of the American Sugar Refining Compm?. and also to
conduct a thorough investigation Into the subject of frands practiced
upon the Government by that company and other importers of sugar
into the port of New York.

The evidence in the suit above referred to revealed a long-continued
gystem of refrauding the Government of unparalleled depravity. Fol-
lowing the judgment above mentioned, the defendant opened negotia-
tioms, which resulted, in the latter part of %pril. 1909 the making
of a compromise whereby the company paid to the Government the
amount oP the above-ffentloned judgment of $134,411.03 and in addi-
tion the sum of $2,000,000 on account of duties fraudulently with-
held by it from the Government on account of short wels:hlngfot Bugar
impor by the American Sugar Refining Company, of New York, and
the American Sugar Refining Cummn{ at the Havemeyer & Elder re-
fineries In Brooklyn, or at its Jersey City refinery.

This compromise was approved by the Secretary of the Treasury and
by this department, and was necepted In full settlement of all elvil
liabilities of the American Stﬁgnr Refining Company and the American
Sugar Refining Company of New York for any penalties affecting the
weighing of any sugar Imported at either the Jersey CIEY refinery or
the Havemeyer & Elder ery in Brooklyn up to April 28, 1909, with-
out, however, waiving, but, on the contrary, expressly reserving to the
Government the right to prosecute erimina l§ all Individuals who might
be shown to have been responsible for the frauds, wherever occurring,
even If such individuals were officers of the company. This settlement
was recommended by Mr. Stimson as a highly satisfactory conclusion
of the eciyil litigation, and, after full consideration of the matter with
him and with the Seeretary of the Treasury, it was accepted as such. I
pelleve it Is the largest Individual recovery ever secured by the Govern-
ment on a claim that nature.

Since the payment of that sum the Investigation into the criminal
Hability of pn.rtlclgsnf.a In the frands has been vigorously pushed. It
has resulted thus far in the indictment of a number of individuals for
varions crimes committed in connection with frauds, and the Investiga-
tion is still pending. It is but simple justice to Mr. Henry L. Stimson
that I take this opportunity of commending his services to the Govern-
ment in this mnt?or. which have been distingunished bﬁ extraordinar,
intelligence, persistence, learning, and address, and which have resnit
in the collection of so large an amount and In the bringing to justice
of many of the participants in these frauds. The evidence has dis-
closed a network of corruption, not confined to the American Sugar
Refining Company, extending over a period of years, affecting both
importers andp oﬂ{cm of the Government, and it is as yet premature
to state the precise extent of the consg!.ma or the amount of the
revenues of which the Government has defrauded. While it is
feared that the statute of limitations may have run In favor of many
of the malefactors who are responsible for these fran yet no effort
will be spared to ascertain the precise amount of which the Government
has been defrauded, to recover all moneys due, and to punish all those
who may be found to have id&t in any respect In the frauds,
whether as officers or agents of imporiers or as officlals of the
CGovernment. I enrnestl% re?uest a special appropriation of $50,000 to
enable this work to be effectively prosecuted. (Report of the Attorney-
General, 1909, pp. 11 to 13.)

—

No. 6.
PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE—FBAUDS IN THE COLLECTION OF CUSTOMS.

1 t to refer to the fact of the discovery of extensive frauds in
the collection of the customs revenue at New York City, in which
a number of the subordinate employees in the ing and other de-
partments were directly concerned, and in which beneficiaries were
the American Sugar Hefining Company and others. The frands con-

gisted in the payment of duty on underwelghts of . The Gov-
t has recovered from the American Sugar R Compan
:?Tﬁ?tunmmmnmmmu. El.‘h.lnm'urectlwi

in full of the amount due, which might have been recovered by civil
sult against the beneficiary of the fraud, but there was an express
reservation in the contract of settlement by which the settlement
should not interfere with or prevent the criminal prosecution of every
one who was found to be subject to the same.
Criminal prosecutions are now pro g against a number of the
vernment officers. The Treasury Department and the Department of
ustice are exerting every effort to glscover all the wrongdoersimln-
cluding the officers and employees of the companies wbo ma ve
of the Traude by Cotareis st psat Tendig (he peebhg b o
¥ a esent, pen @ prol e
Treasury Department and the partment of Ju.stlcg, as ;mu:lr
might by c%in ol P aufnlg and ﬁtherwi%e pm\(re a,nmem?nrrassment g
securing c e gullty parties. (President’s message
Congress, Dec. T, 1909, pp. 21-22.)

No. T.
ven by a witness before either House, or before any
committee of either House of Congress, shall be used as evidence in
any criminal proeeedinf t&ainst him in any court, except in a prosecu-
tion for perjury comm in gll:ninq’sueh testimony. But an official
paper or record produced by not within the sald privilege.
(U. 8. Rev. Stat., sec. 859.)

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the Republican party
has been the ardent and consistent champlon of the policy of
protecting American industries and American labor, by wisely
discriminating in customs exactions, ever since the civil war.
All the civilized nations of the world, except the United King-
dom, China, and Abyssinia, have discovered by experience that
a rational policy of protection conduces most to commereial and
industrial development. The last Republican national conven-
tion committed that party to the proposition of revising the
then existing tariff along protection lines, and fixed as the true
measure of protection the difference in the cost of production
of competitive commodities between this country and foreign
countries plus a reasonable profit to American producers. The
philosophy of that declaration was, and is, that Ameriean in-
dustries should be adequately protected against cheap foreign
competition on the one hand, and the American consumer should
gg I;:{otacted against unjust and extortionate prices on the other

No testimony

In view of the marked tendency toward combination and
monopoly upon the part of great producing corporations, it was
deemed wise and just to fix the quantom of protection just high
enough to protect law-abiding industries, and not so high as to
shelter monopoly while it fattens on the substance of the people.
The standard fixed is ideal and impossible of exact attainment,
because of the lack of stability in industrial conditions and the
fluctuations in the cost of production in the various nations,
but it is the ideal toward which all tariff revisions should be
directed. Praectical certainty in governmental affairs is all
that can be achieved, and it will not be difficult to adjust the
tariff schedules in this country in substantial conformity with
the platform standard. The producers must be satisfied with
that standard and the consumers are entitled fo it as a matter
of right and justice.

The difficulty in the past has been a want of trustworthy In-
formation respecting the cost of production here and abroad.
The Ways and Means Committee in the preparation of the
Payne bill devoted more time and energy in securing informa-
tion to enable Congress to make an intelligent revision of the
tariff than was ever done before in the country’s history.

Compilations of customs statistics for a period covering four-
teen years were made, and they afforded much assistance. Ab-
stracts of decisions of courts construing customs law were pro-
vided, and over 10,000 pages of evidence, statements, and briefs
were submitted, and yet there was a sad lack of reliable expert
evidence respecting the actual cost of producing commodities
either here or abroad. Much of the so-called evidence was made
up of assertions and unsupported opinions, No one can read
the hearings before that committee without being impressed
with the unreliable character of much of the evidence. But
few of the witnesses were able to give an intelligent statement
of the cost of their own products, let alone of products of for-
elgn make. Much of the evidence was clearly random asser-
tions colored by the interest of the witnesses. This was not
truoe of all the statements, There were a number of witnesses
who gave in detail the cost of their products. This was espe-
clally true of the manufactures of steel and iron, but the evi-
dence of cost in foreign countries consisted largely of price
lists, tables of wages, and general assertions,

The compilation of customs statistics was a great aid in
reaching certain results., For instance, when the duty seemed
high and@ there were practically no importations, it was easy
to reach the conclusion that the duty ought to be reduced, but
there was nothing to indicate how great the reduction shounld
be. It had to be determined largely by guesswork, and in the
absence of trustworthy information it was deemed wise to give
our own industries the benefit of the doubt rather than jeopard-
ize their safety by cutting the duties too much. The same




1910.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

6693

difficulty was found when the duty was low and the importa-
tions were disproportionately large. How much of an increase
should be made? It could only be determined by a guess,
resolving doubts in favor of the American producer.

A tariff made after that fashion ean never be satisfactory or
just to the producer or the comsumer. It is not a difficult
matter for experts in the various lines of manufactures to ascer-
tain the cost of production in their respective lines with
reasonable certainty. There can be no just and businesslike
arrangement of the tariff until expert information relating to
the cost of production here and abroad of all competitive prod-
ucts shall have been obtained.

It is not a‘matter of vital importance how that information
is gotten, whether through an administrative bureau, through
a tariffi commission, or throngh the board of experts appointed
by the President under the Payne law, as long as it is compre-
hensive and reliable.

It is not difficult to understand why the Democratie Members
of the House oppose the proposition of collecting reliable expert
information upon this subject, for they favor a tariff-for-reve-
nue-only policy, and that means a tariff that makes no kind
of diserimination with the view of promoting industrial de-
velopment. It means a blind imposition of duties on a revenue
basis, a policy that no intelligent people on the face of the earth
has ever seriously considered. But where discrimination to
promote industrial growth is the policy of the nation, that dis-
crimination can only be justly and intelligently made upon ac-
curate and comprehensive knowledge of industrial conditions
and cost of production in the competing countries.

This conntry is under great obligations to President Taft for
his determination to use the aunthority conferred upon him by
the Payne law under the maximum and minimum section to
make a thorough and exhaustive investigation by competent
persons of all questions bearing upon the cost of production in
this and foreign countries, and Congress ghounld not hesitate to

. make the appropriation he requests for that purpose.

The report of that board will be invaluable to the country.
It may require several years to complete the investigation, but
it shonld be exbhaustive and accurate, though it does take
time and money. Let there be an end of random and guess-
work tariffs.

The report of the board will only be advisory, for the Con-
stitution imposes the duty of levying customs duties upon Con-
gress, but it will enable Congress in the future to perform
that work in an intelligent and businesslike manner,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the
gentleman from Indiana a question.

Mr. CRUMPACEKER. I yield for a question.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand the gentleman's plaiform
has indorsed the Aldrich-Payne bill, and that his state plaf-
form has repudiated the Aldrich-Payne bill. Now, I wonld
like to ask the gentleman whether this board is to be used for
the purpose of ratifying the Aldrich-Payne bill, or whether it
is to be used for rejecting the Aldrich-Payne bill, and ratify-
ing his state platform.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman declines to answer the
question, because it has no kind of relevancy to the question
he is discussing,

Of course Congress will not be obliged to give any consider-
ation to such a report at all, but the report will be given to
the public and the influence of an intelligent public opinion
will not likely be ignored by Congress. The investigation will
in no manner invade the province or impair the dignity of
. Congress. It will enable Congress to do its work more intelli-

gently and jusily, and thereby incidentally increase the respect
the people have for legislation. How many Members of this
body have ever given the several thousand items in the tariff
careful and critical study? How many know the difference in
cost of production of competitive commodities on the dutiable
list between this and foreign countries?

. But we are warned that a tariff board will cause constant
agitation and industrial embarrassment. Will it? Let us not
deceive ourselves. There will be agitation by the people of this
country until they are nssured that the tariff is established
upon a business basis. There will be agitation until the people
are convinced that the tariff has been established upon the
basis fixed by the national Republican platform of 1908. The
people are not only willing but they insist that duties shall
afford adequate protection to producers and wage-earners; but
they likewise insist that they shall not be any higher than is
reasonably necessary for that purpose.

A tariff board will allay agitation and promote industrial
repose and stability. YWhen the tariff is once established upon

a scientific basis there will be confidence and security.

Manufacturers will likewise feel no alarm over tariff revi-
sion when they are assured that ample protection will be af-
forded them. Under the old policy they realized that Congress
had to work under the handicap of imperfect information, and
in fixing duties by the rule of * guess” they might make mis-
takes and bring ruin to a whole line of industries. With relia-
ble information bearing upon the vital facts there will be no
danger of disastrous mistakes, and the manufacturers would
rest in a sense of safety. One of the strongest arguments in
favor of the tariff board is that it will allay agitation and in-
dustrial disturbance conseguent thereon. Germany, France, and
many other countries have tariff bureaus, boards, or commis-
sions, and there seem to be no industrial disturbances result-
ing therefrom. On the other hand, their tariffs are established
upon business principles, and beget confidence and security.

The only fear the industries of this country need entertain is
the Democratic party, with its fatuous advocacy of its grotesque
tarifi-for-revenue-only policy. [Applause on the Republican
side.] Many of our well-meaning citizens declare that the tariff
is a business question, and it ought to be divorced from politics.
It is, in a sense, a business question, but it will not be separated
from polities for generations to come. As long as the policy
of protection is opposed by any considerable number of our
people the tariff will remain in politics. The industrial policy
of the country will be settled at the polls, but when it is so
settled the quantum of protection will be determined upon sci-
entific prineiples, if the protective policy be upheld by the
people. I can well understand why some great industries that
are so organized as to be able fo artificialize the prices of their
output and which may be protected by unnecessarily high duties
oppose cost and industrial investigntions. It is a matter of
dividends with them; but no government can afford to shelter
monopoly so that it may unjustly exaet tribute from the people.
All honor to our great President for giving this vital reform the
impetus of his powerful support and influence. [Loud applause
on the Republican side.]

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I am not in favor of the pro-
visions of the section under consideration, appropriating $250,000
for information, and so forth, as now worded, wherein it leaves
to the mere diseretion of the President the giving of the infor-
mation obtained fo Congress, but I am disposed to be friendly to
and to favor a reasonable appropriation that will aid in bringing
beyond guestion to both the President and Congress all the facts
necessary to the enactment of more equitable tariff schedules
and to at least a partial revision of the present unjust tariff
law; and that information may be valvable to a Democratic
House in sueceeding terms of Congress and to Republieans alike.
For myself, I favor n reasonable appropriation for an unbiased
and nonpartisan tariff board or commission that will bring, not
leisarely, but speedily, to Congress and the American people,
as well as to the President, all needed information to help Con-
gress to enaet a better tariff law or to correct schedules in the
present law, to the end that justice may be done to all classes
of the Ameriean people; but I am oppoesed to an appropriation
to merely bolster up for partisan purposes the present high-
tariff Inw.

The promises of the Republican party and its leaders to re-
vise the tariff, and quickly, at a special session, were induced
by the known disapproval by the American people of the harsh
provisions of the Dingley tariff law. And the Republican party
did not dare to longer delay paying heed to the angry protest
against the high schedules of that law, denounced everywhere
by all, except those responsible for its enactment, and agreed to
be iniquitous, at least in many of its schedules, by its party
apologists; and not being able to longer delay its repeal and
remain in power, they promised its revision for political pur-
poses, knowing that they dare not delay its revision. And not
only were they forced to promise revision, and that speedily,
but their newly chosen leader and nominee for President, Mr.
Taft, deemed it prudent and proper, while asking for the suf-
frages of the American people, to reiterate the promise of his
party and to solemnly state that, if elected President, he would
immediately call Congress into special session to enact a new
tariff law, and that his party would not only revise the tariff,
but would revise it downward. These promises made by the
Rlepublican party and its nominee for President gave to the
party a new lease of power and enabled it to elect Mr. Taft as
President. They proclaimed throughout the length and breadth
of the land the doctrine that the tariff ought to be revised by
its friends, and not its enemies, and the American people lis-
tened and trusted them again.

While these promises so made inured to the benefit of this
great political organization, the failure to keep these promises
brought quick retribution and rebuke of the party that failed
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to keep faith with the American people. So embarrassing has
the situation become to this great party, in control of the Gov-
ernment in all of its departments, so high has the tidal wave of
disapproval risen in protest that this party, buttressed even
thongh it is by such control and by the support of great corpo-
rate interests favored in the new tariff measure, known as the
Payne-Aldrich tariff law, that even Republicans responsible for
its enactment are now admitting that some of the schedules of
this newly enacted law are too high and are unjust to the
American consumer; and are at this early day admitting the
necessity of new revisions in at least some of the schedules,
and now come at this first session of Congress after the passage
of this law, attacked in all sections of the country as unjust
and inignitous, and enacted in violation of solemn party pledges,
and ask for the appropriation of a quarter of million of dollars:

To enable the President to secure information as to the effect of
tariff rates or other restrictions, exactions, or any regulations lmposed
at any time by any forelgn country on the importation into or sale in
any such foreign country of any agricultural, manufactured, or other
product of the United States, and to assist the officers of the Govern-
ment in the administration of the customs laws, as required by the
tariff act approved August 5, 1909, inciuding detailed information of
the cost, and of each and every element thereof, of producing at the
place of production and at the place of consumption of all articles
specified in said tariff act, both in this country and in the countr,
from which such articles are imported, so that the cost of all suc
artlclrscproduced abroad may be compared with the cost of like articles
produced in this country, the President, in the employment of persons
required and authorized for such service, may appoint a tariff board,
and he may also employ, under his personal direction or under the
direction and supervision of such tariff board, such competent experts
in the business and methods of cost keeping and such clerical and other

ersonal services, including rent of offices in the District of Columbia,

?ravelmg. and other incidental expenses as mﬂ{ be necessary in the
work of said experts engaged in such Investigations; and the compen-
sation of all such (}mrsons. whether empl%y permanently or tempo-
rarily, shall be fixed by the President; and to enable the President to
have such information classified, tabulated, and arranged for his use
in recommending lro Cor;lgress Sl.:lch changes or tmodi mtions diz?o %lj‘ly
xisti tariff dut may deem necessary to prevent un 8-
:ri:ﬂggﬂoﬁ: in fl;wgg g? o: aga?nst any of the products of the Unlted
States, $250,000.

This appropriation is asked, I understand, by the President
to gather information for his use, and as far as the terms pro-
vided in the section are concerned to be given or not given to
Congress, as he may deem necessary. This is the same Presi-
dent, who, in substance, admitted at the time he approved the
bill and it became a law that some of the schedules in the
Payne-Aldrich law were wrong, excessive, and unjust to the
American people, and who confessedly was not able to induce
his party to enact a law satisfactory and just to the masses of
the people, but who afterwards declared “the Payne-Aldrich
tariff bill to be the best tariff bill that the Republican party
ever passed.” The American people relied upon his promise
and assurance for the enactment of a tariff law, revised down-
ward, that wounld mean a substantial reduction and that would
bring relief to the consnmers, who were paying unnecessary and
unjust tribute to special and protected interests by reason of
the inequitable and unjustly high schedules in the Dingley
law: and yet, with all his commanding power and influence,
he either was not able or was unwilling to sufficiently so exert
and use that power and influence as to force upon his party
the enactment of such a tariff law as would bé known to be a
compliance with the promises made to the American people
when he sought their suffrages. What influence was so potent,
so powerful, as to be able to force through Congress a meas-
ure admittedly unjust in many of its schedules and those most
important for the comfort and necessities of the American
people—a measure in violation of party pledges and prior
election promises of its presidential candidate? Must it be
admitted by this party, the most closely organized political
party on earth, and the Executive of this great Republie, clothed
with almost as much power as any potentate on earth, that
there are forces working against the best interests of the Re-
public more potent than the powers of the American Congress
and the President of the United States combined? Must it be
admitted that there are certain protected special interests bear-
ing such close relation to the party in power that it can not
control its own actions in matters of legislation that affect the
profits of these favored and protected interests, and that these
forces are so powerful that they control the leaders of the Re-
publican party, and that these leaders can even stay the hand
or mellow the voice of the President himself and temper his
utterances about matters of vital importance to these favored
interests?

Is it any surprise that the public rebels and enters a protest
against this condition brought about by powerful influences? Is
it strange that the inquiry is made, Is there a power behind the
throne so potent and so powerful that the majority party owes
some duty to in the way of political obligation, in the matter
of pre-election promises that the party must regard in the en-

acting of laws, affecting the weal and prosperity of the masses,
upon whom the heavy hand of tribute is laid by unjust laws
favorable to protected interests? Is it strange that loud utter-
ances of discontent and protest are heard, emphasized by recent
elections in widely different sections of the country, against
party perfidy and broken public promises made in platform and
political speeches—broken, it is believed, because the dominant
party of the nation was indebted in some way to these special
interests for whose benefit it legislates? Will the people be
satisfied by a proposition to spend a quarter of a million of
dollars to bring information merely to the President, to be used
or not, as he sees fit, to correct the mistakes and iniquities of
an obnoxious law?

Amend this proposed section to the end that all the facts be
required to be given to Congress, the lawmaking body, so that
there may be no concealment or withholding of any information
necessary to pass remedial legislation, and so that Congress
will get the benefit of the real facts necessary to correct these
iniquitous schedules, and Democrats will join in the passage
of a law providing for a reasonable appropriation, but not for
mere party benefit. Too much secrecy, too much political legis-
lation; give us more publicity and less political legislation,
laws for the benefit of all classes and the people everywhere,
without favoritism, and not for special interests, and content-
ment will come in the place of discontent, manifestations of
approval instead of angry protest; less mere partisan politics
written in the laws of the land, and less unrest and dissatis-
faction will be in evidence.

That there is unrest and revolt against the arrogant conduct
of those who have controlled the dominant party is now un-
questioned. There is abundant evidence of an independent
spirit in the country that will not longer brook or be satisfied
with arbitrary conditions imposed by the majority of the domi-
nant party. No fair man will find fault with that spirit of inde-
pendence, whether it shows its disapproval of despotic conduct
in one party or another. And I bid welcome to that independent
spirit that manifests disapproval in the only effective way it
can—by publie protest followed by its vote in the halls of legis-
lation and at the polls—when it appears that its party is con-
trolled by some organized power or influence secretly or openly
controlling the conduct of its party to its detriment and against
the best interest of the masses everywhere.

The people to-day are growing in a measure restless and care-
less of mere party regularity. They are caring more for coun-
try and equitable laws promised by parties and party leaders
than they are for mere party rivalry; and of this fact there are
none better informed than the Members of this body who hold
their seats here by favor of the electors in their several dis-
tricts, and every utterance made by you upon the floor of this
House, and every act by you done, is said and done, that you may
gain or retain the favor of your constituents, and many of you
fear the result of your conduct here, as you hunger for the
approval of your constituents at home, But be not deceived,
this spirit of independence is abroad in the land—mere party
prejudice will not longer hold the voter at the polls, nor con-
tinue in office him who fails to serve his country first, as the
best service he can render his party. There is less party preju-
dice among the masses to-day than ever in the past. In my
judgment the day when special interests shall dominate party
is nearing its close, and the public cares not so much which
party shall control the Government as it does, that the party
in power shall be free from the control of special interests.
The party that throws off and breaks away from all alliance
with special interests will meet the favor of the American
people. And whatever grant of power may have been given to
the party now in control of the Government by alliance with
these protected interests, there is a large and influential, a
powerful and ever-increasing element in the Republican party
that will not longer stand for this alliance, that claims no
allegiance to these special interests, and are fighting in the open
to help rid the Republican party of that domination that means
ultimate political death. This fight is on, and will continue till
progressive Republicanism has won its battle for freedom from
longer domination of special interests in their own party, or
until they are driven out into open alliance with the Democratic
party.

The country looks on with approval and applauds these so-
called insurgents, while they struggle to unshackle their party.
The representative of the administration, Attorney-General
Wickersham, may go into the West and denounce them and
seek to discredit them and say they are no longer worthy of
the name of Republicans, but only the timid heed and hesitate
and run to cover and respond to the lash of party politics. The
boldest leader of the regulars, Speaker CANNON, may go into
the great metropolis of the Nation and declare “that shooting
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were too honorable a fate for certain Republican insurgents,”
and suggest that hanging should be their fate, yet the contest
will continune in the East as well as the West until “ Cannon-
ism " shall cease in the land. The evidence of the strength of
this protest is already recorded, not only in the recent elections,
but it has borne fruit and made its record in this Hall of Rep-
resentatives—the power to name the Commitiee on Rules has
been taken from the Speaker, and the power of the insurgent
force is mot all spent. It is alive and active here in Congress
as well as in the country—in the House and in the Senate—a
courageous force for good legislation; and the fight, in which
they have joined with the Democrats, will go on and on—here
and elsewhere—until right and the people shall triumph and
come into their own, and the day of the domination of special
interests shall cease forever.

. But the insurgents here have only won success when they
have joined with the Democratic party to unhorse the Repub-
lican regulars; when they have stood for country rather than
party regularity; when they have stood with the Democratic
party and its principles for a reasonable tariff and reasonable
railroad rates; for the rights of the individual and the masses
everywhere as against special interests.

The public regards the progressive Republican who, under the
name of insurgent, is abroad in the land; and his name will
be memorable in political history as an active protest against
the domination of his party by special interests unless he
wearles of the contest. But will he live only in history as a
protest, or as an active force that helped to bring substantial
reform? If he wears himself out in a futile attempt to reform
the dominant element in his party, he will fail. If he joins
with that party with which he thinks and feels on these great
and living questions, he will have served his country and not
x}m n_laade his fight in vain. To which party does he properly

ong

Edmund Burke defined a party as a “ body of men united for
promoting, by their joint endeavors, the national interest upon
some particular principle in which they all agreed.” Why not,
when working together in fact or trying to work together, join
forces in a common cause and help to bring relief to the coun-
try? You are denounced as unworthy of the name of Repub-
licans by those high in authority, and fit only for hanging by
the high priest of Republicanism. You need not in retort use
the harsh language of a prominent insurgent Republican Repre-
sentative [Mr. FowrLer] from the State of New Jersey, who
recently, in addressing his constitments in that State, said:
“ Will you lend yourselves to advance the cause and interests
of NeLsoxn W. Arprica and JoserH G. CANNON, two political
pirates, two public enemies, whose cause and interests are the
special interests, whose constant study is to do the people in-
stead of doing something for the people?” These harsh words
against the leaders of the Republican party brings no settle-
ment of the controversy between you and them. You ecan not
win against them, their allilances are too strong. The forces
back of them are powerful, stronger than you. They ecan be
overthrown alone by the Democratic party; that is, fighting
the battle against what is termed “ Cannonism and Aldrich-
ism.” There are but two great parties in this country—the
Democratic party and the Republican party. Choose between
them. The regulars dominate the Republican party and will
continue to. You can not change it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield forty minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr, Foss].

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, there has been
an election in Massachusetts [applause]; otherwise I should
not have been here to-day. I come as a Democrat [applause]
to represent what has been known as the most representative
and strongest Republican district in the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts, if not in all New England.

Mr. Chairman, I rise to speak to the section of the bill
before the House which authorizes the appropriation of $250,000
for the use and purpose of a tariff commission.

Now, I want to say in the first place that I have always been
in favor of such a commission—that is, the right sort of one,
and under the right conditions.

Many reciprocity and tariff reform leaders have urged for
years the creation of such a commission, believing, as we all do,
in the broadest and deepest kind of tariff investigation,

So far our requests in this direction have been persistently
refused, and by the same people who are mow so ready and
willing to favor a commission.

Naturally it looks a little strange to some of us—after all
this long delay and after the people have themselves discovered
the worst evils of our tariff system, which such a commission
could have exposed years ago—that it is now brought forward
at this eleventh hour,

Clever editors of leading journals have stigmatized this propo-
sition, since its introduction here, as a “sop to Cerberus” or a
“tub to the whale.” They evidently have in mind the panicky
feeling that pervades the “stand-pat” section of this very
Chamber, as well as of the other Chamber, and the Republican
machine the country over. [Applause.]

There is among them a great *“ searching of hearts” as to
what can be done to quench these burning issues of tariff and
taxation reform, and how this great people’s movement on
these issues can be diverted.

We are amply justified, after our recent experiences of these
““ Greeks bearing gifts "—after our experience in the bogus re-
vision of the Payne-Aldrich tariff—in being suspicious of fur-
ther dilatory and fraudulent subterfuges. ,

For it can not be denied that the people, rightly or wrongly,
bave come to regard this whole * revision” scheme of the Re-
publican party leaders, as planned in the last national cam-
paign and as promulgated in their platform, and as finally
butchered in the special tariff session of Congress, as an inten-
tional and deliberate “ bunco game " from start to finish. [Loud
applause.]

It is the sense of this imposition that has aroused such re-
sentment and disgust among the people, as has been shown in
these recent congressional by-elections, and other manifesta-
tions we see on all sides.

Right in this connection too, some of us, veterans in the
reciprocity movement can not help remembering how the same
sort of a game has been played for the last ten or fifteen years
with that great and statesmanlike principle and policy.

“ STAND-PAT ¥ TREACHERY TO RECIPROCITY.

We recall how the Republican party solemnly pledged itself
to reciprocity as its consistent and dominant policy, especially
in its national convention of 1896, when McKinley was nomi-
nated, in whose platform it was acclaimed as the * twin prin-
ciple of protection.” The exact words of that platform were:
“ Protection and reciprocity are twin measures of Republican
policy and go hand in hand.”

We recall how the Republican administration of that time,
how McKinley and Hay and their associates tried hard and
faithfully to redeem the pledges of the party, and to inaugurate
reciprocity by means of many treaties with other couniries.
How even Nelson Dingley himself strove against powerful
domestic interests to achieve a measure of reciprocity with
Canada. How McKinley, almost with his dying breath, affirmed
reciprocity as the ruling keynote of his prospective second
term. And how the mefarious “ stand-pat” influences and in-
terests in the Republican party, by all sorts of underhand
means, succeeded in defeating all these treaties, mullifying all
this effort, and treacherously betraying and assassinating reci-
procity “ in its own house.” [Applause.]

Many reasonable persons have regarded the course and con-
duct of the Republican oligarchy, the autocratic * stand-pat”
element, on this great matter of reciprocity, as the worst politi-
cal and economic crime of recent years. [Applause.] At any
rate it was that sort of a fearful blunder which was “ worse
than a crime.”

It is our belief that if this principle and policy had been
developed as pledged by the party, as carried forward by
McKinley and Hay, and as further pledged and affirmed by
Roosevelt on his tragic accession to the Presidency, the troubles
we have experienced in the last few years would have been
better prevented; the people relieved, the industrial, transporta-
tion, and other trusts and monopolies better restrained, and
general prosperity maintained, than by all the other policies
and devices put together which have been resorted to.

But the “stand-pat” oligarchy sowed the wind and we are
all reaping the whirlwind. Reciprocity was sacrificed to selfish
and mercenary influences by the politicians, against the people’s
interests; prostituted by them to the purpose of hoodwinking the
publie, just as they have now recently prostituted “ revision.”

So I say we are justly suspicious of another like scheme.
We do not want to see a * tariff commission* used as another
dilatory subterfuge, to again sidetrack tariff reform, just as
reciprocity and “ revision ” were used. [Applause.]

THE RIGHT TARIFF COMMISSION,

The true friends of the tariff commission idea do not want to
see it fall short of its mission. We believe that this act should
provide:

First. That the personnel of this commission should be abso-
lutely nonpartisan, and made up of men of such character and
standing that no one shall guestion its integrity, its independ-
ence, or its capacity for the work.

Second. That the commission should report directly to Con-

[Loud applause.] Since this conunission is intended to
furnish information as a basis for legislation, and since only
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Congress can legislate, the functions of the commission must be
necessarily such as are related to Congress rather than fo the
Executive.

In this connection I would ask why the administration seems
to be =o solicitous that this commission shall be put absolutely
mnder the control of the Executive, seeing that it is primarily
intended for legislative purposes. Is there an ulterior motive

9

re?

If the commission is to be merely an executive instrument
and report only to the President, how is Congress to receive
the information, except as the President may elect to transmit
it, and what is to prevent the executive department from with-
holding or suppressing or coloring such information, as has
more than once been done heretofore? [Applause.]

It looks more like a political than an economic purpose.
[Applause.] Is there not an evident fear that the control of
this commission will too soon come into the hands of a Demo-
cratic and reform Congress? [Applause.]

But I repeat, that broadly speaking, I am in favor, as I said
at the outset, of a commission rightly constituted, and am en-
tirely willing that it should be endowed with all necessary
powers,

However, let it be distinetly understood that we are utterly
opposed to holding up an honest revision and reduction of the
tariff until such time as any commission may report. [Ap-
plause.] I recognize that the people have lost confidence in the
Republican party [loud applause on the Democratic side] and
that they are no longer looking to it for an honest revision.
[Renewed applause.] The Republican party has already proved
faithless to its pledges to the people, and has forfeited the con-
fidence of the country. [Renewed applause.] The people have
turned to the Democratic party. [Applause.] The result of
the recent congressional by-elections demonstrates this fact, and
this fall it will be still further emphasized. [Loud applause on
the Democratic side.]

Now, the responsibility of an honest revision of the tariff is
up to the Democratic party, with the aid of such insurgent and’
independent elements as will ally themselves with it.

The Democratic party must go to the country with a con-
gistent and progressive policy. This is the only way in which
it can succeed, and it is the only success that will mean any-
thing to the country or to the party. [Applause.]

ANOTHER SPECIAL TARIFF SESSION.

The people demand that the revision and reduction of the
tariff, which was promised them two years ago by the Repub-
lican party, be carried out by the Democratic party as soon as
the new Congress can convene. [Applause.] I mean to say
that the Democratic party ought to raise the issue that there
shall be an extra session convened next spring to do the work
which this Congress has failed to do. [Applause.]

In fact, the people are themselves making this issue to-day,
and all we have to do is to accept it. The people have made the
immediate reduction of the tariff the issue, and the Democratic
party must pledge itself in a most distinct and specific way to
carry out their will; in order that the mandate shall be a com-
pelling one; that the victory shall be so complete that the
Republican Executive will be forced to acquiesce in it and call
Congress together.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman pardon an interrup-
tion at that point?

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetts. You will excuse me. I can not
be interrupted at that point. [Laughter on the Republican
side; applause on the Democratic side.]

We appreciate that in proposing this logical and straight-
forward course we are running counter to certain so-called con-
servative influences in the Democratic as well as in the Repub-
lican party. These will avail nothing against the will of the
people, or against the sheer necessities of our political and
economic situation.

We well know that efforts are being and will be made to
again Indefinitely postpone these urgent reforms, on the ground
that the business of the country will suffer because of this
agitation; but I contend, on the contrary, that only by thus obey-
ing the will of the people and settling these great issues—which
never can be settled until they are settled right—can all the
eommerecial and industrial interests of the country be benefited
and strengthened. [Applause.]

BUSINESS DEMANDS REVISION.

What is the political and business situation to-day and how
does the one affect the other? There is no denying the fact that
there is, at the present fime, great political unrest and discon.
tent throughout the country. This is particularly true in the
Republican party, as shown by the intense insurgent movement
in it. [Applause.]

As must inevitably be the case, there is corresponding unrest
and uncertainty in the business world. The inflation of prices
and consequent reduction in large classes of exports, and other
causes, all conspire to maintain this unrest.

Here are the ruling facts in both the political and business
world which can not be denied or evaded. They are conditions
and not theories which confront us to-day. The party now in
power is being held by the people responsible for these condi-
tions. The people look to the party which is coming into power
for the remedy. I am no alarmist, nor do I wish to magnify
our troubles, but they do exist and are threatening our pros-
perity :;.nd we must recognize them and seek the remedy. [Ap-
plause,

I repeat that next March is none too soon to revise the tariff.
Revision—which meant reduction—was so urgent and necessary
two years ago that the Republican party had to make a cam-
paign issue of it, and afterwards call a special session of Con-
gress for the purpose. It failed to reduce the duties, hence there
is necessity for immediate action.

Granted the special session of Congress for revision, reduc-
tion, and reciprocity, what specific and definite programme
should we pledge ourselves to put through? Certainly the peo-
ple have such a programme. They are demanding the repeal
of these oppressive duties. They are demanding, for one par-
ticular and essential thing, free wool and cheaper clothing;
and, Mr. Chairman, I believe that we can not do betfter than
accept this principal demand of the people as our shibboleth
in the coming contest.

FREE WOOL AXD CHEAP CLOTHING.

During the agitation in England sixty years ago of the great
“eorn law " fiscal reform the popular rallying cry was, “ Free
grain and cheap bread.” We will make it, * Free wool and
cheap clothing.” [Applause.] At that time numbers of the
people in England were actually starving because of the pro-
tective tariff on grain for the benefit of the landlords. To-day
millions of our people are deprived of comfort and health and
even of life by the so-called protective tariff on wool and woolens
for the benefit of the sheep ranchers and woolen trusts, [Loud
applause on the Democratic side.]

This wool and woolen tax maintained by the combination of
the woolgrowers and manufacturers is not only the greatest
infliction upon the people, but it is now acknowledged to be the
keystone of the “ stand-pat” system.

President Taft, in his famous Winona speech, which has had
such a disastrous effect upon his administration, acknowledged
in substance that when the question of the wool and woolen
schedule came up in conference, the combination of woolgrowers
and manufacturers was in a position to make such demands
that nothing could be done but accept their terms; terms ex-
acting not only the shylock “ pound of flesh” but our blood as
well. The President's exact words were:

The interests of the woolgrowers in the far West and the interests
of the woolen manufacturers in the East and in other States, reflected
through their Representatives Iin Congress, were sufficlently strong to
defeat nn{ attempt to change the woolen tariff, and had it been at-
tempted it would have beaten the bill reported from either committee.

Note that even the President refers to the * Representatives
in Congress” of the woolen manufacturers.

The administration and the party had to yield to the * hold-
up” or see the whole legislation and session wrecked.

This seemed to be the only weak and lame palliation that
President Taft could advance for what he admitted to be the
iniquities of this schedule.

THE STAND-PAT EEYBTONE.

For years past “stand-pat” protection has claimed, under
the powerful influence of the wool magnates, that these onerous
taxes are the keystone of their whole system. In the Payne-
Aldrich law, whose worst feature they have thus dictated, they
again throw down the gauntlet to the country. It is up to the
Demoeratic party to pick it up. [Applause.]

This wool and woolen tax is the most flagrant instance of
the effect of the present policy in depriving the people of the
necessaries and comforts of life.

As an illustration, witness the declaration now unanimously
made by the most important branch of the woolen industry in
this country—I refer to the straight weolen manufacture, which
includes blankets and underwear and the most popular lines of
cheap and warm woolens for clothing. This branch ought to
have had the utmost consideration, but we now see ifs repre-
sentatives protesting against the Payne-Aldrich law as the worst
for their industry ever enacted,

They assert without apparent contradiction that it not only
works to deprive us of these necessary woolen goods and cloth-
ing, but also tends to ruin the manufacturing industry itself
and drive those engaged in it out of business and employment.
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- A great deal of valuable information has come from inside
sources in this particular discussion; enough to convince
thoughtful persons that the greatest branch of woolen manu-
facture would be far better off under free wool.

In regard to sugar, if this burdensome sugar tax were not
so large a producer of revenue, I would advocate its removal or
at least bringing it down to the Canadian or even the English
basis.

At any rate, we ought to undertake to eliminate present
obvious abuses and trust-fostering features of it, especially in
view of the recent fearful scandals connected with its operation
in this country. [Applause.]

It is said that the worst joker in this schedule is that by
which the importation of high-grade sugar for direct consump-
tion among the masses of the people is practically prevented.
Certainly, if this is the case, it is our duty to rectify any such
abuse.

MY OWN INDUSTEY.

The people also demand further large reductions in the iron
and steel schedule. Now at this point it devolves upon me, as a
manufacturer in the iron and steel industry, employing large
numbers of skilled workmen and using large quantities of the
finished products of the Steel trust, to state publicly that in
my judgment, my industry and the people employed in it would
not suffer under free-trade conditions. That is to say, the
45 per cent duty on machinery can be entirely removed without
injury, provided these conditions apply to the whole iron and
steel industry, from the coal and ore up. [Applause.]

I further would state that from my own experience, interest
in and knowledge of other staple industries, this statement is
equally true of them.

Mr. HILI. Will the gentleman yield to a single question?

Mr. I'OSS of Massachusetts. I can not now.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetts. In fact, I believe to-day that
under free-trade conditions we can compete in the markets of
the world in most, if not all, of these industries, and compete to
better advantage than we do now.

I am constrained to make this statement, because the tariff
reformer among the manufacturers has generally been regarded
as desiring to remove the duty from the other fellow’s product
and still retain it upon his own [applause]; that he is in the
habit of asking what he is not willing himself to grant; that
when he asks for free raw materials, for instance, he is not
willing to abate his own tariff protection. I am not that kind
of a tariff reformer.

I am not alone, for if I recall aright, one of the largest manu-
facturers of boots and shoes in New England appeared before
the Ways and Means Committee during the tariff hearings, and
declared that he would welcome conditions of free trade in his
own great industry.

I am reminded that I am not the first Representative in
Congress, interested in a great American industry, who has
made a similar statement to his colleagues.

I have been informed that the then United States Senator
James Smith of New Jersey, at that time, if not now, the largest
manufacturer of patent leather in the world, declared from his
seat in the Senate, ten years ago, that so far as his industry
was concerned, it absolutely did not need and did not want
protection. [Applause.]

1 instance these examples from the shoe and leather industry
because, like agricultural implements and many other great
interests, it is distinctly an American industry, in which with
very moderate protection we have been able to retain our home
markets and enter the markets of the world.

- Recurring finally to the subject of iron and steel, did not
Mr. Andrew Carnegle, if not the greatest authority, surely the
most successful one in that trade, appear at these hearings, with
the same story in regard to that immense industry which he had
himself done so much to build up?

Did he not deny the necessity of further protection upon the
bulk of its products, and did he not acknowledge that they were
produced in this country cheaper than anywhere else in the world ?

FREE FOOD PRODUCTS.

Now consider all the duties on food products which the people
are also demanding shall be removed, the duties especially on
grains, cattle, meats, fish, fruit, and vegetables. While these
duties are unquestionably so manipulated as to place an enor-
mous burden upon the consumer, there is very great doubt
whether they are now or have ever been of any direct or indi-
rect benefit to the producers—that is, the farmers of the country.

All these staple agricultural products have always been upon
an export basis in regard to price at the farm, take them year
by year. Some good authorities insist that this applies as well
to such products as butter, cheese, eggs, and provisions generally,

In view of these assertions, what reasonable objection can
there be from any source to the removal of duties on food
products? They are certainly not producers of revenue to any
great extent, Nor is it an adequate defense of a tariff law to
say that it is a great producer of revenue. If revenue is the
chief purpose of tariff legislation, we should get it honestly,
and openly, and fairly, and without laying upon the people
great and unequal burdens of taxation which oppress under the
guise of protecting,

I have here outlined, as well as I can in the time at my com-
mand, what I believe ought to be our course in this great
issue before the country of immediate tariff reform.

INCOME TAX ADVOCATED.

In my judgment, the people of this country will no longer
stand for our present forms of taxation, which, based upon
consumption, bear altogether too heavily upon the masses.

They would be bad enough if they were purely revenue taxes,
by which the Government received what the people paid, in-
stead of such, as President Taft declared at Seattle, as “ take
the money from the people not for government but for private
interests.” [Applause.]

We must have a system of taxation which removes these
abuses and eliminates this graft.

The best and the only way out, I believe, is through the
income tax, [Applause.]

It is the just and common impression that the wealth of the
country is not bearing its fair share of the taxation which is
so largely for its own protection and benefit. It is up to the
wealthy classes to carefully consider these things at this time.

The necessity for this change, by which the income tax will
relieve and replace the excessive tariff taxes, is so obvious that,
it seems to me, we all ought to favor it.

MANUFACTURERS AND THE TARIFF.

Talk about protection, Mr. Chairman! The people are de-
manding protection to-day against the Payne-Aldrich taritl!.\
[Applause.]

Its burdens are felt as keenly by employers as employed.
The cost of raw materials, for instance, in our industrial estab-
lishments is so high that business is checked.

Our manufacturers recognize that the wages of labor have
not advanced proportionately to the advance in the cost of
living [applause], but they are not in a position to raise wages,
for the reason that these tariff burdens weigh so heavily upon
the industry itself.

I say that our manufacturers are getting their eyes open to
the fact that this high tariff is no longer a protection, but that
it has actually become a restriction upon industry. - They are
demanding that these burdens be removed.

For example, the manufacturers of New England, as I have
already indicated, in asking for free raw materials and the
necessaries of life and industry, recognize that most of the
present duties, even on their own products, are superfluous,
and largely conducive to monopolistic graft.

Every intelligent manufacturer knows that successful in-
dustry is dependent upon two fundamental requisites:

First. That the industry must have its raw material on as
favorable a basis as exists elsewhere in the world; and by raw
material I mean not only what goes into the plant itself but
the food and clothing and the necessaries and comforts of life
for every operative employed.

Second. The industry must have the widest possible market
for its product.

I believe that the time has come when these raw materials,
in their broadest sense, should be placed on the free list, and
that this can be done without injury to any section of the country.

Conditions have so changed that these demands which are
necessary to the comfort and prosperity of the people ean be
effected with injury to none and great benefit to all.

All our manufacturing interests are recognizing more and
more every day the absolute necessity of foreign markets.

Our products are becoming specialized in so great a degree
that the domestic consumption is becoming more and more in-
sufficient. The best authorities say that in the boot and shoe
industry, for instance, the domestic trade is supplied in eight
months' operation out of the year. The same is the case, to
my knowledge, in other industries,

If we are not to have in this country a commercial policy
which commands for us not only full and free access to the
markets of the world, but a full and free share in the develop-
ment of these markets, then we should indeed be solicitous for
our future; that stagnation and decay do not threaten us.

Again, because of the tremendous and increasing demands not
only for raw materials but for the necessaries of life, that our
industrial armies may be fed and clothed, we must also have
access to the world's markets. [Applause.]



6698

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

Maxy 21,

“REVIVE RECIPROCITY " THE DEMAND.

Right here I want to reaffirm my belief in reciprocity as the
right policy. That is, I believe not only in tariff reduction but
in reciprocity; in fact, that they are identical. I believe in
reciprocity as a principle, and think it is just as practicable and
workable as the policy of free trade or protection.

Reciprocity is the policy of “recognition.” It is the policy
which recognizes the sisterhood of nations, their mutual inter-
dependence in the material as well as the moral and political
Bense, .

For instance, that other nations can furnish us with many
things to better advantage than we can produce them ourselves,
and vice versa, and on terms mutually profitable.

I am here to urge upon the Democratic party that it shall
revive reciprocity as the keynote of our fiscal system; first,
because it is the most salutary policy for the country; secondly,
because, since the Republican party has abandoned it, it becomes
our duty as well as opportunity to adopt it. [Applause.]

DEMOCRACY AND RECIFEOCITY.

Again, it is an original principle of the Democratic party.
Thomas Jefferson, the father of democracy, is also the father
of reciprocity in this country. This is a fact not generally
recognized. To quote from one of the first authorities on the
subject, the late Hon. John A. Kasson:

During the first administration of Washington, in 1791, Congress
desired to do something for the development of the commerce and
navigation of the United Btates, but felt itself lacking the necessary
information on the subject. The House of Representatives passed a
resolution requesting the Secretary of State to report to Congress on
the “natore and extent of the privileges and restrictions of the ecom-
mercial intercourse of the United States with foreign nations, and the
measures which he should think proper to be adc?ted. for the improve-
ment of the commerce and navigation of the same."

Mr. Jefferson's report, submitted after two years of inquiry Into the
presents the conditions of our infant commerce of that day.
Small as it was, the foreign restrictions upon the trade and upon our
vessels enga in It were extremely various and vexatious, especially
*in all that related to commerce with the colonles of European powers.

After reciting them he asks the question, *In what wa
bestf ll)[e removed, modified, or counteracted ? He answers
as follows:

“Ag to commerce, two methods occur: First, by friendly arrange-
ments with the several nations with whom these restrictions exist;
or second, by the separate act of our own legislature for counter-
vailing their efforts. There can be no doubt but that, of these two,
friendly arrangement is the most eligible! * * =

“ Some nations, not yet ripe for free commerce, in all lts extent,
might still be willing to modify its restrictions and regulations for
us in proportion to the advantages which an intercourse with us might
offer. Particularly, they may concur with us in reciprocating the
duties to be levied on each side, or in compensating any excess of duty
by equivalent advantages of another nature.”

Here was foreshadowed exactly the reciproclty of to-day. He pro-
ceeda as follows:

“ But shonld any nation, eontrary to our wishes, suppose it may
better find its advantage by continulng its system of prohibitions,
dutles, and regulations it behooves us to Erot&ct our citizens, their
commerce and navigation, by counter prohibitions, duties, and regula-
tions also. o commerce and navigation are not to be given in
exchange for restrictions and vexations, nor are they likely to produce
a relaxation of them.™

He prefaces his recommendations with this expresslon: “The fol-
lowing principles, being founded in reciprocity, appear perfectly just,
and to offer no cause of complaint to any nation.”

He admits the Inconvenience of a_ system of dlscriminating dutles,
but supports it as necessary to avold greater evils, and comes to the
following conclosions :

“ Still it must be repeated that 1!:'!»«.\:'ullivl arrangements are preferable
with all who will come into them ; and that we should carry into such
arrangements all the liberality and spirit of accommodation which the
nature of the case will admit. France has, of her own accord, pro-
posed negotiations for improving, by a new treaty, on falr and equal
principles, the commercial relations of the two countries.”

Here is the absolute proof that Thomas Jefferson at that
early date advocated reciprocity and recommended it as a ruling
prineciple. %

Broadly speaking, there have been in the past only two alter-
native commercial policies; on the one hand protection, on the
other free trade. This is no longer true. A third commercial
policy is before us to-day. I would urge reciprocity as a con-
sistent and effective policy for the development of this nation.

The policy of reciprocity is a constructive one. It does not
tear down, it builds up. It strengthens both our industrial and
commercial systems. It gives us raw materials and the neces-
garies of life, and the means to pay for them. It provides a
wider market for both our products and our purchases.

One great benefit will be that it will afford us, as the richest
and mightiest nation on the face of this earth, and consequently
what ought to be the most generous and magnanimous one, the
opportunity to modify greatly our past and present unfortunate
attitude toward other countries, especially on this continent.

By reciprocity we mean fair trade; we mean hearty recogni-
tion of these nations which buy liberally of us, and thus become
our commercial allies and make our prosperity their own.

Reciprocity naturally carries with itself a large measure of
tariff revision. It would mean either large reduction or entire

facts

ey may
e question

removal of duties which would otherwise remain to burden the
people and obstruct trade. It will provide our consumers and
prog&ms with constantly enlarging access to the markets of the
wor

Reciprocity is being adopted by some of the leading nations,
like France and Germany. Canada has adopted it as the key-
note of her own commercial system and is putting it into effect
by several different means, legislative and administrative; that
is, not only through treaties, wherever she can make them, but
by a system of schedules called, respectively, * General,” “ In-
termediate,” and “ Preferential.” There is also a punitive fea-
ture, called the “ surtax.” BShe applies this whole system with
due regard to the interests of her customers abroad, especially
within the Empire, by proffering to them favorable duties on
many classes of goods in which these nations specialize,

RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA,

On this most momentous and practical question, that of Cana-
dian reciprocity, which confronts us to-day in our commercial
relations, I would urgently recommend as one good means of
attaining that great end that we entirely remove the duties on
the principal Canadian products and reduce the rest to the level
of Canada’s own tariff. [Loud applause.]

We should do this regardless of Canada’s present action or
attitude, because, first, under this reciprocity system of hLers
she would be bound to recognize and respond in good time;
secondly, this action will permanently offset certain powerful
manufacturing and other influences in Canada, which are con-
stantly demanding the further obstruction of our commerce
with her.

We can not consistently object to these Canadian influences,
since they are simply the echo of our own “stand-pat"” policy
and since we are responsible as a nation for the present high-
tariff tendencies and commereial hostilities of the world.

I say that reciprocity on our part will go far to change all
this, not only with Canada, but with all nations.

I want to say another thing with reference to our relations
with Canada. They ought to be of a neighborly spirit. They
ought to be sentimentally right. There are other elements in
these relations than the merely material ones. It has always
seemed to me that our natural and spontaneous attitude toward
Canada ought to be essentially that of an older brother toward
a younger sister; that we ought not only to feel but to show the
Dominion that we are solicitous for her welfare,

Some one has said:

We have grown and prospered to the marvel of the world; it is
right that we do not intoxicate ourselves with the reflection of our
growth or the egotism of power. Let us turn from ourselves to watch
the upbuilding of a neighbor nation, to aid and encourage her, that

she may profit in the results of our expansion, and that we may profit
in the evelopment of her resources. On this ground, I appeal to
our selfish inets, the most vigorous of our human characteristics.

ut there are other and more altruistic motives, which should appeal
to you and which should cause us to desire closer relations with our
neighbor, Canada.
ou are the progenitors of a natlion grander than has been, and the
keepers of your children's inheritance. Shall you foster the mainte-
nance of & wall of suspicion and of antagonism, which will increase
in strength as our two nations swell in growth and power? Shall you
leave an inheritance of commercial rivalry which will engender social

jealongg and hate between two N|:oeo?las of the same blood, with the
same tory of development? 0, I say! Let us break this barrier
already raised and turn again to the first prineiples of justice, that

our mutual development may be fostered and that the
f&eend.ship. and trade may

The exercise of this spirit is the first and best thing. Our
treatment of Canada in the past, with respect to commercial
relations, at least, has been such that we can not expect any
advances on her part.

They must in future come from us. I hope and believe that
these advances are about to be made. Our own people are
becoming permeated with this right spirit, which promises so
much for international peace and prosperity.

“ SECTION 2" RIDICULED.

It looks as if “retaliation” has finally been knocked out.
The ridiculous upshot of “ section 2,” which we have so lately
witnessed, for the gayety of nations and amidst the smiles of
the world, indicates the final abandonment of retaliation.

“ gection 2” of the Payne-Aldrich law is, and was intended
to be, the incarnation of retaliation pure and simple, It
was deliberately framed for the purpose of finally substitut-
ing retaliation for reciprocity, which is what the stand-patters
have been conspiring and trying to do for years.

But public indignation has prevented, let us hope forever,
the progress of their scheme, and has throttled it at the start.

I say that the Republican party has been forced practically
to repeal “section 2.” It now stands in the tariff act a mere
derelict.

Of course, we know the claim that we got something out of
it—out of France and Germany; most absurd of all, out of

es of blood
firmly and lastingly cemented for all




1910.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

6699

Canada, at which the whole idea was principally aimed at its
original inception. But we also know that this is mostly bluff.
We know that the so-called concessions we obtained amounted
to very little.

We now understand that all these negotiations were mere
parade, to “save the face,” as the saying is, of the administra-
tion; and of course we as Americans are gratified that this has
been accomplished at home if not abroad, and that our friends,
the other nations, have been willing, good-naturedly, to assist us.

ANGLO-BAXON UNITY.

This leads us right up to our relations with the whole British
Empire. There has been much discussion recently of these
relations, and some of our leading journalists and publicists are
discussing some sort of an Angle-Saxon unity.

Our increasing intercourse with the northern Dominion which
bounds us by land and sea for thousands of miles, our identity in
race, language, and institutions, and the fact that Canada is a
part of the British Empire, these considerations alone should
demand that we have some such understanding or alliance.

There is a tendency to this belief. For example, the vener-
able leader of Canadian liberalism, Sir Richard Cartwright, in
a recent speech, expresses the hope and expectation that Canada
herself will prove the medium for such an alliance. This al-
liance, more than any other one thing, would make for the peace
and prosperity of the world.

I believe that the great popular party of this country ought
to sympathize with and encourage the Liberal party of Great
Britain. That party is now engaged in the great work of
liberalizing their institutions, of finally granting justice to
Ireland, and especially of maintaining the historic policy of free
trade.

In this connection it has been said that the open door which
Great Britain has given us the past sixty years, under the
system of Bright and Cobden, those two firm friends of Ameriea,
:1!;131 &;lone more to build up this country than all our protective

riffs,

TWhen our Republican friends dwell upon the panic of 1803
and attribute it entirely to the Wilson bill, they seem utterly
oblivious of the essential fact that that depression was primarily
caused by commercial disaster in Great Britain, largely due to
the failure of the Barings; and that it was the gradual resump-
tion of British prosperity, enabling them to buy enormously of
our products in the years from 1895 to 1900, paying us in gold,
our great balance of trade against them, which enabled us to
resume our own prosperity.

This is a fact in modern financial history which has been
ignored but can not be denied, and this fact alone goes far to
refute the claim that the Wilson bill was the cause of our
troubles at that time or the Dingley bill the means of their
remedy.

I believe in what I call reciprocity and recognition, reciproe-
ity with and recognition of friendly nations which are really
our commercial allies and invaluable customers; and on this
ground I maintain that we should extend to Great Britain the
recognition to which she is entitled for her commercial attitude
toward us.

This subject is a momentous one to the future of this coun-
try. Britain has become, in a sense, an old and tired country
and is looking to the great American Republie, which repre-
sents the flower of Anglo-Saxon achievement, to take a large
and increasing share in the development of her immense pos-
sessions and interests by sea and land the world over.

One great point we have in mind is that probably only in
this way can be brought about such a commercial alliance with
Canada as we all so much desire.

Who can estimate the benefit and advantage that acerued to
this country when its area was practically doubled by Jeffer-
son’s acquisition of the Louisiana territory?

Who can estimate the similar and equal benefit and advan-
tage that would accrue from such a union as I have spoken of
with Canada; a country in area as large as our own, including
Alaska, and rich beyond imagination in natural resources of
the soil, forest, sea, and the mine.

It should be our highest object and purpose to make this com-
ggm]lal union possible. [Loud applause on the Democratic

e.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetfs. I should like, if I ean, to ex-
tend for a few moments.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the privilege of ex-
tending in the RECORD.

Mr. HAMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the time of the gentleman may be extended, so that I may ad-
dress a question to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Cries
of “Regular order!”]

The CHATRMAN. The time, under the order of the House,
is under the control of the gentleman from Minnesota and the
gentleman from New York. The gentleman from Connecticut
is recognized for three minutes. .

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with great plea
ure to the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts. I
would be glad to see many of the ideas which he has pro-
pounded carried into law. I wish to remind him that the idea
of reciprocity which he so happily advanced and which was in
the McKinley law was killed by the action of the Democratice
party in the passage of the Wilson bill.

I wish to say to him further that reciprocity with Cuba, on
the first attempt to pass it in this House, was killed by a solid
Democratic vote, by votes of the men with whom he is now
associating, coupled with the votes of 83 men on this side.
[Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetts rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut
yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. HILL. No. I asked the gentleman from Massachusetts,
courteously and fairly, to yleld to me for a single question, and
he declined. I propose to put the question to him now. -

A year ago when the tariff bill was being framed by the
Ways and Means Committee, of which I was a member, the
gentleman from Massachusetts was a Republican, and at the
hearings over in the Office Building no word was ever received
from him or from the institution with which he was associated,
a great, magnificent manufacturing establishment; no word
from the great capitalist, which T recognize him to be, that he
was in accord then with the views which he is now advocating
for the reduction of the duty on his own product. [Applause
on the Republican side.] We had it from other people, and I
will read him what I voted for in his absence: For a reduction
on cash registers, jute-manufacturing machinery, linotype and
typesetting machines, printing presses, sewing machines, type-
writers, and all steam engines, 30 per cent, instead of 45.

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetts. Good.

Mr. HILI. I was in favor of putting sewing machines still
lower, to 15 per cent.

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetts. Good. [Laughter and applause
on the Democratic side.]

Mr. HILI. The only reason why we did not, I think, may
possibly have affected the gentleman'’s action now. I wasafraid
that American manufacturers would take their eapital abroad,
as many are doing, and manufacture under European wages and
send their own products into the United States.

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetts. That is what the tariff is doing
now.

Mr. HILL. Now, when the gentleman from Massachusetts
comes and says that all these products conld bear a lower duty,
I ask him why did he not come, ag a Republican, before the
Ways and Means Committee and testify to it then, and include
his own?

The CHAIRMAN.
necticut has expired.

Mr, HILL. I will extend my remarks in the Recogp.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I will yield one minute
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, Foss].

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I want to say
to the gentleman from Connecticut that I was ruled out of the
Republican party a good deal more than a year ago—five or
six years ago—by the leaders in the State of Massachusetts.

Mr. HILL. Why did not the gentleman come before the Ways
and Means Committee?

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetts. I considered myself at that
time a member of the minority party.

Mr. HILL. What difference does that make?

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetts. No particular difference; but
the people knew exactly where I stood. That had been in evi-
dence for some time.

Mr. HILL. I know where the gentleman stands now; but I
want to know why he did not appear before the Ways and
Means Committee.

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetts. I want to say that I agree with
the gentleman from Connecticut that I have not been in sym-
pathy with the tariff policy that has been sending capital out
of the country for the last ten years, [Applause on the Demo-

The time of the gentleman from Con-

cratic side.] It has been sending $300,000,000 of capital across
the line to build up branch industries to compete with us in the
foreign market to-day.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts has expired.

Mr. HAMER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it.
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Mr. HAMER, I would like to know by what process I may
ask the gentleman from Massachusetts a question and receive an
answer.

r. STANLEY. Send him a wire.
r. BURNETT. Change the rules.

A Mewmper. Write him a letter. [Laughter.]

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I now yield thirty min-
utes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Greag].

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Chairman, I wish to discuss the Humphrey
bill, which is commonly known as the ship-subsidy bill and which
has been favorably reported to this House,

I wish, first, to dispose of the contention which is made and
which has been sent broadcast over the country that this bill
will not cost the taxpayers anything. That there is a profit
on the ocean mail and that this profit—the difference between
what is received as postage and the amount paid out for carry-
ing the ocean mails—will pay the subsidies provided in this bill

This pretense that the amount paid in subsidies will be de-
rived from the profit on ocean mail is not a fair statement of
the case. If there is a profit on part of the mail carried, it
shovld be used to make up the loss on the other; all receipts
shonld be put into a gross sum, and the difference between the
recelpts as a whole and the expenses should be ascertained. No
true balance can otherwise be struck.

The postal deficiency last year was $17,000,000. This was
after using the $3,000,000 profit on ocean mail. If this §3,000,000
had been paid out in subsidies, the deficiency would be
$20,000,000; and instead of taxing the people to pay the
$17,000,000, they would be taxed to pay $20,000,000. Does not
this make the subsidy cost the people $3,000,000? Then why
should an effort be made to deceive the people and make them
believe that this subsidy will cost them nothing?

Mr. Chairman, for ten years or more the advocates of a ship
subsidy have stalked into this Chamber and vexed our souls
with their importunate, insatiate demands for relief by Con-
gress to the perishing shipping interests of this country. In
all previous appeals the cry for help came from the Cramps,
Griscoms, and from the shipbuilders of Maine. The successive
defeats they encountered caused a change, and the demand is
now urged by the Merchant Marine League of Cleveland, Ohio,
Knowing that there was a prejudice west of the Alleghanies
against the continued voting away of the people’s money to
build up the commercial interests of the northern and eastern sea-
board States, this league located its headquarters at Cleveland,
Ohio, and from these headquarters they issue a newspaper, or
magazine, in which they do not hesitate to attribute improper
and unpatriotic motives to all who do not agree with them.

Here they have organized and located a burean having for
its pretended object the enlightenment of the farmers of the
country, but the real object is to mislead them. They have
flooded all the Middle Western, Western, and Southwestern
States with literature, seeking to enlist the farmers’ unions,
farmers' alliances, and farmers generally in advoeacy of their
schieme, the direct object of which is to filch money from the
toiling masses of this country and pour it into the laps of less
than 100 men, who for forty years have fed and fattened at the
public erib, and who alone have any interest in this contem-
plated raid on the Treasury. They have enlisted in the service
of their propaganda several ex-Members of Congress, and now
and then a farmers’' paper, which it is believed has influence
with the agricultural element in its particular locality. These
ex-Members of Congress and other representatives of this league
have visited state fairs, farmers’ congresses, and other such
gatherings, and in ex parte statements, with none to question
or deny, have endeavored with arrays of statistics and distress-
ing calculations to show that all the woes and evils which
afflict the farmer’s life in this country are attributable solely
and directly to the lack of a sufficient amount of ship subsidy.
[Applause.]

Qur Government does not nominally pay any other subsidies
than postal subsidies. The amount paid for the carriage of our
foreign mails by the Government is extravagant in price, and to
the extent the amount paid exceeds what the service is reasona-
bly worth it as a bounty pure and simple. To an American
ship earrying mails to Europe we pay $1.60 a pound for letters
and post cards, and 8 cents a pound for other articles. In ad-
dition our Government pays the American Line $12,000 for
each voyage, while theoretically the amcunt paid is simply the
freight for carrying the mails in truth, and in fact in these
foreign subsidized mail contracts the Government of the United
States is fleeced to the extent that the amount is more than
the service is worth. It is simply a bounty paid by the Gov-
ernment for a service which, if open to the world, could be had
for one-half the amount now paid. Hereafter lexicographers in
defining an American ship subsidy will say that it is simply a

bounty paid by the Government to emable the shipbuilders and
lsh.lpawners of the United States to conduct their business at a
088,
THE AMERICAN EXPERIENCE IN SHIP SUBSIDIES.

Experience is a dear school, but fools will learn in no other, it
is said. The Government of the United States has not even
learned in that severe school. Ship subsidies in the United
States have a history. That history is a record of unbroken
and disastrous failures. In 1846 the first postal subsidy was
granted and a line was established between New York and
Bremen, Germany. After struggling along for twelve years it
gave up the job. In 1847 a subsidized line was established be-
tween New York and Havre, France. It received a subsidy from
the United States Government. After struggling along for a
few years it failed. In 1850 the Collins Line was started. It
received a liberal subsidy from the Government of the United
States. In 1858 it went out of business. In 1865 the Pacific
Mail Company was subsidized and a liberal contract was made
with it by the Government of the United States to carry its
mails, It was granted a monopoly of the trade with China and
Japan. How scandalously it ended is known to all. In 1867 the .
California, Oregon and Alaskan Line was liberally subsidized by
the Government. In 1873 this line voluntarily withdrew from
the business, In 1801 a Republican Congress enacted a new and
very liberal subsidy law. It has been in operation now over
nineteen years. In this year of our Lord 1910 five lines only
are operating, to wit, the American Line, from New York to
Southampton; Oceanic Line, San Francisco ‘o Australia; New
York and Cuban Mail, New York to Cuba and Mexico; Red D
Line, New York to Venezuela and Dutch West Indies; American
Mail, Boston and Philadelphia to Jamaica. In the report of the
Merchant Marine Commission January 4, 1905, it is stated that
the law has undeniably failed; that while the older American
lines have been sustained and developed and a few new lines
have been created, yet the law has not sufficed to give the
United States a complete system of mail communication with
the great ports of the world and the chief markets for American
merchandise. In fact, only three lines have been established.
The Ward Line and the Red D Line were in operation before
the law of 1891. The Pacific Mail Line was in operation before
the act of 1891 went into effect. Mr. R. P. Schwerin, vice-
president and general manager of the Pacific Mail Steamship
Company, in his testimony before the Merchant Marine Com-
gainssion in San Francisco, Cal, on August 5, 1904, stated as
ollows:

The Pacific Mall Steamshi m
subsidy or postal act of 1891pw%%np1a¥asw :fee?ggl‘:.:mogmg:f 31; :Eg z?&l
pa.unﬂ- I may add here that at this time the company was practically
bankrupt, owing $1,100,000, and it was a very serious question whether
the directors would elect a new general manager or go in the hands of
a recelver. I found, after having an opportunity to make an exam-
ination of the finances of the company, that trying to comply with the
mail contract ﬁnnder the law of 1801) was t{m cause of tgze serious
financial condition of the oompa.nng. So I sent a telegram to Washing-
ton, asking that the contract be abrogated. It was done, and we began
to earn money and we have earned enough to keep going ever since.

Since 1807 the subsidy hunters have beseeched Congress to
amend the law, increase the subsidy, raise the tonnage taxes,
and shut out the foreigner. The act of 1891 was very liberal
to the large vessels. Notwithstanding this, in the fisedl year
1909 there was only one line, to wit, from New York to South-
ampton, England, which was running vessels of the first class
and entitled to a subsidy of $4 a mile. The report of the Second
Assistant Postmaster-General for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1909, shows that there is one subsidized line of vessels run-
ning from New York to Venezuela once in every two weeks,
which is composed of vessels of the third class and recelved $1
per mile. 'There was one line running from New York to
Maracaibo, Venezuela, making trips once every two weeks,
composed of vessels in the fourth class and receiving from the
Government 663 cents per mile. There was one from New
York to Mexico, eall. g at Habana, composed of vessels of the
third class, and also a line from Boston to Jamalea and from
Philadelphia to Port Antonio in vessels of the fourth class,
These are all tlie lines now in operation under subsidy con-
tracts, The total cost of this service on all these lines for the
fiscal year 1909 was $1,127,245.72, a net excess of $324,172.08
over the maximum amount allowed by law to steamers not
under contract. The bill now sought to be enacted raises the
compensation of vessels of the second class to $4 per mile, the
rate provided in the law of 1891 for vessels of the first class.

It seems impossible to satisfy the advocates of a ship sub-
sidy. Unless this tendency to higher prices for the carriage
of mail to foreign countries is checked, the postal deficiency
every year will amount to many millions more than it does now.

There is no guaranty that the present law will succeed if
enacted. All schemes of subsidy in the past failed miserably.
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With this ghastly record of the disastrous failure of every
ship-subsidy policy adopted by the United States since 1844,
is it not time that a new policy should be adopted? It is ad-
mitted by all that our merchant marine has largely disappeared
from the ocean. For more than sixty years the policy of sub-
sidies, bounties, subventions, and other quack remedies has
been tried, but the patient still languishes. The policy pur-
sued has galvanized the Invalid into a convulsive existence,
but it is dying and will soon be dead.

Now, I submit that the cause of the decay of our merchant
marine is not hard to find. In 1855 the United States was the
mistress of the seas. In that year England began the construec-
tion of fron vessels, and the United States lost the great ad-
vantage which she possessed in cheap materials used in the
construction of wooden vessels. England seized the advantage,
and began the construction of iron vessels. She manufactured
iron with improved scientific methods, while the United States
continued the manufacture of iron without any change from the
old methods. Ilolled bar iron was manufactured in England,
and the iron manufacturers of the United States, instead of
adopting new methods and manufacturing bar iron by rolling,
tried to save their old plants and keep progress out of this
country, and succeeded in doing so. To protect the domestie
manufacturers of iron in the United States against British com-
petition a prohibitive duty was levied against the importation
of rolled bar iron, which was equivalent to about 100 per cent
of its value. As & consequence, England developed the manu-
facture of iron and steel steamers, and to quote the words of
that great shipbuilder, John Roach, who testified in 1869 be-
fore a committee of Congress appointed to Inquire into the
decay of American shipping:

Amerlea has lost her eommerce, and what has she obtained In ex-
chan%e for it? Simply the right for a few men to charge SQagel' ton
in gold, on the imporfation of pig iron. Plg iron was the basis of all
other metals connected with the making and repa.lrinf of ships, There
has been a revolution in shipbuilding, and iron is the materlal from
which they are mow bullt. he high cost of iron produced with the
tarif upon it is one of the prineipal difficulties our commerc® has to
contend with.

.The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisherles of the
Fiftieth Congress reported to the House that the substitution
of iron and steel in the manufacture of ships gave to England
the supremacy of the seas. The committee said:

About the year 18568 England commenced to bufld ifron and steel
sghips, and as fast as they were built and equi;;li):d the cofMmerce of
the world was transferred to them, because of their superior speed and
supposed safety. To compete with such v 18 wi wood salilin
ships was, of course, as futile as it would be now to send an army wi
bows and arrows against a modern army with guns and artillery of the
most approved type.

On November 25, 1904, Hon, Eugene T. Chamberlain, our able
and efficient Commissioner of Navigation, appeared before the
Merchant Marine Commission, and in a very able address on
the American shipping said:

From the time when fron became the chief material of marine con-
struction up to the present it Is useless to seek for any other cause
than that for the decline of our shipping.

He further says:

But our annual output of iron and stecl has now at times exceeded
that of Great Britain, and soon the cost of its production must be less
bere than abroad.

Now, we exceed Great Britain in the production of steel and
iron. We undersell Great Britain in bher own markets with
steel and iron. According to the testimony of several witnesses
before the Marine Commission it was shown that the steel trust
sold in 1904 a hundred thousand tons of steel plate at Belfast at
$24 a ton, while they were charging the American consumer $32
a ton. This outrage even struck a majority of the American
Merchant Marine Commission. In their report they say:

Whatever may be sald for the occasional sale abroad of surplus manu-
factures below the domestic price, this, manifestiy, is a ease for which
the familiar defense is gquite impossible. American shipbuilding is
terribly depressed; it is essentially an unprotected industry in the
foreign trade, and when American steel mills, long and amply protected,
gell material to foreign shipyards at §5 or $10 below the price asked
from American yards, these steel mills sim I{ heap an unjust and
intolerable burden u]pon an interest now well—l‘Sg rostrate,

A sense of falr play, or even cool b rudence, should make it
manifest to the steel comgnnies that they ought to do their utmost to
encourage the struggling American shipyards.

The Marine Commission, in its report, states among other
things that the prominent cause of the decay of our shipping is,
first, the higher cost of the building of an American ship, It is
stated that there is a difference between 30 and 50 per cent in
the building of an American ship in favor of the British ship.
Circumstances must certainly have changed and for the better
since the filing of that report. In the Washington Post of the
31st of January, this year, in an editorial it is stated:

Argentina has authorized the construction of two Dreadnoughts,
equal to the most formidable war craft afloat, and the sbipyang of
Europe and of the United States competed for the construction of them,

with the result that the contract was awarded to a private shipyard in
New York as the lowest bidder.

There is a simple fact that knocks the trotters from under volumes
of theories such as the subsidists have been firing at Congress for years
and years. If our shl{) ards can compete with foreign sm%:rds in the
construction of a battle ship, they can compete with m in the
bullding of a merchant marine.

The prices of steel and iron hate already gone down and
must continue to go down as the processes of iron and steel
manufactore improve. If this is so, and the cost of iron has
been the prominent cause of the decay of our shipping inter-
ests, as shown by the Marine Commission, it is likely that this
obstacle to building up a merchant marine will right itself with-
out any subsidy. [Applause.]

One of the main reasons, but not assigned by the advoeates of
this'bill, why we have not built up a greater merchant marine is
that capitalists have preferred other investments for their
money. When the civil war ended in 1865, American capital
turned to.the development of our internal resources and im-
provements, which yielded a larger, more certain, and a quicker
return than money invested in shipbuilding, In fact, Mr.
Chairman, I am of the opinion that the large and reasonably
safe returns on investments in the building of railroads, fac-
tories, and other lines of business in the United States prevent
the American capitalist from investing in the shipping business,
The shipping business necessarily reguires a very large invest-
ment. Its profits are not very large, its returns are slow, and
it is undoubtedly a very hazardous business. When the time
comes that the Ameriean capitalist can invest his money in the
shipping business and he can employ it to a better advantage
than he can in investments on land, then the shipping business
will revive and flourish.

The capitalists will then invest in this business regardless of
whether any subsidies are paid; but as long as this business
fails to return a revenue equal to other businesses, he will not
invest even if subsidies are given. [Applause.]

For a period of ten years after the civil war, for the purpose
of promoting internal improvements, our railroad companies
were granted the right to import their iron ralls and all other
iron used by them free of duty. If this was good to promote
the building of railroads, why is it not equally as good to grant
to shipbuilders the right to import their materials free of duty?
[Applause.] It is true that in the law there is a pretended
provision for the free importation of such material, but it is so
hedged in that in practical operation it is a delusion and a
enare. [Applause.]

Another cause assigned by the advoeates of ship subsidy for
the decay of our merchant marine is the higher wages paid to
Amerlcan seamen. The Marine Commission in its report as-
signs the higher shipboard wages as one of the causes for the
decay of the American marine.

Says the commission:

But higher cost of constructlon, chiefly becanse of the higher range
of shipyard wages, is only one of the present handicaps on American
shipping in over-sea trade. There is also the higher range of wages of
officers and crew, and the higher cost, becanse more fibenl variety
and quantity of food on shipboard.

The commission in its report says that the handicap of wages
against the Ameriean ships ranges from 30 to 60 per cent, except
on the Pacific, where rates for white crews In the coast trade
are the highest in the world. If the higher wages paid to
American seamen prevent the growth of American shipping,
how is it that, down to 1856, the wages paid to American sea-
men were relatively much higher than those paid to British
and other foreign seamen and yet our merchant marine domi-
nated the seas? England pays higher wages than Germany
or any other foreign nation save the United States, and she
does the carrying trade of the world. One thing seems cer-
tain, nothing can tempt—as is stated by one of the wit-
nesses before the Marine Commission, Mr. R. P. Schwerin—
American boys graduated from our common schools and
high schools to become mere laborers on board a ship.
Their position is necessarily a menial one and an edueated
American boy will not fill that position. Besides he can obtain
higher wages or more comfortable positions ashore and as long
as he can, you can not tempt him into a seafaring life, There-
fore, whatever higher wages are paid will go to the foreigner,
the Asiatie, or the negro. The result of this legislation, I ven-
ture to say, will be that the amount advanced as subsidy will
go not into wages, but into the pockets of the shipowner and
shipbuilder. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, if we desire to rehabilitate the American mer-
cantile marine, the way to do so is plain, so plain that a way-
faring man, even though he be in favor of a ship subsidy, can
not mistake it. Let us repeal our absurd navigation laws. In
1790 and 1792 Congress enacted practically Cromwell’s naviga-
tion laws. The United States is the only civilized nation which
has such an absurd code governing navigation. Do this and
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then give us free ships. The present bill provides that sea-
going steel steamers of 2,500 gross tons or over, wherever built,
which are to engage only in trade with foreign countries or
with the Philippines, being wholly owned by citizens of the
United States, and no other, may be registered as directed in
this act. This is only a step in the right direction. Give us
free ships of any size or dimension, whether owned by our
own citizens either in whole or in part, and then the Ameri-
can mercantile marine will revive and dominate the seas.
Give to all ships, not only for two months or six menths,
but for all time, the right to engage in the coastwise trade
of the United States. We are clamoring for the open door
in China and the Orient and shut our own doors full in
the face of every foreign nation. Kver since the foundation
of our Government the coastwise trade of the United States
has been confined to our own citizens. It is time this monopoly
was destroyed. [Applause.] The coastwise trade of the United
States is a monopoly. They charge what freights they please;
they have no competition except by the railroads, and in some
cases not even by them. They are not subject to the interstate
and foreign commerce law. They are unchecked in their opera-
tions. In other words, coastwise shipping is a trust pure and
simple,

Every Republican Congress down until the present have set
themselves against free ships in any form. In the hearings
before the Marine Commission all the owners of shipbuilding
yards and the chairman of the commission and some of the
members of it rose up in opposition to free ships, and said
that the admission of foreign-built ships to American registry
meant the destruction of the American shipbuilding interests.
England is the largest shipbuilding nation of the earth. She
admits foreign-built ships to British registry. Germany ad-
mits foreign-built ships to German registry, and she has the
second largest shipbuilding industry in the world.

But, Mr. Chairman, I now propose to point out to the com-
mittee the main and most potent cause of the decline of our
merchant marine.

The protective tariff is the cause of the decay of the Ameri-
can merchant marine!

Mr. Chairman, you may have free ships, you may authorize
the American shipowner to hire his crew where he can get it
cheapest, but we will never have a merchant marine until we
tear down our tariff walls and admit the commodities of all
foreign nations to be imported into the United States upon the
payment of a moderate tariff duty. Until a tariff for revenue
only becomes the accepted policy of the United States we can
never have a merchant marine worthy of the name. [Applause.]

Our merchant marine disputed with England the mastery of
the seas when we had a tariff for revenue only, and our decline
is coincident with the imposition and maintenance of a high
prohibitive duty on rolled iron and other commodities.

When we abandoned the wise policy of a tariff for revenue
only and threw ourselves into the foul embraces of a monopo-
listic protective tariff, we surrendered to foreign ports and pro-
claimed a blockade against trade and commerce with foreign
nations.

We can only sell where we can buy. All trade is at last
barter. Until our tariff is lowered to a revenue basis our ships
may export our products to foreign ports, but they will return
without a cargo and in ballast only. The shipping business to
be successful must have the benefit of an outgoing and an in-
coming eargo. American ships have not now, and for the last
forty years have not had, in a great majority of voyages, a re-
turn cargo. The city of Galveston, Tex., which I have the
honor to represent in Congress, is in volume and value of ex-
ports second only to the city of New York in the United States.
In the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, there were exported
from the city of Galveston commodities of the value of §189,-
464,335. In the same year there were imported into the port
of Galveston commodities of the value of $3,355,354. Of this
amount there were imported free of duty commodities of the
value of $2,108,750. There were imported dutiable commodities
of the value of $1,156,604, and the same proportion holds good
in every port of the United States with the exception of New

ity.
Yoﬁl:-.ccgirman, I am opposed to any form of a ship subsidy.
It is simply protection applied to the ocean. Nearly forty years
ago Senator Edmunds, of Vermont, in a debate declared that it
was as much unconstitutional and wrong to grant these subsi-
dies to Americans as to foreigners and that he could not sup-
port them.

UNCLE JOE ON SHIP-SUBSIDY LEGISLATION.

I have what was until recently unimpeachable Republican
authority for the proposition that a man who would favor a
ship subsidy in the manner which is proposed in this bill should

be put into a lunatic asylum. In the year 1897 strenuous exer-
tions were made by Mr. John Roach to obtain a subsidy for a
line of steamers between the United States and Brazil. In the
course of that debate, Mr. CaANNON, now Speaker of this House,
on the 28th of February, 1897, said:

Now, what is this proposition? Oh, it is to give John Roach
$3,000,000 as a Dracticaﬂ gggstulty and to charge thagias a tax on the
cotton and provisions, and tobacco, and wheat, and grain, and bread-
stuffs, and oil that we produce. What for? To enable somebody to sell
something that he has made, which it cost $1.43 to make here, while it
costs only a dollar to make it in Europe, and both manufacturers have
to go to the same market, namely, Brazil. Why, ientlamen. if you had
4 business agent who proposed to do your private business in that way,

you would put him into a lunatic asylum or swear that he was a thief
or idiot and discharge him,

[Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, at that time Mr. CANNoN was an insurgent and
led a minority of the Republicans in Congress against a sub-
sidy bill. These insurgent Republicans, led by him, together
with the Democrats in that Congress succeeded in defeating the
subsidy bill reported by a Republican committee. In the course
of the debate Mr. CaNNoN used the following very significant
language:

Commencing in the year 1847 down to the present time [181‘0% act
after act has been passed for a similar purpose (postal subsidies). I
hold in my hand the official statements of the Secretary of the Navy
and the Postmaster-General which show yments of subsidies to the
amount in round numbers of $14,500,000 to steamship lines during the
period from the year 1848 to 1858. I hold in my hand a statement that
shows subsidies to the amount of $7,000,000 round numbers since
that time, making over $21,000, that have been paid ont of the
Treasury for the purpose of establishing steamship 1fnes—s'r.mo.ooo
would buy all the steamships enga in commerce that sail under the
American flag on every ocean in the world and more than that: The
subsidizing of these steamship lines, from the Collins line in 1852 up
to the present time, has bankrupted every prominent man that has
favored it.

[Loud applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. Curror].

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, since the day of the passage of
the Payne tariff law there has been a continuous protest against
its unjust provisions and oppressive burdens. These protests have
not been confined to the Democratic party, but have arisen from
the membership of the Republican party as well; they have not
been confined to any one section of the country, but have been
so universal that they covered the entire country and came from
every class of people regardless of political affiliations. They
were so strong and numerous within the organization of the
Republican party, which is responsible for its enactment, that
it has become over. its passage an organization of warring fac-
tions, so hostile to each other that reconciliation is hopeless and
disorganization seems inevitable.

The cry of disapproval arose immediately after its passage
and the protests against its injustice have been swelling in vol-
ume from that day until this and promise to continue until it is
modified in accordance with the promises made by both the
party in power and the President when a candidate seeking the
suffrage of the American voters. There was by both a promise
of revision of the tariff downward, and this promise has been
broken by revising it upward, and ignoring the solemn pledges
publicly made. These broken covenants with the people con-
stitute the basis of their mistrust in the administration and the
foundation for their protest against foisting upon them a meas-
ure over their disapproval.

Party infidelity is as reprehensible as individual infidelity
and public betrayal merits rebuke as much as private betrayal,
and the perpetration of either should not escape adequate pun-
ishment at the hands of those whose confidence has been be-
trayed or who are made to suffer therefrom. To-day the Re-
publican party is receiving at the hands of the people whose con-
fidence it forfeited, by failure to keep its plighted faith, the
punishment it has called down upon it by the failure to redeem
its promises.

Within a few days after the passage of the Payne bill the
opposition to it had become so strong all over the country that
the President of the United States, clothed with the influence
and prestige of his high office, began a tour of the country at
the expense of the public in defense of the measure and pro-
claimed it the best revenue law ever enacted, and attempted
to convert the people to its provisions. He considered the
situation so grave, the conditions so critical, the rebellion
within his party so pronounced, that he deemed it necessary,
in order to retain party supremacy, to advise that party
solidarity should be placed above public welfare, in order to
secure public indorsement, and further threatened party
ostracism if approval was not given and allegiance acknowl-
edged. He proclaimed the doctrine that party expediency
required that public good should be subordinated to partisan

supremacy—a doctrine which has never been advocated by
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any of his illustrious predecessors, and a matter which will
return to plague him and his party leaders. But with all
these powerful agencies he was unable to reconcile the mem-
_bership of his party to the measure and secure the approval
of the public. The differences existing within the membership
of his party over the measure were so great that an ocean
couid roll between them, and the hostility so pronounced that
the President with all his power could not pacify the warring
factions or heal the dissensions. Again the ished
leader of the Republican party on the floor of the House, the
author of the measure, Mr. PAYNE, of New York, has deemed
it necessary to come to its defense in order to stay the
stampede of the opposition, -but his effort has also been futile.
Again that ardent standpatter, the illustrious gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. Foroxey], has contributed his voice to the de-
fense of the measure and invited out of the party the Repub-
licans who do not advocate its approval. All of these distin-
guished gentlemen deprecated agitation or discussion of the
tariff for the reason it disturbs the business of the country
and unsettles industrial conditions.

It is not discussion of it that will disturb the business of the
country. Business is already disturbed because of the tariff
itself, and has been ever since its passage, and will continue
to be disturbed until it is settled in accordance with the desire
and the best interests of the American people. TUpon this
great economic question the people have opinions and convic-
tions of their own, which have been acquired by years of ex-
perience and at great cost, and they are determined this great
question shall be settled in harmony with the views of a ma-
jority of them. No question is ever settled until it is settled
right, and the cry of “do not disturb business” will not deter
them from settling this question in the interest of the whole
country and for the benefit of the American people.

The people know now, if they never did before, that it is
neither the intention nor disposition of the advocates of high
protective policies to settle it in the interests of the whole
people, but only in the interests of the favored beneficiaries,
who have thrived and fattened long enough at the expense of
the masses. They know now that the tariff is a tax which the
consumers pay as unearned profits to the owners of protected
industries and which creates and multiplies predatory wealth,
without remuneration to the people from whom it is exacted
and for which they receive no adequate compensatory return.

They know that its inequality of assessment constitutes a
gpecinl privilege, a favor to one class at the expense of the
great majority of people who are denied equal opportunities,
and for this reason it is inimical to the best interests of the
Republie.

The optimistic dreams of the Payne bill, so often revealed
duoring its consideration and since, have failed to materialize,
and the much-vaunted prosperity for which it was asserted it
was an evangel still remains an unrealized prophecy, for which,
it seems, the country waits in vain and remains as an empty
promise, *a cherished hope long deferred.”

The friends of the measure, in their desperation to rescne it
from the scrap pile of failures, resort to dual positions, antago-
nistie to each other, in contradiction of the theory upon which it
is based, and by some unknown process of reasoning flatter
themselves that in its enactment the Republican doctrine of
high protection is fully vindicated and their theory fully sus-
tained, namely, first, that the law is a stand-pat or high-protective
measure, and, second, that it is a tariff-reform measure or
a revision downward. In support of the first proposition they
agsert it eliminates the heresy of tariff reform and firmly estab-
lishes the prineciple of high protection, because it raises on an
average the duties over any tariff law heretofore enacted; that
it maintains inviolate the traditional doctrine of high pro-
tection and they repudiate with scorn the fact that the ultimate
consumer pays the tax; and on behalf of the second proposition
they claim it is a full compliance with public requirements,
because it is a long step in the direction of freer and fairer
trade; that it is an honest performance of the party’s pledge for
a downward revision; that it has largely increased the free
list and enlarged the opportunities for free trade, a thing they
have denounced as the inveterate foe of American labor and
arch enemy of prosperity; that in their eulogium of it they
denounce a low tariff as hostile to prosperity and a base Demo-
cratie doctrine and eloquently praise the Payne law for reducing
the tariff and fulfilling the pledge for a downward revision.
They likewise point with exultant pride to the fact that there
has been a great increase in public revenues from it, and glorify
in that it has lightened the burdens of the tax-paying
public. By their interpretation of its great accomplishments it
is a most remarkable measure. Their inconsistencies sum-
marized are that they denounce a low tariff but claim great

credit for reducing the duties; they denounce free trade as a
dangerous heresy, but boast of largely increasing the free list;
they approve the Chicago platform because it did not promise
a revision downward, and at the same time assure the public
they have compliéd with the platform pledge by giving a down-
ward revision; that it conforms to the desires of the stand-
patters because it increases duties on importations; that it
satisfies tariff reformers because it reduces the tariff on im-
ported articles; that at one and the same time it both reduces
and increases duties on the same articles, They respond to the
charge of increasing prices enormously on the necessaries of
life by replying that the increase of duties has reduced the sell-
ing price of the articles on which they are levied.

By this double somersaulting acrobatic performance its
apostles adjust it to suit any emergency and justify all econdi-
tions. But in the face of all these, the optimistic conditions so
often predicted for it have not been realized and its inspiring
business qualities remain dormant.

When its unjust provisions are assailed, with much confidence
its friends, whenever all other defenses have been exhausted,
assert with unfaltering confidence that it was enacted for the
benefit of the American laborer. This subterfuge is the last
stand at which the protectionists capitulate in its defensa They
deplore the effect on labor if protection is abolished, and advo-
cate it for the laborer’s sole benefit. They fear foreign prod-
ucts made by pauper labor, if the tariff is reduced, will drive
American products from our home markets and turn our labor
out of employment. This bugaboo no longer constitutes a poten-
tial factor; it has run its course and served its purpose, and
served its purpose much too long for the good of the laboring
man. He has watched the ports of entry to prevent the impor-
tation of foreign goods in order to avoid competition with
American-made goods, but overlooked the importation of foreign
laborers, until he found, instead of féreign goods manufactured
by foreign labor displacing our homemade goods in our mar-
kets, that the importation of labor into our industrial enter-
prises has displaced American labor at lower prices and de-
prived the American citizen of employment at home.

Instead of foreign-made goods being imported and undersell-
ing our products and depriving our labor of employment, the
owners of protected industries have imported foreign labor for
employment at lower wages to make American products here at
home, and have by this means driven the American laborer out
of employment and reduced his wages in every industrial center
in the land. The labor of the mines, quarries, mills, and fac-
tories is now performed largely by foreign labor.

If the tariff is levied for the laboring man, he ought to have
it; but under the present system he does not get it, but it has
been used to reduce his wages to the level of foreign wages or
drive him from employment.

For twelve years cheap imported foreign labor has been pour-
ing into this country at the rate of a million a year, driving our
American workmen out of employment in every industrial cen-
ter in the country, and depriving our citizenship of the oppor-
tunities of support. It has been draining our country of its
wealth; it does not come for citizenship, but for gain only. It
hoards its earnings, and on pay day sends back all but a paltry
sum to the country from whence it came., It does not expend
its wages for living, for homes, for education, for the mental,
moral, or social improvement of the communities where em-
ployed ; it remains but a few years, then returns to its native
land, leaving us the poorer because of the experiment. This is
what protection does for the American laborer. There is no
tariff on labor; it is admitted free of duty; it must compete
with all the world—protection for the employer on everything
labor produces against the whole world, with labor on the free
list in open competition with all the world. The price of labor
is regulated by the natural law of supply and demand, aided in
some instances by labor organizations, against which the pro-
tected monopolies are now waging a relentless warfare for their
extermination. So omnipotent protection now feels that it no
longer parades behind a mask or with mailed hands, but out
in the open holdly proclaims its power and asserts its purpose.

If protection is for the benefit of the laborer, give it to him
and do not longer permit his employer to ﬂepri\'e him of it or
u.s;; it to drive him out of employment, as has been done here-
tofore. .

But, sir, there is another feature of the Payne bill which
should forever condemn it in the minds of all fair-minded, jus-
tice-loving people. It discriminates in favor of the rich and
against the poor. TFor its inequalities in this respect it deserves
severe censure, as an Investigation of its schedules will disclose.

On the sparkling diamond of the rich it levies a nominal duty
of 10 per cent, but on its imitation, worn as ornaments by the
poor, it levies a duty of 20 per cent. On the champagne for the
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table of the fastidious it levies a duty of 65 per cent, while on
the clothing worn by the laboring man it levies a duty of 86
per cent. On the fine silk costume of the society belle the tax
is 50 per cent, while on the woolen or worsted garb worn by
the housemaid it is 185 per cent; on the ordinary steel button
for the trousers of the toiler the tariff is 127 per cent, while on
the fine ivory button used on the clothing of the dude it is 57
per cent; on the plain, coarse blanket of the humble the tariff
is 165 per cent, while on the finest and costliest, used by the
exclusive, it is 71 per cent; on the gloves worn by the laborer
the tax is 66 per cent, while on the finest gloves in use it is only
14 per cent; on the carpets used by the owners of fine palaces
the tariff is 50 per cent, while on the cheap carpets used to
adorn the modest homes of the workingman it is 127 per cent.
Such inequalities are found in every feature of the bill

Sir, it has always been a cardinal prineiple in the Democratic
faith that in the making of all tariff schedules the duty should
be lowest on the necessaries of life and highest on the luxuries,
but the Republican party in making the Pdyne bill reversed this
order to the great detriment of a large majority of the Ameri-
can people, and yet its friends declare it was enacted for the
benefit of the poor man. The levy of the enormous tax provided
for in tBe schedules of the Payne bill increases the price of every
article on which it is levied and thereby makes it an instrument
of great oppression to every wage-earner in the land and fur-
nishes the reason for the greatly advanced cost recently of the
necessaries of life. Statistics show that in the last four years
the cost of plain, simple living the necessaries of life have in-
creased 37 per cent, while the increase in wages has only been
11 per cent. In other words, the cost of living has increased
three and one-third times as much as the ability to earn a living.
This increase is due largely to it, and the party in power—
responsible for its passage—must assume the responsibility.

It can not shift it and escape condemnation. To this greatly
enhanced cost of living and want of corresponding increase in
wages can be attributed the recent strikes, lockouts, and shut
downs occurring since the passage of the measure in nearly
every industrial center. They are only the appeals of the em-
ployee to the over-protected employer to give him the tariff
levied on the products he produces, which it is declared was
levied for labor’s benefit.

But leading friends of the measure deny that the recent in-
crease in prices are due to it, and assert the tariff has nothing

.to do with prices, and some have gone so far as to assert that
the higher the tariff the lower the price. A strange doctrine,
a new rule of economics, is here promulgated. Sir, the Repub-
lican party is estopped on this proposition. For many years it
has taught as a cardinal principle of its faith that a high tariff
produced high prices, and from this doctrine it can not dissent
now. It is bound by it, and must assume the responsibility and
bear the odium.

If an increase of the tariff does not increase the price, then
why did the Republican party declare in its last national plat-
form that— :

In all tariff legislation the true prineiple of protection is best main-
tained by the imposition of such duties as will equal the difference
between the cost of production at home and abroad, together with a
reasonable profit to Amerlcan industries.

If it does not increase the price, why did nearly every article
upon which it was levied increase enormously in price imme-
diately upon its passage?

If it does not increase the price of articles on which it is
levied, why did two Republican Members of Congress—Mr.
GARNER, of Pennsylvania, and Mr, FoELKER, of New York—at this
session introduce bills removing the duty on meats, that the
starving thousands all over the land might be able to buy this
necessity of life? If it.does not increase the price of articles
on which it is levied, why when the cities of Portland, Me.,
Boston, Mass., and Chicago, Ill., were destroyed by fire, did
the people of these unfortunate cities petition Congress to
remove the duty on building materials purchased for their
rebuilding, and Congress responded by granting the petitions
in order to relieve the distress of the people of these unfor-
tunate places?

If it does not increase the price on articles on which it is
levied, why did the Republicans of Indiana this year in state
convention assembled adopt a platform declaring that in all
tariff duties levied the duty should only equal the difference
between the cost of production at home and abroad and omit
that part of the Republican national platform, “together with
a reasonable profit to American industries,” and denounce the
present high protection measure as an imposition on the con-
sumers of the country and a moral wrong?

If it does not increase the price of articles on which it is
levied, why have its apostles always declared that it did, and

for that reason asserted it was an evangel of prosperity? If it
does not increase the price of articles on which it is levied, then
why levy it at all?

To the doctrine of increase of price it is committed beyond _
opportunity to shift its position in order to escape responsi-
bility and odinum for the conditions existing to-day, which seri-
ously affect millions of people all over the land and retard the
prosperity of the greatest Nation on earth, blockading its arte-
ries of commerce and anchoring its argosies on every sea in
the world.

From the blind adoration of the protective system of legisla-
tion, due to the propaganda of protection, have grown the
trusts and combinations of trade which control production and
dominate prices on nearly every commodity in our markets,
machines of oppression directed at the consumers, upon whom
these burdens ultimately fall and who are compelled to bear
them all.

For the purpose of perpetuating these burdens on the masses
and to prevent reform legislation, a political machine within
the ranks of the Republican party has been constructed and is
operated systematically to steam roll its measures through Con-
gress and crystallize them into laws. It presents a new and
vital issue called Cannonism. Cannonism is organized Repub-
licanism, machine-made-to-order kind.

It is ealled Cannonism because that is the name given to em-
phasize the issue it presents; it is the word coined to describe
enmity to new methods, opposition to progress, obedience to
special privilege, surrender to selfish interests, encouraged by
long-endured wrongs which are enforced to continue old evils
and prevent needed reforms, subordination of human rights to
property rights, supremacy of the dollar over the man, exten-
sion of monopolistic rights, safeguarding the power of the
trusts, enlarging the power of the selfish interests and special
privileges.

This issue tendered is national in importance and serious in
character, because it involves the constitutional rights of the
people to legislate as they desire in their national Congress, and
whether the people or the machine dominated by the special in-
terests shall rule in this country, and which shall control the
legislative policies of the Republic.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. O'CoNNELL].

Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Chairman, judging from the present
state of mind of the American people, as evidenced each day
through the daily press in all parts of the Nation, and bearing
in mind the series of elections, starting last fall in Massachu-
setts and continuing down through the three congressional vic-
tories of the Democratic party in Missouri, Massachusetts, and
New York, one is forced to the conclusion that there is very
little occasion for reminding this House that the American peo-
ple are very much alive to the question of tariff reform. Two
things are apparently generally accepted by everyone, except
by the managers of the Republican party in Congress, viz, that
the American people elected President Taft and a Republican
Congress with an expressed understanding that the tariif was
to be reduced, and, secondly, that the tariff has not been re-
duced. A year ago in the state election in Massachusetts the
principal issue in the campaign was the failure of the Repub-
lican party to make good its promises to reduce the tariff. The’
people of Massachusetts recordad their displeasure by reducing
a normal Republican majority of 67,000 to 7,000. Later on, in
the Fourteenth Congressional District, Massachusetts again
emphasized her displeasure in a more marked manner by elect-
ing to Congress my colleague [Mr, Foss]. It is quite generally
conceded that the reason for this extraordinary victory was the
displeasure of the people of that rock-ribbed Republican dis-
trict against the Republican party because of its failure to per-
form its promises.

To the student of affairs the victory in New York, where the
people chose a successor to Mr. Perkins in the person of a
Democrat, the same reason largely prevailed, while shortly
before that the increased majority which was given to Mr.
DickinsoN in the distriet represented by the late lamented
Mr. De Armond carries us logically to the conclusion that
just as in Massachusetts, New York, and Missouri the people
spoke in disapproval, so too will they speak in November. The
Ameriecan people feel that they have been cheated. They re-
lied on the Republican party’s promise to revise the tariff
because they believed the tariff could best be reformed by its
friends. They realize now that in this they were grossly de-
ceived. President Taft only yesterday, in an article pub-
lished in one of the big magazines, in an interview given out
by himself, said:

I did not secure all the reductions that I believed ought to be made.
The woolen schedule should have been lower. It was not reduced
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because the combination of the representatives from the manufacturing
and wool-growing sections of the Hast and West had a majority In
Congress which was overwhelming. I finally slgned the bill, not be-
cause it was a perfect tariff; I signed it because it was the best I
could secure under the circumstances and because, all thin con-
sidered, I did not belleve myself justified in holding up the business of
the country for months longer by vetoing this bill on the chance of
getting a better ome.

I believe these few lines more correctly describe the situation
than any words that have been uttered by either friend or foe
of the Payne tariff bill. In these words, uttered by the leader
of the Republican party, is found an indictment against the
present Republican Congress which can admit of but one verdict
on the part of the people when they come to decide next No-
vember, and that verdict can only be expressed by a repudia-
tion of the present Republican Congress and the election of a
Democratic Congress in their place.

It requires no prophet to understand the signs of the times.
On all sides, in the workshop, in the street car, in the railroad
train, in the streets, in the factories, in the homes, the American
people have already become convinced that they will punish
these men who foiled President Taft and who would not pass a
tariff bill in accordance with the promises of their party. The
rebuke administered to the Republican party in Massachusetts
last fall, when it barely escaped defeat, was the forerunner of
the three congressional elections that have occurred since then
and is to be followed up next fall by a complete overthrow of
the Republican party in Massachusetis and the election of the
Democratic ticket on all sides, purely and simply because the
people of that old Bay State will not permit themselves to be
trifled with, either by the Democratic party or the Republican
party. When the Republican party has proved itself faithless
to its trust the people of Massachusetts, regardless of the fact
that they have been followers of the Republican party, will repu-
diate these men who are false to real Republican principles and
will send them to political oblivion.

I have listened here for weeks to the praises sung by the
different leaders of the Republican party. I sat for two hours
listening to the eloquent defense made by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Paysg], the author of the bill. The gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. FoepNEY], the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
LoxeworTH], and a long line of distinguished Republican Mem-
bers, acting as counsel for the defense, have all extolled the vir-
tues of this bill, which President Taft himself says is not the
bill he wanted.

The burden of their tales has been that the Payne bill has
been able to produce a great amount of revenue, but the gen-
tlemen should be reminded that the Republican party was not
elected to power for the purpose of raising an extraordinary
amount of revenue. The people wanted the tariff revised.
They did not ask to have the revenues increased. It is, of
course, a matter of great skill to raise a revenue of $345,000,000,
but the people were not electing men skilled for that purpose.
Senator AvpricH last winter called attention to the fact that
over $£300,000,000 could be saved each year in the running of
this Government. Read this in connection with the fact that
the present tariff bill has raised that amount of revenue, which
oceasions great praise from the Republican party, and we
realize at once that the apostles of high protection are singing
a swan song; that about to die, and on the eve of politieal
death, they still insist on singing the praises of the tariff bill.
The Republican party would have recognized its duties to the
American people by cutting down the expenditure $300,000,000,
and then passing a tariff bill which would not be confronted
with this vast sum to be collected through a revenue imposed by
tariff legislation.

The leaders of the Republican party are unquestionably
right when they say it is impossible to run this Government
without raising large sums of money; but when you are run-
ning it at an extravagance of over $300,000,000 a year, accord-
ing to the testimony of the leading Republican of the Nation,
then has not the hour come to call a halt? Would it not have
been a greater monument to Senator ALprICH to have saved the
American people $300,000,000 a year rather than to have passed
a tariff bill by imposing heavy duties on the necessaries of life,
in which the genfleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] and the
Republican leaders find ocecasion to pride themselves on the fact
that they were able to raise this amount of money to meet these
extravagances?

Robbed of all verbiage, the situation resolves itself into the
fact that Republican extravagance imposes on the Nation $300,-
000,000 more than are necessary, and this sum must be raised
by taxes.

Let me call the attention of the House to the fact that imme-
diately after the passage of the Payne bill last August the
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prices of all the necessary articles of life began to rise, to the
consternation of the American people.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Chairman, I now yield two hours
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, CLARK].

Mr, CLARK of Missourl. Mr. Chairman, the first section of
the sundry civil bill, that is, the one appropriating $250,000 per
annum to create and support a tariff commission, should be en-
titled “A motion to postpone the verdict of the people on the
Payne-Aldrich-Smoot tariff bill to a more convenient season—
more convenient to the stand-pat leaders.” [Applause on the
Democratic side.] It is another effort, a desperate effort, to
once more hoodwink the voters of the land. I believe that
every member of the Committee on Ways and Means, Demo-
cratic or Republican, has either in public or in private, or in
both, an opinion against a tariff commission; for
calling it a board does not change its character. It is a com-
mission, and calling it a board is beating about the bush—
whipping the devil about the stump. Opposition to a tariff
commission was about the only thing on which all the members
of the committee were in agreement. If any member has
changed base, it devolves upon him to give the reason why. If
this tariff commission is established, it will be only another
startling illustration of how far the legislative branch of the
Government has surrendered its constitutional rights to the
executive branch, a process which has gone far in the last
quarter of a century.

It is decidedly interesting to observe the swing of the pendu-
lum in that regard in the last forty-odd years. In the days
of Andrew Johnson the legislative branch encroached upen the
prerogatives of the executive branch until the Executive was
reduced to a nullity, In these latter days, through encroach-
ments of the executive branch, the Congress has fallen from the
high estate of a coordinate branch of the Government to the
despicable position of an animated cash register for the execu-
tive branch. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It mattersnot
whether the Executive operates with the big stick or with a
smile which will not come off [laughter on the Democratic side],
the power of the Congress constantly dwindles, while that of the
HExecutive mounts to imperial, even autocratic, proportions.
Some men are so constituted that so soon as they come into the
presence of the President their courage oozes out, as did that of
Bob Acres. Every new office we create adds to the growing
power of the Executive, and yet we go on constantly augmenting
the bread and butter brigade.

Day in and day out Members rise in their places and anx-
iously inquire if such and such a bill has been recommended or
indorsed by the head of an executive department. If so, they
seem to think it all right. If not so, it is all wrong. They forget
that these heads of departments, who are excellent gentlemen
no doubt, are the mere appointees of the President—head
clerks—and hold office at his pleasure. Some of them could not
be elected to House or Senate from any constituency in the
land, while we hold our commissions directly from the people
for a period of two years, are directly responsible to the people,
and are not responsible to the Chief Executive or any of his
subordinates. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

At the present rate of growth of executive power it will not
be long till an American Cromwell will stalk into this Chamber
at the head of his Ironsides, and, pointing to the mace, roar
out the command which was heard in the English House of
Commons some two hundred and sixty years ago, “Away with
that bauble!" and thereby arrogate to himself all the functions
of government. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

The wisest thing the fathers did was to separate the functions
of government into the legislative, executive, and judicial:
and, mark you, the legislative comes first. The creation of
this tariff commission is an indirect effort to mix the legisla-
tive and the executive, and against that I protest. [Applause
on the Democratic side].

The whole lawful power of the President as to initiating
legislation is found in these words of section 3, Article II, of
the Constitution:

He shall, from time to time, give to the Congress information of the
state of the Union, and recommend to their consideration such measures
as he may judge necessary and expedient.

Having done that, he has exhausted his constitutional power
of initiative, and that means that his recommendations are to be
made to the Congress as a whole, in the open, and not to indi-
vidual Representatives and Senators in private, [Applause on
the Democratic side.]

It is the prerogative of the Congress and not of the President
to pass tariff bills. ¥What he can not do himself he can not do
by deputy.
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Section 8, Article I, which enumerates the powers of the
Congress, opens with these words:

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, dutles,
Imposts, and excises. P

That is the greatest of all the powers granted to the Congress,
for the Supreme Court of the United States did not exaggerate
when it declared that the power to tax is the power to destroy.
Therefore it was eminently proper that the power to tax should
stand first in the list.

Section T, Article I, of the Constitution begins with this
sentence :

All bills for raising revenue shall originate In the House of Repre-
sentatives ; but the Senate may propose or concur with endments as
on other bills, .

Why was the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts,
and excises granted in express terms to the Congress? Because
the fathers had an acute recollection of Charles I and his
ship money, and how the English Parliament had time and
again wrung from reluctant Kings rights and privileges by
making them conditions precedent to voting supplies..

Why did they provide that all bills raising revenue should
originate in the House rather than in the Senate? Clearly
because Members of the House are elected for a period of two
years only, while the Senators hold for six years, so that Repre-
sentatives must appear at the bar of public opinion to render an
account of their words and deeds thrice as often as do the
Senators. It was supposed that their earlier and more fre-
quent accounting would guicken the consciences of Representa-
tives and render them more responsive to the public will,

The makers of the Constitution having devolved upon the
Congress the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and
excises, and having devolved upon the House alone the power
of originating all bills for raising revenue, why should we
ghirk our duty by abdicating our function and by turning it
over to the President and his precious commission?

The President may, if he chooses, recommend any sort of a
tariff bill; the House may originate any kind it sees fit; the
Congress may pass any character of bill it likes; the President
may sign it, veto it, or let it become a law without his signa-
ture. That is the modus operandi, and the only modus operandi
prescribed by the Constitution. By that and for that we should
gtand firm as a rock. The quicker the Congress raises the
standard of revolt against encroachments upon its rights and
prerogatives the better the country will be off. [Applause on
ihe Democratic side.] We hear a vast deal of talk about the
President’'s legislative programme and about “ the President’s
policies.” It is passing strange how situations change in this
world. The fact that Andrew Johnson prated so volubly about
“ my policies” was one of the chief causes of his impeachment;
but the expression “ my policles” in the mouth of Theodore
Roosevelt became the battle ery of a great and triumphant
party. Ever since the 4th day of March, 1837, writers and
orators have poked fun at Martin Van Buren for declaring in
his inaugural address that he intended to walk in the footsteps
of his illostrious predecessor, Andrew Jackson, of blessed mem-
ory. But the same men and their political suecessors who had
hounded Van Buren for seventy-one years for making that re-
mark yelled themselves black in the face for Judge Taft, though
his prineipal argument for election was that he would carry out
the policies of his illustrious predecessor. If the spirits of the
mighty dead take any interest in things sublunary, Martin Van
Duren and Andrew Johnson must extract a wondrous amount
of pleasure from the situation of the present and recent past.

The paragraph appropriating the $250,000 per annum for the
tariff commission begins in this wise: “ To enable the President
to secure information.” If there is a man in the country who
needs information on the tariff question it is the present ami-
able occupant of the White House. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] That is demonstrated by his numerous pro-
nouncements that the present tariff bill is the best ever placed
upon the statute books. That being his opinion, the conclusion
is not strained or far-fetched that his tariff board would ex-
amine the tariff question as certain controversialists examine
the Bible—to find texts to justify and bolster up their pre-
conceived theories and opinions. I am unwilling to vote to
spend $250,000 per annum, or any part thereof, to prove that
the Payne-Aldrich-Smoot tariff bill is the best ever
when a majority of the American people believe it a bad bill
and millions believe it the worst tariff bill ever placed upon
our statute books. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Query:
If it is the best tariff bill ever passed, as the President asserts,
why does he want to spend a quarter of a million of dollars to
pick up information looking to amending it? Either his ver-
dict on the present tariff bill is erroneous or his desire for
money to change it is absolutely unjustifiable.

Remember that the information secured by this tariff com-
mission to be appointed by the President is to be for his sole
and exclusive use in making his recommendations to Congress.
“It is so nominated in the bond.” Remember also that he can
not “originate” a revenue bill; he can not pass it; the House
only can “originate” it, and the Congress only can pass it
This being the case, I submit that if we are to send a roving
commission out to the ends of the earth after facts, the facts
should be submitted to the Congress rather than to the Presi-
dent, for the House may, and in the Sixty-second Congress most
probably will, “originate” a revenue bill without any recom-
mendation from the White House. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.]

Bless your souls, Democrats do not object to information.
We want information correct and unbiased, but we insist that
the information should be submitted to Congress, which alone
has the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex-
cises, and not locked up in the secret archives of the White
House—put in cold storage, so to speak. Amend this section
so that the board shall be elected by the Congress and shall
report the information secured to the Congress, which alone
can pass revenue bills, and I will support it. [Applause on the
Democratic side.] In that way the investigation will not be en-
tirely one-sided.

It may be that the President, in making his recommendations
to the Congress, would graciously state some of the facts
gleaned by his commission, such facts as he deemed proper for
the Congress to know and which would not militate against
the adoption of his measure, though there is nothing whatever
in the language of the section to induce or compel him so to do.
On the other hand, he might make his recommendations with-
out stating any facts whatever, and then use the lash to pass
them through, for one of the Washington papers recently de-
clared that the President was contemplating applying the lash
to certain recalcitrant Republicans. Should he choose to simply
recommend tariff measures without stating the facts—all the
facts—how can the Congress be benefited or enlightened in its
labors by the facts gathered by this commission?

To show that this is a complete waste of public money, we
have only to study the history of our tariff legislation. In 1882,
when General Arthur was President, a tariff commission was
appointed, a majority being protectionists. In due time that
commission filed the following report:

The avernf.e reduction in rates, including that from the emlargement
of the free list and the abolition of the duties on charges and commis-
sions, at which the commission has aimed, is not less on the average
than 20 per cent, and it is the opinlon of the commission that the re-
duction will reach 25 per cent.

In the face of this report of the commission recommending a
large reduction, the Congress proceeded promptly to pass a bill
increasing duties generally, with an average increase of about
10 per cent. The commission proposed and the Congress dis-
posed.

A year or two ago the House raised a special committee tc
investigate the subject of wood pulp and print paper. You,
Mr, Chairman—THon. James R. Maxx, of Illinois—were chair-
man of that committee, which was composed of as good men
as there are in the House. A majority were Republicans. Af-
ter a most exhaustive investigation your committee made a
unanimous report, recommending certain reductions, which were
conspicuous in the conference report on the tariff bill only by
their absence. So outraged were you that you both spoke and
voted against the adoption of the conference report. Had three
more Republicans been as wise as you and had voted against
that conference report the Republican party would not be to-
day in the hole it is in.

Mr. Chairman, while they are reading insurgents out of the
Republican party with such enthusiasm, I have often wondered
why they did not turn you out. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] I know why they did not; they can not spare you. [Ap-
plause.] :

Why is this tariff-commission project being pushed with so
much vigor and so much epthusiasm? Because of the wide-
spread dissatisfaction with the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill, and the
equally widespread belief that the Republicans have not re-
deemed their ante-election promises. This dissatisfaction and
this belief are both clearly manifest in the Indiana Republican
state platform recently adepted. By appropriating this $250,000
for a tariff commission the Rlepublicans practically say to the
country : “In 1908 we promised to revise the tariff down. That
was to get in. Having won, we revised the tariff up in 1909,
We were a lot of ignoramuses then. Now we beg of you good
people to give us a chance to inform ourselves, and when we
are sufficiently informed we will, some time in the sweet by and
by, revise the tariff down. [Applause.] ‘It may be for years
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and it may be forever,” but we will do it some time if you will
only give us another lease of power.” [Applause.] Of course
you will not state your plea in precisely that blunt way, but the
meaning will be the same,

I take it that the Washington Star is good Republican au-
thority. In a long article in its issue of May 10, it states that
this campaign is to be fought out on the promise that if this
$250,000 appropriation for a tariff commission is made there
will be an extra session of Congress in March or October, 1911,
to revise the tariff downward, provided the information to be
gecured by the commission is obtained in time; and if not, then
the extra session of Congress is to be called in March, 1913.
Can the people be fooled by such a transparent trick as that?
1f so, it will be a fine illustration of the cynical philosophy of
the late lamented Phineas T. Barnum that a sucker is born
every minute and that the public really likes to be humbugged.
[Laughter.]

I have no doubt that there will be an extra session of Con-
gress—of a Democratic Congress—in March, 1913, called by a
Democratic President. [Applause.] So that spending $250,000
per annum to educate President Taft on the tariff guestion is
wasteful and ridiculous excess. By the time he learns his tarifl
lesson he will be a private citizen [applause], in which station
I wish him all the blessings this world can bestow. [Applause.]

One thing more as to this expensive tariff commission: What
has become of the much-vaunted economies which this admin-
istration was going to bring about in jig time? Have they gone
glimmering, along with Republican promises in the campaign
of 1908 of tariff revision downward? Is the finding of new ways
to squander the public money by the quarter-million dollars
per annum the plan on which Republican economy is to be
worked out? Notwithstanding all the high-sounding pronuncia-
mentoes about economy under this administration, the Washing-
ton Times in an able editorial recently declared that the ap-
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, will exceed
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, by
something like $20,000,000. Every Member should read that
startling editorial carefully and prayerfully before he votes in
favor of this $250,000 appropriation for a tariff commission,
which somebody has declared is intended as a life-preserver
for the Republicans in the impending campaign, and which is
really a tariff kindergarten for the President. [Laughter and
applause on the Democratic side.]

REPLY TO MR. CHAIRMAN PAYNE.

During this debate we have witnessed a spectacle perhaps
without parallel in the annals of Congress. First we heard the
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee and Republican floor leader, make a
vitriolic attack on the speech of the Hon. JONATHAN PRENTISS
DoLLiver, a Republican Senator from the State of ITowa, recently
delivered insthe city of Des Moines, both speeches being upon
the subject of the tariff, a subject which will not down at any
man's bidding, and which, like the poor, we have with us always.
Nobody appointed me to defend Senator Dorriver. This much,
however, I will say for him: I have for years regarded him
as the greatest orator in the Republican party. Since the
debate on the tariff bill in the Senate last year I have rated
him as one of the ablest debaters among Republicans. I would
travel far to hear a discossion on the stump between him and
the gentleman from New York. [Applause.]

Mr. SCOTT. How far would the gentleman travel to witness
a tariff debate between the Senator from Texas [Mr. BALEY]
and the gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. Bryan? [Applause on
the Republican side.]

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would not travel 10 miles. I
know as much about the tariff as both of those statesmen put
together. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. SCOTT. I understand, then, that the willingness of the
gentleman to travel so far to hear debate between the Senator
from Jowa [Mr. Dorrivee] and the gentleman from New York
t[aMf&?PArm] is because he might obtain information on the

r

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. No, indeed.

Mr. KEIFER. I want to remind the Chair that the speaker
ggg::t not to say unpleasant things of a Senator of:-the United

ates.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am not. I will tell you why I
would take that long trip to hear the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Pay~Ne] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER]
discuss the tariff,. When they got through the country for a
great distance round about would be so thoroughly saturated
with oil that you would not dare to strike a match in the
neighborhood, and it would not be oil out of the corporosity
of the Senator from Iowa, either. [Laughter and applause on
the Democratic side.]

The next day we heard the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
ForpneY], and I always take off my hat to him. He is the
Marshal Ney of the army of protection in the United States.
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] If I be-
lieved in a high tariff, I would strike hands with Brother
ForpyeEY., He is the only one of the whole crowd that has nerve
enough to stand up and say what he believes, and that is, that
where an article can be made in the United States its like shall
not be imported in here at all. [Laughter.] A good many of
the rest of you believe that, but you have not the gall to say it.
[Applause and laughter on the Democratic side.]

The next day I heard the Republican gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. ForpNEY] make a vicious assault on the Republican
boss of Indiana, Senator BEVERIDGE, by reason of a speech that he
just made at Indianapolis, A debate on the tariff question
on the stump between Brother ForpNEY and Senator BEVERIDGE
would double discount any vaudeville show ever pulled off.
[Laughter and applause.] That would be what Horace Greeley
used to call “ very interesting reading.”

Mr. NYE. How far would you go to hear that?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A good long distance. And I volun-
teer an opinion that when they got through with it you wonld
be minus a Senator. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I
JIJIave enough of the esprit du corps about me to stand by the
{ouse.

When I heard the Republican gentleman from New York
assail the Republican Senator from Iowa, when I heard the Re-
publican Member from Michigan assail the Republican Senator
from Indiana, when I read in the newspapers the other day
where Mr. Speaker CanrNox said that the insurgents did not
deserve honorable death by shooting, but that they ought to
be hung [laughter and applause on the Democratic side], when
I heard the Republican Member from Massachusetts [Mr. AMEs]
make an attack on my worthy Republican friend from New York
[Mr. Payn~e], and when I heard the Republican gentleman from
New York [Mr. Fisua] assault the Speaker and his household
troops, I recalled the words of the psalmist, “ Behold how good
and how pleasant it is for brethren to dwell together in unity.”
There also came to my mind the guestion now ringing through
the land, What is a Republican? [Loud applause and laughter
on the Democratic side.]

Not long since, so the story runs, the Devil met an aged
preacher and fried to convince him that he was God Almighty.
The old man was skeptical. His Satanic Majesty said, “ Name
three things the hardest to do that you can think of, and I will
convince you by doing them right before your face.” That
seemed fair, and the old man said, “ Remove that big oak
tree.” Instantly the lightning struck it and split it into a thou-
sand fragments. The preacher said, “ Remove that mountain.”
Quick as a flash an earthquake came and the mountain was
leveled with the plain. The Devil smiled sardonically and re-
marked, “That's good—two best out of three!"™ Then the
preacher smiled in turn and eaid, “ Now, Mr. Devil, tell me,
What is a Republican?” and the Devil took to the woods and
hasn’t been seen since.

I am glad of it, as I want nothing to do with * Old Hornie.”
[Great laughter and applause on the Democratic side.]

Since Mr. Chairman PAYNE bore down so heavily on Senator
Dorriver, who, under the rules of the House, can not be heard
to reply in this forum, it is only fair to DoLLivER to quote some
of his tersest sentences, and here they are:

The pew rates and classifications in the cotton schedule operate to
increase duties very materially on most cotton cloths used for women's
and children's summer wear, and on all mercerized cottons, figured
curtain and upholstery fnods, tapes, cords, etec. In fact, the Aldrich
revision of this schedule was one of the most daringly iniquitous
features of the new tariff.

The refusal of ALDRICH to permit a proper revislon of the wool and
woolen schedule, with Its excessive rates upon the necessities of life,
the consumption value of which amounts to over $700,000,000 per
cl_;r.[ tu[vas without doubt the worst feature of Payne-Aldrich tariff
egislation.

The silk schedule, which advanced rates on goods the value of which
was $106,742,646 and decreased on only $7,947,068, was defended on
the ground that all were * luxuries,” and yet they are now commonly
used by almost every girl and woman in the land in some form or
other, for dresses, shirtwaists, underskirts, and hats, and for men’s
and boys' neckties and suit linings, and by most people are no longer
considered luxuries.

There is the item of bituminous coal, amounting to $032,344,733, of
which we export seven times more than we import, and on which the
remarkable reduction of 22 cents per tom was made—for the benefit
on!f of the Atlantic seaboard manufacturers, who may thereby get
their coal a little cheaper from Nova Scotia.

The production of agricultural im}slements is largely in the hands of
a trust, and the trifiing reduction of 5 per cent on these products was
merely for the purpose of attempting to fool the farming community.

They are not such big fools as they are assumed to be.

So far as the public is concerned, the tariff revision in faét carrles
rates as high, or hlﬁher. than the Dingley tariff law on most articles
of ﬁneral use In their finished condition. Most of the reductlons were
80 trivial as to be ridiculous, and were either upon articles which we
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do not import to any extent (but, on the contrary, in enermouns
quant!tiesrq:r were for the pu:gosn of further protec the manufae-
turers especially, by redu the duties on_raw materl while most

of the rates on finished p
standard or were increased.

In making his speech in defense of his tariff bill Mr. Chair-
man PAYSE appeared to be performing a disagreeable task.
He did not exhibit his usual enthusiasm or his old-time felicity

ucts were either kept at the Dingley tarilf

of expression. He seemed fo be in about as cheerful a frame

of mind as a lawyer appointed by the court to defend without
fee a man that he feels certain will be convicted and hanged.
[Laughter and applause.] Clearly, it was to him a repulsive
job, but it had to be gone through with some way. He ap-
peared to think as did Macbeth when about tg murder Duncan:
“If it were done, when 'tis done, then 'twere well it were done
quickly.,” [Laughter.]

Mr. Chairman PAYNE was evidently in a very fretful state.
He not only assailed Senator DorLriveg, but he denounced the
Chicago Tribune as a free-trade paper, a most preposterous per-
formance, and gave the Saturday Evening Post a short-arm
jolt which will not make it love him any better. The trouble
with him is that the majority of the papers are against his bill,
which he evidently considers a heinous crime. After denouncing
everybody who objected to his bill as a liar and a slanderer, he
did the very sensible thing of reading several extracts from my

hes and writings. It would add considerably to his stock
of general information if he would read them all. Mr. Chair-
man PAYNE seems to be afllicted with a new disease, * intermit-
tent forgetfulness.” He remembered with great vividness the
gsoup houses of 1893 and 1894, but when it came to the soup
houses of 1907, a very recent occurrence, and the soup houses
of 1873, his memory failed him utterly. It does not need any
psychologist or phrenologist to account for this state of mind on
his part, the reason being that the soup houfes of 1873 and 1907
were under Republican administrations and under tariff Inws
passed by the Republican party, while the soup houses of 1893,
though the outgrowth of a panic caused by a Republican tariff
bill, sprang up while a Democratic President was in oifice.
The gentleman complains of what he calls slanders about the
MeKinley bill and the Dingley bill, but human ingenuity and
malice combined never invented a more stupendous slander
than the one so often repeated that the panie of 1803 was pro-
duced by the Wilson tariff bill, which was not enacted into law
until August, 1894. v

The gentleman: from New York sald:
ective resent 1 he

mlrﬁlégn:uan?:xfr?tb nt?nmgrotthe Govet:;ﬁntmv:ltgout rtas::{m? r;:lsbo:d:
at a high rate of Interest in time of peace.

If that be true, how did it happen that in February, 1803,
Mr, Secretary of the Treasury Charles Foster, a Republican
appointed by President Benjamin Harrison, went before a
ecommittee of Congress and asked for the authority fo issue a
large quantity of bonds? How did it happen that for the last
two years of the life of the Dingley bill there was a large
deficiency in the revenues? How did it happen that, in the
fall of 1907, the Secretary of the Treasury issued a batch of
3 per cent certificates, there being no difference between a
certificate and a bond except in name? All these things were
done in a time of profound peace, and yet when the gentleman
from New York made that glaring misstatement of facts of
history there was applause on the Republican side. BSuch state-
ments as that of the gentleman from New York may deceive
somebody somewhere who does not kmow the history of our
country, but it will not deceive anybody here, and the applause
of the Republicans was in the nature of whistling in a grave-
yard to keep their courage up. The gentleman declared that
they put up the tariff on hoslery and as a consequence the
price of hosilery has gone down. Then he declared that they
put up the tariff on wines, and as a consequence the price of
wines had gone up. He seems to have been playing both ends
against the middle, for it must be apparent to any sane man
that, if putting up the tariff on hosiery made the price of
hosiery go down, then by the same token, putting up the tariff
on wine would have made the price of wine go down. Con-
sistency, thou art a jewel!

That statement of Mr. Chairman Payxm about Republican
tariff bills always producing abundant revenues is of a plece
with the monstrous fable in the Republican platform of 1904
that “a Democratic tariff is always followed by business ad-
versity.”

No matter what the papers say, no difference how the people
complain, or how prices soar, Mr. Chairman PAYNE continues
to assert that his bill is the best of all the tariff bills ever
enacted since the pirates of Tarifa gave the word tariff to the
Jexicons of the world, just as every crow thinks her crow the
blackest. [Laughter.]

The gentleman from New York iniroduced the subject of
sugar to illustrate the good effects of his tariff bill. I thank
him for doing that. There is no one schedule in that bill
that Is more outrageous than Schedule E, the sugar schedule.
He assumes great credit for himself and his Republican yoke-
fellows becaunse they reduced the tariffi on refined sugar from
$1.95 a hundred to $1.90. In the first place, the reduction of
5 cents a hundred is so small that every man with common
sense knows that the consumer will never be benefited by it in
any degree whatsoever. The duty on raw sugar is $1.6%1 a
hundred. Under the Dingley law the differentinl between the
duty on raw sugar and refined was 26} cents a hundred pounds.
Under the Payne-Aldrich-Smoot bill there is a differential of
21} cents a hundred pounds. Refined sugar is sugar which
tests 06 degrees by the polariscope, which is an accurate
scientifie instrument for ascertaining the guantity of saccharine
matter. The gentleman from New York says: *“96-degree
sugar is only 96 pounds of pure sugar to the hundred and they
ean not recover all the pure sugar; they lose something besides
the 4 pounds,” From that sentence it seems that he thinks
that they lose 4 pounds because it is 96-degree sugar. They
do not lose anything because it is 96-degree sugar, for they
sell the 100 pounds as pure sugar. So that he is clearly wrong
about that loss of 4 pounds. The truth about it is this: 100
pounds of raw sugar make 93 pounds of refined sugar, a loss
of 7 pounds. Theoretically the refiners pay $1.68% a hundred
tariff on raw sugar, which is not a loss of 14 cents a hundred as
he states, but only 11.795 cents per hundred which, when sub-
tracted from 21} cents, the differential, leaves 9.705 eents profit
on the hundred pounds. To this must be added the value of 7
pounds of by-produets, which wonld give the true differential on
100 pounds of refined sungar, which would be in the neighborhood
of 12 cents. This is the theory. In praetice the sugar trust man-
ages, in one way or another, to beat the producers of raw sugar
out of a large part of the tariff of $1.68], to which they are
entitled under the law.

But this is not the worst part of the sugar gouge. The
great gouge in the sugar business is in the color test, stated In
the law as “16 Dutch standard.” The color of sugar has ab-
solutely nothing to do with the guantity of saccharine matter
in it, and yet this Payne bill, as did the Dingley bill, provides
the color test. That is, if the sugar is above 10 Dutch stand-
ard in whiteness, it must be taxed as refined sugar. That s,
instead of coming in at a tariff doty of $1.68% per 100 pounds,
it must pay the duty of $1.00 a hundred. Everybody that
knows anything about it knows that raw sugar, which we used
to call brown sugar, some of which was almost white, is just
as good, if not better, for every purpose except table use as re-
fined sugar. So that, if it were not for this color test in the
Payne bill, which is a gross outrage on the econsumers, at least
70 per cent of all the sugar used in the United States would be
raw, or brown sugar. It would be used, in fact it would be
preferred, by housewives for making jams, preserves, cakes,
pies, and all sorts of sweetmeats. Now remember that the dif-
ference between the duty on refined sugar and raw sogar Is 21}
cents a hundred pounds. We consume in this country an-
nually about 3,600,000 long tons of sugar, a leng ton being
2,240 pounds. That makes 8,064,000,000 pounds of sugar. Of
hundredweights it makes 80,640,000; 70 per cent of that is
56,448,000 hundredweights, which, multiplied by 21% cents, the
differential between the tariff on raw sugar and the tariff on
refined sugar, amounts to the enormous sum of $12,136,320 per
annum. That is a very low estimate of the amount of money
that the people of the United States are gouged out of every
year by the trick of the Dutch standard color test, which, I
repeat, has absolutely nothing on earth to do with the saccha-
rine quality of the sugar.

The guestion naturally arises in the mind of every man as to
why this color test is put into the sugar schedule. It is put
there for the purpose of forcing everybody to use refined sugar
instead of raw sugar, to give the Sugar Trust the rake-off of
21% cents a hundredwelght on all the sugar used. In this con-
nection it should be remembered that this color test, which
costs the American people about $12,000,000 every year, does
not benefit the producer of raw sugar to any extent what-
soever—not to the extent of a nickel. To demonstrate how
complete is the swindle it is only necessary to state that some
producers of raw sugar produce an article so white that it is
above this 16 Duteh standard in color, and in order not to
be compelled to pay on raw sugar the higher duty on refined
sugar they actually put molasses or some other coloring matter
into it to reduce it below the 16 Dutch standard in color. The
tenderness of the makers of the Payne tariff bill for the Sugar
Trust is an astonnding fact when we consider the history of
the sugar trust in its dealings with the United States Govern-
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ment, and I repeat that, while this color test costs the con-
sumers about twelve millions a year, it does not profit the pro-
ducers of raw sugar one cent. [Applause on the Democratic
side.]

Nor is the whole of this gouge as to the differential. The 213
cents differential given the refiner is based on the assumption
that all raw sugar imported pays a duty of $1.65% per hundred-
weight, which is not the truth by any manner of means. In 1907
out of 3,980,000,000 pounds of dutiable sugar imported 3,165,000,-
000 pounds paid $1.65 per hundredweight or less, leaving but
815,000,000 pounds to pay the full rate of §1.68% per hundred-
weight. It is still further to be noted that more than 2,900,-
000,000 pounds came in from the Philippines or Cuba with a
concession of 20 per cent. Hence more than three-fourths of
the import came in at $1.32 per hundredweight, instead of
$1.68%, which more than doubles the profits to the refiners
which I have worked out before. But added to all this is the
"1,000,000,000 pounds of sugar from Hawaii which pays no duty
whatever, but enures to the advantage of the Sugar Trust by
increasing its differential on refined sugar. To this must be
added the further rake-off on 800,000 tons of free sugar from
the Philippines permitted under the new law.

The gentleman from New York seems to argue that the lower
the tariff on an article the higher will be the price to the con-
sumer, and vice versa., That, of course, is utterly preposterous
and is fully answered by asking the simple guestion: If the
tariff does not put up the price of an article, what do the pro-
ponents of the tariff want with it? To prove his absurd theory
he cites the fact that, though the tariff on Iumber was reduced
from $2 a thousand to $1.25 a thousand, the price of lumber has
gone up. It is true that before the last of us got out of Wash-
ington in August, 1009, the lumber trust marked up the price of
lumber §1 a thousand, and if the Department of Justice had
done its duty it 'would by this time have filled the jails so full
of lumber trust magnates that their arms and legs would stick
out at the windows and the doors. [Applause on the Demo-
cratie side.] It seems to be a pleasant occupation to convict
farmers and members of labor unions for violating the antitrust
law, but that law appears to be absolutely a dead letter when
it is violated by big criminals. [Applause on the Democratic
side.]

In one breath the gentleman from New York glorifies his
bill because it shuts out importations. In the next he glorifies
it because it has increased importations. If he does not look
out he will be read out of the party, if not proseeuted for lese
majeste, for rejoicing about the increase of importations; that
is, if the American Economist and the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. ForpNEY] voice the true Republicanism. The gentleman
from New York must take one horn of the dilemma or the
other. He can not take both. He can not perform the impossi-
ble feat of riding at the same time two horses going in opposite
directions. Greater men than he have come to grief by essaying
that caper, and he was not built for equestrian stunts, anyway.
He must either take the position that a tariff bill is good just
in proportion as it shuts out importations, or that it is good
precisely in proportion as it permits importations. It is true
that in the months of August, September, October, and Novem-
ber, 1509, the importations exceeded the importations for the
same menths in 1908, but that was because the importers were
unwise enongh to believe that the Republicans would really re-
duce the tariff. Consequently they held back their importations
in order to secure the lower rates which they expected, but at
last they were compelled to bring in thelr goods, whether the
rates were lowered or not, which produced an increased impor-
tation in the months named. It is also true that the im-
portations in February and March, 1910, were increased, and
that was because the importers were fearful that the Aldrich
maximum tariff would go into effect, more or less, on the 31st
day of March. So they rushed in their importations.

Every right-thinking American ecitizen would rather use
American-made goods and articles of every kind than to use
foreign-made goods and articles of the same kind, provided
they can purchase the American articles at a fair price, allow-
ing a reasonable profit to the producers thereof, but they are
unwilling to pay exorbitant prices for American goods. The
reasons I have stated above fully account for the increase of
importations under the Payne bill. Here is a ecurious fact
upon which the gentleman from New York might turn his
luminous mind and of which he may be able to give some
kind of an explanation. .

ME. PAYNE ON STOCKINGS.

To read the gentleman's reasons for the raise on stockings

calls for tears and then for smiles. Hear him:

What did we find? In the first place, turning to book imy
duties on stockings, we found that ?)t g:.’rtuln sizes twog-rtmrds ?} aupgct

at‘?m“ worn by all women and children In the country were made in
.

If this were true, a sufficient answer would be to say that our
women and children are entitled to wear the stockings of their
choice, whether made in Germany, Africa, or the United States.

But with all respect to the gentleman from New York, the
statement Is not true. The book on import duties referred to
by him says nothing whatever about sizes; does not say a word
about women's and children’'s stockings; does not say that two-
thirds of all the stockings worn by all of our women and chil-
dren came from Germany. The book he referred to is as silent
as the grave on these questions. In that book we find this
heading, “ Stockings, Hose, and Half Hose,” and there is not a
word about sizes, and not a word limiting these articles to
women’s and children’s stockings. This book tabulates the im-
portations of all stockings, hose, and half hose for a number of
years, scheduling them according to law by values per dozen

airs.
: Now, let us examine the proposition that two-thirds of all the
stockings worn by all the women and children of the country
were made in Germany, irrespective of where the Information
came from,

We have about 90,000,000 people in this country, and the
women and children in all probability number four-fifths of that
number, or about 72,000,000. A moderate estimate would give
an average of four pairs a year for each woman and ehild, or
288,000,000 palrs of stockings consumed in the United States.
The gentleman from Michigan lamented that he could not go
into the stocking question, and therefore may have some figures
bearing on this footing.,

Now, what did we import in 1907 of stockings, hose, and half
hose? Here is the table as taken from the Book of Imports
referred to by the gentleman.

TABLE OF IMPORETS FOR 1907.
The table gives dozens of palrs, which I have converted into palrs—
Palra.

Valued at not more than $1.00 per dozen 20, 391, 324
Valued at not more than $1.50 per dozen e — 13, 868, 316
Valued at not more than §2.00 pe 15, 963, 312
Valued at not more than $3.00 per doZeNe e cmacceee. 1, 677, 196
Valued at not more than $5.00 per dozen 342, 936
Valued at more than $5.00 per dozen 76, 648

Total Imports. 61, 219, 632

Our total import would not have given one pair of socks or
stockings to each of our men, women, and children, nor would
it have given one pair of stockings each to all our 72,000,000
women and children. -

All our population consumes more than 360,000,000 pairs of
hose and stockings per annum, and all our women and children
consume more than 288000,000. Admitting that our imports
of -61,000,000 pairs come from Germany—which is not true—it
follows that from 220,000,000 to 300,000,000 pairs are made at
home. In other words, from three-fourths to five-sixths of all
the hose and stockings worn by all our people, or by all our
women and children, are made by American manufacturers.
Looked at from any angle you please, that two-thirds of all the
stockings worn by the women and children of our country is
either a joker or a joke.

Now, what was the real reason for the raise on stockings?
It will be hard to make the American people believe that it was
because “ 30,000 or 40,000 young women were walking wp and
down the streets working only half time,” as the @stinguished
gentleman from New York put it. Not a bit of it. Look at
the table and you will see that 057,000,000 pairs of cheap
stockings were imported—or about one-fourth the consump-
tion—a fact that made it possible for the poorer people to buy
three pairs of stockings for a half dollar. Nearly the whole
import was of the cheaper grade—the very grades raised by
the present law. Why were they raised? To give the young
women work? No. The reason was—and the table shows it—
that on all stockings valued at more than $2 per dozen the
Dingley rates were prohibitive, and the object of the raise
was to make this prohibition good on all stockings. This is
the whole stocking question in a nutshell. To give Ameriean
manufacturers the monopoly on the stocking trade, and not to
help young women, was the real reason. The raise was made
to help factory owners and not their employees, and in a
short time stockings at two pairs for a guarter, or three pairs
for a half dollar—the popular stockings of the world—will be a
matter of history and not of trade.

The gentleman from New York further says that he only
raised these cheaper grades 1.8 cents per pair and that he
“would be ashamed to look an honest working woman in the
face if he had not stood for that increase.” This sounds well
as an excuse, but is very misleading. The Book of Imports gave
the unit value for the 29,000,000 pairs of the cheapest hose or
stockings at 96 cents per dozen pairs, or 8 cents a pair. The
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Dingley tariff on these 29,000,000 pairs was 50 cents a dozen
pairs and 15 per cent, or 4.78 cents per pair, or 67.11 per cent ad
valorem. The raise of 1.8 cents of the Payne-Aldrich-Smoot
bill will make these same stockings cost 8 cents plus 4.78 cents
plus 1.8 cents or 14.58 cents per pair, or 89.75 per cent. The
gentleman from New York boasts that while raising the tariff
on hosiery he also raised the tariff on whisky and wines.
Oh! yes. You raised whisky and other spirits from 70.69
per cent to 89.15 per cent, while you raised the cheapest stock-
ings from 67.11 per cent to 89.75 per cent, and the next two
grades of the cheaper stockings to a still higher per cent.
WOOLEN GOODS.

According to the dulcet song of Mr. Chairman PAYNE the cost
of clothing has been reduced by his bill. An eminent writer in
: 1ﬁrem: magazine discourses on the prices of woolen goods as

ollows :

This summer the wearers of men's ready-made clothing will pay
throughout the United States an ag te of $120,000,000 more than
ever before. Directly after schedule & % " of the Payne-Aldrich bill was
settled last August, the woolen manufacturers sent out to the manufac-
turers of clothing notice of a 80 per cent advance In prices of cloth.
The manufacturers of clothing say they can not afford to é:a:r that ad-
vance. They pass It on to the consumer, who is compelled to. It has
been distributed through every city and village in the United States.
B{ a markin u&: of tpr ces the $10 suit has become $12.50, the £15 sult
; 8, and thag$2 sult $25. The man that has to have it will still find a

10 guit. But most of It will be shoddy.

During the tariff debate Congress received a communication from the
Cincinnati Clothiers’ Assoclation urging a reduction in the tariff on
woolen and worsted which was not granted. The Cincinnati
association said: * Not in fifty years has the cloth handled in our trade
been of so inferior a quality for the price as mow. The masses, consist-
ing of laborers, mechanics, and farmers, the real users of ready-made
clothing, are receiving practically no value for their money. The quali-
ties and colorings are so poor that In many instances the colorings fade
and cockle, and in the manufacture of garments give positively no satis-

faction to the wearer.”
but everything else that the workingman

Not only the sult of eloth
uses, has gone up In price. he denim overalls that he formerly pur-

chased for cents are now T5H cents, and his cotton shirt has advanced
from 50 cents to 75 cents and $1. He is still offered a 50-cent shirt, but
it is made of a poor flimsy fabric in which he really can not afford to
invest if he has the price of better quality.
ESTIMATES.
In the estimate used by me in the article referred to in his
by the gentleman from New York, I gave the duties
which would probably be collected under the Payne-Aldrich-
Smoot bill as $334,758,344. The duties actually collected in
1907 under the Dingley bill were $320,109,342, This would
make the increase over the Dingley duties $5,649,002, or 1.71
per cent increase, or in round numbers nearly 2 per cent. The
distingnished gentleman attempted to ridicule these figures and
adduced figures showing, if the newspaper report of his speech
is correct, that the present law on an ad valorem basis had
reduced rates 7.7 per cent. But let us go back to estimates
for a minute.

The Finance Committee issued at least four books of compara-
tive revenues of the House bill, the Senate bill, the conference
report, and the Dingley bill. Print No. 2 of this series of
books or estimates gave the estimated revenue under the pro-
posed bill at $339,003,721, or an increase over the Dingley
revenues for 1907 of $9,804,378, or 3.06 per cent. If the Finance
Committee, backed by all the mathematical talent of the cus-
toms department, made the raise 3.06 per cent, my estimate
of 1.71 per cent is the more conservative and accurate of the two.

But in print No. 4 of this series of estimates, after weeks of
time had elapsed, a final and revised estimate is presented
which gave the estimated duties under the present law at $332,-
750,688, or an increase over the Dingley law of $3,633,247, or
1.10 per cent. There you have it. The admitted estimate of
the Republican party, the one upon which they stood and went
before the country upon a printed volume called “ Estimated
Revenues,” placed the increase of the new law over the old
law at 1.10 per cent; my calculation placed it at 1.71 per cent,
while print No. 2 of the “ Estimated Revenues” placed it at
3.06 per cent. And as the gentleman from New York admits,
the actual low rate as presented by the custom figures for the
first eight months of the present fiscal year owes its reduction
in large part to the increased prices of the imported articles.

The actual valuation of all imports for the eight months end-
ing February, 1910, as given by the Department of Commerce
and Labor, were $513,351,000, of which something more than
one-half were subject to specific rates, and very nearly one-half
to either a flat ad valorem rate or a rate compounded of the
specific and ad valorem. It is, of course, impossible to show
with any degree of accuracy how much the unit value on the
imported articles has been increased by high prices. It is cer-

tain that the unit value of automobiles imported jumped in
1910 to $1,900 apiece, while in 1909 it was $1,800, an increase
of nearly 6 per cent; the unit value of other articles has in-
creased much more than this, going as high in some cases as

30 per cent. Assuming a 15 per cent increase of unit value
on all the imported articles affected by an ad vaolrem or a
compound rate and making a corresponding decrease of duties,
it will be found that the actual increase for the eight months
ending February, 1910, over the corresponding eight months
ending February, 1909, is approximately 1.81 per cent, and if
the comparison be made with the nine months ending Feb-
ruary, 1908, the increase will exceed 2 per cent. So much for
the estimate of 1.71 per cent increase.

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman permit a guestion?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly.

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to know if the gentleman argues
that because a greater sum is collected under the operation of
the Payne law than was collected during a similar time under
the operation of the Dingley law, the conclusion to be reached,
therefore, is that the average rate in the Payne law is higher
than in the Dingley law.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would not have taken that as a
basis, I will say very frankly, if the Republican arithmeticians
of the House and Senate had not taken it in that way.

Mr. SCOTT. Is it not quite likely that a reduction of duty
might result in an increase in the revenue?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is entirely true.

Mr. SCOTT. As long as that is true, then the argument I
understand the gentleman seeks to make falls to the ground.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am making it on the same identic-
al basis that the calculations of the gentleman from New York
were made.

Mr. SCOTT. But the gentleman ought not to give the caleun-
lations of the gentleman from New York——

Mr. PAYNE. Ob, I did not make it on any such authority.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know the gentleman did not
make it at all. Neither did I. Your calculations were made for
you by your 22 experts and mine were made for me by my one
expert.

Mr. PAYNE. I made it on actual results—what was im-
ported under the old law and what was imported under this.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am taking the figures of these
Republican experts that you have.

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, the gentleman must remember that these
figures were made before there were any imports under this
law and before they had figured any imports under this law.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That last table was made several
weeks after the bill was passed.

Mr. PAYNE. They had no returns under the law then.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know, but the gentleman is bound
by his own arithmeticians.

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, fiddlesticks!

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They are your own witnesses, and
you come in here and hop onto me about making improper
arithmetical calculations, and I thought I would give you a dose
of your own medicine. [Laughter and applause on the Demo-
cratic side.]
iMr. PAYNE. And please remember the 25 per cent addi-
tional.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am glad the gentleman said that.
I know, and every Member of this House knows, that at this
very minute there is a row brewing between the United States
and Canada on the subject of wood pulp and print paper.

Now, I would like to read from a good Republican witness,
when I ean find one who is reliable, and I think the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. MAxN] is reliable, He was interviewed about
that the other day, and here is what he said:

In discussing the action of the Treasury Department, Mr. MaxN sald

Pt

o I{;-vlew of the Canadian situation and the actlon of Quebec and
severnl other provinces forbidding exportation of pulp wood cut on
public lands, we can adopt one of these different policies.”

Now, I want the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] to
listen ; he may get a dose of that maximum yet.

First, pass an act of Congress taking off the duty on paper coming
from any province—

Now, is the gentleman willing to do that?

Mr. PAYNE., Take off the duty on paper?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Print paper and wood pulp.

Mr. PAYNE. No, I am not. [Applause on the Democratic
side.]

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is exactly what I wanted you
to say, and I knew you would say, if I got you mad enough.

Mr. MANN says:

b i act of Congress takl off the duty on paper coming from
anraﬁ-o%?nca which :egrmits men%m exportat{on oF ;?Elp wood? wood

, and paper,
» econd, %eﬂﬁilate a reciprocity treaty with Canada to the same end.

Are you willing to do that?
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Mr, PAYNE. I am perfectly willing for the administration,
the Ixecutive, whose duty it is, to negotiate a reciprocity treaty
with Canada.

Mr, CLARK of Missourl. Did you put the matter up to him
in the extraordinary sessions you have had with him?

Mr. PAYNE. I have told the President the same I am telling
you—m

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. Now I will ask you another——

Mr. PAYNE. Exactly the same thing; there is no difference
between the President and myself on the subject.

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. No; the trouble is you hoodooed
him about this bill to start with. [Applause pn the Democratic
side.]

Mr., MaANN continued :

Third, continue the present status and ruin one-half of our paper
manufacturers and Increase the eﬁ{im of print paper to a very great
extent, how much no one can t

Are you in favor of that?

Mr. PAYNE. No such result will ever follow. We have got
plenty of wood suitable for pulp for many years in this country,
and we can only ruin the paper mills by taking off the duty and
throwing it open to the competition of the world, and no inter-
ested newspaper that buys paper can suggest anything to the
contrary.

Mr. lgLAnK of Missourl. Now, I want to ask you this ques-
tion: Do yon think you know more about wood pulp and print
paper than AMr. MANN does? [Laughter and applause.]

Mr. PAYNE. Now, the gentlemen has asked me a question
that takes into consideration the element of modesty or other-

wise, and I shall have to decline that gquestion, but I think I | tn

know more about the last statement than Mr. MANN does, be-
cause the only embargo put upon pulp wood is in the Province
of Quebec on the crown lands. There is none anywhere else,
and there is no higher rate of duty on paper coming into the
country than the minimum, the very minimum of §3.75 a tfon.
There is no higher rate on any paper coming from anywhere
else in the world except from the Province of Quebec, and if the
gentleman will read the official record which has been published
since that statement of Mr. MaxxN he will find I am entirely
correct. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. Well, that opens up a field for
another debate between Republicans—the gentleman from New
York [Mr. PaY~E] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN].

[Applause on the Democratic side.] Now,let us see what you

were boasting about the other day.

The tariff on wool in the Payne bill is precisely what it was
in the Dingley bill, except on carpet wools, of which we produce
none. There are consumed in the United States about 500,-
000,000 pounds of wool annually, of which we produce 300,
000,000 pounds and import 200,000,000, in round numbers.
Comparing the first eight months of the fiscal year 1910 with
the fiscal year 1908 the importations of wool, first class,
jumped from 20,000,000 pounds to 67,000,000; second class,
from 10,000,000 to 25,000,000; third class, from 50,000,000 to
92,000,000. Applying the Dingley rates to these the increased
duty for the first eight months of 1910 on first-class wool is
about $5,280,000; on second-class wool, $1,800,000; on third-
class wool, about $2,520,000—in all, $9,600,000, or more than
the entire increase of the entire revenue of the fiscal year
1009 over that of the fiscal year 1908. The customs in the
fiscal year 1908 yielded $286,113,130, and in the fiscal year
1009, $204,377,000. The boasted revenue producer under which
we now operate appears to be old Dingley law operating almost
exclusively upon wool for its main reliance for increase.

Now, as the tariff is the same on No. 1 wool and No. 2
wool in the Dingley bill and the Payne bill, surely the gentle-
man from New York will not have the effrontery to claim
that the Payne bill is to be credited with the increased importa-
tion of wool. This increase may be accounted for no doubt
by the two reasons set forth heretofore; that is, the hope on
the part of manufacturers of wool that the tariff on wool wonld
be reduced in the first instance and their fear that it would be
increased by & maximum in the second instance. And, while
on this sobject of the quantity of the imports and exports, it
is a matter of great interest to note that our exports of gold
to London aggregated thirty-three and a half millions in April
and three millions during the same month to South America,
and it is universally conceded that the exportation of gold is
not a favorable sign of the condition of affairs.

Mr. PAYNE. Against what country?

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. Against any couniry, except Eng-
land and her possessions.

Mr. PAYNE. Against what country exporting wool?

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. Half the countries in the world;
South America, for instance; Australia, which comes in under
the English rule, and Turkey and Russia.

Now, here I want to read you an authority that you will not
dispute. This is an argumentum ad hominem. You would not
dispute the authority of the National City Bank of New York
“;(lllex; it makes a statement. [Applause on the Democratie
side,

Mr. PAYNE. I wounld just as soon dispute it as anybody else.
You said the statement was true, and I do not know what the
statement is. I would not dispute a statement just because
son&ebcingy made it or would not affirm it because somebody
made

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. I will read it to you, and get the
information out of you afterwards.

Mr. PAYNE. I have not the slightest connection with the
Nat:.ﬂnﬂ City Bank, any more than has the gentleman from Mis-
sou

Mr, CLARK of Missourl. I really wish you owned it. They
send out a circular every month. And, by the way, I read two
circulars every month from the city of New York, one issued
by this City National Bank, and the other is the circular letter
of Henry Clews, and I get a vast amount of information
out of the Henry Clews letter, too. I do not know whether he
is a Republican or Democrat, and I do not care a straw. He
is the father-in-law of the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Parsoxns] and maybe that is where Mr. Parsons gets some of
his information. [Laughter.] Here is an extract from this
National City Bank circular for May:

The course of recel ]
upon the time when tl:l':tes éﬁgmiﬁfﬁsrgﬁ&?uﬂém%mtnw %
during April a falling off in customs, of no great consequence, it is true,
but sufficlent to indicate a reaction from the rilsing receipts receding

e end of March. In all pmbnbilltiy the principal reason for \‘.Ea recent
increase in cu is to be found in the fact that imports were stimu-
lated by the uncertainties involved in the adjustment of our trade rela-
tions with foreign countries. The maximum feature of our new tariff
act was to have me effective antomatically March 31 last unless the
President before that day had declared by proclamation that no unduoe
discrimination existed against the Unifed Htates on the part of any
glven country, While in most instances adjustments were made early,
negotiations with several important countries, notably, Germany, France,
and Canada, were delayed until within a few weeks, and In one case a
few da of the time fixed by law for applying the maximum rates.
These delays and consequent uncertainties tgmbnhty bad the effect of
stimulating importations to avoid later on the p bility of
ing higher ta defined b{ the maximum rates. A d
is therefore reasonably to be expected at this time.

And, by the way, that suggests a thing I had forgotten. The
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payxe] stood up here the other
day and with great pomposity exclaimed that this tariff bill
did what every Republican tariff bill had done—furnished
abundant revenues to run the Government. Now, I want to
repeat a question which I asked a while ago. If that is true,
how did it bappen that Secretary Charles Foster, appointed
by Benjamin Harrison, went before the Finance Committee in
February, 1893, and asked for the authorization of $50,000,000
of bonds to make up for deficiencies?

Mr. PAYNE. That sounds like one of the old debates with
our old friend from Ohio, General Grosvenor.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. He got so he quit denying it.

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know why the gentleman from Mis-
souri used to run from it, then.

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. I never ran from it. But General
Grosvenor knew more than most of you, anyway.

Now, the truth about it is that the only time this country has
ever been out of debt since the First Congress under the Con-
stitution met was in the glorious days of Andrew Jackson
[loud applause on the Democratic side], and one year they were
clear out of debt except $7,000 of bonds of which they never
could find the owners. I guess they had been destroyed, and
the surplus was divided out among the States. That statement
of the gentleman is a piece of that monstrous fable that was put
in the Republican national platform of 1904, that a Democratic
tariff is always followed by days of adversity. During the life
of the- Walker tariff Charles Dickens, of blessed memory, one
of the closest observers of human affairs that ever lived, came
over here, and he wrote a letter, afterwards incorporated into a
book, discoursing on the wonderful prosperity of this country
in that era of a Democratic tariff bill, and he said that the
country was so prosperous that a flaming sword suspended from
the skies would not create any more surprise than a beggar
upon the streets. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

That one sentence is a complete answer to every Republican
speech that has ever been made on Democrats bringing ad-
versity upon the country. [Applause on the Democratic side.]
Under this Payne tariff bill you can not walk from here to the
Treasury building any day, especially after dark, without
being solicited by divers and sundry beggars to give them
enough money to pay for a place to sleep that night. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.]

The Dingley and Payne tariff bills have forced another sort

nter-

e in customs

| of exportation, which grieves every lover of our country, and
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that is the exportation of good American citizens to the British
Northwest. Last year 86,000 Americans, chiefly from the Missis-
sippi Valley, expatriated themselves, largely because they can
purchase all products, including American farm implements and
other articles manufactured in America, more cheaply in the
British possessions than they can purchase them at home.
These emigrants from the United States are among our best
citizens and this departure is a great and serious loss to the
Republie, for they are going at the rate of nearly 100,000 per
annum, No man can figure out the money value of a good,
law-abiding citizen.

Mr. SCOTT. Does not the gentleman think that the fact that
they can buy farm lands cheap there has something to do
with it? :

Mr. OLARK of Missouri. Of course that has something to
do with it; but this outrageous tariff bill has more to do
with it.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Before the gentleman leaves the wool
schedule altogether, will he tell me, because I would like to
know it very much for my own information, if he is for free
wool?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am coming to that, and will
answer it fully. I am going to take up the woel schedule in a
minute. I would answer now, but would rather answer then.

The important thing to remember, however, is that all the
estimates, whether made by myself or by the four efforts of
the Finance Committee of the Senate, all showed an increase of
duties upon dutiable merchandise as compared with 1907 and
not a decrease. But this is not all. No one can make an
accurate estimate of the workings of the present law until a
full year shall have passed—a year absolutely disconnected from
the operation of the Dingley law—and with import prices
normal, or relatively normal. The first eight months of the
present fiscal year were affected by both tariff laws; during last
July the fear of a change upward—a fear which was abundantly
justified—led importers to rush in great stocks of goods, notably
spirits. Then the fear of the maximum and minimum clause
of that law led in October and November to other large impor-
tations of spirits, and throughout the whole period to larger
importations of other articles, notably diamonds and wool. The
import value of diamonds cut, but not set, in 1908 was
$8,159,000, and in 1910 for a corresponding period of eight
months, $18,468,000. These diamonds were imported from the

Labor, while the percentages are a mere matter of arithmetical
caleulation.
THAT 2 PER CENT RAISE,

The gentleman from New York indulged in some criticism of
my estimates of the increase of the Payne-Aldrich-Smoot bill
over the Dingley bill.

I said that the Payne-Aldrich-Smoot bill was higher in rates
than the Dingley law was in 1907—the highest revenue year of
the Dingley law.

I said that, and I was right in saying it.

My statement was as follows:

Actual revenues in 1907, tha highest ever known . .__
My estimate for the Payne-Aldrich-Smoot bill___________
Or an increase of
Or an increase of

Now for the figures:

From a statement of the United States Treasury lssued at
the close of business May 12, 1910, the actual receipts from
customs under the present law to that date were $200,752.G)2,

In other words you have already collected under this law—
and the year not out—a sum greater than was ever collected
in any year of our history except the years 1906, 1907, and
1900, and before the present fiscal year shall have expired, at
the present rate of collections per day, including Sundays, you
will have collected $335,872,272, or $6,762,928 more than was
collected for net revenue in 1007, My estimate raised the
highest Dingley revenue by $5,649,002, while the actual raise
will be $6,762,028, or 2.050 per cent. My estimate was 1.71 per
cent raise, or in round numbers 2 per cent. When the gentle-
man from New York tackled these figures he tackled a buzz

320, 109, 343
334, 758, 344
§5, 649, 002

saAW.

The Dingley law was high, but the Payne-Aldrich-Smoot
bill is higher, as is evidenced from the following tabulation of
receipts from customs taken from the Statistical Abstract of
the United States. These fizures are the gross receipts, and
are subject to minor reductions growing out of the operation
of law. It will be seen that the receipts in this column are
placed at $332,233,363, while the net receipts were but $320,-
109,342, which figures, the final and corrected ones, were used
by me and by the Finance Committee of the Senate of the
United States in all the estimates submitted during the tariff
debate.

CUSTOMS RECEIPTS, FROM THE STATISTICAL ABSTRACT.

United Kingdom, Belgium, France, Germany, Netherlands, and | Year. Customs,
other countries. Seventeen million dollars came from Belgium, ?{ggg-- sg. ggg, ggg
France, and the Netherlands, three countries likely to be affected | jgo¢ " 15 005 612
by the maximum and minimum clause. The imports of first-class | 1830 21, 922, 391
wool jumped in eight months in 1908 from $3,500,000 to $10,280,- lgjg ----- o %g é:g ggg
000 in 1910 ; second-class wool jumped from $2,851,000 to 85,7587.- 135’1 ------ 49 017, 568
000, while third-class wool jumped from $7,463,000 to $10,771,000. | 1852 47, 330, 327
The quantity of raw wool imported in eight months of the fiscal llg;'ég-- gf gzi Eligg

year 1910 was 148,000,000 pounds, while in 1908 it was 71,000,000 | yg55-"7" 53095, 7
pounds, and in 1909, 102,000,000 pounds. The fear of the maxi- | 1856 64, 022, 864
mum and minimum clause increased the wool import from about | 1837 s ’-’QS' ggii
50,000,000 pounds to more than 75,000,000. These wools came | 1g59_ Ty ‘5&:‘-’. 854
from the United Kingdom, France, Germany, Russia, and Eu- | 1860 53, 187, 512
rope, South America, the Chinese Empire, Turkey and Asia, %2:;3-— ----- 33 ;ﬁﬁ’- %gg
and other countries, over 80,000,000 pounds more from other | 1863° == e ' 050, 643
parts of the world than from the United Kingdom, the only | 1864_ 102, 316, 153
country not affected by the maximum and minimum clause of iggg-" o 1!}‘3 o %g%
the law. Very little more wool was imported from England or | 1867 176, 417 811

the United Kingdom in 1910 than in 1909, but the increases | 1868 R = 164}.(4(‘4,
from all the other countries was enormous. First-class wools | 1550 e
from Australia jumped more than 7,000,000 pounds. 1871- % A e 1 =, Z2Z 206; 270, 408
THE ACTUAL WORKINGS OF THE PRESENT LAW. }g,:_g- :‘-l’ég {'i};lg gﬁ;
The gentleman from New York is reported in the Washington | 1874 = = 163, 103, 834
Star of last Thursday as giving figures to show that on an 13_12 e %gg %?'{g g
ad valorem basis the new law had reduced rates 7.7 per cent. ;Eh i o 130, 956, 498
The following figures will show the absurdity of this state- | 1878 - 130,170, 680
ment: 1879, 187, 200, 048
Actual dutiable imports for eight monthas, 132‘1} 198" ‘1’59: agg
i e
Ad valo- ' 06T

e vase. | bu|imia | I 1oz 4T L
1886 192, 903, 023
1887 217, 286, 893
Fer cent. 1888__ 210, 001, 174
470, 851,000 | §201, 716, 000 42.84 | 1880 23, 832, 749
.| 482,865,000 | 188, 294,000 43.49 | 1890 229, GGS, 585
513,851,000 | 221,112,000 45.07 | 18901 219, 522, 206
1892 7. 432, 604
This shows the decrease for the first eight months of the i{ig; lgl:h‘]'s: 5%-{
fiscal year 1910 over 1809 to have been 042 per cent, and an | 1895 = 152, 158, 617
increase for the same period over 1908 of 0.23 per cent. Those }ggg }gO. g‘gi. 'i'gg
values and duties are taken from the February Report of Com- | 1598 AT AR BT e 1
merce and Finance from the Department of Commerce and | 1599 FERETE AR S e e L T T
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Year, Customs.
1800 $233, 164, 871
1891 238, 585, 456
1002 254, 444, 708
%gg:ﬁ 284, %;49 bs2
1905 261, T98, 8567
1906__ 300, 251, 878
1907 582, 233, 863
1908 286, 113, 130
1909 300, 711, 943
1910 240, 182, G2
1010 235, 872, 270

s To May 12, 1910.
® Actual and estimated for 49 remaining days of the year.

Now, Mr. Chairman, a good many more things I would like to
say along these lines, but time presses. I am to be followed
in this debate by my friend from Chicago [Mr. BouTeELL], the
Prince Rupert of Republican orators in the House, and I do not
want to crowd him off too late in the evening.

THE PRESIDENXT AND THE TARIFF.

I will now drop the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]
and go after bigger game, to wit, the President of the United
States. He is not only the chief traveler, but is also the prin-
cipal spokesman of his party. He deserves to be treated with
fairness, candor, and respect, but I have a perfect right to dis-
cuss his utterances as I would those of any other public man,
When he signed the Payne-Aldrich-Smoot tariff bill he was
under no sort of compulsion to make any statement whatso-
ever, but he elected to make a statement, and in that state-
ment, among other things, he said:

The bill is not a rfect bill or a complete compliance with the
promises made, strictly interpreted, but a fulfillment free from every
criticism in respect to a subject-matter involving many schedules and
thousands of articles could not be expected.

I wish to call the attention of all concerned to the fact that
the President said, on the 5th of August, 1909, that * the bill
is not a perfect bill or a complete compliance with the promises
made, strictly interpreted.” I submit that that declaration of
the President is a flat contradiction of the assertion by the
gentlpman from New York that his bill is a perfect compliance
with the promises made by Republican leaders prior to the elec-
tion of 1908. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

In September, 1909, the Presiient went on an extensive
speech-making tour, beginning with an address in Boston, in
which he eulogized Senator Aldrich to the skies. That was
the first serious wound which the President inflicted upon his
own popularity, for, right or wrong, and I think right, the
American people hold Senator Aldrich largely responsible for
the enormities of the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill. On the 17th
of September, 1909, the President spoke at Winona, Minn,
the home of the Hon. James A, Tawney, chairman of the great
Committee on Appropriations, the only Republican Member
from Minnesota who voted for the conference report on the
tariff bill. In that speech the President said:

On the whole, however, I am bound to say that T think the al;:gna
tariff bill is the best tariff bill that the Republlcan party ever pa v
- When the American people read that declaration the next
morning and remembered the utterance which I have gquoted
from the President’s statement issued on the 5th of August,
they wondered what change had come o'er the spirit of his
dream. [Applause on the Democratic side.] They could not
reconcile the two statements. They knew that the tariff bill
had not changed since August 5, 1909, and they marveled as to
how a bill which the President declared on that day to be
neither a perfect bill nor a complete compliance with the prom-
ises made, strictly interpreted, could, on the 17th day of Sep-
tember, be the best tariff bill that the Republican party ever
passed. All the perfumes of “Araby the Blest"” can not sweeten
the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill to please the dainty nostrils of the
people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] They believe it the
worst tariff bill ever passed by the American Congress. That
gpeech was the serious wound number two which the President
inflicted on his own popularity. :

The strangest feature of that speech is that he permitted him-
self to use the preposterous table of figures which the gentleman
from New York incorporated in his speech on the conference
report., In his Winona speech the President says:

Crities of the bill utterly ignore the very tremendous cuts that have
been made in the iron schedule, which heretofore has been subject to
criticism In all tariff bills.

If he will read the newspapers or place his ear to the ground
and listen to the voice of the American people he will discover,
to his sorrow, that the steel and iron schedule is still a subject
of criticism. He continues:

From iron ore, which was cut 75 per cent, to all the other items
as low as 20 per cent, with an average of something like 40 or 50
per cent, that schedule has been reduced so that the danger of in-

much

crea.si:g prices through a monopoly of the business is ve
4 down-

lessen: and that was the chief purpose of revising the tar
ward under Republican protection principles.

Surely, the great uprising of the American people in 1908
in favor of a revision of the tariff was not simply against
the danger of inereasing prices, but was a protest against the
then existing prices [applause on the Democratic side], and
was a crusade for lower prices of manufactured articles, all
of which are sold in foreign countries cheaper than they are
sold to our people at home. The President, as well as the
gentleman from New York, was unfortunate in taking the re-
ductions in the iron and steel schedule as a sample of the re-
ductions of which they boast. The truth is that the reductions
in that’ schedule have not reduced the price of manufactured
articles to the consumer one farthing. :

The fight as to the reduction of the tariff on iron ore was
really a battle between the Steel trust and the Atlantic sea-
board rolling mills—merely that and nothing more. It is true
that there were many reductions, on paper, in the iron and steel
schedule. For instance, the tariff on steel rails was cut in
two, being $7.84 a ton under the Dingley bill and $3.92 under
the Payne bill. That looks on paper like a large reduction, but
the fact remains that steel rails are sold to-day at $28 a ton to
the American consumer under the Payne bill just as they sold
for $28 a ton under the Dingley bill. Of course, they are sold
abroad cheaper than they are at home, but that does not bene-
fit the American buyers of steel rails one cent. Consequently
those who ride on the railroads and ship freight over them pay
as much as under the Dingley bill, for they are the men who
pay for the steel rails at last. The same is true of most of the
reductions, on paper, in the steel and iron schedules. So, in the
language of little Peterkin to Old Caspar, touching the famous
victory of Marlborough and Prince Eugene at Blenheim—

What good came of it at last?

If the Steel trust can afford to sell steel rails below $28 a ton
to foreigners, it ought to be compelled to sell to Americans at the
same reduced price. Surely we are not levying a tariff tribute
on the American people for the benefit of foreign nations. If
there is a corporation betwixt the two seas that does not need
to be pampered by an unjust tax on our own citizens most assur-
edly it is the Steel trust. It is stated on so high an authority on
steel products as Andrew Carnegie that when the Steel trust was
organized almost one-half of its stock was water, represented
by the common stock, but so enormous have been the profits
that the common stock has become of such value that only
recently a quarterly dividend of 1} per cent was declared on it,
which is 6 per cent per annum. And the public press informs
us that the workmen in the mills of that trust are compelled to
work twelve hours a day seven days in the week.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is the gentleman from Missouri aware
of what the market price of steel rails in England is? .

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, I am not.

Mr. LONGWORTH. It is over $29.

Mr. HAYES. It was $32 a ton when I was there,

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But the gentleman has not been in
England for three or four years.

Mr. HAYES. I was there three years ago, and it was $28 a
ton here then.

Mr. PAYNHE. I want to say to the gentleman from Missouri
that steel rails will be selling for §26 a ton before the gentleman
gets this speech printed.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Thank the Lord for His divine
merey. [Laughter and applause on the Demoeratic side.]

What I have said about steel rails is applicable to almost all
articles of steel and iron.

Still speaking of the iron and steel schedule, the President
says:

The severe critics of the bill passed this reduction in the metal sched-
ule with a_sneer, and say the cut did not hurt the iron interests of the
country. Well, of course, it did not hurt them. It was not expected
to hurt them. .

It seems to me that a fair construction of that quotation means
that the President intended to convey the impression that some-
where within the broad confines of this Republic there is some-
body big enough fool, or great enongh knave, to desire to hurt
the iron interests of the country. I deny it. No American citi-
zen outside of a lunatic asylum, or of a home for idiots, can be
found, worthy of American citizenship, who desires to see any
legitimate interest of the country whatsoever hurt, either by
law or in any other way; but no citizen with good sense desires
to see a law enacted which will enable the steel trust, or any
other manufacturing concern, to injure him by extortion or
imposition. [Applause on the Democratic side.] What the
people wanted in the revision was a reduction of prices of manu-
factured articles to a just basis. That is precisely what they
did not get and that is what the present row is about. A reduec-
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tion in the rates of the Dingley bill which was not sufficlent to
drive the manufacturers to lower their prices to a fair basis
is in practice no reduction at all, but is the merest mockery.
This is true of the reductions in the iron and steel schedule,
and is also true of many of the so-called reductions in the Payne-
Aldrich tariff bill. i
In his Winona speech the President said: i
le, I agree that it is too high and tha
it &ﬁtrgpﬁﬁembégﬁ wmt&o&c:gheadéiieihlat it prtglbnbiy repmen%s consider-
ably more than the difference between the of production abroad and
the cost of production here,

I will now answer the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoNaWoRTH],
who asked me a question a short time ago. If you will take
the tariff off from woolen goods, I will vote to take the tariff off
of wool.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then, if I understand the gentleman, he
is in favor of no duty on any article of wool or its products.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think it would be a blessing to
the American people if it was all wiped out on that schedule.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

We say that the rates in the woolen goods schedule are en-
tirely too high. The President says the same thing. On that
one question he and I are agreed. He is a Republican President.
The House is Republican by 43 majority and the Senate is
Republican by 26 majority.

I have a fair proposition to make to the President and to my
Republican friends which will promote harmony and which
will bring untold blessings to the consumers of the land. Let
the President send a message to Congress, clear, short, and
vigorous, which shows that he means business, proposing sub-
stantial reductions in the woolen-goods schedule; let Mr. Chair-
man PAYNE report that bill from his committee and put it on its
passage and, without having consulted a single Democrat in
the House, I will give bond for the proposition that every
Democrat will line up and vote for it. If he would recom-
mend it, it would go through the House and Senate with a
whoop, and the people would rise up and call him blessed. It
ijs contended that the reason that no change of the tariff in
any manner whatsoever, however meritorious, can be offered
is the fear that, if the tariff question is opened up at all, we
wicked Democrats will let slip the dogs of war and open up
the whole tariff question—to the disarrangement of all busi-
ness in the land. I am so much interested in seeing the Ameri-
can people have cheaper woolen clothes that, without having
consulted a single Democrat, I am certain that every one of
them will agree that, if the President will send in a message
recommending the bill which I have indicated, and Mr. Chair-
man PaY~E will report it and put it on its passage, we will not
offer an amendment of any sort to it. [Applause on the Demo-
eratic side.] The whole transaction could be consummated in
less than a week and a shout of rejoicing would ascend from the
Atlantie to the Paeific and from the Great Lakes to the seething
waters of the sunlit Gulf. It matters not that the President
would receive the lion’s share of the glory.

I haven't time to discuss the President's speeches further,
and you haven't the patience to listen any longer. It is a
great pity for him that he was influenced in his opinions on
the tariff question by Senator Arprice and by Mr. Chairman
Payne. They were his evil geniuses on that occasion, [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.] It would have been a grand thing
for him if he had vetoed the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill. It would
have added much to his usefiilness now and more to his fame
in the years which are to come. One of my old college profes-
sors was forever saying to his students: “ Carpe diem |—seize
the day!” And it is to be regretted that the President did not
seize the day.

That masterful man, Charles Stewart Parnell, once said:

Opportunity dlu a horse, bridled and saddled, which stops at each

man's threshold once in a lifetime:; Be ready, mount, and he carries

y he is e, and
{Ig: :I:t::r !;ch gﬁ g-gg lgomn&r achpgigsge g;lvtn“%hﬁ%f&ors of xt.in:m will
forever remind you of what you have lost. -

The golden opportunity of writing his name among the
country’s greatest benefactors came to President Taft on the
5th day of August, 1909. He let it go by unimproved, and it
will never return to him as long as grass grows or water runs.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. Chairman PayNE says that he and his cohorts will meet
us in November. Glory be! glory be! I never looked forward
to any day with such joy as I do to the first Tuesday after the
first Monday of November except to my wedding day and the
days on which my children were born. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] My Democratic brethren, at last, after hard trials
and great tribulations, thank God we sitand here shoulder to
shoulder, heart to heart, solid as a stone wall, inspired by the
hopes of coming victory. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Democrats are getting together everywhere, while the Repub-
lican party presents to the astonished gaze of men the appear-
ance of a dissolving vlew. Oh, yes, my Republican friends;
you will meet us in November, because you can not help your-
selves. And when you do meet us in November you will re-
ceive the bloodiest licking you have had since 1802, [Applause
on the Democratic side.] “ Up, guards, and at them!” [Ap-
plause and cheers on the Democratic side.]

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield two hours to the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Bourerr]. [Applause on the Repub-
lican side.]

[Mr. BOUTELL addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

EXECUTIVE.

To enable the President to secure Information as to the effect of
tariff rates or other restrictions, exactions, or any regulations imposed
at any time by any foreizua country on the importation into, or sale
in, any such forelgn country of any agricultural, manufactured, or
other product of the United BStates, and to assist the officers of the
Government in the administration of the customs laws, as oired by
the tarif aect approved August 5, 1909, including detailed information
of the cost, and of each and every element thereof, of producing at
the place of production and at the place of consumption of all arti-
cles specified in said tariff act, both in this country and in the eountr;
from which such articles are imported, so that the cost of all su
articles produced abroad may be compared with the cost of like articles
produ in this country, the President, in the employment of per-
gons required and aunthorized for such service, may appoint a tarlff
board, and he may also employ, under his personal direction, or under
the direction and supervision of such tarif board, such competent
experts in the business and methods of cost keeping and such clerical
and other Femnsj services, including rent of offices In the District of
Columbia, traveling and other incidental expenses, as may be necessary
in the work of sald board and the work of said experts engaged In
such investigations; and the compensation of all such persons, whether
employed permanently or temporarily, shall be fixed by the President;
and to enable the President to have such information classified, tabu-
lated, and arranged for his use In recommendlng to Congress such
changes or modifications In any existing tariff dut! as he may deem
necessary to prevent undue diserimination in favor of or against any
of the products of the United States, $250,000.

Mr., FITZGERALD. Mr, Chairman, on that I reserve the
point of order. A

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York reserves
the point of order on the paragraph.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chaimman, I move that the committee
do now rise.

The motion was agreed to. -

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. MANN, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the sundry civil appro-
priation bill (H. R. 25552) and had come to no resolution
thereon.

HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report
on the bill (H. R. 19070) to regulate the height of buildings in
the Disirict of Columbia, for printing under the rules.

The conference report (No. 1382) and statement are as follows :
CONFERENCE EEPORT.

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
19070) to regulate the height of buildings in the District of Co-
lumbia, having met, after full and free conference have agreed
lt:o recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as

ollows :

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, and agree to
the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ Eleventh and
Twelfth” in said amendment and insert in lieu thereof the
words “ First and Fifteenth; ” and the Senate agree to the sane,

P. P. CAMPBELL,

Greo. A. PEARRE,

W, P. BorLAND,
Managers on the part of the House.

J. H. GALLINGER,

TroS. H. CARTER,

THOMAS 8. MARTIN,

Managers on the part of the Senate.

BTATEMENT,
The managers on the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19070) to regulate the height of

buildings in the District of Columbia submit the following
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detailed statement of the effect of the action agreed upon and
recommended in the conference report.

Amendments Nos. 1, 2, 8, 4, 5, and 6, to all of which the
House agrees, provide that the inspector of buildings shall
pass upon the plans and specifications accompanying any ap-
plication which was filed in the office of the Commissioners of
the District of Columbia prior to the adoption of the present
building regulations of said District for the construction of a
steel fireproof dome on any buildings in square 345 of said
Distriet, and shall make no changes in said plans or specifica-
tions unless for the structural safety of the bulldings it is
necessary to do so.

Amendment No. T: As proposed by the Senate, buildings could
be erected to a height of 160 feet on the north side of Pennsyl-
vania avenue between Eleventh and Twelfth streets NW. As
agreed to in conference, a height of 160 feet will be permitted
on the north side of said avenue between First and Fifteenth
streets NW.; and the House recedes.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Byl unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted—
To Mr. JouxsoN of South Carolina, for one week on account
of sickness;
To Mr. Morrisox for ten days on account of important b}zsl-
ness,
CORRECTION OF THE RECORD.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
correct the ILEcorD on page 6571, where the wrong sections of the
tariff bill were inserted in my remarks, and I ask leave to in-
corporate sections 10 and 11 of the administrative law instead
of sections 9 and 10 of the tariff law.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Recorp will be cor-
rected in accordance with the statement of the gentleman.

There was no objection.

‘ ENROLLED BILL SIGNED,

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled
bill of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R.18162. An act making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911,

ADJOUBNMENT.

Then, on motion of Mr. Tawxey (at 5 o'clock and 36 minutes
p. m.), the House adjourned until Monday, May 23, 1910,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of
War, transmitting a copy of a letter from the Surgeon-General
of the Army, with papers relating to claims of certain ecm-
ployees of the medical supply depot, New York City, for losses
by fire (H. Doc. No. 927), was taken from the Speaker’'s table,
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OI' COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sey-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. COUDREY, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House
(H. J. Res 148) prohibiting the Washington Gas-Light Com-
pany, Georgetown Gas-Light Company, or any other gas-light
company in the District of Columbia from issuing any bonds,
certificates of indebtedness, or any other evidence of debt, ex-
cept such as shall actually be required for the payment of
necessary betterments and improvements only without the ex-
press consent of Congress, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 1377), which said joint resolu-
tion and report were referred to the House Calendar,

Mr. CARY, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19049) to
fix the price of gas in the District of Columbia, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1378),
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. OLCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18295)
to establish and disburse a public-school teachers' retirement
fund in the District of Columbia, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1379), which said
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. WILEY, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21331) for
the purchase of land for widening Park road in the District of

Columbia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 1380), which said bill and report were re-
{erred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
‘nion.

Mr. COX of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 6055)
authorizing the extension of Barry place NW., and for other
purposes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 1381), which said bill and report were referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R.
206108) for the relief of Charles W. Cathers, and the same was
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,

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. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R, 26148) to provide clerks
for certain district superintendents in the Life-Saving Service—
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 26149)
to provide for the purchase of gronud and the erection of a
public building thereon for an immigration station in the city
of Seattle, Wash.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds,

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 26150) to authorize the cities
of Boston and Cambridge, Mass., to construct drawless bridges
across the Charles River, between the cities of Cambridge and
Boston in the State of Massachusetts—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr., SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 26151) to pro-
vide for the construction of a railroad siding and railroad yard
to the United States navy-yard at Washington, D. C., and for
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia,

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 26152) to amend the laws
relative to American seamen, to prevent undermanning and un-
skilled manning of American vessels, and to encourage the
training of boys in the American merchant marine—to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. WICKERSHAM : A bill (H. R. 26153) to modify and
amend the mining laws of the United States in relation to the
Territory of Alaska, and for other purposes—to the Committee
on the Public Lands.

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 26154) to provide for the
purchase of a site and the erection of a miners’ rescue station
thereon at Evansville, in the State of Indiana, and appropria-
ting money therefor—to the Committee on Mines and Mining.

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Resolution (H. Res. 709) providing
for pay for the assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions by detail from the Pension Bureau—to the Committee
on Accounts.

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: Resolution (H. Res. T10) di-
recting the Attorney-General to furnish certain information to
the House—to the Committee on Insular Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as
follows :

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 26155) granting an increase of
pension to Willlam H. Fought—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 26156) granting an in-
crease of pension to Jacob M. Beecher—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 26157) granting a pension
to Marina A. Lucero—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26158) granting an increase of pension to
Placido Salazar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26159) donating 200,000 acres of land to
§t. Michael’'s College, Santa Fe, N. Mex.—to the Committee on
the Territories. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 26160) authorizing the Territory of New
Mexico to sell and transfer certain lands to the town of Dexter,
N.ﬁMex., for cemetery purposes—to the Committee on the Terri-
tories.

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 26161) to pay to the city
of Leavenworth, Kans., taxes with interest assessed against the
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Jots on which is located the federal building for street improve-
ments adjacent thereto—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BARCLAY : A bill (H. R. 26162) granting an increase
of pension to Christopher O. Ghearhart—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BARNARD: A bill (H. R. 26163) granting a pension
to Rebecca Roszell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26164) granting a pension to Jermimah Car-
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 26165) granting
a pension to John Willlam Willbrandt—to the Committee on In-
valld Penslons.

By Mr. CRUMPACEER: A bill (H. R. 26166) granting an
increase of pension to James H. Upthegrove—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 26167) for the relief of
Henry W. Anderson—to the Commiitee on War Claims,

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 26168) granting an in-
crease of pension to James Hickman—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 26169) granting an increase of
pension to John Holverson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 26170) granting an increase
of pension to Jane A. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. FINLEY : A bill (H. R. 26171) to correct the military
record of James M. Sweat—to the Commiitee on Military Af-

fairs.

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 26172) for the relief of the
legal representatives of Thomas P. Mitchell—to the Committee
on War Claims.

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 26173) to carry into effect the
findings of the Court of Claims in case of John M. Wilson,
administrator of Joseph Wilson, deceased—to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. LATTA: A bill (H. R. 26174) granting an Increase of
pension to Edwin E. Valder—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. MOOXN of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 26175) for the re-
lief of John Smith—to the Committee on War Claims.

Ry Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 26176) granting an in-
crease of pension to Frederick Cooper—to the Committee on In-
yalid Pensions.

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 26177) for the relief of
eertain members of the Twenty-sixth Regiment New Jersey
Yolunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 26178) for the relief of Rob-
ert T. Hill, James B. Hill, Thomas Spencer, and Ellis Spencer—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, & bill (H. R. 26179) for the relief of Joshua Webb—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26180) for the rellef of Henry C. Pratt—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26181) granting an increase of pension fo
Alexander Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 26182) granting an
increase of pension to James J. Cross—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions, E

Also, a bill (H. R. 26183) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin F. Laughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 26184) for the
relief of Mary Eliza Mastin, administratrix of the estafe of
C. H. Mastin, deceased, surviving partner of the firm of Levert
& Mastin—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 26185) granting an
increase of pension to James A. Smiley—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TOU VELLE: A bill (H. R. 26186) granting an in-
crease of pension to Joseph Wagoner—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

TUnder clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Pakagon Tribe of the Potta-
wattomie Indians, against interference with certain treaties
and guaranties—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Southern Baptist convention, for legislation
to put interstate shipments of liguor under the police power of
the State—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Peoria (I1l.) Board of Trade, praying for
the establishment of the World's Panama Exposition at the city
of New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and

Expositions.

Also, petition of Columbia Heights Citizens' Association,
praying for legislation to establish at Washington, D. C., an
exposition in commemoration of the Panama Canal—to the
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions,

Also, petition of J. C. Johnson dand six other laborers in street
cleaning in the unimproved streets in Washington, praying for
an increase in their compensation—to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

Also, petition of Bast Washington Citizens’ Association, pray-
ing for the erection of a suitable monument fo the memory of
Commodore Joshua Barney—to the Committee on the Library.

Also, petition of Ira P. Hutchinson and other members of
Antrim Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the.exten-
sion of the Public Roads Bureau in the Department of Agri-
culture—to the Committee on Agriculture,

Also, petition of Local Union No. 841 of the Brotherhood of
Carpenters and Joiners of America, praying for the establish-
ment of the rights of the citizens of San Francisco in the drain-
age basin of Tuolumne River, California—to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

Also, petition of New York Monthly Meeting Committee on
Philanthropic Work, praying for legislation to prohibit the im-
portation of cocoa when it is ascertained that it is the product
of slave labor—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Madison County Pomona Grange, Patrons of
Husbandry, of Eaton, N. Y., praying for such immigration legis-
lation as will encourage the distribution of farm labor—to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.,

Also, petition of Edmund C. Little and 11 other members of
the Pilgrim Congregational Church, of St. Louis, Mo., protest-
ing against an appropriation for the Georgetown University, a
private institution, and against a division of public educational
funds for such private institutions—to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

Also, petition of Louise C. Currie and other members of the
Ladies of the Maccabees of the World, of Riddick, Il ; Adelaide
8. MacDowell and other members of the Ladies of the Macca-
bees of the World, and Catherine Wagner and other members
of the Ladies of the Maccabees of the World, of Chenango, I11.,
praying for legislation which shall liberalize the postal laws in
relation to fraternal publications—to the Commitiee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Guthrie, Okla.,
praying for legislation to provide for the sale of the segregated
lands of the eastern part of Oklahoma—to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

Also, petition of Union League Club of the city of New York,
praying for legislation to foster the American merchant ma-
rine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of Bishop L. H. Holsey and four other representa-
tives of the Colored Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for
legislation to reimburse the depositors of the Freedman's Saving
and Trust Company—to the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency.

Also, petition of Joseph Greenwood, of Decatur, Ill., praying
for a constitutional amendment to give to women the right of
suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary .

Also, petition of Methodist Episcopal Church South, praying
for legislation to prevent the shipping of liquor into prohibition
territory—to the Commitiee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Union League Club of New York, praying
for an increase in the salaries of the judges of the various
courts of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Woman’s Home Missionary Soclety of the
Methodist Episcopal Church, protesting against the enactment
of legislation which would permit the maintenance of a line of
railroad track opposite the Lucy Webb Hayes National Train-
ing School and the Sibley Hospital, in the District of Colum-
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. ANDERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Peter Bear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Resolution of the Trades Council,
Coshocton, Ohio, favoring the removal of the present tax on
oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of New Portland (Me.)
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, against any change in oleo-

e law—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Nicholin Grange, No. 389, Patrons of Hus-
bandry, of Hancock County, Me., in support of Senate bill 6931,
providing an appropriation of §500,000 to extend the work of
improving the public highways—to the Committee on Agricul-
ture.

By Mr. DAWSON : Petition of F. Bernick and other members
of Riverside Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Buffalo, Iowa,
for Senate bill 6931, for an appropriation of $500,000 for ex-
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tension of work of the Office of Public Roads—to the Commit-
tea on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Muscatine County Medicial Society of Iowa,
for Senate bill 6049, to create a department of public health—
to the Committee on Inferstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. DIEKEMA : Petition of Local Union No. 1802, of
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of
Grand Rapids, Mich.,, favoring the passage of bill for eight-
hour day on government work (H. R. 15441)—t0 the Com-
mittee on Labor.

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Agnes Curran and 12 other
members of Ladies of the Maccabees of the World, of The
Dalles, Oreg., for amendment of House bill 21321, in the inter-
est of fraternal periodicals as second-class mail matter—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John
Halverson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, petition of Holstein Friesian Breeders' Association, of
Marshfield, Wis., against any change in oleomargarine law—
to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce, for
House bill 1491, for samples as baggage—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Marine Firemen, Oilers, and Watertenders'
Association for House bill 11193 and Senate bill 6155, for
amendment of the marine laws of the United States—to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Algo, petition of W. N. Upham and others, favoring House
bill 15441, for an eight-hour day on all government contract or
subcontract work—to the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of Wisconsin Bankers’ Association, for House
bill 17267—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Rockford Grocers' Association,
of Rockford, Ill, in favor of the reduction of the tax on oleo-
margarine—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Joseph Steckler, of New Orleans, La., in
favor of holding the Panama Exposition at New Orleans—to
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions.

By Mr, HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of New
Britain, Conn., against certain stated House bills proposing
establishment of a board of health—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Florence HE. McGraw and others,
of Danbury, Conn., against passage of some so-called “ medieal
bills ’—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Branch No. 32, National Association of Let-
ter Carriers, against the Gillett bill, to retire employees of the
civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

Algo, petition of Grange No. 86, Patrons of Husbandry, of
Amenia Union, N. Y., in support of Senate bill 6931, providing
an appropriation of $500,000 to extend the work of improving
the public highways—to the Committee on Agriculture,

Also, petition of Woman's Club of Norwalk, Conn., favoring
legislation to eradieate evils appertaining to pure-food law—to
the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. GORDON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of es-
tate of Samuel Mosby—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Thomas Nolan, in favor of
the boiler-inspection bills, House bill 22066 and Senate bill
6702—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of L. A. King, of New York City, for a na-
tional burean of health—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Kohler Campbell, of New York City, favor-
ing New Orleans for the Panama Exposition—to the Committee
on Industrial Arts and Expositions.

Also, memorial of assembly and senate of New York State,
for an appropriation for the YVatervliet Arsenal—to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

By Mr. GRONNA : Petition of Commercial Club of Carring-
ton, N. Dak., against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. McCREDIE: Petition of Dot Grange, No. 252, Patrons
of Husbandry, asking that Senate bill 6049 be enacted into law,
and favoring a national health bureau—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Ladies of the Maccabees of the World, for
amendment of House bill 21321, in the interest of fraternal
periodicals as second-class mail matter—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of Ellensburg Grange, No. 209, Patrons of Hus-
bandry, for Senate bill 6931, making appropriation of $500,000
for extension of the work of the Office of Public Roads of the

Unlted States Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of Pathology Club
of Lincoln, Nebr., favoring the establishment of the proposed
department of public health, ete.—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re-
lief of John Smith—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: Petition of Jehn J. Lace,
pastor, and Edwin Starkey, secretary, of the Methodist Epis-
copal Church, of Greeley, Colo., praying for the submission of
an amendment to the United States Constitution providing for
the acknowledging of Almighty God as the source of all au-
thority, ete.—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolutions of Lilly M. Moorhead, secretary of Wheat
Ride Grange, No. 155, Patrons of Husbandry, of Edgewater,
Colo. ; the Woman’'s Club of La Junta, Colo., signed by a number
of ladies; Mrs. Rose L. Essex, secretary Fortnightly Club, of
Pueblo, Colo.; the Progressive Club, of Golden, Colo., signed
by Harriet H. Smith, president, Effie B. Arasmith, secretary,
and others, favoring the enactment of Senate bill G049, providing
for the establishment of a bureau of health—to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of W. E. Connell and 17 other citizens of Wat-
kins, Colo., praying for the passage of Senate bill 6831, making
an appropriation for the extension of the work of the Office
of Public Roads—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of W. J. Wertman, master, and O. M. Louden,
secretary, of Clear Creek Valley Grange, No. 4, Patrons of
Husbandry, of Arvada,  Colo.,, praying for the enactment of
Senate bill 6931, making an appropriation of $500,000 for the
extension of the work of the Office of Public Roads—to the
Committee on Agriculture.

Also, resolution of Idonian Grange, No. 170, Patrons of Hus-
bandry, of Kirk, Colo., signed by O. E. Boone, Miss Rhoda EI-
sey, Mrs. Alice Spurling, committee, and Mrs. Tucker, secretary,
favoring the establishment of a national bureau of health—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolution of Idonian Grange, No. 170, Patrons of Hus-
bandry, of Kirk, Colo., signed by O. E. Boone, Miss Rhoda El-
sey, Mrs. Alice Spurling, committee, and Mrs. Tucker, secretary,
favoring the passage of a parcels-post law—to the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: Petition of Moasup Valley Grange,
No. 26, Patrons of Husbandry, of Greene, R. 1., favoring Senate
bill 4676, for agricultural extension work—to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of A. A. McEKellop and
54 other citizens of the Sixth Congressional District of Michi-
gan, for the parcels-post system—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of Mrs. E. L. Dale and others, of Norwalk,
Ohio, against House bill 24879, proposed railroad near Sibley
Hospital—to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. SPERRY : Resolutions of the Woman's Club of Nor-
walk, Conn., in relation to dairy supplies—to the Committee on
Agrienlture. ’

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the National Irrigation Con-
gress, for an appropriation of $50,000—to the Committee on
Irrigation of Arid Lands.

Also, petition of Woman's Home Missionary Soclety of the
Methodist Episcopal Church, against House bill 24870 and Sen-
ate bill 7936, relative to construction of railways in the District
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also, petition of Keefe-Davidson Company, favoring House bill
18402—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ’

Also, petition of Kohler & Campbell and J. G. Landers, favor-
ing New Orleans as city for the Panama Exposition in 1915—
to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions.

Also, petition of Davis & Davis, counselors at law, of Peters-
burg, Va., relative to the postal-bank bill—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ;

Also, memorials of the common council of Watervliet, N. Y.,
and the assembly of the State of New York, urging an appro-
priation for the Watervliet Arsenal—to the Committee on Ap-
propriations.

By Mr. SWASEY : Petition of Thorne’s Corner Grange, Pa-
trons of Hasbandry, of Lewiston, Me, against repeal of the
present law on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricul-
ture.

Also, petition of citizens of Vinal Haven, Me., for Senate bill
6931, making appropriation of $500,000 for extension of the
work of the Office of Public Roads of the United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture.
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By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: Paper to accompany bill for
Elifxfl of estate of O, H. Mastin—to the Committee on War

aims,

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of Woman's Pleasure
Club, of Longmont, Colo., and Empire Grange, No. 148, Patrons
of Husbandry, of Fort Collins, Colo., for a national bureau of
health—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. VREELAND : Petition of Ladies of the Maccabees of
the World, of Sherman, N. Y., praying for certain amendments
to House bill 21321—to the Committee on the Post-Office and
Post-Roads.

SENATE.
Moxpay, May 23, 1910.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Plerce, D. D.
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and
approved.
TIMBER-LAND SELECTIONS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re-
gponse to the resolution of January 27, 1910, certain informa-
tion relative to contracts in force at the time of the approval
of the act prohibiting the selection of timber lands in lien of
lands in forest reserves, ete., which, on motion of Mr. Caam-
BERLAIN, was, with the accompanying papers and illustrations,
referred to the Committee on Printing.

CLATM OF HARVEY B. M'BAVEN.

The VICE-PRESIDENT lald before the Senate a communieca-
tlon from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit-
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court
in the cause of Harvey R. McRaven, heir of Tranquilla Me-
Raven, deceased, v. United States, ete. (8. Doc. No. 562), which,

. with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee

on Claims and ordered to be printed.
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. Brown-
ing, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 18162) making appropriations
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1911, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi-
dent.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Cham-
ber of Commerce of El Paso, Tex,, praying for the establishment
of a national bureau of mines and mining, which was ordered
to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of the Pokagon tribe of Pota-
watomi Indians of Michigan and Indiana, remonstrating against
the Government interfering in any way with the laws of the
United States relative to treaties made by authority of the
United States or interfering with the covenants and gunaranties
in the Greenville treaty of peace August 8, 1795, ete., which
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

He also presented a petition of the National Soclety of the
Sons of the American Revolution, praying for the enactment of
legislation providing for the compilation and publication of the
military and naval record of the Revolutionary war, which
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Central Labor Union
of Nashua, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to
regulate the hours of employment of post-office clerks, which
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

He also presented a petition of the Merchant Marine Commit-
tee of One Hundred, praying for the passage of the so-called
“ ghip-subsidy bill,” which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Historical
Society of the City of Washington, praying that an appropria-
tion be made for the erection of a monument to Commodore
Joshua Barney in that city, which was referred to the Commit-
tee on the Library.

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Griggsville, I1l, praying for the establishment of a national
bureau of health, which was referred to the Committee on
Publiec Health and National Quarantine.

He also presented a petition of the Grocers’ Association of
Rockford, Ill., praying for the repeal of the present oleomarga-
rine law, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Illinois,
praying for the passage of the so-called “ boiler-inspection bill,”
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chiecago,
11, praying for the passage of the so-called * eight-hour bill,”
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

Mr. FRYE presented a letter in the nature of a petition from
. S. Stetson, of Alta, Me., master of the Maine State Grange,
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the establishment of a
national bureau of health, which was referred to the Committee
on Public Health and National Quarantine.

He also presented letters, in the nature of memorials, from
Caleb H. Cushing, Wainwright Cushing, and 0. H. Bragg, of
Foxeroft, Me.; of Edith Hunt Smith, of Gardiner, Me.; of
Emma Ellis, of Nashua, N. H.; and of Guy Parkhurst Estes, of
Winsted, Conn., remonstrating against the establishment of a
national bureaun of health, which were referred to the Commit-
tee on Public Health and National Quarantine.

He also presented the memorials of W. E. Swift and sundry
other citizens of Augusta, Me,, remonstrating against the estab-
lishment of a national bureau of health, which were referred to
the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine.

He also presented a memorial of Thorne's Corner Grange,
Patrons or Husbandry, of Lewiston, Me., remonstrating against
the repeal of the present oleomargarine law, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a petition of Kennebec Valley Grange,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Madison, Me., and a petition of Loecal
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Woolwich, Me., praying that
an appropriation be made for the extension of the work of the
Office of Public Roads, Department of Agriculture, which were
ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. DICK presented petitions of sundry members of the
Tadies of the Maccabees of the World of Vermilion, Clinton,
Defiance, Minerva, and St. Marys, all in the State of Ohio,
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the ad-
mission of publications of fraternal societies to the mail as
second-class matter, which were referred to the Committee on
Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First
United Presbyterian Church of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution recognizing the
Deity, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the National State Grange,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Ohio, praying that an appropriation
be made for the extension of the work of the Office of Public
Roads, Department of Agriculture, which was ordered to lie
on the table. .

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cleveland,
Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called “ boiler-inspection
bill,” which was referred to the Commiitee on Interstate Com-
merce.

Mr. JONES presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 12,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Snohomish, Wash.,, remonstrating
against the repeal of the present oleomargarine law, which was
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 12,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Snohomish, Wash., praying for the
removal of the duty on the soy bean in its original state, which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Ile also presented a memorial of Chehalis Aerie, No. 1550,
Fraternal Order of Eagles, of Chehalis, Wash., and a memorial
of Aberdeen Aerie, Fraternal Order of Eagles, of Aberdeen,
Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to
prohibit the wearing of the uniform or other insignia of the
United States Army except by authorized persons, which were
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also presented petitions of Madrona Counecil, No. 1425,
Royal Arcanum, of Seattle; of (Gascade Council, No. 1798, Royal
Arcanum, of Everett; and of sundry members of the Ladies of
the Maccabees of the World, of Buckley, Burlington, Walla
Walla, and Olympia, all of the State of Washington, praying
for the enactment of legislation providing for the admission of
publications of fraternal societies to the mails as second-class
matter, which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices
and Post-Roads.

He also presented petitions of Independence Grange, No. 207,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Rochester; of Local Grange No. 154,
of Alpha, Patrons of Husbandry; of the Anti-Tuberculosis
League of King County; of sundry commercial and medical or-
ganizations of Tacoma ; and of the Ladies’ Literary and Musical
Club of Buckley, all of the State of Washington, praying for
the establishment of a national bureau of health, which were
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