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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY; May 1, 1913. 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer: 
Infinite and eternal Spirit, God over all, we come to Thee in 

prayer because spirit can meet spirit, be exalted, strengthened, 
purified, ennobled by the- contact. 

" Behold, I stand at the door and knock. If any man hear 
my voice and open the door I will come in to him and will sup 
with him and he with Me." Happy is the man who shall open 
the door of his heart that the King of Glory may come and be 
his guest and partake with him of the bread of life. Help us 
to open our hearts to that Spirit that we may be the better 
fitted for the duties of this new day, and all praise we shall 
gtve to Thee. Amen. 

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

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of H. R. 3321-
the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid
eration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce. tariff duties and to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
with 1\fr. GARRETT of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAill.MAN. At the time of the adjournment yesterday 
there was under discussion the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [1\Ir. GREENE]. If there be no objection, 
the amendment will be again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, paragraph 169, on page 45, line 20, by striking out the figures 

" 25 " and inserting the figures " 45." 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on the pending paragraph and all amendments 
thereto be closed in 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from · Alabama [1\Ir. UN
DERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that all debate on the pend-

ing paragraph and all amendemnts thereto be closed in 15 
minutes. 

l\Ir. MANN. Will the gentleman state how that time is to be 
divided? 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I want 5 minutes for this side. I am 
willing that gentlemen on that side may have the remaining 
time. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. · Chairman, a parliamentary in-
quiry? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Which section is referred to? 
1\fr. MANN. Paragraph 169. 
The CHAIRMAN. The last paragraph under the metal 

schedule. 
1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. I should like 5 minutes under that. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman desire to offer an 

amendment? 
Mr. l\fOOREl. This being the basket clause, there ought to be 

more discussion than 15 ~utes. 
l\Ir. U1\1DERWOOD. I will say that unless amendments are 

offered I shall have to try to limit debate. I am willing that 
gentlemen who have amendments may discuss them. 

Mr. l\fANN. Of course there are a great many things covered 
by the basket clause. Gentlemen wish to discuss the provisions 
of the bill. 

1\Ir. McKENZIE. I would like 5 minutes. 
Mr. U1'1DERWOOD. I will make it 20 minutes. · 
l\lr, MANN. Let us get it by unanimous consent, and see 

how the time is to be divided. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I° will let the Chair diYide the time. I 

want 5 minutes on this side. 
Mr. MOORE. I shollld like to haye 5 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani

mous consent that debate on the paragraph and all amendments 
thereto close in 20 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will make it 25. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, l\!r, Chairman, I will let the de

bate run, but I give notice that I intend to close it in a few 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his request? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If there is. objection. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. Make it 25. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\lr. Chairman, I consent this time, but 

I intend to push the consideration of this bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani

mous consent that the debate on the paragraph and· all amend
ments thereto close in 25 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
THE METAL SCHEDULE. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, this is the end of the 
metal-the iron and steel-schedule, which provides for the 
rates of duty upon more articles that enter into consumption in 
the life of the Republic than any other. I am glad to see that 
this committee has so materially reduced the tariff rates in this 
particular schedule, because it is shown by the testimony of 
those who are mainly engaged in the production of the articles 
covered by this schedule this manufacturing business requires 
less protection than any other in the bill. The officers and men 
connected with the United States Steel Corporation so testified 
in the investigation carried on for a year by a committee of 
this House, and the man who is said to have had more infor
mation on that subject than any other man in America, or prob
ably in the world-Mr. Schwab-testified that this industry did 
not need the tariff. 

We have her.e a schedule on the basis of which rests in a 
great measure the prosperity of the country, and we are dealing 
with a subject the product and sale of which have made those 
engaged in it the most prosperous people in the country. They 
are the people of all others who do not need, who are not en
titled by reason of such need, to one particle of protection. I 
do not say this 1 at mere random. I do not say th.at we have 
gone beyond the principle of enacting a tariff which will pro
vide for the difference in the cost of production at home and 
abroad. 

I do not, as a Democrat, concede the right of the American 
manufacturer to have any such thing in his favor. I stand here 
as n Democrat in favor of a tariff in preference to direct taxa
tion but when that tariff is levied, I want to see it levied for 
the 'purposes of revenue, and I never shall vote for a tariff 
that is levied for the protection of an industry beyond the 
point where it will raise the necessary revenue o:C this Govern
ment when economically administered. That has been the faith 
in which I was born, the faith in which I was reared, the faith 
in which I have lived in public life, and it is the faith in which 
I propose to conduct myself as a l\Iember of Congress. 
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It is said we are to bring into competition with American 

labor the cheap product of European labor in this particular 
branch o:f industry. The United States Steel Corporation is 
the most gigantic industrial giant on the face of the globe 
to-day. The evidence before the Ways and Means Committee, 
the publications in the magazines, and the evidence before a 
committee authorized by this House to investigate its affairs 
show that it claims to have a capital of nearly $2,000,000.000. 
The very first president of that corporation, in giving evidence 
before that committee, stated to that corru:µittee that at the 
present time that corporation did not need the tariff to protect 
it from European manufacturers. He stated that even taking 
into consideration the lower scale of wages paid 1n Germany 
and England and other countries, that corporation, nevertheless, 
could manufacture iron and steel and thelr products more 
cheaply than could any country on the face of the globe. I 
shall put into my remarks the evidence of Mr. Schwab, the first 
president of this corporation, for whose capacity and knowledge 
of the business in every detail the present president of this 
corporation, Mr. Farrell, on last Wednesday vouched. Mr. 
Schwab appeared before that committee on August 4, 1911, and 
I will quote a statement which is to be found on page 1303 of 
the hea.rin;,,,"'S before that committee to investigate the steel cor
poration. Mr. Schwab had previously stated that they could 
manufacture iron and steel products more cheaply than any 
country in the world, a statement that rather startled the 
Republican members o:f that committee. Mr. DANFORTH asked 
him: 

Even with the added load of labor? 
He replied: 
Yes; I think the reason for that is because we ma.nufaet~e in such 

large quantities ; we manufacture under the eC<>nOIDlC eondrtions that 
I speak o:f, and our tonnage is so great. 

Though pressed and pressed again by the Republican mem
bers of that committee to retract that statement, he insisted 
that what he said was true, but that they needed a tariff, not for 
the purpose of presently protecting either their labor or them
selyes in the manufacture of the products of this great indus
try, but for the future. If, perchance, the manufacturers in 
Germany and England and other foreign countries should be
come so efficient in producing the products of iron and steel as 
we are now, he stated that corporation would then need the 
protective tariff, but for the present time, in order to produce 
the products more cheaply than they are produced abroad, it 
was not necessary to have the tariff. So that we have here an 
industry represented by this great industrial giant, and this 
officer telling the country and the Congress that it does not 
need a protective tariff in order to manufacture more cheaply 
at home than they can abroad. 

What, then, becomes of that great proposition that the Demo
cratic Party by this bill have brought in a bill which is to carry 
ruin to the American laborer and to destroy industries? Ah, says 
my friend from Pennsylvania, we by this bill give to the Steel 
Corporation, which has grown to be the great giant of which I 
have spoken, advantage over the independents. Well, inde
pendent manufacturers sounds very sweet, but the other day, in 
the inquiry before the same committee to which I have referred 
to investigate the Steel Corporation, Mr. Farrell, president, said 
the only difference between the Steel Corporation and the inde
pendents ~as that the independents were not stockholders in 
the Steel Corporation, but they pursued the same policy and the 
same methods. That is, they had an understanding. written at 
times, pools, independents and the Steel Corporation alike, by 
which they fixed the price of the products manufactured by 
both and when it became a little dangerous to have those in 
evid~ce they burned up the books and they carried them along 
under gentlemen's agreements, and when the gentlemen's agree
ments became dangerous they then resorted to the famous Gary 
dinners by which to have an understanding. Those are the men 
engaged in this business so vital to the welfare and interest of 
our people, who charge that we, the party in power in this 
House, who have been endeavoring to bring some relief to the 
people ln regard to this most important schedule, which affects 
the smallest implement of agriculture and household affairs up 
to the greatest, they charge that we are to bring ruin and de
struction upon the labor of the co.untry, these men who by rea
son of an unnecessary, unwholesome, and vicious protective 
system have been able to enlarge their business until its pro-· 
portions startle not only the American people, but attract the 
attention of the world. For myself, I think that these men 
who have grown rich and powerful and strong in the commercial 
world, who thus declare publicly that they do not need the pro
tective tariff to enable them to pay the present prices for labor 
and to compete rn the markets at home and in the markets of 

the world, should at least have a fair proportion of these taxes, 
and burdens which have hitherto been borne by the people ta.ken 
away, and that the pe_ople should for once be considered by the 
House of Representatives. 

And when he was asked the question whether or not he 
needed the tariff in order to produce the articles as cheaply here 
as they could be produced abroad he said this: That taking 
into consideration the low scale of wages paid in Germany, 
England, and other countries that corporation nevertheless could 
manufacture iron and steel products more cheaply than could 
any other country on the face of the earth. 

That was so startling to Republican members of that com
mittee that they thought he had made a mistake, although Mr. 
Carnegie had time and time again given evidence to the same 
effect, and although he bad stated previously, when pressed by 
a Republican member of that committee-he thought he would 
ask the question and lead the witness into retracting it-whether 
he could do it even with tlle added load of labor, Mr. Schwab 
said l 

Yes; I thln.k the reason for that is because we manufacture in such 
large quantities; we manufacture under the economic conditions that 
I speak of. 

He said they did not need that yeax before last and would 
never· need it. unless, perchance, European manufacturers shou14 
by some means become so educated and progressed in the skill 
of manufacture that they could compete with the American 
manufacturers in these articles. 

THE HIGH COST' OF LIVING. 

Quoting from the report of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, which reported this bill : 

INCREASE IN COST Oll' LIVING. 

Probably the most striking economic change since 1897. bas been 
the tremendous increase in the cost of living-a situation which has 
attracted the anxious attention of economists the wo-rld over. The 
following figures represent the relative. advance in living costs that has 
taken place during the critical part of the period in question in the 
United States : 

Relative 1cholesale prices, an.a per cent of increa8e over 1897. 

Commodity. 

~~d .. ~~~~~~: :: = :: = = ~: = :: =: :: ::: = = 
Clothing ... . ... . ......... -· ......... . 
Metals and implements .............. . 
Drugs and chemicals ................ . 
House furnishing goods .•• . •.......... 
Miscellaneous ...•.•.. __ ..•...••...••. 
All commodities ... . ................. . 

Price, Priee~ Increase Price, Increase 
1897. 1900. o.ver 18lJ'Z. 1910. over 1897. 

85.2 
87. 7 
91.1 
86.6 
94.4 
89.8 
112.1 
89. 7 

109.5 
104.2 
106.8 
120.5 
115. 7 
106.l 
109.8 
110.5 

Per- cent. ' 
28.5 164. 6 
18.8 128. 7 
17. 2 123. 7 
39.1 128.li 
22.5 117.0 
lll.1 lU.6 
19.2 133. l 
23.1 1"31.() 

Per cent. 
93.2 
46. 7 

. ~g 
23.9 

~J 
46. 7 

From this- table it will appear that. the wholesale prices of 
metals and implements, such as are embraced in this schedule, 
have increased from 86.6 in 1897 to 120.5 in 1900, or 39.1 per 
cent; and to 128.5 in 1910~ or 48.2 per· cent over the prices of 
1897. 

Now how have wages increased in the corresponding period? 
The following table, taken from Bulletin No. 77, from the 

Bmeau of Labor~ published in 1908> will in a measure show the 
per cent of increase in wages up to 1908.. These a.re the latest 
available, but my information is that wages since 1907 do not 
show any considerable increase. 
Pe·r cent of increase in wages per hour •n 1907 as compared with the 

average for 1890-189J):, b11 industries. 
Agrlcultural implements ____________________________ 30. 9 
Bakery, bread-----------------------------------=---------- 28.9 Blacksmithing and horseshoeing _______________________ 26. 4 
Boots and shoes--------------------------------------- 24. S 
Brick------------------------------------------------- 22. 1 

~Jf ~&¥.i~~~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ il( i 
Clothing, factory product----------------------------- 15.8 
Cotton goods-------------------------------~------------ 57.5 Dyeing, finishing, and printing tertl.1es ______________________ 11. 8 
Electrical apparatus and supplies ___________________ ..:__ _______ 22. 6 
Flonr-----------------------------------------·---- 16. 0 
Foundry and machine shOP--------------------------- 21. 4 
Furniture---------------------------------------------- 27. 1 
Gas-----------------------------------·------·------------- 7. 7 
Glass-------------------------------------- ----------- 2:9. 4 

~!i~e~~-r-=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=-~.:.-=--=--=--===-=-=-=--=-.:.-=.-=.-=.-=---=== ~%·. ~ Hosiery and knit goods------------------------------- 33. 4 
Iron and steel, bar------------------------------<-- 40. 4 Iron and steel, Bessemer converting ____________________ 3.2. 6

8 Iron a.nd steel, blast furnace ________________________________ 19. 

=~t~_a!~=~~~~=======~==~==-~~~=-::-:~~---=~~ }} g Marble and stone work _____ ...:_ __________ .;_ __________ :_ __ 25. 7. 
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i~{~~~~~~~~~;;~~===============================~~~~~=: ~1:1 Prin"ting and binding, book and job--------------------------- 31. 0 

ift~1~~~~2~~~~---=~:::~---:::~~~------~=-:~~-~::::=~=::: H~ ~ Slaug~tering and meat packing _______________________________ 16. 0 
Streets and seweril, contract work __ _______________________ _,__ 45. 7 
Streets and sewers, municipal work------------------------- 21. 6 
Tobacco, cigars------------------------------------- 32. 4 
Woolen and worsted goods-------------------------- 31. 9 

All industries------------------------------ 28. 8 

It will be observed that tliis table merely shows the per cent 
of increase in wages per hour, not the per cent of increase per 
day or week. 

From this table it will appear that in the · iron and steel 
business from 1897 to 1907 the increase has been as follows: 
Iron and steel, bar, 33.4 per cent per hour; iron and steel, 
Bessemer converting~ 40.4 per cent; iron and steel. blast furnace. 

· 19.8 per cent. So in no case has the increase of wages kept 
pace with the increase in prices. · 

E:rporls of iron and steel. 

Items. 

~~n :~::: ::::: ::::::::: :::::: :::::::::::::::: ::: : ::: ::::: 
~~:~~~~-~-~1'.":: ::~:::::::: :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : :: : : : : : : : 
Wire rods ................. .. ............................. . 
All other bars of steel. ........... . ....................... . 
Billets, ingots, and blooms of steel: 

~~ ~~1XL::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
To other countries ...•..................•.••.......... 

Steel rails for railways: 
To Canada ..•....... • ...••.......•.................... 
To Central America. ............. . ............ . ...... . 
To Mexico .•...• .• .................................... 
To West Indies .........•...........•.............. •. . 
To South America .................... . .............. . 
To Japan .......................... . ................. . 
To other Asia ........••..••....•.••................... 
To other countries ................................... . 

Total steel rails ................ . ........... ... ..... . 

1911 

$2,496,291 
2,475,000 

794,686 
691, 770 
529,204 

4,486, 705 

2,983,876 
1,113,957 

1, 739 

1,168,000 
460,000 

1,854, 4!W 
962,000 

2,699,G99 
1,467,337 
2,341,650. 

424, 139 

11,377, 444 

1912 

$2,806,636 
2,658,428 
1,196, 409 

577,898 
1,416,271 
5,395,652 

3,939,099 
1,200, 710 

14,412 

3,369.,~4 
416, on 
893, 758 

1,260,691 
3,882, 126 
1,11. ,942 

866, 155 
326,869 

12,134,448 
I call attention to a recent report of the Bureau of Labor 

just published showing the cost of living in 1912 as compared 
with the years 1890 and 1896, which is found in the New York 
World of May l, 1913, and is as follows: 

In 1911 we imported $107,567 a.nd exported a value of $11,377,444. 
In 1912 we imported $87,392 and exported $12,134,446. The present 

· bill is right in placing steel rails on the free llst. 
COST OF LIVING REACHED HIGHEST POINT IN 1912. 

WASHINGTON, April 30. 
Dnlng the latter part of 1912 the cost of living in the United States 

was higher · than at any other time during the last 23 years. The 
Bureau of Labor Statistics has just issued a report on retail prices 
from 1890 to 1913. 

The lowest cost ~as reached in each of the geographical divisions 
and in the United States as a whole in 1896. From that date to 1912 
the t:otal lncl'€ase in the cost of living per year for a workingman's 
family, by geographical divisions.. was: North Atlantlc, $166; South 
Atlantic, .$152; North Central, $187; South Central. $1116; and Western. 
$152. 

Tbe approximate cost of a year's food supply for an average work
ingman's family at average prices of each year, by geographieal divi-
sions, for 1890, 1896 (the low year), and 1912 was: · 

Divisions. 1890 1896 1912 

-------------------- ---------
North Atlantic .............................. ...... ....... . 
South Atlantic ........•...•.... _ •... - .•...••......•..•.... 
North CentraL .................•.......................... 
South Central. .. -···············-·············-············ 
Western .•••.•......• ·····-· ···················--·-··- .•• 

$319 
274 
299 
269 
309 

$300 
265 
276 
255 
277 

i466 
417 
463 
441 
429 

I have taken the pains to present in a eoncise form the great 
business done in the iron and steel manufacture during the last 
year, showing the immense amount of export to foreign coun
tries and the inconsiderable imports from foreign countries; 
also a table showing, article by article, the difference in the 
rates in the Dingley bill and the Payne bill and the bill now 
under consideration. I do that so that the country can see the 
great reduction made in the rates in these articles and that the 
people of America shall get what they are entitled to-relief 
from these unnecessary burdens of taxation which for years 
an<l years have been placed upon the importation of these arti
cles, not for the purpose of bringing revenue to the Government 
but for no purpose in the world but to add to the already full 
and O'verflowing e-01l'ers of the men in this industry. In my 
judgment this taritr bill on this particular schedule-and I do 
not believe upon any other-will not have any deleterious effect 
upon the men engaged in it, beea.use the chief head of this great 
industry, the men who have organized the Steel Corporation 1 

and know more than anybody else about it, have said under oath 
that they did not need a tariff of any sort upon these articles 
1n order to manufacture more cheaply than they can abroad, or 
to enable them to successfully compete with the world; and 
then when they pay the wages they do in comparison with the 
low wages at home and abroad. I present the following analysis 
of the it'On and steel trade for the past year, as shown by the 
imports and e~rports, and a comparison of the rates contained 1n 
the Dingley, Payne, and the pending bill. From these I am -confi
dent it can not be truthfully maintained that this industry needs 
any protective tariff, and that rates fixed by this bill are both 
just and fair to the manufacturer and, at the same time, will 
bring relief to the American consumer from unjust and bur
densome taxation, which has heretofore been imposed mainly 
for the benefit of those who did not and do not now need it, and 
under which the most gigantic financial corporation and trust in 
the world has been organized, flourished, and prospered. [Ap~ 
plause.] 

Sheets and plates. 

1911 1912 

~=i········ ··· ························---·--· : ........... S6,545,5&5 $11,320, 829 
Tin,.···--·- .................. · -- -- - · · - · - - · · ·• · · -- ----· ........ ---- .. - .. ... .. .. 8,563,84() 12,'327,561 

········ · ·····························------·········· - 2,489,094 6,269,325 

In 1912 we imported $217,80.5 worth of sheets :and plates of iron 
and steel and $288,0H worth of tin plate and exported $29 916 715 
worth of lhe three sorts combined. ' ' 

Structural iron and stooZ. 

1911 

Total_ ........................•.........•........... 8,£83,851 

1912 

SS, 150,353 
35 '716 

2,416,388 
548,565 
7'i!:l,955 
807,800 
184,857 
1D7,Bro 
719,602 

11,082,1:13 

In 1912 we imported a value of $123,642 of building forms at from 
23 to 35 per een t tax. 

Wire. -

1911 1912 

~r~r::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: M, 643, 391 .$5, 469, 39S 
5, 556, 577 . 6, 5ll, 490 

TotaL ....••..•....•..• __ ..... ·-. __ ........... . .... . 10, 199,968 11,980,888 

We imported 1n 1911 and 1912 as follows: Barbed wire 1911 $4; 
1912, $7. All other wire, 1911, $1,166,277; 1912, $1,401,793. ' 

Builders' hardware an.a tools. 

1911 1912 

Locks, hlnges, and other builders' hardware........ ...... $7, 759,509 $5, 703,223 

~~ih& tooiS:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: m: m 15: ~: m 
Total ........... .•.................................. 

1
-l-7-,-064-, 8_1_3_

1
--17-,-6-10-.,-041-

In 1912 we imported $1,992 worth of hammers; files, $62,094 ; nip
pers, $67,410; saws, i37,040, against .an export oi $17,'610,041. 

1911 1912 

Car wheels._ .··- ...••••..•....•.......................... 
Our export trade of iron and steel and manufactures in 1911 and Castings ...... ·-·····-····-···················· ··- ········ 

1912, as taken from the Monthly Reports of Commerce and Finance and · Cutlery ...•.. ~··~····--·- ··· ························ · ·· ··· 
Imported Merchandise entered for Consumption in the United States, Firearms·-------·····-·································· · 

$367,453 
3,213, 737 
l,'083,891 

"2, 916,217 

$321,285 
2,964.,ffi 
1,162,203 
.3,358,419 

issued by the Department of Commerce and Labor. · 
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Mac1'inery, machines and parts. 

1911 

Adding machines.. . ........... . ........... . ..... . ... .. $845,802 
Brewers' machinery.......................... . ...... .. 175,461 
Cash registers ................................... : . . . . . . 3, 224, 886 
Electrical machinery . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8, 024, 628 

~:fi:im~~~~:·:·::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: . ~:~H~ 
Printing presses .... . .. . .. .. ....... . .................... 2, 854, 210 
Pumps and pumping machinery.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3, 562, 438 
Ice-making machinery. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 616, 187 
Sewing machines... .. . . .... . ........................... 9,039,840 
Shoe machinery ..... .. .................... : ............ 1, 633, 670 
Steam engines, locomotives............................. 3, 953, 648 
Stationary engines.................................... . 4, 042, 793 
Traction engines....................................... 3, 627, 837 
All other engines. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4, 424, 303 
Sugar mills....... . .............. . ...................... 2,590, 739 
Electric locomotives. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ......... . . . 
Stationary gas engines ............................................... . 
.Gasoline engines ............... . ................................. . .. . 

~~~i~~~:: ·. ·::.-.-_.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: ~~:~~ 
Woodworking machinery.............................. 1,827,963 
All other machinery ........ ;......................... . 24, 497, 774 

1912 

$928,878 
321,955 

3,585,192 
8, 444,863 

12,151,819 
1, 132, 782 
6,869,591 
3,050,372 
4,031,933 

830,678 
9,947,312 
1,911,824 
3,298,182 

750,581 
906,882 

4,256,371 
1, 782,504 

88,902 
393,683 

9,014,665 
11,423,691 
1, 876, 164 
2,368,578 

25,913,213 
1~~~~~4-~~~~ 

Total machinery. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 104, 528, 732 115, 406, 13~ 

In 1912 our imports of machinery were : 
Cash registers, at 30 per cenL--------------------------- $4, 836 
Embroidery and lace machines, at 45 per cent____________ 494, 720 
Other embroidery machines, free________________________ 125, 016 
Linen-making machines, free____________________________ 11, 628 
Jute machinery, at 30 per cent_ __ ...:_____________________ 51, 514 
Machine tools, at 30 per cent____________________________ 154, 786 
Pnntlng presses, at 30 per cent_ ____ _:___________________ 31, 399 
Sewing machines, at 30 per cent________________________ 70, 146 
Steam . engines, at 30 per cent_____ ______________________ 183, 539 
Typesetting and llnotype machines, at 30 per cent_________ HS 
Typewriters, at 30 per cent_ ________________ :____________ 401 
All o.ther machinery, at 45 per cent_ _____________________ 6, 025, 149 

Thus we have n total Import of machinery having a value of 
$7,129,977, against an export of $115,406,132. In other words, our ex
ports are 16 times our imports and, as will be seen from the compara
tive table following this, many ot these items of machinery have been 
very properly placed on the free list in the Underwood bill. 

Nai ls and spikea. 

1911 1912 

Cut ... . .............. . ..... . ......... . .....••.•........... 
Wire ......... . .......................................... . 
All other ................................................ . 

$434, 788 
2,363,671 

737,131 

$472,217 
2,865,980 

811, 751 

All these have been carrying a duty of about 15 per cent, but in 
the present bill are carried to the free list. 

1911 1912 

~~d~:1~-~~~::::::: :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : ::: : : : : : : : : : : : :: 
Safes ...... . .. . . . ..................................... . 
Scales and balances ................................... . 
Stoves and ranges .................... . ..... . ......... . 
All other manufactures ............. : ................. . 
Grand total of all iron and steel manufactures exported. 
To which add agricultural machinery ............ . ... . 
Our entire imports were ........ . ... .. ................ . 

$10, 735, 167 
268,654 
496,437 

1,061,388 
1,582,387 

2a,9S2,480 
230, 725, 352 
35,973,398 
34,205,968 

113,063, 737 
3()6, 885 
481,531 

1,074,630 
1,862, 732 

24,506,663 
268, 154, 262 
35,640,005 
26,551,040 

Our imports are a mere bagatelle compared with the immense value of 
our exports, and justify every reduction shown ii! the following com
parative table : 

Oomparison of the D i ngley and Payne laws with the Under-icoocl b£U on 
iron and steei. 

Dingley. 

Percent. 

~~ii~~;::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: n 
Wrought and scrap iron............................. 28. 94 

~~c;:a~~':is~. ·::: :·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~- 28 
Ferrosilicon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8. 17 
All other pigs. .......................... . ......... . . 23.29 
Slabs, blooms, etc............. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15. 62 
Muckbars ............................................ . ...... . 
Bar iron.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14. 80 
Bars or shapes of rolled or hammered iron.......... 11. 93 
Round lro.n.. . ...................................... 20. 47 

~~~~~m::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~:~ 
Beams, girders, etc................... . .............. 32. 78 

Payne. 

Percent. 
5. 72 

16.87 
12.44 
15.64 
8. 72 
6.97 

20.26 
19.59 
16.44 
23.66 
14. 74 
10.64 
11.20 
15.67 
10.39 
20. 76 
a1. 12 

Under
wood. 

Percent. 
Free. 

s • 
g 
8 

15 
15 
15 
15 
8 
8 
g 
8 
8 
8 

12 , 

Oomparison of the Dinqley and Pa1111e laws teith the Underwood bill on 
-iron and steel--Con tinned. 

Dingley. Payne. 

~u~1f:1J.~~."::::: ::: : : : ::::: ::: : : :: : ::: :: : : :: Per ~7f~ Per~~~-
Sheets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40. 52 28. 53 
Sheets1 cold rolled..................... . ..... .. ...... 40. 67 33. 36 
Crucibie plate steel. ................................. . ...... .. . . .. . ..... . 
Circularsawplates.......... . . ....... ............. 27. 9 23.08 
Anchors ...... . ............................ ., ... . ... 38. 18 27.47 
Forgings...................................... . ..... 35 30. 47 
Antifriction balls.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36. 04 42. 21 
Hoop iron ................................... : ....... 30.35 25.01 

~;:~ 11,~Js:.-.-:: : : ::::: ::: :::: :::: :::: :::::::::: :: : ::::::: :: ... -~~ - ... 
Bands, cut to lengths for hay, etc................... 60. 32 36. 26 
Railwaybars................... . ................... 34..73 17.40 
Railway fishplates........ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35. 52 21. 23 
Galvanized platest sheets, or strips.................. 23. 48 34.37 
Galvanized hoop, oand or scroll..................... 28. 95 38. 36 
Layered sheets... . ......... . ........................ 34. 33 33. 70 
Pic.kled sheets or plates. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37. 06 24: 98 
Bands or sheets, cold rolled. • • • . . . . . . • . . • . • . . . • • • . • . • • . . . . . . . . 85. 84 
Plates or sheets, hammered......................... 57.58 30.24 
Tin and teme plate . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53. 12 43. 20 
Steel ingots, blooms, or slabs.............. . . . . . . . . . . 20. 37 21. 77 
Mill shafting. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20. 37 ii. 77 
Other sheets and plates.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22. 67 20. 86 
Steel wool........................................... .......... 40.00 
Grit, shot, and sand .................. ~ .......... ··- . .. . . . . . . . . 75. 01 
Iron and steel wire rods............................. 20. 51 14 
Round wire of iron or steel. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42. 31 38. 43 
Iron bars, cold rolled................................ 17.41 14. 96 
Wire covered with cotton, silk, etc.................. '4. 99 35. 42 
Wire tern~ cold... . •. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50. 56 36. 92 
Barbed wire......................................... . ......... 7. 77 
Wire coated......................................... 16. 84 37. 92 
H eddies of wire .... . .......•.•.•..•..•..•...•....... _ . . . . . . . . . 85 
Manufactures of wire................................ 46. 11 43. 81 
Telegraph and telephone wire....................... 40 40 
Wire rope....... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . 50. 64 46.10 
Anvils. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . • • . . • . . . . . . . . 30. 33 30. 88 

::~!J~~t~~i~;~~~-:-::: :: :: :: :: :: : :: : : : : : : : : : : : :~~:::: t::: i~:::: 
Automobile chasaes ..•.........••..••..........•••....•................ . 
Bicycle~............................................ 45 45 
Motor cycles. . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45 45 
Axles. . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . • . . . . • . . . • . . • . . . • . . . . • . . . . . . . 20. 83 15. 30 
Tools............................................... 19.05 17.66 
Bof:!t nuts] etc ...... _.... . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23. 73 19. 21 

~~;d cki1:lim':.~'-~~ ~~~~~:: ::::.:::::::::::::::: .... 64." oo. 6Q. 06 
Cast-iron pipe.. .. ................................ . .. 18. 52 18.10 
Cast-iron andirons, etc........ . ..................... 15. 42 10. 87 
Castings of iron............................ . ........ . . . . . . . . . . 26. 16 
Castings of malleable iron. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18. 67 13. 76 
Cast hollow ware, coated or otherwise............... 35. 71 20.01 
Chain............................................... 46. 93 48. 85 
Tubes, pipes, flues, or stays........ . ................ 34.81 29. 97 
Furnaces.... . .............. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . 36. 01 44. 98 
Pen knives, pruning knives, etc..................... 79. 50 76. 51 
Razo18........ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64. 54 71. 34 
Scissors and shears....... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 52. 53 52.10 
Sword blades....................................... 34.98 46.35 
Table knives, etc., without handles. . . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . 50. 20 43. 26 
Table knives, etc., with handles..................... 50. 20 43. 26 
Files.. . ............................................. 67. 93 68. 06 
Muskets, shotguns, and rifles . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 25 
Breech-loading guns........................ . ........ 51. 01 46. 53 
Table utensils, enameled or glazed.................. 40 40 · 
Needles............................................. 34. 71 41. 93 
Fishhooks, rods, reels and baits...................... '5 '5 
Engraved plates, electrotype, etc........... . ........ 25 20. 60 
Lithographic plat.es of stone ..........................••....... 
Rivets, studs, and steel points-......... . ........... 27.58 39. 95 
Cross-<iut saws, mill saws, etc....................... 25 20 
Band saws . ......................................... 30 25 
Screws.............................................. 63.01 54. 76 
'Umbrella ribs....................................... 50 50 
Wheels for railways. . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . 55. 85 48. 80 

~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: H:~ ~:~~ 
German silver. . . . . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 25 
Bronze powder.. . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41. 36 39. 95 

~~~~:pa"r"::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: U:~ 1g: ~ 
Gold leaf. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38. 71 39. 61 
Silver leaf .............. . . . ....... ,... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 126. 83 94. 50 
Tinsel wire. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12. 41 10. 28 
Bullions and metal threa~ .•••.•......•••...•.........•....•............ 
Manufactures of tinsel ware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ........ . 
Hooks and eyes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46. 85 36. 94 
Lead-bearing ore........................... . ........ 88. 18 63.12 
Lead sheets, pigs, or bars........................... 58. 99 46. 88 
Gas mantles........................................ 36. 75 40 
Crude metallic minerals ................................ . .............. . 
Nickel.............................................. 17. 20 15. 41 

Under
wood. 

Percent. 
12 
15 
15 
20 
15 
15 
15 
15 
35 
12 

Free. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free. 

10 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
10 
10 
15 
20 
ao 

·10 
20 
10 
20 
20 

Free. 
20 
20 
20 
20 
30 
15 

Free. 
Free. 

45 
30 
25 
40 
10 
10 
15 
35 
40 
12 
io 
10 
10 
10 
20 
20 
20 

35 to 55 
35 to 55 

ao 
30 
25 
30 
25 
15 
35 
25 
25 
30 
15 
25 
20 
12 
12 
25 
35 
25 
25 
10 
15 
25 

{I) 

ti 
ti 

35 
30 
lQ 
so 
40 
15 

25 
25 
10 
10 

~~: ~~b-aii<i iiarrei ·iii oiie p~·:::::::::::::: .... ~~: ~ ..... ~~: ~~ _· · 
Penbolder tips. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 23. 85 
Gold pens... . ....................................... 25 25 
Fountain peIIS.. .• . .. . ... .. . . •. .. .. . . .. ...... .. . ... . 30 30 
Pins...... . ............. . ......... . ................. 38 35 

1 One-halt cent per pound. • Eight cents gross. • Twelvo cmts gross. 

25 
25 
25 
20 
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Comptn·ison ot He Dingley a. a Payne l ws with the Unaen.co-0a 1Jffl mi I now ask your attention to this detailed statement ot wages 

iron. a.nd sted-Continu.ed. paid in pump works in this country and foreign· countries: 

• Dfngley. Payne. 

Per cim.l. Pei ctnt. 
Quicksilver---·-·····-······························ 13.01 11.95 
Type metal..····························--········· g.oo ~-40 
New-type ..•.......•...••......•....•.....••...•.... 
Watch mo-vements. •.......................•.... -.... 5:!.38 53.51 
Jewels for watches and clocks •••......•...•...................•..•.. --·· 
Enameled dials ••••••••••.••••••.•.•.•.•••••••.•••.•••......•.....•.•..• 
ZJnc in blocks....................................... 29.15 32.44 
Zinoinsheet:i .•••••.•....•..•••••....••.•• ~--······· 28.08 25.45 , 
Z.lno ore ......•...•..... -· .. -···-· •.................• ~ -........ 36..37 

-~~:a~r~w~e-a:ps:::: :: : : : : : : : ::: ::::: ::: ::: : : :: 49. 10 .•.. ~~ ~~-
steam engines and Ioeomotives... ... ... .... .. ••. . ... 28.93 29. 96 
Printing presses and machine tools .....••.•••.....•. · 45 30 
Embroidery machines ...........•............ --·.... 45 "5 
N~IS and pliet3 •.•....•... ·-·. .. . • . . •• • ••. •••••.. 58. 04 59. 74. 

~~+~+<++nrnn:: t ~ 
Hoop ironcuttole.ngthB............................. :::6.09 15.96 
Barbed wire and all other fence wire................ 7. 77 
Out nails............................................ 17. 74 17. 76 
Horseshoe nails ................ -· . • . •• • . . • . • • . . • • •. • 12. 88 12.03 
Wire nails............................................ 6.64 17. 10' 

tp~°!nCi w•;::::::: :: : : :: : :: : ::: : : :: : :: : : : ~:::: ~:g~ 2~: ~~ 
Honie and mnle shoes............................... 17. 91 4. 72 
Cut tacks and brads................................. 14. 68 14. 68 

~~*\;_:_::~;~[~\[~~:[~·ni~~m~~:: .... r · i 
.Tar and oil spreading machines ••.••...•.•••.•• -· . . . Free. 
Bauxite........ ...................................... 29.10 21. 69 

~~:::};::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~. r.:ee. 

Under
wood. 

Percent. 
10 
15 
15 
30 
10 
30 
10 
10 
10 
30 
40 
15 
1.5 
25 
80 
25 
Z5 
25 
25 
25 

Free. 
Free. 

. Free-. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free-. 
Fi:ee. 
Fr.ea. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free-. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free. 
Free. 

. 1\Ir. FARR. .Mr. Chairman,. I am certain that Mr. Schwab 
could not have had the !Jlaking of pumps and pumping maehin
ery under consideration when he stated. as is alleged by the 
gentleman from Georgia. that we could make these articles and 
sell them against foreign competition without the tariff. The 
testimony before the Ways and l\Ieans Committee indicated 
that the cost of materials is about the same in foreign countries 
as it is here. The cost in the making of pumps in this country 
is in the labor, that amounts to 77 per cent of the cost of the 
product as against one-half of that in foreign countries. We 
have an industry of this kind 1n the city of Scranton, and I 
know that to-day it is 1n :financial distress, and if the ta.rift is 
lowered it will greatly lessen the chance to reorganize the 
works and give their workmen an opportunity to earn their 
livelihood. .. 

I simply want to quote the deadly parallel as regards. the 
wages of the two countries. I will not do that . in detail now, 
except to say that where men in Germany, France, England, and 
Belgium get $8 or $9, our men, for similar work, get twice and 
sometimes two and a half times. 

All over this country we see ale>ng railway lines-notwith-
. standing the feeling shown on the majority side against manu

facturers-grnat signs asking manufactm·ers to locate in towns, 
sites free. I know in Scranton our anxiety is to have more 
manufactories, and particularly those industries employing male 
help. All through this Schedule 0, my friends, you are dis
placing male workers. Reference yesterday was made to the 
clause covering tires for wheels for railways, which will dis
place male workmen. 

And so will this section, with respect to iron.workers, displace 
large numbers of male help in .r.;pn.ny of the States of this Union. 
In many cities in those States a.re industries making pumps and 
pumping machinery; and where we have been - able to sell 
'abroad it has been largely due to some specialized machine 
whose merits for particular purposes create a demand. 

Now, we talk a. great deal here about human welfare, and 
about our interest in the welfare of women, and shorter hours 
of work for tbe women, and better conditions for them, and 
against child labor. I agree fully on these propositions, and no 
country is doing quite so much for its women and children as 
·this country is doing. But here you propose to legislate out of 
-existence :l.nuustries that employ male labor. I ask the gen
tlemen on that side this quesijon : With the men out ot wE>rk, 
what are we going to do for the women and children? [Ap
plause on the Republican side.} 

Oomparcrtwe statement of waves per week. 

Lai~aw, Cin- Snow, Buil'alo, Worthington. Blake, Ea.st 
c:innati, Ohio. N.Y. Harrison, N .1. Cambridge; 

Mass. 

:Mini- Maxi- r.unt-1 r.rm- Minf- Maxi- Mini- !fa.xi. 
mum. mum. mum.. mum. IDUII4 mum. mum. mum. 

---
. Fitters (bench 

department) .. Sl6.50 $18.00 $15.40 $20. 62 no-.ro $17.28 $13. 75 $20.98 
Turners ..•• -· .• 15 .. 00 18.00 13.75 20.62 10.80 19.93 13..75 23.65 
Pattern makers 

(wood) .•..... 17. 7(} 21.90 16.'50 23.37 15.10 27.00 16. 50- 22.M 
Blacksmiths .••. 17.10 21.00 18. 2li 22.00 20'.25- 2'5.12 16.50 24.20 
Laborers ........ 9..60 14.40 9.07 10.45 9 lll 10.80 9. 35 9.35 

E~andand 
. ales.11 Genna.ny.• France.• Belgium.• 

Mtnf- Ma.xi- Mini- Maxi- Min!- Maxi- Minf. Maxi-
mum. mum. ' mum. mum. mum. mum. mum. mum. 

---------------
Fitters (bench 

department)_ $8.00 $9.00 $5.50 $8'.00 $6.00' ST.20 $4.93 $5. 70 
. Turners·-·-··· 8.00 9.00 6.75 8,U 6.00 T.62 5.12 6-0S 

Pattern makers 
(wood)-··-··· 8.50 9.50 6.37 '1-60 6.~ 7.43 4.89 6.00 

Blacksmiths .••. 8.00 9.00 7.U 8.25 6. 7,93 5.02 &.12 
Laborers ••••••. 4.50 5.60 4.50' 5.50 3.89 4. 79' 3.22 4.06 

1 Bri:ttsh Board of Trade Report Cd. 5009, 1911. 
i The wages in England in. February, 1909, were about lt per cent higher than in 

1905. 
a British Board of Trade Report Cd. 4032, 1910. 
'British Board of Trade Report Cd. 451?, 1009'. 
1 British Board of Trade Re.port Cd. 5080,. 1910. 

I shall include in my remarks the following communication:: 

Hon. J. R. FA.rut, 
HAZLETON, PA., April 2", 1913. 

House of Representatives, Washingto-n, D. 0. 
Sm : We u.nderstand that the tariff will be. the principal business 

taken up at the present session of Congress, and as manufacturers ot 
machinery here tu Pennsylvania we are very much concerned regarding 
any reduction in the present tanti? on machin~ry such as we- manufac
ture, which at the present time carries a duty of 45 per cent, and is 
under the basket or omnibus clause of Schedule C. "Metals and manu
factures of." In the tarlfr bill passed by the House and Senate last 
year the duty on. steam pumps an.d other machinery such as we manu
facture was reduced from 4.5 to 25 per cent. '1.'hls blll was vetoed by 
the President, and we are fearful that the new tariff bill proposed wlll 
carry the same reduction. 

At the hearing before the Ways and Means- Committee on the 14th ot 
last January ME. WalteF Laidlaw, a representative of our company, 
appeared and presented data and endeavored by his testimony to show 
the Ways an.d Means Committee that no reduction in the duty on ma
chinery such as we manufacture should be made. By consulting his 
testimony, which can be found In "Tariff schedule Sm, hearings before 
the Committee on Ways and Means, Rouse of Representatives, on S.cbeG
ule· C, metals an.d manufactures of," Janu.ary 14, 1913, you will find 
that Mr. Laidlaw presented exemples showing that on machinery such 
as we manufacture the percentage of labor to shop cost is: as high as 
77 per cent, and that the duty in some cases should be as much as 62 
per cent, and that it ls necessary to rr..aintaln the present duty on ma
chinery such as we manufacture In order that we may keep th& wages 
of oar workmen up to the present hfgh standard and that the standard 
of living of the American workmen will not ue reduced. 

We find !rom onr own investigation, and from reference to official 
Gov~rnment reports, that Euro.pean manufacturers of machinery similar 
to that manufactured by our company pay at the most one-half the 
rate of wages that we pay to the same class of work.men here in 
Pennsylvania, and in several of the European countries Less than one· 
halt of om wage rate, notwithstanding the- fact that in some of the 
European countries, partlcular1y in Germany, the efficiency o! the work
man is fully as hlgb as that of the workman in this country. P11ces 
of material in Europe and material in this country are practically the 
same, so that the only protection we need is for the benefit o! the 
American workmw. 

A reduction in the ta.riff wm enable the European manufacturer to 
take the business in our home markets, and in order to protect our in
vestment we would then be obliised to reduce the wages. of onr work
men so tha.t we can hold the bnsmess In this eo.Ulltry. 

Therefore, as manufacturers of machinery from the State ot Penn
sylvania our pur"'ose in writing to you is to endeavor to enlist -your 
support in preventing any reduction in the tariff on. machinery such as 
we manufacture, so that the wages of our workmen will not be reduced 
and that the standard of living of our American workmen wlll be 
maintained. 

Thanking you In advance for your as.sl.stance in connection wLUt this 
matter, we remain, 

Yours, very truly, THE JEANESVILLE Ino~ Wonx.s Co., 
A. B. JENNINGS, 

Vice President and General MaMger. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to cull attention 
again to the amendment offered by my colleague from Massa
chusetts [Mr. GREENEJ Inst ev-ening in behalf of an industry in 
his district. I stand alike for all the industries of Massachu
setts, and therefore I wish t<> ask the adoption of the amend-
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ment which he offered in behalf of j ewelry employees, whom 
you will recognize, from the petitions he presented and the intro
ductory remarks he made, as good and regular members of the 
Democratic P arty. I par ticularly want to urge the adoption of 
that amendment because it is directly along the line affecting 
the particular industry of which I wish to speak, and for which 
I offered an amendment yesterday afternoon. 

Now, we ha>e heard a good deal said here by the distinguished 
leader on the opposite side of the aisle in reference to "special 
interests." I do stand for just such a special interest as I re
ferred to here yesterday, namely, the workingman. At this 
time I particularly speak in behalf of the wor kingmen in. the 
wire mills of my district who have asked me to urge a contmu
ance of the present tariff rates affecting their industry. This 
same purpose will be accomplished if you adopt the amendment 
offered by my colleague [Mr. GREENE], increasing the rate in 
the basket clause from 25 per cent to 45 per cent. 

Now that kind of a "special interest" .is one which it seems 
should' not be advocated by a Representative in Congress, if I 
correctly understand the attitude taken by the gentlemen on the 
other side. We tried to get an explanation last evening through 
t.he gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] as to just what 
" pecial interests" are. But I consider a prop~r special. in~er
est in my district to be especially the employees m that d1str1ct. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Now j ust another word, my friends. I realize that I am a 
new ~fember of this body, and I do not wish to intrude either 
personally or officially on onr friends on the other ~ide, who are 
in the <rreat majority over there and who are agamst us here, 
but I d°o stand for the workingmen in my district, and I think 
when I put a clean-cut proposition to the leader of the committee 
who was in charge of this matter yesterday, I should have re
ceived at least the courtesy of a reply as to why the duty on 
Fourdrinier wire or bronze wire cloth was reduced from 45 per 
cent to 25 per cent. There was no kind of a reply Youchsafed 
in any shape or manner. I do ask that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] extend at least that courtesy to me, 
not personally but as representing ::m industry in my district, 
as to why tllat change was made. And in that connection I 
want to say that I stand here for the pr~Eervati_on of tllat in
dustry as well as other local and general mdustries. 

In reply to the gentleman whom he .d.esi~nated as comi~g 
"from Philadelphia," which is an honor m itself, although it 
would be a still greater honor if he were designated as coming 
from the State of Pennsylyania, he answered last evening in 
these words-and I quote from the CoNGBESSIONAL RECORD, 
page 731: 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I will say in answer to that .that if the 
gentleman from Philadelphia could sar that he was here tr~g to. s.ave 
an industry from destruction there might be some logic in his position. 

That is exactly the logic for which I stand here to-day. 
I am trying to the best of my ability as a representative of 

thnt industry to save it from destruction, and we w~nt to s~ve 
it from destruction for the benefit of the employees m that llne 
of industry. If the votes on this side will do it, and will save, 
likewise, from destruction the industries represented by my col
league from Massachusetts [Mr. GREENE] and ~e rest. of t1_1e 
industries of Massachusetts, then I know these mdustr1es will 
be saved. That is the logic of the situation in the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusatts [Mr. GREENE], and 
that is the- logic of our attitude toward all our industries. [Ap
pl:::.use.] 

The words of the Democratic platform adopted at Baltimore 
last year, and the further explanation by the Democratic can
didate, now President, made in a speech at Pittsbur~h on Octo
ber 18 last, although they have already appeared m ~ speech 
by a Republican Member during this debate, are especially ap
propriate at this time as directly bearing upon my argument. 

The platform says : 
We rec.ognlze that our system of tarifl' taxation is intimately con

nected with the business of the country, and we favor the · ultimate 
attainment of the principles we advocate by legislation that will not 
injure or destroy legitimate industry. 

1\Ir. Wilson said : 
I welcome the opportunity of stating what I believe to be the w~ll

con idered position of the Democratic Party with regard to the tariff. 
It is absolutely e sential that we should be enti!ely frank with one 
:rnother in the discussion of this fundamental question. The Democratic 
Party does not propo e free trade or anything approaching free trade. 
We favor the ultimate attainment of the principles we advocate by 
legislation that will not injure or destroy legitimate industry. 

I respectfully a~k. How do these statements made bafore the 
election harmonize with the conditions to-day, six months after 
election, .in this yery industry, as evidenced by the testimony of 
the wire we:wers of l\1as achusetts? I submit similar evidence 
is nvailabla from the workingmen in many other industries, not 
only in ~las achusetts but throughout the United States. 

Mr. LE:NROOT. Mr. Chairman , this is the basket clause of 
the metal schedule and carries a rate of 25 per cent. I n the 
Underwood bill of last year the basket clause carried in it shoe 
machine1·y, made almost•exclusively by the United Shoe Ma
chinery Co. When the b111 was up for consideration last year I 
made some inquiries of the gentleman f rom Alabama as to why 
shoe machinery, the product of a trust, was put into this basket 
clause and carried a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem, and at that 
time the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] gave an 
explanation of why this shoe machinery carried that duty of 25 
per cent, and this was the explanation. He said : 

Now, as to not putting this machinery on the free list, the reason 
it was not put on the free list was because it would have been of no 
avail. It is a patented article; it is a monopoly by reason of the pat
ent rights . It can only be made where the owners of the patent desire 
it to be made. A taritr will not protect it, because the patent protects 
it. A reduction of the tarllf would not have helped anybody, because 
the patent protects the owners of the article, so that it would simply 
have been a matter of absurdity to take that article out of the basket 
clause, where it happens to fall, because it is not fixed in the blLI, and 
place it on the free list. and then gone to the country and said we had 
done something. That would be merely fooling the country, and we did 
not want to do that. 

That is what the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
said about shoe machinery being put upon the free list last 
year, that if they did it they would be merely fooling the coun
try. I am sorry the gentleman is not in the room; because I 
would like to ask him whether in putting this machinery upon 
the free list now they are fooling the country, as they said they 
would be doing if they had done a year ago what they haYe now 
done in this bill. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Pennslrnnia [Mr. PALMER] last night stated with dramatic 
gesture and still more dramatic effect that his colleague, MJ,". 
MooRE, had been guilty of such conduct in proposing protective 
duties on some of the articles mentioned in this schedule that he 
blushed fo1· shame for the people of his State. If there is any 
occasion for anyone in the State of Pennsylvania blushing for 
shame with reference to the conduct of any of her Representa
tives-and I say it not in any invidious sen e, but merely by way 
of comparison-if there is any occasion for any blushes here, it 
is because a Representative of the State of Pennsylvania, in 
making up this schedule, has so prepared it that it will drive 
out the small manufacturer or put him entirely at the mercy of 
the trusts. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE. If under Amerkan policy, as 'we under. tand 

it, as it is taught in the common schools of the land and as it 
is authorized by law, it is proper for a man to engage in an 
industrial enterprise, in the construction of a building or a miU, 
would not the gentleman "blush for shame" if a lawmaker in 
Congress should undertake by an act of Congress to drhe that 
man out of business without any con ideration whatever? 

l\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. I think the gentleman is correct. 
Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield for just one more 

question? I ha-ve been bowled out of time this morning, and on 
behalf of one of my constituents who employs a large number of 
people I should like, in the gentleman's time, to introduce a 
letter showing the effect on labor of tlle policy of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] . May I introduce the letter 
in the gentleman's time? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman may. 
The letter referred to is as follows : 

The Hon. ;J. H.HIPTON MOORE, 

R. H. HOOD Co., 
Philadelphia, Pa., April 30, 1913. 

Congressman. Washington, D. C. 
HONORED Sra : I desire most earnestly to protest against the taritr bill 

now before Congress. If it should pass, it will ruin my business and 
throw my men out of employment. If this is not the result, my men 
will have to consent to work at a greatly reduced rate of wages. 

The proposed bill reduces the taria on manufactures of metal from 45 
to 25 per eent. While the taritr may have been too high on some com
modities, it certainly never was too high on machinery. 

I make fine comb circles for machine wool combs, also faller comb 
bars, which work in connection with the same machinery. 'l'llese are 
all fine machine parts, involving a great deal of skill and a high labor 
cost. I submitted a small sample of our work to the Ways and Means 
Committee and filed a brief. 

I think it is a shame that men in my business. whose mechanics are 
far superior in skill than, say, the buUding trades mechanics, do not 
receive anywhere as large wages. No builder in this country, were he 
subject to foreign competition, could maintain such a standard of wages 
unless he had a tariff of over 100 per cent. 

Even postmen in America receive three times the wages that the 
same men do in England ; yet our Congress wants to reduce men em
ployed in the machinery trades away below the wages of the postman or 
hod carrier. 

Everyone knows who knows anything about Europe that mechanics 
are cheap there. I have English and Italian mechanics in my employ 
who acknowledge that they receive wages here from two to three times 
as much as what they received in the old countries. Yet the proposed 
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bill is giving us only 25 per cent to compensate for this vast difference 
in wages. 

However slow Europe may be on other lines they are not slow in the 
manufacture of machinery. They make good machinery, and make it 
very cheaply, and 25 per cent will not even make competition, but it 
will surrender our market to them. . 

If it were ;;>ossible for us to make machinery in competition with 
Europe on this 25 per cent basis, no one would be more deli,ghted t?an I 
to do so; but it is a physical impossibility, unless, as I have said be
fore, there occurs a sweeping reduction in the price of labor. 

On going over the val'ious schedules of . the proposed tariff I find on 
certain goods a tariff of 40 per cent. These goods do not have nny
where near as hirue a labor cost as the goods which we manufacture. 
I wtll in13tance one class of goods as an illustration. The one I have 
i·eference to ls card clothing, which cards the wool on the machine, 
while the goods which I manufacture combs the wool after it is carded 
preparatory to spinning it into worsted yarns. I am prepared to prove 
to anyone that the labor cost on the goods that I make is greatly in 
excess of the labor cost on card clothing. Yet in the old tariff they 
bad 65 per cent, while we had 45 per cent, and a discrimination equally 
as gross is proposed in the new. . 

Trusting you will use your influence in an endeavor to defeat this 
bill, I remain, 

Ever truly, one of your constituents, 
R.H. Hooo. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the manufacturers of 
brads, of tacks, of cut nails, of wire nails, of barbed wire, or 
galvanized fence wire find, when they come to purchase the ma
terials they must use in their factories, that a tariff has been 
put upon them and that the Steel Trust holds control over 
those substances. 

When they come to sell their products, after they have taken 
them into their factories and put the work of American laborers 
upon them, they find they must market them in a market which 
is entirely unprotected, for all of those articles are put upon the 
free list. .And why are these articles upon the free list? Is 
there any scientific reason that can be given therefor? No. 
No matter what you say about bow this tariff schedule ought 
to be prepared, nobody would claim anything of the kind. It 
is simply economic blundering. They are put there solely for 
political effect. As the gentleman from Wisconsin has intimated 
with reference to some other items, they were put there for the 
purpose of fooling the farmer and the producer, and that is 
the reason why this schedule is made up in this manner. .And 
yet they will not fool the farmer nor will they fool the producer; 
they will find simply that the small manufacturer will be com
pelled to go out of business and that the trust is enabled to keep 
up its prices. The consumer will gain nothing by having these 
articles put upon the free list. Now, the gentleman from Penn
sylvania said something about platforms. Neither the gentle
man from Pennsylrnnia nor any of his party is in a position 
to talk about platforms in connection with this tariff schedule. 
Wby, the Democratic platform dedares a protective tariff to 
be unconstitutional. Will the gentleman think when be comes 
to vote for a protective tariff upon wool and hair of the .Angora 
goat, and cloth made from it, that it is in accordance with his 
platform? Does the gentleman think, when he puts a tariff on 
raw material and makes the finished product free of duty, that 
it is in accordance with bis platform? Does he think, when 
he puts a duty upon the partly finished product that must be 
used in a certain line of manufacture and takes it off or makes 
it lower upon the completed product, that that is in ac
cordance with the provisions of the platform that say they 
intend to injure no legitimate industry? If that is so, what 
are legitimate indush·ies? I leave it for the gentlemen to 
answer. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the gent1eman from Iowa [Mr. 
GREEN] bas taken unnecessary pains in his expression of the 
thought that I, as a Pennsylvanian, should blush for shame for 
anything that has been done in this steel and iron schedule. 
I want to say to him that I have been as deeply in the fight 
for tariff reform in Pennsylvania during the last four years 
as has any man in that State. I think I know the feeling of 
our people in the great industrial State of Pennsylvania upon 
this tariff question, and I assert it as my deliberate judgment 
that there is no State . in the Union where the demand for a 
reduction in the burdens of tariff. taxation is greater or louder 
to-day than in our State. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

It is evidenced by the fact that in the year 1912 no political 
party in our State had the nerve to write into its platform a 
demand for a continuance of the high protective rates. Every 
political party which wrote a platform in our State that year 
contained a demand for a reduction of the Payne rates and a 
demand for the lightening of the burden of tariff taxation. I 
come from one of the great industrial districts of the country. 
We have some of the largest industrial. plants in the United 
States within that district. We have the greatest cement mill 
in tile world, the great Atlas Portland Cement Mill, at North
ampton, which took the enormous contract for nearly 5,000,000 
barrels of cement for the Panama Canal. We have the Beth
lehem Steel Works, employing nearly 15,000 men. We have 90 

per cent of the slate mined, manufactured, and produced in the 
United States. All of these things baye been highly protected 
in the Payne law as in previous laws. We have gone into that 
district with the · fight for lower tariff taxes. This tariff ques
tion has been the issue in many a hard-fought battle, waged 
from corner to corner· of that district, and upon that issue 
the pr~sent Representative has been returned by such majorities 
as conclusively prove that our people believe in a reduction of 
these tariff taxes. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired; 
all time has expired. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GREENE]. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Upon a division (demanded by Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts) 
there were-ayes 54, hoes 80. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE D--WOOD AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

170. Briar root or briar wood, ivy or laurel root, and similar wood 
unmanufactured, or JOt further advanced than cut into blocks suitable 
for the articles into which they are intended to be converted, 10 per 
cent ad valorem. · 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last . 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
where briar root or briar wood or laurel root are obtained in 
the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My information is that this wood ls 
almost entirely, if not entirely, grown in foreign countries. I 
can give the gentleman the information as far as I have it: 

Briar root or briar wood is the root of white heath, which often 
grows to large size. The roots are gathered extensively in the south 
of France and in Corsica for the purpose of being made into tobacco 
pipes commonly called briar-wood pipes. 

Mr. MOORE. That is the foreign wood. But I was asking 
where it is obtained in the United States. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. It is imported. 
Mr. MOORE. There is none in the United States? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. None of which I know. 
Mr. MOORE. I have been advised that in No1·th Carolina 

they undertake to develop brierwood. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman's information is 

entirely incorrect. I never beard of it. 
Mr. MOORE. You think my information is entirely incorrect? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman will find it in his bear

ings of four years ago. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I was reading from the notes on 

Uie Payne bill, to give the gentleman the information. [Laugh
ter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. That was before we had the hearings. When 
we had hearings we paid attention to them. That was made 
up a year before the hearings. 

1\fr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman ought not to deny his 
own authority. 

Mr. PAYNE. You will catch up in five years. 
1\fr. 1\IOORE. What I want to say in connection with this 

question of duty on brierwood is this: It is in the interest of 
brierwood raisers in North Carolina, and I am glad of it. Ten 
per cent is imposed; and in addition, unmanufactured amber 
and amberoid, which enter into the manufacture of pipes, ard 
taken from the free list and put on the dutiable list, the appar
ent purpose being to raise revenue. I would say that most of 
the users of the pipes made from brier root and brierwood are 
of the poorer classes. Many of them are from the South, and 
some of them being Congressmen, smoke their brierwood pipes 
here in Washington with a great deal of pleasure. Hereafter1 

instead of obtaining the pipes as cheaply as before, the users 
of the pipes in the United States will pay the duty, and the 
price to the consumer, who likes to smoke his old-fashioned 
pipe, will not be reduced. In other words, in this particular 
instance the committee has raised the price to the consumer 
rather than to reduce the cost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
171. Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all forms of sawed cedar, 

lignum-vitre, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilln, mahogany, rosewood, 
satinwood, and all other cabinet woods not further manufactured than 
sawed, 10 per cent ad valorem; veneers of wood, 15 per cent ad va
lorem ; and wood unmanufactured, not specially provided for in this 
section, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
· The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 46, line 3, strike out the word "other." 
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· The CHAIRl\f.AN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
- Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Ir. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. • 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
HUMPHREY] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 46, line 7, after the words " ad valorem," insert the words, 

" shingles, 50 cents Der thousand ... 

l\Ir. :IIUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, the pur
pose of this amendment is to restore the present duty upon 
shingles-shingles being on the free list in this bill 

There are about 440 shingle mills iri the-State of Washington 
that cut shingles alone. A large number of shingles are also 
cut in the mills that cut lumber as well The 440 straight mills 
are mostly smal1 and mostly situated in the country. The 
shingle mills in the State of Washington employ about 15,000 
men and pay them about $15,000,000 annually in wages. These 
men are all white ruid nearly all American citizens. 

Their direct competitors. separated from them only by an 
imaginary line, are the orientals working in the shingle mills 
of British Columbia. More than 75 per cent of the labor em
ployed in the shingle mills of British Columbia are Hindus. 
Chinese, and Japanese. This oriental labor works for far less 
than the white labor of Washington. '.r:hey live differently 
from the white labor of Washington. 
· Yesterday I received an affidavit, which I hold in my hand, 
from a mun who has recently inspected 16 shingle mills in 
British Columbia. These mills are typical of all the mills in 
this Province. This affidavit shows that 15 per cent of the 
men employed in those mills are Chinese and 5 per cent are 
l!indus; or, in other words, 80 per cent of the labor working 
in the shingle mills of British Columbia is oriental. 

Here are the latest figures that I have been able to obtain 
showing the difference in wages in British Columbia and my 
State: 

~ Cents. 
Sawing, per 1,000, in Brlt1sh Columbia ___ _:__________________ 12 
Sawing, per 1,000, in Washington___________________________ 19 
Packing, per 1,000, in British Columbia______________________ 1 
Packing, per 1,000, in Washington _______________ ~---------- 10 

A common laborer in British Columbia receives $L50 a day. 
A common laborer in Washington receives $2.50 to $3.25 a day. 
Filers in British Columbia, $6 per day. 
Filers in Washington, $9 per day. 
Price of logs in British Columbia, $8 to $9 per 1,000. 
Price of logs in Washington, $11 to $14 per 1,000. 

Owing to the character of the timber, it also costs more to 
work it than it does the timber of British Columbia. Mr. J. H. 
Bloedel, who is one of the foremost millmen of the State of 
Washington and who owns shingle mills both in British Colum
bia and the State of Washington, has testified that the labor 
cost in British Columbia is 25 cents a thousand. In the State 
of Washington it is 55 cents a thousand. 

Is it expected that American labor shall compete with this 
oriental labor, or shall the shingle mills of Washington close? 
One result or the other is inevitable. 

In the State of Washington the shingle mill is largely the 
scavenger of the forest. It cuts what the sawmills leaye. It 
takes the stumps and pieces of logs generally charred and black
ened by fire. In British Columbia the oriental labor cuts mostly 
clean and green timber. Not only does the shingle mill in 
the State of Washington give employment to labor at high and 
living wages but it also conserves our forests by largely cutting 
timber stumps, tops, and parts of logs that would otherwise rot 
or be burned clearing the land. 

In order that the Honse may understand more fully the char
acter of the labor in British Columbia that the Democratic 
Party proposes that American labor should directly compete 
with, I will sh-Ow .a few pictures taken at the mills in British 
Columbia. 

Here are the pholographs of British Columbia mills taken 
only a few days ago. [:Exhibiting pictures.] In this photo
graph you see the Chinaman and in this one you see the Hindu. 
I ask the Democratic majority, Do you intend to bring Ameri
can labor in the State of Washington into direct competition 
with this oriental labor, with the Hindus and the Chinese? 
And that is precisely what this bill will do if you pass it. If 
you pass this bill and compel American labor in the State of 
Washington to compete with oriental labor just across the 
national border, then I hope no gentleman on the Democratic 
side will again attempt to mislead the Honse and the country by 
making speeches against oriental labor, as has recently been 
done by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SrssoN] and the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]. 

The Democratic Party is welcome to any glory that it can 
obtain by bringing American labor into contact with this ori
ental labor. .And what reply has the Democratic Party made 
to the American laborer working in the sWngle mills in the 
State of Washington? What consolation has been glren him? 
The Democratic Party, speaking through President Wilson, 
tells the American workman in the State of Washington that 
he will have the high privilege of whetting his wits in compe
tition with oriental labor. 

The Democratic Party gives the American workingman in 
my State the privilege of whetting his wits until he can live as 
the Japanese live, until he can live on the pay that the Japa
nese receives. The Democratic Party gives him the privi
lege of whetting his wits until he can live as the heathen 
Hindu lives. The Democratic Party gives the American work
ingman the high privilege of whetting his wits until he can li"rn 
as cheaply as ·the Chinaman lives. [Appla·use on the Republican 
side.] 

There are 300,000 voters in my State that live directly upon 
wages earned in the forests that, by this competition with 
oriental labor will have their wits so sharpened that they will 
demonstrate at the next opportunity that they are not so stupid 
as to vote the Democratic ticket. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

Admitting shingles free into the State of Washington will not 
lower the price to the consumer. In Canada they have a 
Shingle Trost. No attempt is made to conceal the fact. The 
Government does not attempt to prohibit it. They permit only 
so many machines to be run. Each community is allotted its 
number, and can not operate any more. This ls avowedly done 
for the purpose of keeping up the prices. When we haye free 
shingles, the prices will only be lowered sufficiently to get ·into 
our market. As soon as om· mills close prices will be increased. 
The Canadian is selling his shingles in our country not for 
our advantage but for his own. We know by experience what 
they will do. We do not have to guess. At one time Canada 
sold to us 5,000 carloads in a single year; but the American 
consumer did not get his shingles for any less. Our mills were 
closing six months in the year, while the mills across the .line 
were busy. The work and wages were simply transferred from 
Washington to British Columbia-from the American workman 
to the oriental. But the American consumer still paid the same 
price for his shingles. 

The history of the shingle industry is the history of every 
industry in America that has been protected from · the destruc
tion of cheap foreign labor. Every time we buy a bale of 
shingles from British Columbia we take just that much work 
and that much labor from the Americans and give it to the 
fo~gn~& . 

The result of . this bill will be to again largely transfer the 
shingle industry from the State of Washington to British 
Columbia. It will mean that $10,000,000 annually in work 
and wages will be taken from American labor in the State of 
Washington and given to the oriental labor across the line. 
It means that the Democratic Party will take the daily bread 
from 60,000 men, women, and children in the State of Wash
ington, and in the name of free trade, low prices, and college 
statesmunship give it to the Hindu and the Chinaman and the 
Japanese. 

They may give us cheap prices. They did once before. We 
had a " Prof. Wilson " then as we have a " Prof. Wilson " now 
that was the high priest of Democracy and the anointed 
prophet of free trade. Yes; prices were low-so low that you 
could get a good meal in many cities of the United States for 
5 · cents. That this bill may bring again those splendid days of 
Democratic cheapness I admit. There is no reason for placing 
shingles upon the free list bnt a sectional one and a political 
one. If it were a little peanut industry in the South, it would 
be protected as rice and peanuts are protected. If the shingle 
industry was located in Pennsylvania or Indiana or Minnesota 
or in any State that had a Democratic member of the Ways 
and :Means Committee, it would have been protected. It is 
sacrificed for political purposes only, because it is a Pacific 
coast industry. This bill will destroy this industry as it will 
many others, but there is no hope of amending it, so let it be 
enacted quickly. Let the tragedy be perpetrated at once in 
order that the people may the more quickly have the experience 
and the more quickly determine, as they will, to wipe the 
sectional monstrosity from the statute books. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that the de
bate on this schedule--! understtnd that gentlemen all want to 
talk about lumber-close in 35 minutes, and that 25 minutes 
of that time go to the other side. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
FALCONER] wishes to talk on an amendment that he will offer. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN

m: if.WOOD] has the floor. 
i\Ir. U~"DERWOOD. I am willing to agree about the length 

of the debate on this schedule, but I do not want a prolonged 
debate. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not wish to cut off Members 
who desire to offe1· amendments to the lumber schedule? 

Mr. U:~rnERWOOD. Oh, no; all gentlemen who desire to 
do so can offer amendments. · 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The Asiatic, oriental prop
osition that is involved in admitting the lumber of British Co
lumbia is the most important question now before the people of 
the United States. It overshadows the whole tariff bill. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I am going to object to the limitation of 
time suggested by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I shall be very glad to see if we can 
make an arrangement with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] if other gentlemen will keep quiet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the matter can 
be accommodated much more readily if gentlemen will be in 
order. All gentlemen will please be seated. 

Mr. MANN. Now, let us see if we can come to an agree-
ment. How many gentlemen on this side desire time? 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Washington. I desire time. 
Mr. MANN. That will be 5 minutes. 
Mr. POWERS. I desire time. 
Mr. MANN. That will be 10 minutes. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I desire 5 minutes. 
Mr. MANN. That makes 15. 
Mr. FALCONER. I desire 5 minutes. 
Mr. MAJ.~. That makes 20. 
Mr. FORDNEY. I desire 5 minutes. 
Mr. MANN. That makes 25. 
l\fr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I desire 5 minutes. 
l\Ir. MANN. That makes 30. 
Mr. MOORE. I desire 5 minutes. 
Mr. MANN. That makes 35. 
Mr. LANGLEY. I desire 5 minutes 
Mr. MANN. That makes 40. On this side there are gentle-

men who desire a total of 40 minutes. · 
Mr. FORDNEY. Make it an hour. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that the de

bate on Schedule D-the lumber schedule-conclude in 50 min
utes-40 minutes to go to that side of the House and 10 minutes 
to this side of the House-and that all amendments may be 
pending and voted on at the conclusion of the debate. 

Mr. _MANN. Make it so that gentlemen may offer their 
amendments to be voted on when the paragraphs are read. 

Mr. FORDNEY. You will have to dispose of a million dol
lars a minute. There is $40,000,000 involved in this. 

Mr. GARNER. We can do that. [Laughter.] 
The CHA.IRl\fAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN

DERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that all debate on Schedule D 
close in 50 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I understand there will be 50 minutes' debate. 
The 50 minutes does not include the reading of the paragraph 
or the offering of amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; 50 minutes' debate-40 minutes to go 
to the minority side of the House and 10 minutes to the major
ity, the time to be controlled by the Chair. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Chair may make the recognitions. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Mr. Chairman, 65 per cent 

of all the wooden shingles consumed in the United States are 
made in the State of Washington. One-fourth of all the men 
in British Columbia are orientals, and there are few oriental 
women. Nearly 80 per cent of all the workingmen in British 
Columbia are either Chinese, Japanese, or Hindu. The shingle 
industry in the State of Washington can not go against this 
competition. I desire to read to you a short telegraphic dis
patch printed in the Seattle Post-Intelligencer under date of 
April 22, this year : 

V ANCOUVEB, BRITISH COLUMBIA, 
Monday, .April 21, 191~. 

Under the terms of the Anglo-Japanese treaty, recently ratified by the 
Canadian Government, and going into etrect May 1, 1913, the Japanese 
have practically an open door to Canada. 

Prominent Japanese recently in Vancouver are authority for the above 
statement. The McBride governll'.lent has recently ratified the action of 
the Dominion Government. 

The Anglo-Japanese treaty prohibits any action being taken by the 
provincial ~overnments. 

Now, then, in order that this may be thoroughly understood, 
I desire to make a few explanatory statements of the immigra
tion laws of Canada. 

First. Nath·es of India-that is, Hindus-are British sub
jects, and under the law of Great Britain and Canada have the 
right to enter the latter Provinces and work there, provided 
that they pass a medical examination and have sufficient money 
on their person at the time of entering the country to insure 
their not becoming a public charge until they have had reason
able time to find employment. The sum of $25 on his person 
is a passport for the Hindu into British Columbia. 

Second. The Chinese are permitted to enter and work in 
British Columbia on payment of a head tax of $500 in each 
case and the passage of a medical examination. 

Let me say here that I want to thank the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. DIES] for the introduction into the RECORD of the· 
paragraphs from President Wilson's books, showing the me
chanical ability of the Chinese, and I propose to place in the 
RECORD, if my searchers now at work in the Congressional 
Library can find copies of the speeches made by the present 
Secretary of State, William J. Bryan, concerning the Japanese, 
at the time when he declared that imperialism was the para
mount issue. 

To revert to tj:le head tax, and treat it from an economical 
standpoint, it costs $500 and traveling expenses to put a Chinese 
workman into a lumber job in British Columbia. That $500, 
borrowed at 6 per cent interest, amounts to a yearly cost of 
$30, or about 10 cents per working day. Therefore the present 
difference between the cost of obtaining Chinese labor and other 
labor in British Columbia is fundamentally 10 cents per day. 

Third. Under a treaty between Great Britain and Japan, 
which goes into effect May 1, Japanese subjects have a right 
to freely enter British Columbia and to w-0rk therein in the 
shingle industry, the lumber industry, the lime industry, and 
nearly every other industry. Perhaps Vancouver, Biitish 
Columbia, will become the shoe center of the United States. 

Mr. KEATING. Will the gentleman state how he accounts 
for the fact that 50,000 American farmers have crossed the line 
to Canada, seeking homes, if this horde of labo1·ers is about to 
deluge Canada? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. These horde! h'ave not 
crossed the divide yet; they are still west of the Cascades clear
ing timber, grubbing 2 feet to get to the ground before they can 
get to agriculture. This shingle bill will stop our people from 
clearing the land that they are going to live on. 

Mr. KEA.TING. It will keep our people at home, will it not? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I can not yield any further. 

·The gentleman and myself can talk it over when we reach the 
schedule of agriculture. 

Vancouver, British Columbia, lies close to our territory, and 
if the old "fifty-four forty or fight" had prevailed, as our 
fathers hoped for, Vancouver should now be an American city, 
with, thank God, the Chinese barred and the Japanese re
stricted, while the Hindus could be run out of there just as we 
ran them out of Grays Harbor, my home. 

Fourth. While Japanese may enter British Columbia freely, 
there is, however, what might be termed a gentleman's agree
ment between some of the officials of the Dominion of Canada 
and those of the Japanese Empire, by which Japanese immi
gration is limited as occasion requires. A similar policy pre
vails as to the Chinese. 

The Chinese head tax is used as a sliding scale, letting 
Chinese coolies in when there are openings for them and ex
cluding them by raising the head tax when there are no labor 
opportunities. In other words, the Dominion lets Chinese labor 
in or shuts them out jui::.t as it regulates the shipment of wood 
pulp into the United States. I have very little time in which to 
go into the dangers of Asiatic immigration across the boundaries 
of the State of .Washington. Bubonic plague, riots, and all those 
troubles are with us. In the city of Bellingham, Wash., the 
white race recently lined up against the Asiatics. The papers 
are full of California's struggle against the Japanese. In pass
ing I would like to say, "How would you like ta have your 
little 6-year-cld daughter sit in school beside a 25-year-old 
Japanese fresh from the manure pile?" 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to reintroduce into the RECORD some 
remarks on the necessity for lumber and shingle duties made a 
few years ago by my illustrious and honored predecessor, 
Francis W. Cushman, who on this floor sacrificed his life as 
truly as any soldier on any battle field to the cause of the Con
stitution, the flag, and the state. [Applause.] 

I will also introduce the timber laws of British Columbia, 
showing the terms by which that Province gives Crown grants, 
special leases, and how they print the United States tariff 
schedules on lumber in their Timberman's Guide for the benefit 
of their lumbermen. Oh, if we had only had a tariff commis
sion to do as much for us. Then perhaps we new politicians 
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would not be obliged to dodge the name of Payne as if he were 
the ghost that pursued Tam O'Shanter. 

I desire to introduce into the RECORD the text of the .A.uglo
Japanes.e alliance, and I commend to eve1•y member of the 
majority this book, The Valor of Ignorance, by Homer Lea. 

I want to also introduce into the RECORD the protest of the 
Shingle W eavers' Union and statements against reduction on 
shino-les and protests from many civic organizations with regard 
to the jeopardizing of our industries in the West by continuing 
the lax so-called gentleman's agreement between the high 
officials of the United States and those of Japan. 

I want to prom to you by actual reports that British Colum
bia shingles, after paying a duty of 50 cents a thousand, ~11 in 
the New York market to-Oay at just exactly 10 cents higher 
than our shingles. 

Mr. Chairman, I represent a district which has a thousand 
miles of shore line--enough to reach from Boston, Mass., to 
Charleston S. C. I have an interest in that shore line. l\Iy 
district hds two great forest reserves, two gigantic national 
parks: one-half of the district is conserveli, and in the remain
ing territory there are about 60.000 Republican voters of all 
varieties, and I represent them. There are about 15,000 Demo
cra tic voters in all of that great district of 20,000 square miles 
and I represent them, as well as 60,000 Republicans of various 
degrP.es. There are about 200 shingle mills in my district, and 
I represent them, although I have no interest in any one of 
them, and after this bill is passed I would not accept the whole 
200 as a gift. 

r can almost regret that in all the great Northwest not a 
single Democra t came to Congress to sit in that secret "caucus 
Congress" which framed this bill. A single Democrat from our 
great section could have told that caucus some startling things. 
But I need not worry, for your great Democrat, your peerless 
leader, W. J. Bryan, the Secretary of State, will come back 
from the Pacific in a few days with information that will startle 
the President of the United States, who wants to match wits 
with the world. 

How Ca.n the sizzling solon from Mississippi [Mr. S1ssoN] in 
' the last month of the last session of Congress vote against a 

battleship program, and in the first month of this Congress CL? 
out on the floor these words: "If we must have war or submit 
to this indignity, I am for war." How can he vote for this 
tariff bill in view of this statement? 

And my far-sighted .friend, the gentleman from Alabama, 
Capt. HOBSON, who knows all these facts, how can he v?te for 
this bill? Will the income tax alone be enough to build the 
battleships that he knows we must have? [Applause.] 

I will print as a part of my remarks the following: 
To the COKGRESSMAN SECOND DISTRICT, WASHINGTON: 

Twenty-five thousand organized workmen in State of Washington 
vigorously protest against reduction ot tru:i1f on lumber. We do not 
want our wages reduced. CHAS. PERRY T.A.YLOR, 

Secretary Washington Federation of Labor. 
Also the following telegrams : 

ROCKPORT MILL Co., 
Beattie, Wash., April 15, 191~. 

Hon. ALBERT JOHNSON, M. C., 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: Ir you want to put the hundreds of little shingle mlUl!i, 
that "'ive empioyment to thousands, out of business, then help tnke OJI 
the t;'riff on shingles. 

It ls absolutely a question of a living with us, and we should be pro
tected and for at least 50 cents a thousand. 

We use timber that would be a complete waste were it not tor this 

inW~~8.J.1 we can do ls to ask your help in our protection. 
Yours v-ery truly, 

' ROCKPORT MILL Co., 
By GEO. c. LEMCKE, Preslden'I. 

ABERDEEY, WASH., April 15, 1913. 
Hon. ALBERT JOHNSON, 1Va.shinuton, D. a.: 

Realizing that any material reduction of the duty on shingles would 
throw vast quantities of British Columbia shingles, manufactured by 
cheap oriental labor, into competition with our shingles, and thus prac
tically kill this industry in Washington, the Aberdeen Chamber of Com
merce earnestly request you to exert your utmost power in procuring 
the same provision l.n the new tariff law as is now in elfect. 

N. P. BRYAN. 

HOQUIAM, W ABH., April 1Ji, 1913. 
Hon. ALBERT JOHNSOY..t... M. C .. 

WaBhington, D. 0.: 
One thousand men living in Chehalis County, earning $4,000 per day, 

and $6 500 000 invested in cedar mills and timber, demand protection 
trom cheap' oriental timber and oriental labor. lf you remove shingle 
tariff you kill American shingle businessHoQUIAM COJUUERCIAL CLUB. 

W. L. ADAMS. 
J . A. LEWIS. 
THOS. HUTCHINSON, 

SEATTLE, WASH., April 9, 1!J13. 
Hon. ALBE.RT J"OHNSON, Washington, D. C. : 

When we had a 30-cent duty on shingl es British Columbia mills with 
oriental labor shipped 5,000 ca1·s annually into United State . Western 
Washington mills now cut and ship 35 000 cars a year, supplying 65 per 
cent of shingles consumed in United States; most of these shingles are 
cut from low-grade cedar from stumps, broken and burned cedar, and 
windfalls by white labor. Much of the credit for the agricultural 
development of Washington is due to the small Washington shingle 
mills utilizing what would otherwise be an economical waste. Free 
shingles will give British Columbia mills our American markets and 
cause great suft'el'ing and lo s to citizens of Washington. We should 
at least have a 30-cent duty, and we urge and expect your untiring 
efforts to that end. • 

PACIFIC COAST SHIPPERS' ASSOCIATIOY. 

RAYMOND COMMERCIAL CLUB, 
Raymond, Wash., April 18, 1!J1S. 

Hon. ALBE.RT JOHNSON, l\1. C., 
Washi ngton, D. 0. 

Darn Srn: As the tariff revision is to be undertaken by the present 
Congress, and as this section of the country depends upon the lumber 
industry almost entirely for Its prosperity, we earnestly urge that the 
duty on lumber and shingles be at least maintained and if possible 
advanced. 

We believe that by voting for the p1·otective tariff on lumber and 
shingles that you will be carrying out the wishes of the majority ot 
your constituents. 

Very truly, yours. RAY IOND COMMEllCIAL CLUB, 
Per W. W. HAYS, Secretary. 

l\fr. Chairman, I have hundreds of other protests, with which 
I will not burden ~he RECORD. I thank you. 

STATEMENT NO. 1. 

.A.s an appendix to the book of Homer Lea, entitled " The 
Valor of Ignorance," will be found the Anglo-Japanese alliance, 
adopted at the time of Japan's war with Russia. A copy of the 
new Anglo-Japanese alliance, by which the Japanese receive ad
ditional favors in Canada, will soon be available 'for this record. 
In this connection read Homer Lea's The Day of the Saxon. 

STATEMENT NO. 2. 

I desire to take from the appendix of the book of Homer Lea, 
entitled "The Valor of Ignorance," the following statements 
concerning the first expression of the anti-Japane e sentiment 
in California, and I desire to add that an anti-Chinese senti
ment has existed in the State of Washington since before the 
State was admitted to the Union in 1889 and prevailed to such 
an extent that Chinese were not allowed to remain among us: 

The first expression of anti-Japanese sentiment did not occur until 
1900, when a ma meeting was held in San .Francisco. 

In 1904. at the twenty-fourth annual se!" 1on of the American Fed
eration of Labor (2,500,000 members), resolutions were pa ed to per
manently exclude the Japanese from the UnJted States and its insular 
Territories. These re olutions were reaffirmed at the annual se sions 
in 1905 and 1906. During 1905, 12 great national conventlons in
dorsed and adopted the same resolutions, as did 539 other organizations, 
comprising civic, fraternal, pollt1caJ, and labor associations. 

• • $ • • • • 

In 1908 there was established 1n general convention the Asiatil! 
Exclusion League of North America, the outgrowth of the .Ta.panese
Korean Exclusion League oi 1906. This league has branches in all 
ot the Western States. 

STATEMENT NO. S . 

.Memorial of the First Com·ention of the Asiatic Exclusion 
League of North America in a regular session held in Seattle, 
Wash. They entered reqne ts and protests as follows: 

Request the immediate passage of a law which will exclude, abso
lutely and emphatically, all Asiatics from the mninland and insular 
possessions of the United States ; and your memorialists do hereby 
emphatically 

Protest against the administrative and executive officers of the United 
States entering into any agreement which will permit the ruler of any 
foreign country to make stipulations as to what cla s of persons, and 
in what numbers, shall leave sald foreign country for the purpose of 
immigrating to the United States; and your memorialists 

Declare that any such agreement with a foreign power ls a subver
sion of the traditions and policies ot the United States and a betrayal 
oi tlle rights of .American cltizens. Your memorialists further 

Protest against the employment of Asiatics on board vessels flying 
the American flag to the exclusion of American seamen and in viola· 
tion of American law; therefore, your memorialists 

Pray for the speedy enactment of a law which will prohibit the em
ployment of Asiatics upon all vessels flying the American flag, or in 
any branch or department of the public service; your memoriallsts 
again emphatically 

Protest against the continuance of A iatic immlgr::i.tion upon the 
exalted grounds of American patriotism, for the rea sons-

First. That these Asiatics come to the United States entirely igno
rant of our sentiments of nativity and patriotism, and utterly unfit 
and incapable of discharging the duties of American citizenship. 

Second. The introduction of this incongruous and nonasslmilable 
element into our natlo'!lal Jife will inevitably impail' and degrade. i! 
not effectually destroy, our cherished institutions and our American life. 

Third. These Asiatics are alien to our Ideas of patt·iotism, morality, 
loyalty and the highest conception of Christian civilization. 

Fom1:n. Tneir presence . he1·e is a degrading and contaminating influ
ence to the best phases of American life. 

Fifth. With thei? low standard of living, immoral sm·roundings, and 
cheap labor they constitute n formidable and fierce competition against 
our American system-the pride and glory of our clvillzation-and 
unless prohibited by effective legislation will result in the irreparable 
deterioration of American labo1·. 

Sixth. The living in our midst of a large body of Asiatics, the 
greatest number of whom are armed, loyal to their Government, enter-
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tn.lning feelings of distrust, if not of hostility, to our people, wlth-0ut 
any allegiance to our Government or our institutions, not sustaining 
American hfe in times of peace, and ever ready to respond to the 
cau e of their own nations in times of war. make these Asiatics an 
nppalling meQacc to the American Republic, the splendid achievements 
wrought by the trong arms and loyal · hearts of Caucasian toilers, 
patriots. and ·heroes Jn every walk of life. 

I desire to quote Senator LODGE in commenting upon the anti
.Tap::me e movement in a speech at Boston as saying: 

Such a movement of people as tbls is in itself a historic event of 
great ma~ttude deserving the most careful consideration; but what 

e are concerned with ls its effect upon and its meaning to the people of 
the United States and the future of our country. 

STATEME~T NO. 4. 

I wish to present a statement prepared and presented to the 
House of Repre entatives by my lamented and honored pred
eces or, Francis W. Cushman, as to the position of our lumber 
industry in relation to Canada: 

Look at that part ol the chart that deals with shingles. In the year 
1908 Canada sent Into the United States 329 times as many shingles as 
we sent into Canada in the same year. And yet we boast that we be
Ueve in protecting home industries and home labor. Any American 
who bas any red corpuscles left in him can not look at that chart and 
not blush. The American tartJf on shingles ought to be raised from 80 
cents to 60 cents a thousand, and then we would begin to manufacture 
our own shingles at home, and the price to the consumer would be 
little, lf any, greater than it ls now. 

I will add another table of figures showing the shingles and lumber 
exported and Imported between the United States and Canada during 
the past five years: 
Sliingtes imported into the United States from Oanada atl4 ~ported 

ft·om the United States to Ca.n.ada. 

100! 1905 1900 1907 1903 

Imported . • _ ~372,000 758, 725, 000 900, 806, 000 880, 903, 000 987,266,000 
Exportoo - . _ ,069,()(X) 6,867,000 8,905,000 2,013,000 2,955,000 

Total imports shingles for 5 years from CanafuL____ _ 4, 298, 072, 000 
Total exports shingles tor 5 years to Canada________ 27, 809, 000 

Excess imports over exports------------ - - - -- 4,270,263,000 
In 5 years 158 times as many. 

Valuation of sM11gles imported and e:xported betiueen the United States 
and Canada. 

1904 1905 1906 1907 1903 

~---~ U,e02,998 $1,581,421 Sl,852,512 $1,939, 791 $2,376,394 
E11:portoo .. 14, 186 13,212 16,377 4,265 8,873 

Total value shingles imported 5 years from Canada ______ $9, 853, 071 
Total value shingles exported 5 years to Canada________ 56, 913 

Excess imports over exports _________ __ __________ 9,296, 158 

In five years value one hundred and sixty-four times a.s much. 
Please note the steady increase in the quantities of the etutr that 

Canada le ending to us and the steady decrease of similar products 
we are sending to her. If that chart were a liWe wider and contained 
the record of a few more years, the United States would be clear otr 
the commercial map. 

STATEMENT NO. 5. 

I also desire to present the following affidavit of Charles C. 
Hone, who was employed by the Pacific Coast Shippers' Associa
tion of Seattle, Wash., and the Red Cedar Manufacturers' 
Association, also of Seattle, in which is set forth the relative 
number of CbJnese, IDndus, and whites employed in the shingle 
mills of British Columbia which he investigated. I would like 
to direct particular attention to the wages paid Asiatic em
ployees working in these shingle mills. 

The statement of Fred A. Traill, treasurer and manager of 
tbe Red Cedar Shingle Manufacturers' Association, sets forth 
the scale of wages of the white employees. in the shingle mills 
of the Stat.e of Washington. This statement follows the state
ment of 1\lr. Hone. 
S'l:ATil 011' W ASIDNGTO'.:'f, County of King, ss: 

Charles C. Hone. being first duly sworn, on o!l.th deposes and says : 
Thut he was employed by the Pacific Coast Shippers' Association, of 

Seattle1 •• wash., and the Red Cedar Shingle Manufacturers' Association, 
of Searue, Wash., to inspect shingle-manufacturing plants in western 
British Columbia, and to investigate and determine the capacity of said 
plants and the number and races of the employees of each of sald plants. 

That he personally Inspected, from Apri 15, 1913, to April 18, 1913, 
inclusive, plants ot the following concerns : 

Robertson & Hackett, Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 15, 1913. 
Robert McNair Shingle Co., Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 15, 

1913. 
Albert Cotton, Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 15, 1913. 
Thomas Kirkpatrick, Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 15, 1913. 
Impe~al Shingle Co., Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 15i 1913. 
Jo eph Chew Lumber & Shingle Co., Vancouver, British Columola, on 

April 15, 1913. 
Lulu Shingle Co., Eburne, B1·itish Columbia, on April 15, 1913. 
Westminster Mill Co., New Westminster, British Columbia, on April 

16 1913. 
Royal City Lumber & Shingle Co., New We8tmlnster, British Colum

bia, on April 16, 1913. 

19
prroette Saw Mill Co., Sapperton, British Columbia, on April 16, 

Cascade Mills (Ltd.), Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 17, 1913. 
Thurston Flavelle Lumber Co., Po1·t Moody, British Columbia, on 

AprU 17, 1913. rni3.rt Moody Shingle C.O., Port Moody, British Colnmbia, <m April 17, 

19
f:f.w Ladysmith Lumber Co., Nanalmo, British Columbia, on April 18, 

Victoria Lumber & Manufacturing Co., Chema.niW!, British Columbia, 
on April 18, 1913. 

Victoria Shingle Co., Victoria, British Columbia, on April 18, 1913. 
As the result of my personal investigation and inspection I found 

that the number and races of the employees engaged Jn and about the 
plants of the above-named concerns were as follows : 

Chinese. ~· dw. White. Total. .____ __ _ 
Sawyers • . . . ... . . .. •.• . ••..•.. • .• -~--- ·· ···· · · 58 ....•....• 12 70 
Packers . . .. - · .. .. •...• · ·-- - ·· .. .. ..... .. ... . . 69 . . . . . • . . . . . . . .. . . 69 
All other ~mployees 1----- --- ----- ---· ·--· -··· 94 5 53 152 - - -- ----

Total. .. -- ·- --- - ··· -·--· · . ... --· -· · -·-·- 221 5 65 291 

1 Covers bolt passers, cut-o:tI m6!1, block pilers, hand sawyers, clipper men, reflme 
movers, band ns.ilers, car loaders, and common 1.1\borers. 

From these figures the percentage of white employees compared with. 
the percentage of oriental employees engaged is as follows: Asiatic em
ployees, 80 per cent; white employees, 20 per cent. 

On inquiry as to the wa~es paid Asiatic employees by the above-men
tioned concerns, I have arrived at the following averages : 

Shingle sawyers (Asiatic employees), 12 cents to 13 cents per thou
sand. 

Shingle packers (Asiatic employees), 6 eents to 7~ cents pe.r thousand. 
All other (Asiatic employees), $1.4-0 to $1.70 per day. 

CHAS. C. HO~'"E . 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 24th day of April, 1913. 
[SEAL.] JOSEPH B. ALEXL'ffiEn, 

No-tarv PubUc fa and for file State of Washmgton, 

STATE OF WASIDNGTON, County of King, 88.' 
Re,11iding at Seattle. 

Fred A. Traill, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says that 
he is treasurer and manager of the Red Cedar Shingle Manufacturers' 
Association, an organization incorporated under the laws of the State 
of Washington, composed of about 200 shingle manufacturers who manu
facture about 65 PE:X cent of the shingle output of the State of Wash
ington. 

That I am en tirely familiar with the wages pa.id shingle sawyers 
(white employees). shingle packers (white employees), and all others 
(white employees) in the shingle manufacturing plants on the Puget 
Sound, State of Washington. 

The following is the scale of wages : 
Shingle sawyers(white employees), 16 cents to 19 cents per thousand. 
Shingle packers (white employees), 9 cents to 10 cents per thousand. 
Knee bolters (white employees), $3.50 to $4 .50 per day. 
Drag sawyers (white employees), $3.50 to $5 per day. 
Common laborers (white employees), $2 to $2.50 per day. 

F. A. TRAILL. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me thls 24th day of Aprll, 1913. 
( SEAL.] JOSEPH B. ALEXANDER, 

Notary P.ublic in and for the Btate of Washington, 
Re8'idi111J at Seattle. 

I am in possession of fully 1,000 letters and telegrams pro
testing against the destruction of the shingle industry, but as 
no opportunity has been given to present these in a hearing on 
the lumber sclledule, and as no Democrat has voted otherwise 
than directed by his leaders, it seems usele.ss to carry them in 
the columns of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Let me, in conclusion, add a condensation of the British 
Columbia timber laws and taxation rules. Notice the simplicity 
and the low price for leasing : 

STATEMENT NO. a. 
All land 1n the Province of British Columbia not the subject ot 

private ownership is subject to the disposal of the provincial authori
ties, save the lands In the rallway belt. The railway belt is a strip of 
about 20 miles on each side of the Canadian Pacific Railway as far west 
as Port Moody, the statutory terminus. The timber on provincial lands 
up to the present time has been disposed of either by Crown grant, 
lease, or license. 

Crown grant or patent gives absolute ownership in fee simple to land 
and timber thereon, and on the timber taken horn I!!nd covi!red by deeds 
issued prior to the 7th of April, 1887, there is a tax of from $1 to $4 
per 1,000, which ls refunded if the logs are manufactured into lumber 
in Canada. On all timber cut on deeded Crown-grant lands Issued since 
the 7th of April, 1887, and prior to the 12th of March, 1906, there ls a 
royalty of 50 cents per thousand and no tax. Both these cl sses are ex
portable. 

On any timber cut from Crown lands or from Crown-granted lands 
deeded since the 12th of March, 1906, there is a royalty of 50 cents per 
thousand, but the logs are not exportable until manufactured. 

Dominion leases give the holder the right of all the timber on the 
land held under lease until cut. The charges on the same are as fol
lows : A ground rent of 5 cents per acre per year in advance and a 
stumpage or royalty of 50 cents per thousand when cut There is a 
charge for fire dues, which ls too small to take into consideration. 

Prior to 1905 the provincial government, which controls all the 
timber 01' British Columbia outside 01' tbe Canadian Pacific Railway 
belt, issued leases covering timberlands, which gave the holder of such 
leases the right to all the timber on the lands covered by the lease for a 
period of 21 years, with a ground r('.nt of 10 cents per acre per year 
and 50 cents per thousand stumpage when cut. These leases can be sur
rendered at any time tJ.nd renewed for another 21 years under existing 
laws in fo.rce at time of surrendering. 

The provineial government up to 1908 issued special provincial 
licenses for 21. years from date of issue, wbiich gave the holder the right 
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to all the timber: on the land for 21 years, at a ground rent of $140 per 
~h~~mc~~r section of 640 acres and 50 cents per thousand stumpage 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the com
mittee's attention to the fact that on page 46 cedar lumber is 
put on the protected list at 10 per cent ad valorem and on 
page 128 cedar shingles are put on the free list. It co~ts twice 
as much in labor and other expenses to convert a thousand 
feet of cedar logs into shingles as it does to convert a thousand 
feet of logs into lumber. You have therefore put a duty of 10 
per cent ad valorem on lumber when imported into this country 
which sells at about $25 per thousand feet, or $2.50 a thousand 
feet protection, and you can not truthfully call it anything else, 
and you have put the product of that thousand feet of logs in 
shingles on the free list. Shingles are made out of many kinds 
of wood-cedar, redwood, cypress, pine, fir, and many other 
kinds of timber. 

The gentleman will say that this is cabinet wood. You have 
made no distinction between Spanish .;:edar and British Co
lumbia cedar, or any other cedar ; so that cedar lumber will 
come in under that paragraph and pay a duty of 10 per cent ad 
valorem, and you put shingles on the free list. Show me the 
consistency between the two when one costs twice as much as 
the other. 

Again, gentlemen, you forget. Remember now this is a 
special interest. I have got some personal interest and there
fore I should not be permitted to talk on the subject. If I 
do I may be subjected to severe criticism as was my friend 
from Pennsylvania yesterday when he talked about shoe eyelets. 
I am a lumberman; I am Iiot a shingle manufacturer. ·My wife 
had an uncle whose cousin had a brother married to a girl 
whose uncle was in the shingle business. [Laughter.] 

l\Ir. HAl\HLTON of Michigan. What relation are you to her? 
l\Ir. PALMER. Can the gentleman describe that again and 

get it the same way? [Laughter.] 
Mr. FORDNEY. There are 49,000 saw and shingle mills in the 

United States, employing 800,000 laboring men. These men and 
their families get their bread and butter from that industry. 
Talk about monopoly t The Bureau of Corporations spent half a 
million dollars and five years time in trying to find a monopoly. 
or a trust in the manufacture of lumber and shingles in· this 
country, and then · reported their absolute failure to do so. 
My friends, you are striking a blow at an industry the product 
of which last year amounted to $40,000,000 one-half of which 
went into the pockets of the men who wer~ employed in that 
industry, not including the men in the lumber camps. I am 
speaking of the men in the saw and shingle mills of this 
country. You ate going to do this. You are going to put 
shingles on the free list and lumber on the free list. Lumber 
is now on the protected list t!.nd pays the smallest rate of duty 
of anything mentioned in the protective law with the sinO'le 
exception of fish. You are going to take away' that little mor~el 
of protection, when everything that the manufacturer of lumber 
and shingles uses in the way of tools, machinery, clothing food 
supply, everything that is used in the sawmill or i~ the 
lumber camp, is on the protected list. You · propose now to give 
them free potatoes and free pork--

Mr. RAKER. And free beef? - • 
l\Ir. FORDNEY. Beef I Oh, granny's nightcap I Cattle on 

the protective list and beef on the free list! Another incon
sistency from the Democratic side of the House-raw material 
on the protective list and the finished product on the free list. 
Not protection. Do not use the word "protection," for your life. 
Revenue, revenue-cattle on the protective list because we need 
the revenue, and we are going to get it, too. So it goes all down 
the line. But gentlemen on that side of the House forget when 
putting shingles on the free list that the industry in the North
west, where the great bulk of the shingles come from needs 
that protection. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from l\Iichigan 
has expirM. 

1\Ir. FALCONER. l\Ir. Chairma~, it was my intention to offer 
an amendment to the amendment; but when this Ways and 
Means Committee can dispose of $40,000,000 in 40 minutes I will 
say that they are moving too rapidly for me, and I will n~t offer 
the amendment. 

I want to submit, however, that 54 per cent of the standing 
timber in t~e U.nited States is in the States of Washington, 
Oregon, Cahforma, Idaho, and Montana, and yet the men who 
are at the head of affairs in this House have not seen fit to put 
one man from any of these States on the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

In your reckless revelry of tariff tinkering you are putting 
an industry in the State of Washington out of business. I 
am not here to talk for a duty on lumber; that is a different 
matter. But I do say that any man who stands up on the flo or . 

o_f this House and says that shingles should be put on the freo 
llst has a very crazy idea of the economics that affect much o.t 
the territory in the northwestern. part of the United States. 

Labor l You Japanese, Chinese, Hindu "lovers I [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] I hope the gentleman from Illinois 
w~o talk~ for the laboring man yesterday will vote right 
this mormng. He says he is a man who was elected for the 
welfare of and to protect the labor interests. Any mun who 
has an ounce of brains in his cranium knows that he is puttin~ 
the labor interest in the shingle industry in this country to th~ 
bad, and so far to the bad that men engaged in it will be look
ing for other employment inside of the next two years. What 
are the conditions obtaining in the shingle industry? 

Mr. RA.KER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FALCONER. Yes ; briefly. 
l\Ir. RAKER. Does the gentleman know what percentage of 

Japanese, Hindu, and Chinese-
Mr. FALCONER. Yes; 80 per cent are working in the shingle 

mills of British Columbia, and I will file an affidavit of an in
vestigation showing that. 

Mr. RAKER. I mean in Oregon and Washington. 
Mr. FALCONER. Less than 1 per cent. [Applause on the 

Pr.ogres~lve side) More than 99 per cent of the men in the 
shingle mdustry m the States of Washington Oregon Montana 
and Idaho are American citizens, or eligible to be so. ' ' 

Mr. MANN. And the gentleman from California will vote for 
the Chinese, Japanese, and Hindus who work in British Co
lumbia. 

Mr. FALCONER. I have not time to yield more. 
Mr. RAKER. I want to call the gentleman's attention to the 

fact that it is the Republican Party that is responsible for the 
Chinese, Japanese, and Hindus up to the present time. 

:Mr. FALCONER. The gentleman and his party are trying to 
let in the Japanese now. 

Mr. RA.KER. And you have never raised your voice--
Mr. FALCONER. Your party is trying to put them in Cali

fornia-you and your President, who is a master of fine phrase
ology, but who knows nothing about the economics involving 
the shingle industry--

1\fr. RA.KER. Your President recommended that--· 
Mr. FALCONER. This is not a question of anyone's Presi

dent or party. I am dealing with the item involving the shingle 
industry. Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen who are so en
thusiastic in protecting the Chinese, Hindus, and Japanese, are 
the men who are working for the special interests· special in
terests that control certain lines of industry and ~ho make a 
vast amount of money importing just this kind of labor and 
you know it and the gentleman from Chicago who spoke y~ster
day knows it. 

Mr. RAKER. l\Ir. Chairman--
Mr. FALCONER. I am not going to yield. We do not allow 

Chinese to stay in Snohomish County or any of those counties 
in Washington where shingles a1·e made. ·with regard to the 
~entleman from California who persists in interrupting, I will 
say that he demonstrates the fact that when you get a Demo
crat started on the. wrong road-and he is wrong on this sub
ject-he does not know when to stop, and he exhibits his in-
consistency now on the floor of this House. -

What does it mean to labor? You talk of the exclusion o:f 
the Chinese. Eight thousand Chinese went into British Co
lumbia in two years. There is supposed to be a tax of $500 
per capita to enter. They do not pay $500 per capita. The 
Dominion of Canada has a " gentleman's" agreement with the 
Japanese Government that only 500 a year shall have passports 
to British Columbia, and the fact of the matter is that 11000 
came in 1907 and 1908. ' 

I have been in the shingle business, not, however, for 10 years. 
I now have no interest, either directly or indirectly but I do 
know the business, gentlemen, and I want to say that I or any
one, if shingles are placed on the free list, together with the 
opening of the Panama Canal, can ship shingles from British 
Columbia, in foreign ships through the canal, to every seaport 
city in the United States. Under the present conditions of 50 
cents duty, Canada has imported about 6 per cent of the 
shingles used in the United States. Why take the duty off now? 
[Applause.] 

The CHAIR~!AJ.~. The time of the gentleman from Wash
ington [Mr. FALCONER] has expired. 

Mr. FALCONER. I wish to extend my remarks and include 
a clipping from the Everett Morning Tribune of April •22 and 
the following affidavits: ' 

[From the Everett Morning Tribune, Apr. 22.] 
JAPANESE NOW HA VE OPEN DOOR TO CANADA. 

VANCOUVER, BRITISH COLUMBIA, April 21, 1913. 
Under the terms of the Anglo-Japanese tt·eaty, recently ratified by the 

Canadian Government and going into effect May 1, 1913, the Japanese 
have practically a n open door to Canada. -
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Prominent "Japanese recently in. Vancoriv-er :are authority 1o:r the 

above statement. The policy of the McBride go¥ernment has apparently 
been a.gainst orienta imm1gra.tion, but only reeentl_y it ratified the 
actio.n of the 'Dominion goveI'nment. 

The .Anglo-..Tapanese -trea1y p:rohibits a.ny action ·being taken _by :fh.-e 
p1·ovincial ,gover.n.ments. 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, (Jountg of :King, 88: 
!l, Fl'ed .A. Traill, being first duly sworn, on 10a.th ,(JepoBe .and ·say : 
That l :nm tceasurer and manager of the Red Cedar .Shingle Mcurn

facturers"' Assoclatlon, an organization incorporated una.e.r :the law.s 
-of th-e ·State of Washl.ngton, composed of about 200 ablngle manufae· 
turers, wh-0 manufacture abont 65 ·per .een:t of the ·shingle output cl 
the S.tate cl Washington. 

"' TI7 a t f x· That I employed Charles C. Hone on Aprl1 [4 to Inspect Brltish 
,;:iTA.TE tOF -u '..ASHINGTON, oun 1J 0 mg, /ls.: Columbia shingle mam.1.faetnTing plants, and that the ·said Charles -C. 

Charles C. Hone, being first duly sworn on oath, de_1?oses and says: Hone 1s the .same p.erson -W.ho testified to the fforeg6ing affida:vit. 
That he was employed by the Pacific Coast Shippers Assoeiation ot .1l' .A T 

Seattle, ·wash., and the Red Cellar Shingle ManufacturerS' Association ' · · MILL. 
of Seattle, wash. to inspect shingle manufa:etur.ing plants 1n western Subscribed and sworn to before :me this 24th -day <Of Ap:ril, 1913. 
'British Columbia 'and to Investigate and determine the ca.pa.city of said '[SEAL.] .J"OSEPH .B. A.LEJM.NDER, 
pl-ants and the number and races of the employees of each of saia plan.ts. Notary PubUo in m~a fer the State -of "Wa81wnnton, 

That he personally inspected !fu'om April !1..5, 1913, to April 18, 191"3, Res·iai'-"11 .at Beattle. 
foclusive, pl.ants of t'he following concerns : . .Mr. POWERS. .Mr. Chairmmi, I desire to offer .an amend-

.Robertson & Hackett, Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 15, 1913. t 
Robt. ·M.cNair Shlng'le Co., "Vancouver, British -COlumbia, on Apci.1 15, 1 men • 

1913. The CHAIRMAN. The ()lark will -report th:e .-amendment. 
.Albert Cott-0n, Vancouver, Brill.sh Columbia, on A_prll 15, 1913. The Clerk Tea-0 as f-ellows: 
Thos Kirkpatrick, Vancouver, British 'Columbia, on April 15, lfil3. 
Impei·ial Shingle Co., Van.couver, British Columbia,_ on AprU 15, 1.913. Par. 1721. Rough lumber, $1.25 per thousand 'feet -Ooard IDeasme. 
Jos. Chew Lumber & Shingle Co., "Vancouver, :British Columbia, on Par~ .1.72!. Railroad ties, ..LO per cent .ad va.inrem.. 

.A.pill 15, a.913. Eb .B lti h c 1 b' A n 15 1913 Mr. POWERS. .Mr. Ohairman, I do ;n.ot care ta be beam 
{V~l:f~~~e ~i Co.~1N~w we:mu:st~ JtJ'i~h S~lumbia, 1ln° April upGn this :amendment at ·any great length. The Democratic 

rn., 1913. ' . ~ Party has determined to pass the Underwood -bill without .amend-
Royal <City Lumber & Shingle Co., New Westminster, British .Co- , ment, :and for the purpose et putting before :the general -public 

lu~~~~e~ A/i~ Um·rng:, Sapperton, "British Co'lumbia, on April i1.6, one o-~ the -ablest .speeChes I have ~ead for a _good While I ab.an 
1"912. , read into .my i·em:rurks a speech made by former Senator Ohaun

<Caseade Mills (Ltd:), Vancou.ver, .B.ritisb Oohlml>la,_ "?n .A.~ril 17 ... 1913. cey .1\'I. Depew before the MontE:ek Club, of Bre.aklyn, lftt :a 't'lin
TJ1lurston Fla:velle Lumber Co.., Port Moody, Britis'h olum1na, an , ner :given in ·cel.ebra.ticm. -ef too seventy-ninth bitthdxy of 1r1r. 

A.p.r1l 17, 1913. •. -1 17 · • 
Port Moody -Shingle Co., Fort Moody, .British Columbia, on .... pn , Depew. His speech, pubhshed in the New York :Evening Mall 

19~3· L d Ith Lumb c N 1m _Brltish Columbia on A-pril 18, in its issue of A-pril 28, 1913, is as follows: . 
191i_w a ysm er o.., ana 0• ' "'MR. PRESIDENT :A.ND GEN!IT.EMEN: Wit'.h eacl1 recmr-ence o:t 

Victoria Lumber & Manufacturing Co., Chemanius, British Cohunbla, these an-nlversa:ries I am more impressed with the :per.manenee 
on April 18 191"3 , ;f fr' d h1 Th · f · h t • ..... "l>t F :nn th Victoria Shingle Co., Vletoria, British Columbla, 1ln .Aprll 18, .1913. · Q; . ien s . P· . e pr-eo is e~ o-m.c;n. • or ~ years e 

.As the result uf :my personal investlgati.on and inspection, I .found members of this dub in celebrating my binthday -added to the 
that the number and races of toe employees .engaged Jn and -about the . p-leasure of the first mooting an -origina.l compliment. In 22 
_plants of fue .above-namea. concerns wexe .as follows~ years several generations -of elub members -come and go~ but 

. ~· . . there !is :always a central phalanx of 'V-e'terans to keep :up prin-
'Chinese. Hindns. White. Total. ciples and traditions of the organization. 

--------------1--------,------ "I have been greeted to-night by fathers who have brought 
eawyers .. _._ ........... -·-----~·-··-··- 58 ··-····- il2 ig their 'Sons, and by sons who have 'brought the g,rrundsons of 
.Packers.···-··--····--~·-········--~-- 69 _:----~·,· -: -~·-· ···~ . 1.52 those who welcomed me 'Within these wans 22 years ago. "I'h~ 
.All other filDJ)loyees 1-· -- ·-··· • • • · • - ··~ ___ 94_ ii ___ 53_ ____ political -revolutions which nave taken -place in the -ce-untry a11d 

·Totai..--------~---···-···-··- 221 , 5 65 ; .291 in tire .State. the financial criBes which hav.e for a time :para-
_____________ _!_ __ ~'----...!._----'---- 1yzed our industries, IDld the agitati.;('.)ns · h'ich seemed revolu-

.a..-cover:s bolt paasers, -cut-off men, block pilers, hand sawyers, clipper- . tlonary, but -0.isappeared, have neither interrupted no.r [m_paired 
men, refuse movers, band nallers, car loaders, and .common laborers. ' our numbers or the '!}leasures of -QUl" anniversaries. 

From these .figures the percentage of white employees compared with '" T .. • -"',,.. "'~ i f +-1 -t th ede d 
the 'Pe:rcenta.ge of ·0:rlental emplo_yees engaged is as .follows: Asiatic em- 1.AlC.Ian, 'W..le iillll'OUS goss P 0 an:i..1.q.ui y, e pr cessor an 
p1oyees, so _pe.r c.e:nt; 'White .employees, 20 per cent. -0rlginator -Of the immartal .Pepys, m ene -Of ·his stories sa_ys 

On inquiry :as to the wages paid Asiatic employees by the .aoove- that he -called upan a famous centenarian nam-ed Go:rgias, who 
mentioned concerns, :I have arrived at the 1'ollowing averages~ ~ived at Oorinth 1,7-00 years :ago, anxi(JUB to put the questions 

Shingle :Sawyers, ?l2 ,cents to i3 cents per thousand. "'o whi'ch ·"-..,."'T'"U ·eentena.n'an :1--as ·1~een sub1i~,J.,,.d ever· ."m·. ce, "nd :Shingile packers, 6 ce:xrts to 1'.§ cents -per thousand. ' t' "''~.... 'il lJ .,txi.\'.: "'· ~ 
All -others, ,$!..40 :to $1. 70 _per day_ probably before, .for the-r-e is 1100Ung new under :the mm. 

CHAS. C. Hmm. "'-'ATE X.HE HERRING ALONE. 
Subscribed .and swo.rn to before me this 24th .day of .April, "1.91"3. 
[SE.AL.] J-osEPH B. ALEXANDER, "Lucian called upon Gorglas to find ou.t the secrets of his 

Notary P.tib'Uo ·1i and tor rtJu; Btate of Washington~ -extreme :age. He .said to .him, "Y.ou 1la~ ju&t :had your one 
Residting at Be.attle. hundred and eighth birthday and are ..enj()ying s;Plendid health, 

vigor~ and vitality_ No:w, to what do you ascrtbe it!., Gorg1as 
STATE -OF WASHINGTO.N, lJoimJv of King, s1L· .answered~ 'To the -fact that :r .nev-er .ha.VE a.ccm>ted an ~nwitation 

I, Fred .A. Traill, being first duly :sworn, on oath depose .a.nil say: to .:n~ ~""'- '' ~ .~ ~.,...~ari "' da 
That I .am treasurer a.nd manager of the R:ed C-edar Shingle Mann- u.u..i.e -Ou.i.. vn.e 0-1. our ce.u,uai ans a iew ys iago, answer-

faeturers' Association, an ·OTganization incoo:parate:d under the 'laws 01'. ing '.the saID.e ,question .at .1D3, said Jn b.1S <!a.Se it Wa"S -due to the 
the State ,of Washington, reomp.o.seCI of abon± 200 ishingJ.e manufactUTera, fact that ..he had eaten a :red herring every ·day. I ithink the 
who manufacture about G5 per .cent of the .shingle ou.tput of the S.tate A r1 <1..~d 'f.J.. -ihet:t ~~~ H ta~~1 filA t t th ~ o:f Washington. . me: can lid' :i...ue :' er u.L.LH::. . .e ·ce11 .J.J:JJ.Y u . nG ,ea . a;i. 

'That I am ·entirely familiar With the wages paid 'Shingle -sawyer.s herring :alone, and _1t created a .thirst which 1.ed to .compamon-

~
white employees), shingle packers (white empl9yees~, .and :all others ' ship in quenching it. 
white empl.o_yees) Jn the shingle manufacturing plats :o.n the Puget "Wllat a :ghastly century was that ,of Gor-gia:s who had ne:ver 

· ound, State of Washington. ,q·;~ d ·t. "TTih b ~,,;~~4- - ·-" '1-.-1 • d 4-i...~ 1 to .,,..~ The "following ls a scale of wages: u.u.i.e -on -"- e · r.L.l.J...U:U.U. men -0.1. -iuS peno , .Lil~ sen P rs W..LW 
Shingle saw_yers {white .employees.), 16 cents •t-0 .19 -cents ·p:er them- n.re 1lle despair of our artis.ts, the .ar.ehite.e;ts whom we can 

:Sn1Si·ingle packers (white -employees), 1} cents to .10 -cents per thousand. never equai th? .philosophers and poets wh-o na'Ve been IDQdels 
Knesbolters .(white 'employees), '$3.:50 to $4.50 per day. Qf .all '8UC.Ceeding generatiens, the -0r.ato:rs, stat-esm.en, and 
:Drag -saw'yers (white em_p.loyees), $3.50 to $5 per dey._ soJdiel'.S whom subsequent .hIBtory has nev2r <ectipsed, .all were 
C.ommon Jab.orers (white :employees)• ..$2 -to $2.i50 ;p.er ,-day. visitors during his long 1ife to beautifu1 and artistic C.orinth, 
:Subscribed and sworn to before nie fhis 24tll 1iay uf !~!. =.L· and he might, at the dinners w.hicJ;i wer~ invariably .given th~, 
IsEAL.] JOSEPH B. ALEXANDER, have enj.oyed tile pleasures ot thell' :Society Rnd l-eft an autob1- . 

.Noiaru Pub.lie in rfl<.n-d for ,t11,e Stale '6.1 'W'fSliingtcm, ography of personal x..emmiscences of incalculable ;value to 
Resillmg at Beattle. posterity. 

S:r.crrn -OF W.A..SHINGTOJ.""l., -Cof.ll11t,11 of Km17. ss: 
1, R D. Becker, being <first duly sworn1 .. on oath ~se .a.n.li 1say. 
That 1 am -secretary and manager of the l!a.clfi.c Coast .Shl;pperS' .As

sociation, :-an -organizat1on incorporated under -the laws .of the St.ate 
of 'WaShlngron, rompos.ed ,pf wholesalers -and m.anufo.cturerfl of luniber 
nm1 shingles, -whose combined ·m:rtput ls Sf>;p;ox.ima.tely 70 Jl.er eent ,01. 
the l'all lumber trade Qf western ··washington. :a-nu .about '80 per -cent 
of -trre ran Bhingle ttnde o-f western Wush?J.ng'ton. 

That I employed Mr. Charles C. Hone ron April 1.4.. 1913 to ins~ 
B.ritish Columbia .ma:nufacturJng plants· lhe:t .the .said -Charles C.. flone 
ts 1:-0e same person who has testified to t'he faregOing .affidavit. 

'F. D. ·BECKER. 
!Su'bscrlb€<1 ·and iswo.rn to before me 1th1s 24th uay ~! April, 11)13. 
!SEAL. ] d<IBIDPH B. -A.LEXANI>ER, -

Notary Publio in and for the State of Washington, 
Re8icting at Beattle. 

" I have met mos.t of the ,filsfinguished men and women of 
my time in .this and otber countri-es, and with scarcely . an 
excepti.on the best I -ever knew of them occurred at dinner~ An 
-evening with Gladstone -wa-s a liberal education.. He po-ssess.ed 
the most .comprehensive ·mind 'of his generation nn:d IMlB gifted 
with the mast .graphic power of expressing b.i.s.o.pinions. 

'"A formal interview with him was of little value, but "in the 
:eoni:ldenees -and intimaeies <Of a king -dinner ftt :a !friend's house 
Gladstone could b.e mo1·e eloquent, more lmpresSive, und more 
delightful Chan iii bis 'best efforts in the fil<OUSe of Oom.mons. 
It w.as pGSsib.le on sucll CYCeafilQns lf:o study the w.oTkings of -that 
marvelous mind -and get-an ins1ght into -the ·sources .of Ms ma..g
netic power. 
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"BROWNlNG CHARMING AT DINNER. 

"To read Browning's poems was one thing, but to hear 
Browning talk at dinner was much more human, informing, 
and charming. He said to me that when at the request of the 
Go\ernment, the Duke of Sutherland gave a dinner to the Shah 
of Persia at the Stafford House, he was one of the guests. In 
order to impress this semisa vage monarch, every one was re
quested to wear all their regalia. The Prince of Wales and 
members of the royal family, the dukes, marquises, and earls 
came in all the medieval splendor of their rank and order, and 
with all their jewels, real and paste. 

"1\lr. Browning said that, having no rank, he came in the 
crimson gown of an honor man of Cambridge University. Dia
monds did not impress the Shah, because the buttons on his 
coat were real stones as big as horse-chestnuts. The ermine 
and tiaras produced no impression upon him, because he and 
his suite were arrayed in more barbaric splendor. But his wild 
eye roving around the table came upon this crimson Cambridge 
robe at the foot, where, as a commoner, the poet sat. 

"The Shah instantly said, 'Who is that great man?' 'Why, 
that is Mr. Browning.' ' What is he? ' ' He is a poet.' ' Com
mand him to come here and sit beside me.' So a royalty or a 
prime minister was displaced and the embarrassed poet was put 
beside the autocrat. The Shah said, 'I understand you are a 
poet a great poet,' which Browning modestly admitted. 'Well, 
then'' he said, 'I want you to stay here with me, because more 
than' the fact that I am the supreme ruler of Persia, I am a 
great poet myself. 

"Mr. Browning assured me that the story was true; that the 
Shah said to the then Prince of Wales, afterwards King Edward 
VII, 'This is a magnificent palace.' The prince said, 'Yes; this 
is the finest palace in Great Britain.' 'Well,' said the Shah, 
' let me gi\e you a little piece of advice. When one of my no
bility gets rich enough to live in a hous~ like this, I cut off his 
head and take what he has. It is very Slillple and saves a great 
deal of trouble.' 

" DOLLAR FEASTS DELIGHTFUL. 

"But the night will not permit an enumeration. I ha\e 
learned more state secrets fi·om cabinet ministers abroad in 
the confidences of the dinner table than I could ha\e had in 
years of residence, and under similar circumstances the armor 
of reserve has dropped from Presidents ·of the United States 
and their troubles, their anxieties, their wishes, their ambitions, 
their friends, and their enemies ha>e been an open book. 

" 'Ah, but,' says the philosopher who is eternally denouncing 
the opportunities of wealth, ' dinners are all very well for you, 
but how about the rest of us?' Why, my dear sir, the dullest, 
most stupid, and most boorish dinner I ever attended cost $100 
a plate while my mosf delightful evenings have been with a 
bohemi~n coterie, where a dollar was the limit. The cost of the 
dinner, the rarity of its wines, and the brand of its cigars are 
of no account unless about the table are men and women of 
mind, of individuality, of versatility, of something to give which 
is worth receiving, and a willingness to listen to the message 
which you think is worth delivering. 

"Senator Hoar, who in his long, brilliant, and most distin
guished career had met everybody worth knowing, told me that 
no gathering, however small or however large, equaled in wit 
and wisdom, in flashes of genius, in things always to be remem
bered and never to be forgotten, the weekly luncheons at Par
ker's, in Boston, where Longfellow, Hawthorne, Ralph Waldo 
Emerson, Theodore Parker, and others, and Judge Hoar, the 
brightest of them all, met for a week-day luncheon. 

"Judge Robertson, of Westchester, and I were invited by 
Secretary of State Seward to dine with him in Washington on 
our way to the Republican national convention which renomi
nated President Lincoln. That dinner changed the Vice Presi
dent from Daniel S. Dickinson, of New York, to Andrew John
son, of Tennessee, and made a different chapter in American 
history. 

"The newspapers, which tell us everything, say that the pres
ent tariff and income-tax bills were perfected at a dinner at the 
White House. This brings us in immediate and acute contact 
with the most interesting of current events. 

" NO EXCITEMENT OVER TARIFF, 

"In my 57 years in public and semipublic life I have partici
pated in many political revolutions, and in none of them have 
these changes, especially of the tariff, been received with so 
little excitement and scarcely a suggestion of passion. There 
are no editorials or flaming speeches predicting direful disas
ters or indignation meetings resolving that we are on the brink 
of financial and industrial ruin. 

" These tariff propositions, going as they do to the ve~y foun
dation of our financial and industrial system, and the manner 
in which they are receiyed are high indications of that much-

abused word 'progress.' We have become a deliberatiye nnd 
contemplative people. Without inherited prejudices or parti
san bias we can calmly weigh measures and policies and arrive 
at individual conclusions as to results when they crystallize 
into law. We all recognize that at some time these theories 
must be tried. W.e have all recognized that at some time the 
theorists must have devolved upon them the responsibilities of 
government. 

"There has been no period since the Civil War when experi
ments could be tried with less danger than now. The cotintry 
was never so prosperous, employment was never so general, 
wages were never so high, the farmer was never so rich or 
receiving such returns for the product of his field and his live 
stock, the output of the ma.nufactories was ne>er so great, the 
expansion of our credit and the amount of our exchanges were 
never so large, and our imports and exports ne>er reached such 
a volume. 

"The fly in the amber, or, to put it more seriously, our irrita
tion and discontent under these otherwise happy conditions, is 
the high cost of living. The laws which our new rulers are 
putting in force will affect equally all the peope; therefore it is 
the duty of all of us to wish them Godspeed and good luck. 
It is the hope of all of us that the realization of their dreams, 
which some of us have fea red, will be in the line of their most 
sanguine hopes. Their problem is a difficult one. In simple 
form, it is how to reduce the cost of living without impairing 
opportunties of earning a living. In that is the whole crux of 
the situation. 

"AME~DME1'TS TO CONSTITUTION. 

" It has been our habit to touch lightly and, if ~possible, inform
ingly upon the things that have happened since our last gath
ering. The Constitution of the United States has not been 
amended in over 100 years. The fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments, which were passed after the Civil War, were 
really not amendments, but simply declarations of principles 
which were in the Declaration of Independence and in the spirit 
of the original instrument. 

"But after over 100 years of satisfaction with the Constitu
tion, within this year two amendments have been added, one an 
income tax the other for the election of United States Senators 
by the people. I am not going to discuss these measures. They 
are here to s:ay. nut when the history of their passage comes 
to be written it will be disclosed that there are some curious 
phases of human nature. 

"When the amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States for an income tax came before our New York Legislature, 
it was defeated by a message from Gov. Hughes. That mes
sage did not oppose an income ta:s:, but clearly stated that the 
needs of our Commonwealth were growing so rapidly and the 
sources of State taxation were so limited that the income tax 
should be left to the States, and the General Government, with 
its infinite possibilities, could raise revenue from other sources. 

" When the income-tax amendment was under discussion in 
the Senate, I had a heart-to-heart talk with a group of Senators 
from the Western States who were urging its adoption. I said 
to them, 'Our revenues at present are furnishing a surplus; we 
never will need to resort to this method of taxation except in 
a great emergency. Then why do you want it now?' Their 
answer was, ' Because with an income tax we can collect one
half of the expenses of the Go>ernment from your State of 
New York and the other half from New England, New J ersey, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois.' 

"The exemption of $4,000 a year in the present bill shows that 
these gentlemen control this legislation, because very few in 
their States have an income of that size. It is an 1:1lteresting 
question in legislation of this kind, since in no country in the 
world where they have an income tax is the exemption equal 
to $1,000, whether in order to have the whole people alert, in
quisitive, and critical upon the expenses of government and 
in checking extravagance, the largest possible number should 
not have their attention called to those expenditures by con
tributing something toward the support of the Government. 

"BECAUSE BRYAN WANTS IT. 

"When the income-tax amendment was before our New York 
Legislature I said to a man who as much as any other con
trolled that body, ' Did you think Gov. Hughes was right?' He 
said 'Yes.' I then told him what these western Senators had 
said' to me. He said, 'That I believe, too.' I said, 'Then why 
are you urging the adoption of this amendment by our State?' 
His answer was, 'Because Bryan wants it.' 

" When the amendment for the election of the United States 
Senators by the people was so framed that the United States Gov
ernment had the power to see that all the people voted and that 
none was disfranchised, I said to the Senators from the States 
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where the negro is disfranchised, 'Do you ·see danger of a 
force bill 1f this amendment is adopted 1 Don't you think that 
ns crises arise, and they will arise, where a majority of the 
States feel that certain . measures in which they are interested 
could be passed if all the people, including the negroes, in your 
States voted, they will pass Jaws under which the Government 
will see that they do vote, at least for United States Senators?' 
They said, 'Yes; we see all those dangers.' I said, 'Then why 
are you voting for it?' Their answer was, 'Because Bryan 
wants it.' 

" This brings us to a horizontal view of one of the paradoxes · 
of ou.r .American life. We are rushing with unprecedented 
rapidity for us, for we are a conservative people, toward the 
breaking down of the safeguards which are in the Constitution 
against hasty and inconsiderate action by the people. We are 
proceeding upon the theory that leadership no longer does or 
ought to exist, that all matters should originate -with and be 
decided upon by the people as a mass on the passion or emo
tion of the .moment and without the. intervention of representa
tive bodies or interpretations by the courts, and yet there never 
was a time when leadership counted for so much as it does 
to-day. 

"There never was a time when leaders asserted themselves 
with such confidence and autocratic authority. More than 
4,000,000 Republicans followed Col. Roosevelt in the last cam- · 
paign, not because they wanted to break up the Republicai1 
Party, not because they adopted all the doctrines of his plat
form or of his speeches, but because they believed in Roosevelt 
and wanted for President of the United States a strong, mili
tant, aggressive, .and audacious leader. 

"CALLS FOR LEADERSHIP. 

"The national convention of the Democratic Party at Ba1ti
more was swayed by l!ilr~ Bryan . . It was recognized that the 
great mass of his party' recognized him as a supreme leader 
whom they were willing to follow wherever he chose to go. For 
the first time in 123 years the President of the United States leaves 
.the Executive Mansion and appears at the Capitol to impress 
upon the legislative branch of the Government his views upon 
pending legislation. These -are not symptoms, but facts. With 
all the shouting and the trumpeting for a pure democracy, the 
exactions of our busy, hurried, rapid, nervous life call for a 
leader in every department more than at any other period in 
our history. 

" The same is true in the industrial disorders which are now 
so acute. In their more revolutionary phases they are governed 
by a leader with very few assistants, whose power is unlimited, 
whose authority is unquestioned. 

".Another curious phase of this trend to pure democracy is 
that its leaders are opposed to majorities. Ten per cent of the 
voters initiate a number of radical measures. They are sub
mitted to a referendum at the next election, and a plurality of 
the votes cast make them laws or insert them in the .Constitu
tion. In the history of these referendums the vote has averaged 
about 20 per cent of the total vote at any election. The meas
ures have been adopted by the petitioners who constitute one
half, and many times more than one-half of those voting carry
ing the day because the majority of the electorate have not cast 
their ballots. 

" When it is proposed that no law by referendum shall become 
a law and no amendment shall be attached to the Constitution 
un1ess it receives a majority of all the votes cast at the elec
tion when it is submitted, without exception the reformer cries 
'No'; reforms must be carried not by the unintelligent mass, but 
by the few who understand the needs of the people. 

" BELIEVES IN TRADE-UNIONS. 

":i believe in trade-unions and trade organizations. In the 
railway world I have been their best friend, but there is a new 
movement now progressing all over the world and forging to the 
front with us with lurid exhibitions of its power. As a student 
all my life of every idea which has captured any considerable 
number of people, whether upon religious, or social, or industrial 
or economic questions, I bought the book which gives the most 
authoritative and vigorous exhibition of syndicalism by one of 
its ablest and most eloquent writers. 
. '~It is very interesting, though not yet very alarming, except 
m its fierce and bloody riots to compel other unions to join- He 
says: 

"We have in the United Stntes to-day nearly 
0

500,00<T organized fight
ln.g soldiers. In the whole world we have 7,000,000: We are comrades 
with a common purpose. The cry of our. army ls 'No quarter.' We 
want all you possess. We will be content with nothing less tban all 
you possess. Here are our hands. They are strong hands. The able
bodied worken would not have to labor more than two or three hours 
every day ,to. feed ever;yb-Ody, clothe everybody, house everybody and 
give fail· measure o.t Uttle luxuries to everybody. ' 

" Then he goes on to say : 
·. " When all these things are accomplished, then all the world wiH be 
1.Dlpelled to action-scientists formulating law, inventors employln"' 
law, artists and sculptors painting canvases and shaping clay, poets 
and statesmen serving humanity by singing and by statec1·aft. Otu in
tention Is to desh·oy present-day society as a fact, and also to take 
~~~::~{~n of the world with all its wealth and machinery and gov-

" Here are a few of the bunkers over which this army must 
successfully propel _its bomb: There are about 8,000,000 people, 
men and women, in this country who own their own homes and 
will fight to . retain them. There ure over 4,000.000 who own 
their owp. farms, other millions who get their living from farms, 
and none are .so tenacious of their rights as the farmers. There 
ar.e about 11,000,000 who are engaged in various industries in a 
~ay that interests them to a point where they will not tamely 
surrender their rights in raising stock, or as florists, or horti
culturist!:!, or nurserymen. There are the millions of small shop
keepers everywhere whose living and the future for their fam
ilies are in the goods in their stores. 

"A NATIONAL CONSCIENCE. 

"Our eyes are ·so .blinded by the increase in the capitalization 
of great corporations like the steel or tobacco or sugar that we 
lose sight of the fact that there never were so many small 
manufacturers with limited capital, employing few men, among 
whom· the proprietors are the hardest workers, scattered nil 
over the United States. The foundations of our society are deep 
iJl the selfish interests, in the ambitions, in the hopes, and in the 
affections for their offspring of 99 per cent of our people. Be
sides all that is the national conscience> with an irradicable 
sense of right and wrong, based upon respect :tor the property 
and lives and liberties of others, for which every church, every 
common school, every agency of education and insti·uction, every 
fraternal lodge, is a recruiting station. 

" Now, the crux of that idea is that when this millennium has 
been brought around nobody will have to work over 2 hours 
in 24. During the rest of the day everybody will be happy 
because industria1ly occupying their time in creating 4>r making 
or producing things which are useful and helpful to their fel
lows. A distinguished philosopher has said that the mainsprings 
of action are ambition, necessity, and greed. It may be growing 
out of what happened in the Garden of Eden that effort requires 
a spur. Every one of us knows that in our own experience. 
There is no one at this table here to-night who would be what 
he is unless there had been a motive to accomplish something 
for himself. There is no truth more self-evident than that this 
selfishness has in it also the elements. of patriotism. 

"The man who forges ahead and in his advance creates con
tinua1ly larger opportunities for others to get on is selfishly a 
climber and unselfishly a philanthropist. The curse ()f the youth 
of our country is idleness. Our hooligans, our gang men, our 
gunmen, ou·r young criminals are all the products of idleness. 
The ambition of the boy at school is aroused first by competition 
with his fellows. As he advances to the high -school or the col
lege it is for the honors which can be achie-ved. 

" IDLE ME:-i NOT HAPPY. 

"I look back over 60 years of continuous effort, and when I 
try to differentiate the causes of my health and happiness I 
come back always to work. I never yet knew an idle man wh.> 
was a happy one. I mean an idle man who was such from 
choice. Every man I ever knew who was doing the best he 
could in the line of his talent and equipment, and who became 
fond of his work, and who outside of his regular occupation 
had some fad which interested him, and who could on occasion 
play as hard as he worked, was healthy and happy himself and 
radiated happiness and inspiration to every one about him. 

"We are all workingmen, but I have known thousands of 
what are known · as laboring men-that is, those who earn a 
living by the work of their hands-who in their little gardens 
found repose and recreation, who in their church, or in their 
lodges, or in their social work discovered never-ending sources 
of education in broa,,dmindedness, in higher ideals of citizenship, 
and material, spiritual, and intellectual advancement. 

"It is an old charge that republics are ungrateful. Perhaps 
that is a mistake, and they are only forgetful. I recall on this 
question three of my late col1eagues in the Senate, who were 
among its most distinguished and useful .Members and are now 
in private life. 

"-When the case for the expulsion of Senator Lorimer, of 
Illinois, was tried before the Committee on Privileges and Elec
tions a large majority of the committee, though they knew 
that the newspapers generally demanded Mr. Lorimer's expul
sion, and such was the sentiment of a majority of the people, 
yet acting as judges they could not find in the testimony suffi
cient warrant for a verdict against him. 
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'r SENATOR BEVERIDGE'S CASE. 

"Senator Beveridge, one of the most brilliant Senators of 
his term in the Senate, made a minority report and led the fight 
again t Lorimer. He had often before proved himself to be an 
accomplished and brilliant debater, but he never was so able, 
resourceful,· and eloquent as in this battle. It was on the eve 
of his fight for a reelection to the Senate, and he and his friends 
felt that his reward was certain. He made one of the most 
thorough and able canva ses of Indiana that any candidate ever 
did, and yet he was beaten. 

One of the most useful and able Senators in my time was 
Norris Brown, of Nebraska. Mr. Brown believed that nine
tenths of the people of his State were in favor of a constitu
tional amendment for an income tax. He introduced the amend
ment and gave his time, energy, and remarkable diplomacy to 
secure its pas age. I am quite certain from my own familiarity 
with the course of that legislation that except for Mr. Brown's 
a.dvoca.cy and support the amendment would not have passed 
the Senate. When he came before his people for the approval 
of his course, he was beaten. 

"My captivating friend, Jonathan Bourne, of Oregon, was the 
author of most of the so-called reforms which have substituted 
the initiative, the referendum, and the recall in Oregon for 
representative government and made the governor and the leg
islature rubber stamps. In season and out of season, in the 
Senate and on the platform and in the press, he portrayed the 
merits of this return to a pure democracy and this recovery 
by the people from an obsolete system of their full rights. 

" It is said that the placing of one of his greatest speeches 
on this question in the hands of every voter in the newly ad
mitted State of Arizona led to the adoption of the most radical 
constitution ever known. We all thought that whatever might 
happen to the rest of us, the call for reelection of Jonathan 
Bourne was to come with a unanimity never known before by a 
grateful people. Yet he was beaten. 

"It is an interesting study in politics whether people are un
grateful, which I do not believe, or forgetful, which may happen, 
or whether their tribune is not sometimes mistaken in thinking 
that he knows just what they want. 

" DOES N01' LAMENT THE PAST. 

" It has been the fashion in all ages for elderly people to 
lament -the good old times and long for their recall. I do not 
share in any way in this desire. Solomon repudiated it, but 
then Solomon had more things than all his predecessors put to
gether, including the family, and notwithstanding his hundreds 
of wives and thousands of concubines, seems to have been very 
happy in his domestic relations. George Washington, on the 
other hand, thought that the times as they were in the few 
years precedinO' his death far worse than in earlier days, and 
that they gave little hope for the future. 

"As I look back over 57 years of intense activity in many de
partments of life, of a full share of both successes and failures, 
of hard knocks and compensating triumphs, of sorrows and joys, 
I come to the conclusion that while one year may be very bad, 
very miserable, and very hopeless, yet take time by decades 
evei·y 10 years as a whole is infinitely better than all the 
preceding ones. 

" Still there are some things which seem to be permanently 
lost and are to be greatly regretted, for the enjoyment of life. 
On~ of them is conversation. The most charming volumes in 
history are made up of the conversation of agreeable talkers, 
but it is a general complaint that now conversation is a lost 
art. Some say it is because bridge whist has so shortened the 
dinner as to make it a feed instead of a function, and the craze 
for gambling in bridge whist has destroyed the freedom from 
care and elasticity of mind which are necessary for the inter
change of thought, of humor, of anecdote, of argument, and of 
raillery. We ought to be grateful, therefore, to anyone who 
can help in the restoration of that most . charming, I almost 
say indispensable, medium for the enjoyment of friends and 
acquaintances-conversation. 

" WILSON'S ' NEW FREEDOM.' 

" President Wilson is happily contributing to this end. He 
is advocating in a series of brilliantly written magazine articles 
what he calls 'The New Freedom.' There is intense curiosity 
to know what the ' New Freedom ' means. This century and a 
,quarter of unexampled and unparalleled growth and prosperity 
under our Constitution and laws has- given us the freedom so 
gloriously expressed in the Declaration of Independence. The 
Declaration of Independence was a philosophic statement of lib
erty, but the Constitution of the United States crystallized it 
into law. Jefferson's idea of liberty was that governments are 
based upon the individual and that he must have the largest 
freedom with the fewest possible restrictions and the least pos
sible legislation. 

" President Wilson now has an opportunity of which he must 
avail himself of putting into law his 'new freedom.' We are 
told by the press, always so Argus-eyed and so truthful, that at 
a conference at the White House a few days since the President 
agreed with the chairmen of the committees of the Senate and 
House of Representatives which have charge of appropriation 
bills that the one now passing should have on it a rider exempt
ing labor Unions and farmers' associations from the' restrictions 
and penalties of the Sherman antitrust law. They get a liberty 
which no one else enjoys and become a privileged class. Now, 
this is practical It is a new freedom. 

" The first restraint ever put since the adoption of our Con
stitution in 1787 upon the activities of the individual when act
ing in great combinations was by the Sherman antitrust law. 
Under prosecutions commenced by Cleveland and continued by 
McKinley, Roosevelt, and Taft these combinations have been 
relentlessly pursued because violating the Sherman antitrust 
law. Some of them have been put out of business, and many of 
them have been dissolved. Decisions have been rendered in 
these cases which bring every great combination within the 
restrictions o! this law. Now a new freedom is to be given by 
legislation to labor unions to do as they please and farmers to 
form associations and combinations for the marketing of their 
products. 

"PRACTICAL DEMONSTRATION. 

"There ls no suggestion that those who are engaged in iron or 
steel or tobacco or oil, in hats, shoes, or clothing, or printing, 
or anything else shall be relieved from the beneficent restric
tions of the Sherman Act, in which I think most of us heartily 
believe. But labor unions and farmers can club together and 
by the processes which are so successful in protection Germany, 
and called cartels in free-trade England, and called combina
tions in protection America, and called trusts, can have-the 
one in doing what it likes and the other in raising the price of 
bread and meat-all the advantages of the freedom which every
body liad before the Sherman antitrust law. 

"Now, this practical demonstration <>f the new fr:eedom has 
led to more conversation everywhere than anything which has 
occurred for many years. It is an enlighteninP,, illuminating, 
and instructing conversation. It raises that one topic of intense 
interest at all times where everybody is affected, 'Who will 
next receive the new freedom?' 

" Vice President Marshall is a charming gentleman and a 
delightful speaker. I have heard him on many subjects upon 
which he talks so well, and none better than upon brotherhood 
in Masonry, he and I being botl.1 brethren of the thirty-third 
degree. Two weeks ago to-night he attended the Jeffersonian 
banquet in New York. He there delivered an address which 
was as novel as it was original. He claimed that the inher
itance of property from one's parents is not a natural or a con
stitutional right but purely a privilege granted by statute, and 
so to prevent accumulations of property all that the legisla
tures have to do is to repeal the laws of inheritance, and then 
whatever a person acquires will go not to his ~tural heirs but 
to the State. 

" Of course if such a law was passed there would be no accu
mulations afterwards, because the main incentive for saving 
money is to take care of those who are dependent upon us; in 
other words, our wives and children. There would be people 
so masterful and with such genius in that line that they could 
not help making money. If they were not to have the pride 
and joy and comfort of its enjoyment in the benefits it would 
give after their death, they would squander it. 

" The first line in which a man begins to squander money is 
self-indulgence. Drunkenness would become the attendant ot 
prosperity, and the prohibition States, which are now doing 
fairly well in restricting the consumption of liquor, would dis
cover that their laws were universally nullified. The new view 
of life would be ' Let us eat, drink, and be merry, .for to-morrow 
we die.' . 

" This speech was delivered on Saturday night two weeks ago 
and published in the Sunday morning papers. It made con
versation all over the United States. When I came out of 
church and met the people of all the other churches I was 
stopped dozens of times, not to talk about the sermons which 
had been heard, but to discuss the speech of Vice President 
Marshall. 

" CONVERSATION .REVIVE(). 

" I lunched with some friends and dined wlth others that 
day, and both functions were prolonged far_ beyond the usual: 
time by an animated discussion of Brother Marshall's deliv
erance. If Eugene Debs had Said this it· would have passed 
unnoticed because expected. It is the un~ected which in
spires conversation. So from the new Vice President of the 
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United States it became a matter of interesting talk in every 
gathering, priyate or public. . 

"Well, these things have helped in bringing into activity again 
the almost lost art of conversation. Still, these subjects are 
not so fine as those which prevailed in the good old times. We 
used to long for a new novel by Dickens or Thackeray and talk 
over the old ones until the new ones came, and then the new 
ones until others were published, until David Copperfield, Mi
cawber, Capt. Cuttle, Jack Bunsby, Dora, Becky Sharp, and 
Col. Newcome were intimate members of our families. They 
inspired and radiated the home. 

"We eagerly discussed Hawthorne's latest novels and what 
Whittier, Lowell, Emerson, and Dr. Parker, Dr. Storrs, or 
Henry Ward Beecher had contributed to the wisdom arid en
joyment of the world. John Stuart Mill and Herbert Spencer 
had their audiences and their admirers, and tbe Shakespeare 
and Browning societies found opportunities in every hamlet in 
the country. 

"I am at a loss to know why there are no writer.s of equiva
lent reputation and equivalent consideration contributing now 
to the cordiality and camaraderie of us all. Why, we carry the 
shop everywhere and talk of either what we want or what we 
have or what the other fellow possesses and how he got it. It is 
very depressing. 

" But, my friends, I do not despair. On my doctrine of 
decades I isolate this 10 years. I avoid the calamity howlers. 
I expel from my reading desk and my mind the preachers of 
disorder or destruction or despair. I place my trust, my hope, 
my optimism in that fine, discriminating, cordial, loving associa
tion of the people with each other and of their trust in and 
courage for the rights and the liberties of all." 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 46, line 4, after the word "sawed," strike out "10 per cent ad 

valorem" and insert "15 per cent ad valorem." 

l\Ir. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, the strange political philosophy 
of my friend from Pennsylvania [l\Ir. PALMER] would provide 
through this bill for the increase of factories to manufacture 
cigar boxes in Cuba. We have a large concern in my city which 
is engaged in the business of taking sawed cedar which comes 
up from Cuba and the former Spanish-American possessions and 
turning it over to American workmen, who at American wages 
shape it into cigar boxes, and I wish we had them in Florida, or 
in Georgia, or in South or North Carolina, nearer the supply of 
the raw product. They would all be worthy of protection, but 
that is not the proposition in this bill. According to the gentle
man's philosophy, instead of encouraging a man to invest his 
capital here or to employ Americans in the manufacture of cigar 
boxes of raw material coming from Cuba to Pennsylvania, we 
are to encourage the men in Cuba to retain their cedar wood and 
build factories and employ cheaper labor there to make cigar 
boxes for us. 

It seems to be the philosophy of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. PA.LUER] not to attempt to do any business in the 
United States, not to encourage anyone to rear a factory and 
employ labor, but to let this be done in foreign countries. This 
bill proposes that the man who does rear a factory in the 
United States shall pay a duty on the raw material of 10 per 
cent, and then it removes from him the protection he gets on the 
product that is finished here. We have asked in this instance 
that the duty which enables the American workman .to manu
facture cigar boxes in competition with Cuba be restored. We 
have asked that the Democratic majority shall see the error of 
its ways and adopt this amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield just a moment? 
Mr. MOORE. Yes. 
Mr. PALMER. He probably did not catch the tenor of this 

paragraph. By striking out the word " other " it means the 
cedar wood would come in at 10 per cent. 

Mr. MOORE. I think the amendment contemplated changing 
from 10 to 15 per cent in order to protect sawed cedar. 

Mr. PALMER. There was not a question of changing the 
. rate to protect anything. It was in order to get rid of that very 
question as to what cedar should come under the 10 per cent 
rate, and there would come in free under the paragraph as 
now changed cigar boxes, and cedar wood would come in free 
when manufactured; and · unmanufactured, in the shape of logs, 
it comes in free. 

l\Ir. MOORE. That is the very point I am making, namely, 
that the gentleman has increased the opportunity to manufac
ture in Cuba and reduced the opportunity to manufacture here. 
_ Mr. PALMER. It is just exactly the contrary. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to offer 
an amendment to this lumber schedule, because I realize that 
it is useless to do so. Nor is it my purpose to take up but two 
or three minutes of the time of the committee in discussing it, 
because I realize that is also useless for this side to discuss it 
further. 

We have not the acute situation with reference to oriental 
competition in my State that the gentlemen from the North
west who have spoken have, but we sympathize with them. We 
are interested in the lumber industry in Kentucky. We have 
thousands of men employed in that industry aQ.d hundreds of 
thousands of dollars invested in it. I wish the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] and those who a.re helping him in 
this assault upon the lumber industry could take a look into 
the bumble homes of the men who are earning their daily bread 
for themselves and their families. They would realize that this 
question about cheaper lumber for the home builders is a two
sided one. In every race I have made for membership in this 
body in that dish·ict I have contended that if Democracy obtained 
the power to do so it would injure the lumber industry and 
the coal industry. I have contended also that the party is 
utterly opposed to the principle of protection in any shape. 
Many Democrats in that district who are interested in the de
yelopment of the great resources that we have there have denied 
that proposition. I am glad that the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [i\Ir. 
PALMER] and other leaders of the Democracy have made it 
perfectly clear now that I was correct when I said that they 
are opposed entirely to the policy of protection. It will relieve 
me of the necessity of rearguing that question when I rnn 
again. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Does the gentleman say that 
he will not make an occasional casual reference to it in the 
course of his campaign? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes; I guess I will; and I will also have my 
distinguished friend from Michigan [Mr. HAMILTON] come down 
there and help me do it. He does it so handsomely. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, mind what I tell you, when 
this bill goes into operation the lumber industry and the coal 
industry will suffer. Leaders of Democracy in Kentucky con
tend that taking the duty off of coal w)Il not reduce the price 
to the consumer, and putting lumber on the free list will not 
reduce the price to the consumer. If that is so, then why take 
the duty off of these articles and give up that much revenue, 
which you say you were after in framing this bill? In the name 
of the people--

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. LANGLEY. No. The gentleman never yields to me, anu 

I take great pleasure in declining to yield to him. [Laughter.] 
In the name of the great industrial district which I represent, 

which is just now starting on an era of prosperity that will be 
almost unparalleled if they are let alone, I desire to protest 
against this lumber schedule as well as many other schedules in 
the Underwood bill that will deal a staggering blow to my 
district and State. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, as a Representative of the 
State of Washington, I desire to say something on this shingle 
schedule. 

Now, to begin with, I ·want to make perfectly plain the fact 
that as far as I am concerned, speaking for myself alone and 
for nobody else, I believe in the substantial immediate reduc
tion of the tariff schedules. I believe in revising the tariff 
schedules downward, and I believe it is the duty of this Con
gress to reduce these schedules generally, and the statute that 
is passed by this Congress ought to show that kind of legislation. 
I do not believe it is the movement of the Democratic Party or 
the Progressive Party; I do not believe it to be the movement 
of any party. I believe it to be a movement that has the back
ing of the great body of the American people, and I believe if 
this Congress did not substantially reduce .these tariff schedules 
there would be almost a revolution in this country. I believe 
the people have demanded it, and I believe it is the duty of 
every Congressman sitting on the floor of this House to cooper
ate in endeavoring to reduce generally the tariff schedules that 
have been forced on the people for all these years . 

I believe they have been essentially wrong in almost every 
instance. But I desire to say to you that this question of the 
shingle industry of the State of Washington presents a special 
problem. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

SEVERAL MEMBERS. Oh, yes! [Laughter.] 
Mr. BRYAN. That is all right. I am willing to stand for a 

reduction in all the schedules and a reduction in the rate on 
shingles, but I do not believe that this Congress ought to wipe 
out all of those duties. You have not wiped them out on all of 
the various articles. You have, in a number of cases, maintained 
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a duty, and here we h:we a duty of 50 cents a thousand that 
yon are wiping out entirely, and putting shingles on the free 
list. I say to you that the shingle industry is situated differ
ently from the lumber industry. 

Mr. FARR. Of course. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
Mr. BRYAN. I do speak for the shingle industry, and the 

argument that i.s made on behalf of the shingle industry in this 
House ought to appeal to every honest and. sincere man. as he 
studies the situation in the State of Washington. I will not 
repeat the figures already presented. by my colleagues from the 
State of Washington. If you put shmgles absolutely on the free 
fut, if you cut· off entirely the duty on shingles, I am sure that 
the competition that has been suggested here from oriental 
labor will interfere, not with any great industrial enterprise so 
much as with the many small mills of my State. 

.Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield? 

'l~he CHAIRl\IAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BRYAN. I have no time to yield. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. BRYAN. These mills are located on the shores of Puget 

Sound and on the little streams that empty into the Sound, and 
the men who work in these mills are right close to their homes, 
and they are working there in the mills, and I say they ought 
to be maintained in that work. 

These mills are located on the shores of Puget Sound and on 
the little streams that empty into the Sound, and the men who 
work in these mills are right close to their homes, and they are 
working there in the mills, and I say they ought to be main
tained in that work. 

I say that the particular situation with respect to British 
Columbia labor does affect us more than any other industry, 
perhaps, that bas been referred to here. I believe the com~ttee 
ou.-rht to take this up. So far as I am concerned, I would like to 
vote for this biJL I want to see the tariff reduced. I . am sin-
cere about it. · 
, Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I want to call 
the attention of my colleague to the fact that there was not a 
single Democrat from the great Northwest in the caucus-con
gress held here for several weeks by the majority-not an indi
vidual to point out to the men making this bill this terrible and 
desperate situation. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BRYAN. I yield to no one. [Laughter and applause.] 
The CHAIBMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. BRYAN. I do not care by what party name a man be 

called in this controversy. This is not a controversy of parties. 
This is a controversy in which the people of this country have 
spoken. It does not make any difference about the party lines, 
and it does not make any difference about the catchwords you 
have been using all these years. You have got to meet this 
issue and recognize the fact that the people have demanded a 
revision downward. The Republican platform demanded a re
vision of the tariff, and it was claimed it meant a revision 
downward. The Democratic platform provided for a revision 
downward and the Progressive Party platform demanded a 
revision downward. I intend to stand for that, and I stand 
for what I claim all the parties stand for and what the Ameri
can people stand for ; and there is going to be no compromise 
on that. 

But when you come to figure out the various schedules, aB 
explained by the able leader of the majority in this House, yon 
must consider business condition.s to a certain extent. Yon 
ouO'ht to consider this particular industry at this. time. There 
is ~o reason, there is no ground, for turning this industry over 
to British Columbia labor. It is not right, and it does not 
correspond with those principles that are fundamental in the 
human breast. It does not give the people a square deal or 
that which is right and just. And I think if you reduce the 
schedule not more than about 50 per cent, you will comply with 
your platform and ·with the demands of the people. I am 
willing to cut the present duty in two in the middle. [Ap
plause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 

upon the paragraph and amendment be now Closed. 
The CHAIRMA.l~. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 

all debate on the pending paragraph and amendment thereto 
be closed. 

Mr. MOORE. I desire to offer an amendment. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman can offer an amendment .. 

. later. I am moving to close debate on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Washington. 

l\lr. FORDNEY. I wish to speak on that amendment, :µr. 
Chairman. 

l\Ir. HUMPHREY of Washington. Two of my colleagues, 1\Ir. 
Chairman, are very much interested in this matter. They have 
not had an opportunity to speak, and this means the death of 
this indusb.-y if you put it through. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am perfectly willing that the gentle
men may speak on their own amendments. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, how ma.ny 
amendments on this ide will be offered to this paragraph? 

Mr. lUOORE. I have one. · 
l\fr . .JOHNSON of Washington. I have one. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. JorrNsON] 

wants five minutes? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. 
l\fr: FALCONER. Mr. Chairman, as a matter of informatiqn, 

will it be in order to offer an amendment at this point to fix a 
less duty on the next paragraph or on the same paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman could offer an amendment 
to the amendment. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all amendments that may be desired may be presented .to 
this schedule. 

Mr. 1\lA~1N. This paragraph? 
l\fr . . UNDERWOOD. They all want to speak on lumber. It 

is all one thing. 
Mr. 1\.IA1\TN. This is on shingles. 
1\1r. UNDERWOOD. I know. If we can have unanimous con

sent, I want to close up this schedule. I ask_ unanimous consent 
that the debate on this schedule be closed in 20 minutes. Is 
that the amount of time the gentleman wants~ 

Mr. MANN. They want 20 minutes on the shingle proposi
tion. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I can not agree to that. 
I in.sist on my. motion. · · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the debate on this p·a·ragraph and amendments be now closed. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I want t9 appeal to the gentleman not to 
do that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to give the gentleman a chance 
to offer his amendment. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not want to offer any amendment to 
any paragraph in the schedule. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, the Democmtic Party 
has gone on record as believing in a tariff for revenue. The 
shingle bUBiness at the present time is to some extent competi
tive, and we have been getting a revenue from 6 per cent of the 
shingles that have been used in the United States-these hav. 
ing been imported into this country from · Oanada. 

The gentleman from Alabama [1\1r. UNDERWOOD] in his_ open
ing speech to this House said that the Democratic Party was 
not going to cut the tariff schedules with an . ax, but intended 
letting them down gently with a jackscrew. I would like to 
know just whereabouts he applied the jacksc1·ew to the shingle 
industry. It looks to me as though he went at it ruthlessly 
with an ax or butcher's cleaver, without taking into considera
tion the nature of the business, the men who were employed in 
it and whether or not it was operated by a trust or by small 
c~ncerns. I think his committee gave this qliestion absolutely 
no thought. Why should they wipe out an industry that sup
ports from 150,000 to 200,000 people in the United Statesi 
There is nobody who can show that in any way shingle manu
facturing ever has been in the hands of a trust or monopoly. 

Neither has there been any widespread demand for cheaper 
shingles. Taking the country over, I think shingles have been 
sold at a very reasonable rate. In the census of 1910 it was 
shown that the shingles in the State of Washington only 
brought an average of $1.81 a thousand, and I think that is a 
very reasonable price for shingles at the factory. 

1\fr. Chairman, it is not necessary for me to go into any ex
tended remarks on this question. Your minds are made up, 
but I want to say to yon that some of these rates are coming 
back and some of these things you are doing now will come 
back

1 

to plague you in the future. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

The o-entleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] in his re
port to the Honse when submitting this bill fro~ the Ways and 
l\feans Committee, quoted from the Democratic platform _and 
summarized the basic principles from which the committee 
worked in formulating this bill, as foUows: 

(1) The establishment of duties designed primarily to pro
duce revenue and without thought of protection. 

(2) The attainment of this end by .leg~sl~tion ~at will not 
injure or destroy legitimate industry._ . , ... 

1\1r. Chairman has the Democratic Wayf;I and Means Com
mittee in any se~se of the word carried out the principles laid 
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llown in these two propositions? I say "no." In article 1 they · the Canadian b11teheir's favor. What- do. Democratic Ways and 
~ay: .Means COIDID.ittees care for the: American laborer in that Hne, 

'l'he establi hment of duties primarily to r ise revenue for the anyway? All they cure for is the "eonsumeT.'' About all 
ov~nroent. we have heard fram that side of the House during this deb< te 

nde.r this bill you wipe out 11 revenue to the Government is the u cansume:r!' '.£hey "expect to benefit the consumer." 
from shingles. They were imported into this- country in 1912. 1\.1.r. Chairman, practicaily all of our people a.re both pr-0-
508,445,000 shjngles of a value of $1,194,.113, whlch paid duty ducel'S and eonsumers, all acting in one capacity or the other to 
to the amount of $254,222. Under this bill you do not leave one another, and if the Ways and Means Committee could 
any tariff for revenuo at alJ, but relie-ve Canada of this burden realize that. they wouJ-d be a little more careful in framing 
o.f n quarter of a million of dollars whieh that country has tariff mensur~s. realizing that diE;Crimination is bound uTti
liacl to pay this Government for the use of our market. I mately to injure ail, as all except the iUle rich and the genus 
presume that in thus relie ing Canada you were applying the hob-0 are producer and consumer aUke. We prosper as a whole, 
prindplc that " It is more blessoo to give· than to receive."' or vice ve.rsa~ but it is not worth while to discourse on eco-

Your Ways and Means Committee does not carry out the idea nomics-that is' the las t thing, and probably the least thjng, 
or plan laid down in article 2 of their basic principles, for within the knowledge of the caucus that agreed to this rueas1n·e. 
therein they say they expect to accomplish this p:urpose, "The I do wiRb, th011gh, that your committee would hnve shown as 
raising of revenoe to support the Govel'nment by Jegislatlon much real. gem1ine solieitnde :for the American consumer. which 
that wm not injure or desti·oy legitimate industry." In the embraces all of ITTir people, as you have for Ole foreign coo
face of that declaration yon turn around and deliberately sumers. 
place on the free list the shingre industry, which in my State Mr. Chairman, I hope wh~ this measure reaches the other 
alone employs more than 15,0UO' American laborers, placing end of the CapHol it will receive most careful consideration, 
them in direct cofil}'.retition with the Hindus and other orienta a.ncl. by amendment. be returned to u more evenly balanced, 
laboT employed in shingle manufacturing in Canada. showing more desire for equality of opportunity than docs this 

.Affidavits are now on file with your committee soowing that misfit, rough-hewn, illscriminating, rmpat:riotic misnomer at the 
fully 80 per cent of the Canadian labor is orientn.Jl. I suppose present time. 
we are to j:ndge by this aetion of the Ways a.ncl Means Com- M . HlJlUPHREY of Washington. i\Ir. Chairman, first I want 
mittec that they do not regard the shingle businesS' a IegiH- to congratulate my new colleague from Wn ·bington [1\J\·. BRYAN] 
mate business, and those who labor in ou11 shingle factories th.at jn hjs fust s]J€ecb, :fresh from the people, newly baptized in 
not engagecl in legitimate industry. "O eonsistelli!y, thou rigMeousneSS', with the words "Onward, Christian Soldiers," 
art a jewel/' but thou dwell~ t not with the Ways and Me:ms still upon his lips, he classifies himself as one of those sp-eekled 
Oommittee. . and spott proteetioni ts who wants flrotection for himself aml 

You say, in laying down your principles, article 1, "Revenue free t ade for everybody else. [Laughter on the Rcpubiienn 
·' ithout thought of protection." You proteet the goat industry side.] 
of Texas by placing 10 per cent ad valorem on the animal and Wllen this s hednle was under consideration four years ago I 
20 p:er cent on the fleece. The great Dem-0cratie State of Texas sto0tl here upon the floor of this House- and pfeaded with tbe 
raises mm-e goats than all of the rest of the United States eom- Republicanr:; that they should not i·educe the tariff upon lumber; / 
bined. Raising goats is a "legitimate indnstry,1

' hence yoa dicl ~hat they should not reduce the ta.riff upon coal; and that they 
not wish to "injure 1' it. As Texas is to Angora goats anc1 rncrease the tariff upon shingles. They did rednce the tarHe 
mohnJr tile State of Washington is to the shingle industry. upon lumbeT; they did rednce it npan coal; they did increase it 
Washington makes more shingles than aJI ot the rest of the .upon shingles, and some of my Republican colleagues were 
United States, but evidently, as I have emarked befOTE?i shingle · alm~st moved to tear at tl'lat time as they thought of the great 
making is not a "legitimate indast:ry,11 as you make tllem duty hardship that would be worked upon the poor man who wanted 
free. "Oh, upright judge.11 The same :inconsistency permeates to buy shingles; hnt they were comforted by tlle thougbt that 
this entire joker. As you have treated shingles you rune . lumber and coal would be cheaper. 
treated ah<mt all of the products ©f the North and West. Now, whn:t has been the result in the State of Washinghm? 

One of the farm products extensively raised in my State is You rednC"ed: the tariff upon lumber, and immediately the priee 
oats, andl at the present rate of duty on oats my State often of lumhe:r went up and it has been up ever since. The Govern
has felt the effects of Canadian competitiE'm. Y(Ju have reduced! ment lost the revenue, and no man in the State of Washington 
the rate of duty under lliis bill one-thiTd on the grain and on its or anywhere in llie United Stntes bas bought a foot of lumber 
finished pro:duct-ro11ed oatfr, meal, and o forth-you have re- for a cent less. 
moved it entirely, so that they come in free, injuring not only You reduced tl1e tariff upon coaJ, and oal immediately went 
tlle farmer's feed market, but destroying absolutely his milling up, and in my ountry the railroads that ownetl b-0th the mines 
market and obliterating the oatmeal miller and bis employees• and the railroads put the cUfference of the tariff in their pockets, 
chanees for remune1·ative business and lnbor. 0, wise and far- . and no consumer in the State of Washington has ever bought a 
seeing statesman, anada should sin~erely n:ppreciate your gen- · bushel of coal for a eent less. The Government lost the revenue; 
erosity ! that is an. You increaseu the tariff upon shingles, and wbat was 

Mr. Chairman, in a speech I made vn the floilr of this Honse the result? Immediately the price of shingles went down. Our 
in the Sixty-second Congress, when we were dise-nssing the mills bega.n fa run 12. months instead of 6 months in the year. 
reciprocity measure·, I said the name was a misnomer, and that That gave employment to American la bor. That increased their 
in my judgment it should be entitled "An act of discrimination wages over $3,00.0,000 each year, and since the Payne law went 
against certain of our people in favor of Canatla." I thought into effect the Amel'ican workmen in the sllingle mills of tlle 
my judgment was good regarding the title of that bill, and I State of Washington have received over $12,000,000 in wages 
think the same title is even more- pertinent to this one. We did that otherwise would have gone to the Chinamen and the Hindus 
receive a little something in return for OID' concessions to in British Columbia, and no man in the United States has pald 

anacla under that ill-advised measure. On a basis of 1910 n penny more for a bale of shingles. 
busin~ss we. gave Canada about 70. per cent of the b~st trade, Now, they have a combination over !n British Columbia. They 
but d_1d rece1ve s~me 30 pel' c~nt .<~Sing 100 as a base) m return. restrict absolutely the output of the shingles there. They will 

'!his. Democr3;t1C Co~gress is givrng Canada vas.tly more under permit only so many shingle mills to run in each community. It 
tlus . bill. than it received under that and receives absolutely · is an absillute trust, and if you strike down the shingle industry 
nothrng in return. in the State of Washington it will only result in an increase in 

Ir. <?J1a1rman, the gentleman fro~ Alabama [Mr. UNDER- the price of shingles. The only result of this bill will be that 
woon] rn the House of Representatives, February 14, 1Ull, our mills will a aain stand idle--
speaking on Canadian reciprocity, said: ~Ir. HARDY. b Will the gentleman yielll for a question? 

ow, as to agricurturnl machinery and meat, I recognize this bill ls Mr. HUMPHREY of Washinoton. No· I do not. wish to yield 
not well balanced, when you put cattle on the free ll~t and leave a to the gentleman ~ ' 
prohibitive tax on meat, as you do in this bill. · 

Under the Canadian reciprocity bill cattle came in free, and Mr. HARDY. M:r. Chairm~n--
b f paid ll cents a pound duty, which would be about 10 per Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I must refuse to yi hl to 
cent acl vnlorem for the nve age price of the beef carcass. "Not the gentleman. 
properly balanced?" The gentleman recognized it. I wonder Mr. HARDY. Then do not comment. 
if he thinks tll1s biH is properly balanced. Mr. HUMPHREY ot Washington. The gentleman ought not 

It puts the meat, hide, hoofs, hair, and horns on the free list. to object if I com;nent. Ile ~s my friend, and I <lo not waut to 
The ouly thing that does not come in free is the life, and say anything unlnnd about him--
on that they charge 10 per cent ad valorem. Ob, yes; the Mr. P.ALMER. You ought not to comment on asi.ybody that 
gentleman has it properly ba1aneed in Ca»ada's favor and in you will not yield to. 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do not ask the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania to give me any instructions. He has strutted 
around here in his egotistical manner and berated everybody 
in this House, and it does not become him to be calling anybody 
to order, because if there is any man in this House that has 
never been accused of being a gentleman he is one of them. . 

Now, the i·esult of putting shingles upon the free list will be 
that a large amount of our product will rot in the forests or be 
burned that would otherwise be manufactured into shingles. It 
will transfer the work and wages now given to Americans to 
the laborers in British Columbia, and it will not cheapen 
shingles to any consumer. There is no reason that can be given 
why any industry should be protected, or why there should be 
a duty on any industry that does not apply to the shingle in
dustry in this State. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PALMER. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Mr. 
Chairman, having heard considerable from the lumbermen, 
whose remote blood relations we are told are extensively inter
ested in this tariff on lumber, perhaps it is time that a word 
was said on behalf of the lumber purchasers of this country. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] While I expect, in view of 
the excoriation which I have just received from the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY] I ought ·to be good and 
sit silent, I can not allow the opportunity to pass to say a word 
on behalf of the people of this country, who have been demand
ing free lumber in tones of a trumpet voice for many years. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] . 

The gentleman from Washington has a personal grievance 
against me, but I am surprised that he should display it in the 
manner in which he has. His grievance grows out of the fact 
that I led a fight two years ago to cut out the mileage graft, of 
which he is one of the chief beneficiaries in the House, for he 
collects out of the Treasury for travel expense by way of 
mileage something like $4,000 in a single term of Congress. Ile 
bas e>er since been making remarks about me somewhat on 
the order that he has just made. 

Mr. l\IANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PALMER. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is mistaken as to the 

amount. • 
Mr. PALMER. In three sessions of a single Congress, I think 

the gentleman draws $1,400 each session, which would be about 
$4,000. What are these gentlemen complaining about? The 
gentleman from Washington asserts that if we put lumber on 
the free list the price of lumber will not go down. He points to 
something in the past to prove that. If that is true, how are 
you going to be hurt? Your cries in this House and the lumber 
dealers' loud protests are a sufficient indication that if we put 
lumber on the free list the price of lumber to the American 
home builder will go down, and that is the reason we are put
ting it on the free list. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

It is as the gentleman from Washington [Mr. BRYAN] has 
asserted, and, by the way, I would like to commend to him and 
to his colleague from Washington, Mr. LA FOLLETTE, the exam
ple of those distinguished men whose names they bear, William 
J. Bryan and Senator LA FOLLETTE, who led the fight from 
coast to coast for free lumber for the American people. [Ap
plause.] It would be better for them to follow the example of 
those great patriots than to look to the interests of their own 
districts alone. 

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PALMER •I can not yield now. I repeat, it is as the 

gentleman from Washington [Mr. BRYAN] has said, if you do not 
do tw s thing you will have almost a reV"olution in America. In 
1908 the Democratic Party went out to Denver, and in the very 
center of the great lumber district of the country they declared 
to the world that, in behalf of the man who wants to_ build his 
home on American soil and rear his children around his own 
hearthstone, they would remoV"e the tax from lumber. Since 
that time in the House of Representatives the Democratic 
Party moved to recommit the Payne bill in 'order to put lumber 
on the free list. A revolution within your own party began 
when you opposed putting lumber on the free list. The demand 
is widespread and universal. Every party is committed to it, 
and gentlemen who sit on this side of the Chamber, excepting 
only those who confessed their interest in the matter, believe 
that we ought to do this thing, and we propose to do it. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. .JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
correct that statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania has expired. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I speak on this matter for the 
_purchasers of lumber-the men who consume the lumber. The 
city of New York, whieh in part I repres~nt on t:Jlis floor, Q.m;-.. 

MAY 1, 

ing the past 12 years has built over 163,000 buildings, costing 
over $2,200,000,000. We use more lumber in the city of New 
York than any three States in the Union put together. Now, 
when the Payne bill was under discussion four years ago I 
talked with the lumber merchants in New York us to the effect 
of free lumber on the price to the consumer. I must confe s 
to having some little interest in the matter, for of the 163,000 
houses constructed in New York City in the last 12 years I have 
built nearly 1,000. I use lumber in my business, and I made it 
a point to make some inquiries about it. I asked these lumber 
merchants, "If we reduce the duty on lumber, how much 
cheaper would the builders of New York City and those who 
wish to build homes be able to buy lumber?" They said not 
one penny. "The minute you put lumber on the free list, that 
moment the Canadian will raise his price." And what hap
pened? We reduced the duty on rough lumber from $2 to 
$1.25 per thousand, and the next day the Canadian raised the 
price for his lumber, increasing it to the extent -of the amount 
of ·duty reduced. I went home a week or two ago and again 
interviewed our. lumber dealers. I told them Congress intended 
to put rough lumber on the free list and asked how much 
cheaper can we buy it this winter, and they replied " Not one 
cent." They informed me that they were making their con
tracts now with the Canadians to be delivered after the Under
wood bill becomes a law, and that these contracts weTe based 
on an arrangement whereby the Canadian lumber dealer in
creased his price to the extent of one-half the duty and the New 
York merchant got the other half. So, Mr. Chairman, what is 
the consumer going to get out of it-those of us who buy lum
ber and cut it up and put it into buildings? I asked that ques
tion and was informed, "You are not going to get any advan
tage, and if you want to place an order for lumber such as you 
did last spring you can have it for just the same price and con
sider yourself lucky to get it." 

Mr. LAl~GLEY. The gentleman from New York [1\Ir. CALDER) 
then thinks the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] is 
slightly mistaken when he speaks so eloquently about what he 
is going to do for the home builders? 

Mr. CALDER. I know whereof I speak when I say that the 
reduction of the duty on lumber is not going to make a bit of 
difference to the consumer. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CALDER. I beg the gentleman's pardon, bl,lt I can not 

yield. It is going to make this difference: We are going to take 
out of the Treasury of the United States the revenue that the 
lumber producer in Canada puts into the Treasury for ~uty, 
and we are going to compel the peopl,e of this country in some 
other way to make that ,up. 

Mr. FARR. JU'St as we lost the duty on coffee. 
l\fr. CALDER. Just as we lost the duty on coffee. 
Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman now yield for one brief 

question? 
Mr. OALDER. Yes. 
l\fr. HARDY. If the taking of the duty off lumber and put

ting lumber on the free list is not going to reduce the price, 
how will it reduce necessarily the wages to the workingman? 

Mr. CALDER. I am not discussing it from that standpoint. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] I am discussing ,the ques
tion solely and purely froin the .standpoint of the consumer. 

Mr. HARDY. That was the question I wanted to ask the 
gentleman from Washington. It was a simple question. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the speech just made by the 
gentleman from New York [1\Ir. CALDER], if he be correct in his 
statements, suggests the necessity for some additional legisla
tion to reach the Lumber Trust, which seems to be operating in 
New York. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

l\Ir. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The · CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 

the gentleman from New York? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. If the gentleman will be quick and prompt. 
Mr. CALDER. I will say to my friend that he will have to 

legislate in some way to reach the Lumber Trust in Canada. 
Mr. HARDY. And in the United States. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Leaving that aside, Mr. Chairman, I believe 

that if there is an industry in this country, or a commodity in 
the entire list of all of the commodities produced in this coun
try, that needs no protection, it is lumber.- So far as my ob
servation in my own State and in the adjacent State of Louisi
ana goes, it is absolutely . true that there is no class of manu
facturers in the country . who .are so uniformly prosperous as 
the producers of lumber. Some of the greatest fortunes in the 
Southwest-and if newspaper reports.be true1 one of the greatest 
fortunes in the entire country-ham· ·be-eri ' mad~ out of the 
natural increase in the value of· that ··commodity,· 'due to the 
constantly di~inishing supply. ;.Those 'are .'tac.tors which will 

I, I· .. : 
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be uninfluenced by the tar.ift I do not know that I -entirely 
agree with the suggestion made by my friend from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. PALMER), that the abolition of tariff duty will reduce 
tlle price of lnmber to the consumer, at lenst far any prolonged 
length of time, but it will have this effect: It will arrest for 
tho time being n.nd cause- to come more slowly the i:ne--vitable 
advance in the price of lumber, due to the diminishing supply. 
[1 ppJause on the Democratie side.] -I was- told the other day 

' by a constituent of mine, who has made a eonsiderab1e fortune 
out of lumber as a merehant and in manufacturing, ag a pro

. <.lucer of lumber, that within his knowledge, 67 produeers-I 
am not sure whether he said cOl']Jorations or individuals, or 
both-in the Southwest would go out of business in less than 

--'five years because of an exhaustion of their supply. Now, 
lumber is not an annually ren-ewable crop. We ought to do all 
we can to encourage its importation from other countl'ies. We 
ought to conserve our own SQPply, because it i-s· one of the 
products that is essential to th~ comfort and eonvenience of the 
buman family. For that renson, if for no othe-r, I wo111d be 
in favor, as I have always been, although not committed at 
all to the doctrine of free trade, I would be in favor of remo--ving 
all tru·iff from ·any products. of lumber in :my form, marrnfac
tured or unmanufaeturcd. This- nummacturer of lumber-this 
owner of timberlands-told me when I had my conversation 
with him that he was on his way to e-o-mplete a purchase of 
aclclitional larnls involving an expenditure of $2,000,000, anc;t 

·that as a producer of lumber and as a lumber merchant he hnd 
no objection whate--ver- to the removal of the duty. He said it 
would not interfere a particle with the general prospa"ity of 
the lumber trade of the country, and the reason I suggested, the 
diminishing supply, was that be said In his judgment it would 
cause a constantly increasing cost to the pro-dncer; 

Why, l\Ir. Chairman, within the last few years I have known 
tirnbel'lands to sell in south-easteTII Texas at $15 an acre, which 
at that time was thought to be an exorbitu:nl: price,, wllich 
since have changed hands at $75 an acre. My informant,. who
has prospered so well in the- lumber trade, tens me that in his 
judgment investments in timberlands at Clll'rent prices, swollen 
though they may be in comparison with the prieeS' of Jess than 
flve years ago, will yield as big a re-tum in the way of dividends 
on the jnvestment as any enterprise in wbieb any man can 
engage. Wby, sir, I believe that the lumber dealers are en
gaged in a conspiracy a,ga.inst the interests of consumers, · in so 
fnr as n conspil'acy may be made out from thelr evident pur
pose of maintaining a uniform stnndard of prlce-s. It is 
notorious that there is only a show of competition. A pros
pective buyer gets the same prices from all the dealers to whom 
be applles. At least that is my information, and--

The CHA.IRM.Al'f. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SHARP. Mr. Chairman, I wish to speak up6Il this, 

unless there is a limitation--
The OHAIRl\fAN. Thel'e ·is a 11mitation. All debate upon 

this schedule is now closed. The Clerk will report the first 
amendment in the order in which amendments cmne in th~ 
bill, tbe amendment pr-0posed by the gentleman fl'om Pennsyl
vania [Mr. Moo1mJ. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 46, line 4i after the word "sawed." strik-e out "10 per eent 

ad valorem " and nsert " 15 pe:r eent ad vafo1•em." 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The OIIAIRMAl~. The Clerk will report the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Washington (Mr. HuMPHBEYJ. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 46, line 7, after the word " ad valorem," insert " shingles, 50 

cents pet• thQu.sand." 
The question was taken, and the Ohuirman announced the 

noes seemed to have it. 
On a division (demanc1ed by Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington) 

there were-ayes 55, noes 104. 
So the- amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-pert the next paragra_:pb. 
The Ol~rk read as. follows: 
172. Paving posts, rail road ties, and telephone, troll-ey, electric-llght, 

and telegraph poles of cedu.r or other woods, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amenament 
of Mr. POWERS. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 46, after line 10, insert two new paragraphs, as follows : 
"Par. 172~. Rough lumber, $1..25 per 1,000 feet b. m. 
•• Par. 1721. Railroad ties, lJ) per cent ad valorem." 
The question was takeD, n.ncl the amendment was rejeetecl. 
The Clerk read us follows.: 
177. Porch and window bJinds, ' curtalna, aha.des, or screens, an;y; of 

the foFegoin~ 1n ~hief value of "bamboo1 wooer. s.traw~ or cumpositlona 
- of wood, not · specially: provided fm ~ in this seetion~ 20 per cent a.d 

valorem; if stained, clyed, painted, printed, polished', grained-, ~r creo
soted, and baskets of like ·material, 25 per cent ad valorem, 

· Mr. P .AL1\1ER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an. amendment. 
- ·The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wm report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 47, llne· 15, after tbe word .,_baskets/' insert tbe words " in 

cblef value." 
Tbe- question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment off red 

by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]'. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairmant I move to 

strike out the last ord . 
The CHAIRMAN. The Cba:ir win state ta the gentleman 

thn t debate is closed. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Does that inciade the en

tire wood schedule? 
The CHAIRMAN. The entire sebedttle. 
The Clerk read aai :1\'onows: 

SCHEDULE' E-SUGA.R, MOLASSES, AND MANUii'ACTURES OF. 

179. Sugars-, tank bottomg, sirnps of cane juice, melada, concentrated 
melada, ~nerete amJ co:neentrated molasses,. testing by the polarise-ope 
not a.have 75 degrees. seventy-one one-hundredths or 1 cent per pound, 
and for every addltionat degree shown by the polariscopic test,. twenty
six one-thousandths of 1 cent per pound additional. and fractions of a 
degree in prop-action ; molasses testing not above 40- deg1·ees, 15 per 
centum ad --qalorem; testing abnve 4-0 degree an-d not above 56 degrees, 
2l cents per ~allon; testing above 5-6 degrees. 4~ cents per gallon~ sugar 

. drainings ana sugar sweepings shall be subjert to duty s:s molasses or 
sugar. ag the ease may be,, according to, polariseopic test : Provided, 
Tbat on and after the 1st day of May, 1916, the articles bereinbefore 
enumerated in this paragraph shall be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. FORDNJTIY. Mr. Chairman, I want ta offer a:n amenu
ment. 
Th~ CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from llichjgan [Mr. FoRD

NEY]'. offers an. amendment which the Clerk wm re-port. 
Mr. FORDNEY. The amendment covers both of the pnrn-

graphs, but I would like to have it read now, if agree:a.ble. 
The CHAIRMAN. 'l'he Clerk will read. 
The Cle:rk rea-d as follows : 
Strilte out paragraphg 170 and 180, pages 47 and 48, and substitute 

the following : 
"170A Sugars. tank lloftams-. sirnpS' ot cane juice, melada,. concen

uated melada. concrete and concentrated molasses1 testing by the polari
scope not abuve 75 degrees, ninety-five onc--bunaredths of ! cent per 

, pound, and for eaeh- additional degree shown by the polariscope test, 
twenty-six one-thousandths of 1 per cent per pound additional. and 
fractions of a. degree in proportion ; mo:lass:es testing above 40 de
grees and not above 56 degrees, 3 cents per gallon ~ testing above 56 
degrees, 6 eelrts per gallon ; sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall 

· be subject to duty as molasses- or suga;r, as the case may be, according 
to pola11iscope test : Provided,. That every bag. barrel~ ov parcel 'in which 
suga1• testing by the polariseope less tban 99' degrees is packed shall be 
plainly branded by the man-ufacture.r or Pefiner tbe-reoi with the- name 
of such manufacturer or refiner, and the- polllriscope test of the sugar 
therein contained, accurately within one-haU of l degree, and a failure 
to brand any such bag, barrel, or parcel as herein req:nired shall be 
deemed and taken to: be a misbranding of food within the meaning of 
the act of June 30, 1906,. entitled 'An act for i;n·even.ting the manu
fact~ sale. or- tra.ns-portation of adulterated o.r misbranded or po.ison
crns or deleteriawr fcods. drugs, medicines, and' liquors, and for regu
lating traffie therein. and for other purposes.' And the requirements 
of this' proviso- sfulll not apply to any su..,.llr' shipped' or defuered\ to a 

, refiner to be refined before enterin~ into· eonsumption.. 
" 180. Maple sugar and maple s1.rup. 4 cents per pound;. Jt?ucose or 

grape sugar,. 1 i e-ents per- pound; sugar · cane irr its natara1 state or 
unmanufactured, 20 pet centnm ad: valore-m ;, sugar cane <h!feeatcd, 

- shredded, artiticiall~ dried, or whlch haS' been subjected. to· any manu
facturing m- other- p:t"o-c:ess. 5() per- centum ad valorem.•~ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
on that. I may withdraw the point of order, but the gentle
man's amendment really covers the whole issue in this pa1·u
graph. 

Mr. FORDNE~. It covers the whole schedule. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. It covers the whole schedule, because 

the other points in the schednle--saecharln and candy-are not 
. really at issue. WoulCI 30 ntinlJtes1 c1ehate on this p-nragraph be 
satisfactory? -

Mr. PAYNE. I want to offei- an amendment. 
Mr. MANN. There will be- several amendments ©ffel'ed to 

this schedule besides the amendment offered by the gentleman 
· from Michigan. Probably most of the discussion will be, dis
posed of on the amendment of the gentleman from Miohigan, 
although I think there sho.uJd possibly be some debate after. 
that. Tbe gentl-eman from New York [Mr. PA.YNEJ :intends to 
offeJ! an amendment, and I may off er one myself. 

Mr. MURDOCK. . And the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
WoomroFF] will offer an amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think there is about 50 minutes' de
bate desired on that side of the House as indicated by the 
gentlemen standing up. 

Mr. MANN. A good deal more than that. 
, Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman. ·r .would like ta ask the 

gentleman [Mr. U~mmwoon J if _i1; is not. P,osS:ible fqr me to get 
some time,, whatever agreement wm be made on this: sched'ule. 
.As the gentleman knows, I was not able to secw:e n.ny. time in 
general debate._ I would like to get at least 20' nrtnute-s-. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I must say to my friend that I have 
refused to let anybody violate the five-minute rule, and I can 
not do that. 

l\lr. PAYNID. Of course, this is as important a schedule as 
there is in the bill. 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. I will say this: If the gentlemen on that 
side of the House are willing to agree to two hours' debate, 
and allow the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and some 
one on this side to control the time, and divide it, you can make 
as long speeches as you desire. You can divide it to suit your
selves. But if we go on under the five-minute rule--

Mr. BROUSSARD. Would the gentleman allow me in his 
hour--

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not surrender the time on .our 
side of the House in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I take it that I am acting strictly within 
the rules of the party to which the gent~man and I belong. 
The fact that I am opposed to the schedule and acting strictly 
within the Jines of the party ought to give me some considera
tion on this side. The gentlemen on the other side yielded some 
six hours to the gentlemen who belong to the Progressive 
Party and who are also opposed to the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman is opposed to the 
proposition, and ought to take his time from the opposition. 

Mr. l\1ANN. We granted time to certain gentlemen who 
announced in their speeches that they were supporting the bill. 

Mr. Ul\T))ERWOOD. No. 
l\J 1·. MANN. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not recall that. 
l\lr . .i\'IANN. That is the fact, and we have always done that. 
Mr . . UNDERWOOD. I am willing to agree to two hours' 

debate, and the time to be equally divided, and I will give the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BROUSSARD] 10 minutes of 
my time if that is agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
well knows that in this debate at present the minority side of 
the House need more time than the majority and should be 

. granted more time. This is rather an important schedule to 
some districts of the country. I hope the gentleman will be 
willing to grant this side of the House at least an hour and 
a half. 

~Ir. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from llli
nio [Mr. MANN] that on most of the schedules we did grant 
the minority more time. But this is a vital schedule, and our 
side of the House is entitled to be represented on it. 

Mr. .MANN. I do not care how much time you take, but 
I do not see how we can get along without a good deal of fric
tion with less than that time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will make a proposition to the gen
tleman. I was going to give 10 minutes of my time to the gen
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. BnoussARD], who is on your side. 
If you will take care of the gentleman from Louisiana, I will 
agree to 2 hours' debate, 1 hour and a quarter to go to your 
side and the balance to this side. 

l\lr. l\fANN. I will be ·glad to do that if the gentleman from 
Alabama will give the gentleman from Louisiana 5 minutes. 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. I will not stand on that proposition. I 
am willing that you shall have 5 minutes more of our time, so 
that you would take 1 hour and 20 minutes, and we will take 
40 minutes. 

l\lr. MANN. And you are to yield to the gentleman from 
Louisiana 5 minutes. 

l\II:. UNDERWOOD. I am about to yield you an hour and 
20 minutes, and you are to yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from Louisiana. That is your own proposition. 

Mr. l\iANN. No; that was 2 hours' time. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I said we would have 2 hours, 

and we would give you an hour and a quarter, and you were 
to yield to the gentleman from Louisiana. You said you would 
not do that and suggested that I should yield only 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from Louisiana. Now, I am going to give you 
the other 5 minutes. 

Mr. l\1Ai~. I did not understand that. If you will give us 
an hour and a half, I will yield to the gentleman. 

l\fr. FORDNEY. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will not 
·be technical. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I took the gentleman from Illinois at 
his word. 

Mr. l\IANN. Oh, do not say that. You did not do that. 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Illinois said he 

would be agreeable if I would give the gentleman 5 minutes. 
l\lr. MANN. I will agree, if the gentleman from Alabama 

will give me 1 hour and 20 minutes, to give the 'gentleman fro~ 
·Louisiana 5 minutes if. the gentleman from Alabama w'll also 
-gh·e him 5 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I had already agreed--
Mr. MANN. That is the only proposition I made at the best. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I agreed to give the gentleman from 

Illinois one hour and a quarter, and the gentleman from Illinois 
proposed to give him five minutes. That is the best I can do. 

Mr. MANN. I do not want to assume the task of dividing up 
the time with so many gentlemen desiring time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing to leave it with the Chair 
to divide up the time. 

Mr. MANN. That will be still worse. If one man controlled 
the time, some others would get less than five minutes. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Oh, I don't know about that. I would be 
willing to risk the Chair. I think myself that he has been 
pretty fair. 

.Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, if that proposition is not agree
able, we shall have to read. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Is it quite possible that a gentleman will 
use an hour's time or 50 minutes? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is quite a vital question. I think it 
should be agreeable if we gave all but 40 minutes to the other 
side. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is not the proposition. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the request. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [l\Ir. 

UNDERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that the debate on this 
schedule be limited to 2 hours; 1 hour and 20 minutes to 
be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] or 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], whoever is selected. 
and the remaining 40 minutes to be controlled by the gentlernnn 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], at the end of which time all 
debate on the schedule shall cease. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And a vote shall be taken on the amend
ments that are pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. And a vote shall be taken on the amend-
ments pending. • 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That may be offered at any time. 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman, I 

would like to say that if that arrangement is made I would 
yield only 5 minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana, nnd 
would reduce the time among other gentlemen, probably to 3 or 
4 or 5 minutes, for them to determine. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chair
man, I would like to know whether the 10 minutes I desire are 
coming to me? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from 
LouisJana that I tried to take care of him; and if I can not, 
then I can not. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I think I should have some time. I ha'e 
not had any time heretofore. I could talk 5 minutes in sec
tions and be able to get in 20 minute in four 5-minute talks. 

Mr. :MURDOCK. Reserving the right to object, JI.fr. hnir· 
man, I wish the gentleman would couple with his -request the 
proposition that we should have 5 minutes of that time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman from Illinois cau 
arrange that. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman from Illinois says thnt if 
you go to scaling down we might lose our 5 minutes at thnt 
rate. 

Mr. 1\1.ANN. I think some gentlemen would be entitlefl to 
5 minutes. If that understanding goes throu(l'h I will yield 
only 5 minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana [l\Ir. BROUS· 
SARD]. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Can not the gentleman from Alabama 
yield me 5 minutes? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wanted to arrange it, but I can not. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. FORDNEY. l\fr. Chaifman, I ask that the Clerk read the 

remainder of the schedule before I speak upon this amendment. 
The CHAIRl\f.AN. The Chair will suggest that it is in order 

to read paragraph 180. 
Mr. HAYES. Before that is done, I wish to offer an amend-

ment. · 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FoRD

NEY] has proposed an amendment which is; in effect, an amend
ment · to two paragraphs. The Chair does not undershmd 
whether the gentleman from 1\1ichigap. asks unanimous consent 
th~t. as has been done . before, _two paragray:ps be considered 
together. · 

Mr. FORD NEY. ·That was m·{ intention: · 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing to give unanimous consent 

that there may be a vot~ upon1 his . amendment _:as a single 
. amendment. . . . . ..... - ,- . 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [l\fr. Fom>

NEY] asks unanimous consent that the amendment which he has 
offered, _ and which has been read at the Clerk's desk, shall be 
considered as a whole, it being an amendment to two para
graphs-179 and 180. Is there objection? 

l\fr. .MANN. Of course, that will not affect the offering of 
further amendments to the first of those two paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. The Chair hears no objec
tion, and it is so ordered; and the Clerk will read paragraph 
180, with the understanding that opportunity will be given later 
to offer amendments to paragraph 179. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
180. Maple sugar and maple sirup, 3 cents per pound; glucose or 

grape sugar, 1~ cents per pound; sugar cane in its natural state, or un
manufactured, 15 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That on and after 
the 1st day of May, 1916, the articles hereinbefore enumerated in this 
paragraph shall be admitted free of duty. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California [Mr. 
HAYES] desire to offer bis amendment now and have it pending? 

l\fr. HAYES. I am willing to do so. I will offer it now and 
have it pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers· an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 48, strike out the proviso in lines 11, 12, and 13. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
FORDNEY] five minutes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. :rtlr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com
mittee, I offer my amendment for more than one reason, but one 
particular reason for offering that amendment in its present 
form is this : When the free-sugar bill passed this House last 
year and went to the Senate this amendment was known as the 
Bristow-Lodge amendment to that bill, and when voted upon in 
the Senate it received every vote cast there with the exception 
of three, one Senator from Idaho and two Senators from Louisi
ana, who voted against the bill because they did not believe in 
any reduction of the duty on sugar. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK] 
.frankly and openly stated the other evening in this committee 
that he believed if the rate of duty proposed in this bill is put 
into effect at the end of three years the sugar industry of the 
Southern States-Louisiana and Texas-must die, must go out 
of existence. Gentlemen, I want to say to you that before the 
Ways and Means Committee and before the investigating com
·mittee on sugar last year-the so-called Hardwick committee-
there ~as not one man, woman, or child who appeared in the in
terest of any lower rates of duty, or free sugar, with the single 
exception of importers or the manufacturers of refined sugar who 
import raw sugar. 

The gentleman has said that he is going to put lumber upon 
.the free list for the masses of the people. Not a single soul has 
been present asking for what he proposes either in lumber or 
in sugar, but all admit that if sugar goes upon the free list your 
domestic cane industry in this country must die and the 
beet-sugar industry of this country will either be crushed or 
greatly injured. All admit that, and yet to-day you know and 
I know that the reason for low prices of sugar in this _country is 
}Jecause of the keen competition between the domestic manufac
turers of sugar, and when our domestic sugar goes off the 
market-which is about this time of the year or a few days 
later-the price of sugar generally goes skyward. Then it is 
furnished to the consumers by the great sugar-refining com
panies. 

I am going to give you this statement for what it is worth: 
A Member of the House only yesterday told me that he saw in 
a newspaper-I did not see the article-that in a short time a 
president of the American Sugar Refining Co. will be elected. 
It has been stated on the floor of this House that the only 
independent manufacturer of refined sugar is the Federal Sugar 
Co., of which Mr. August Spreckels is president. That gentle
man appeared before the Hardwick Committee and the Ways 
and Means Committee asking for free sugar. The newspaper 
report is to the effect that this gentleman, Mr. August Spreckels, 
is about to be elected president of the American Sugar Refining 
Co. That means a merging of the Federal Sugar Co. with the 
American Sugar Refining Co., ,if that statement is correct, thus 
leaving the consumers of sugar in this country-after this bill 
goes into effect and the domestic sugar industry is crushed
absolutely in the grasp of the American Sugar Refining Co. and 
the Arbuc~e . Bros.'. Sugar Refining Co., which two companies 
refine 92 per cent of all the refined sugar made in this _country, 
exclusive of the domestic industry. [Applause on the Repub-
.Jican sid~.l . . _ 

I appeal ,tQ , Y;oµ, . g~ntlemen not ~or this industry alone but 
for the consume: s of this country. Do not put the consumers 

of sugar in this country absolutely in the bands of what you 
admit is a monopoly-the great sugar refining companies of this 
country, three in number to-day, two if the Federal merges into 
the American, with August Spreckels at the head of the sugar 
refining company in New York. As I stated, be is in New York 
and his brother, Rudolph Spreckels, is on the Pacific coast, 
and between the two the industry will perish. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] · 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. ?iliNN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

Wyoming [l\fr. MONDELL]. 
l\fr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, there are no beet-sugar fac

tories in the State which I have the honor to represent. We 
have hoped, however, and have had good ground to hope, that 
eventually, with the growth and development of this great in
dustry, we would have many factories. But I have 'a duty to 
perform here to-day somewhat unusual in its character. The 
great State of Montana, lying north of Wyoming, has beet-sugar 
factories. It has localities of wide extent which a prominent 
Democrat in the State told me the other day would suffer in
jury from which they would not and could not recover in a 
decade if this bill passed. That State has no one on this floor 
who will speak for that great industry. To the south lies the 
imperial Commonwealth of Colorado. Within her borders are 
17 beet-sugar factories. Last year there was paid to her farm
ers for sugar beets between twelve and :fifteen millions of dol
lars. She has no one here who will speak for her people de
pending on this mighty and growing industry. 

One of the gentlemen hailing from that State will, I imagine, 
a little later tell you that Colorado is willing to dismantle her 
17 sugar factories; that she is willing to have her beet fields 
sown with ragweed or any old crop, provided he can retain his 
regularity as a Democrat. 

He will tell you that he told the people of Colorado that he 
would vote for free sugar. He is -unsophisticated enough to 
imagine that his position in the matter of the duty on sugar 
had any effect whatever on the fact of his being here as a 
minority Representative of that great Commonwealth. He 
might have been singing any kind of a song, in the frame of 
mind that the people of Colorado were in last year, with the 
Republicans divided squarely in two, and have been elected. 
Dismantle her factories, destroy one of the most important and 
valuable crops of her fertile acres, reduce the income of the 
population of her beautiful sugar-growing sections, and the gen
tleman will hear from his constituents in no uncertain way. 

The gentleman from Alabama has said that in the main this 
bill bas been constructed with the use of a jackscrew and not 
an ax. Here is a case of dynamiting. Here is a case of confis
cation. The sugar factories north and south represent an in
vestment of over a hundred million dollars. These will be ac
tually confiscated. Sixty to sixty-five millions of dollars annu
ally are paid to the farmers of the country for beets and cane, 
and no man whose opinion is worth paying any attention to, 
here or elsewhere, can deny the fact that when sugar goes on 
the free list the sugar industry, beet and cane, is destroyed 
under the American flag. 

There are men on that side honest enough-and I hope in 
this debate they will say what they have said in private and 
sometimes almost said in public-that this mighty industry is 
an expensive luxury and they are willing to destroy it because 
in their opinion it is in the interest of the American people. 

If I was on that side of the aisle and intended to vote for 
this bill that is the position I would take, for it is the only 
logical, tenable position in connection with the proposition con
tained in this bill to destroy the American sugar industry. 

What is going to happen is that, after our beet fields no 
longer produce sugar beets, after our factory wheels cease to 
turn, the lawbreaking Sugar Trust at home, and foreign com
bines, will have the American people by the throat and raise 
the price of sugar higher than it bas been for years. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

The OHAIRl\fAN. The time of tile gentleman has exi)ired. 
Mr. MANN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Cali

fornia [Mr. HAYES]. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I do not at this time desire to 

enter into any extended discussion of this schedule. A few 
days ago I gave at some length my reasons for believing that 
the tariff on sugar ought not to be reduced, ·much less should 
sugar be placed on the free list. I have offered an amendment 
which is now pending and which will permit this House to vote 
directly on the question whether or not it is in favor of putting 
sugar on the free list. 

I desire at this time, Mr. Chairman, to ask unanimous con
sent to withdraw that amendment in order that the gentlem~n 



906 OONGRESSIONAL REOORD-HOUSE. MAY r, 
from Hlinois [Mr. MANN}, the .minorlty leader, may offer the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN Mr. McKELLAB). The gentleman from 
alifornia as unanimous colli!ent to be aJJowed to withdra. w 

his amendment wblch he has offered on the sugar sehednle. 
Is there objection? [After a pa u e. J The Chair hears none, 
an<l it is so ordered. 

lr. MANN. l\fr. Chairman, I believe it is in order to offer 
an amendment at this time. There is al!l amendment pending. 

The CH.llRl\lA..c . The Chair thinks so. 
i\Ir. SHERLEY. I wm state, if the gentleman will permit 

m , that my und rstanding of the agreement is. that these 
amendment£ might b considered as pending and then voted on 
afterwards. 

he CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair was 
not present when the agi·eement was made. 

r. SHERLEY. That was my unders:truuJing, thn.t the 
amendments could be offered du.ring the dehate. 

Mr. MANN. Then, r-. Chairman, I offer the following 
-amendment to perfect the parngraph: 

Strike out of line 11, 12, and 13, page 48, the following language : 
"That on aml uiteL· the 1st day o1 May, ·1916, the articles herein

before enumerated In thLs paragraph shall be admitted free o:l! duty." 
'The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinfils has offered 

.an amendment, which will be considered pending. 
Mr MANN. fr. Chairman. I yield :fi-ve minutes to the gen

tlan:m from Michigan [Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITHJ. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. ITH. Mr. Chairman, it is always u 

pleasure, in the discussion oi the ta.riff question, to be able to 
quote the opinion of som~ one of the opposite political faith. 
It is my good fortune at this. time to be able to give to you the 
Yie~ s of a leadina- Democratic national committee.man on the 
subject of sugar. I quote from what Col. Robert Ewing1 Demo-
cratic national committeemn..n of the State of Louisiana and 
,owner of the New Orlea.ns States, is reported as having said 
in the Washington Post Feb:rnary 2G, 1913 : 

I.rhere are two Industries in T.sonls:in.nn on which e need prote.ctlon
sugar nnd rkc. I am tariff-fo1·-rcvenue Democrat and have never 
been any othe1· kind of a Democrat. Sugar a.no rice must be protected, 
howe e.r, in order that these industries may survive and thn:t we may 
get l"evenue from them. Sugar 1 the 0111:¥ neeessary ·of lile. the only 

tuple eommoclity~ that has !alien in pdee, notwithstMlding the duty. 

I invite attention now to the next few word tbat Col. Ewing 
saicl: 

"THORNTON ~REZ..1~fUQA.R FOE-LOUISIANA SENATOR FIRST DEMO RAT TO 
AT').'ACK PROPOSED SCHEDULE-ASSERTS CUT WOULD PLACE CONTROL 
OF INDUSTRY JN HANDS OF A.IO OPOLY OF REFINERS. 

"The first outspoken attack on the Democratic tariff bill by 
a Democrat came yesterday, when Senator THORNTON, of Lou-

' is.iana, in a public statement scored the sugar schedule. The 
Louisiana Senator said tbe sugar schedule was bound to defeat 
tbe one object which has been claimed by President Wilson and 
Leader UNDEBwoon as the primary purpose of the proposed 
legislation. Senator THORNTON said: 

" ' I am in thorough accord with the view c.~ressed by Presi
dent Wilson that a tarifl'. bill should be so framed as to en
courage competition and prevent monopoly. But the pending 
tariff bill, in so far as it concerns sugar, will have just the 
opposi1:e effect. Tbc provision for free sugar, without doubt, 
will put the entire control of the sugar industry of the United 
States in the hands of the big refiners. t the present time 
they are meeting with very effective competition from the do
mestic sugar industry. Its effect bas been, an now is, to 
cheapen the cost of sugar to the consumer. 

"'The admissfans of the refiners themselves under examlna
tton before various eo11gressional committees show that for 
several years they bave been annoyed and embarrassed by the 
rapid growth of this competition, which cuts into the profits 
from the ope.ration of their refineries for several months e.ach 
year. They ham declared that without tariff they have nothing 
to fear from the competition of foreign refiners. They are seek
ing tbe removal of the only competition from which they have 
ruiythmg to fem·. 

"'In vjew of this situation, it is easy to see that free sugar 
wm result only in the destruction of competition and the open
ing of the way to the establishment of a burdensome and op
pressive monopoly. able to impose its will upon the p.ublic 

' and to exact higher prices from the consumer.'" 
I will also append the following letter : 

w ALU.EE, ID WAIT, priZ 10, 1918. 
Hon. SAMUEL W. SMITH, 

Wa hingta11. D. 0. 
S:m: Several years ago yon very kindly used your influence 

to try to secure for me the appointment of collector of cnstoms 
nt the port of Honolulu, so that r now take tile liberty of asking 
you to give me another lift. This is not for my elf, but for · all 
the people 6f Hawail. If you can possibly do so, I should li e 

Free sugar woold not m un any materlaJ benefit to the consumer. to ask yon to vote against the reduction of the tariff upon sugar, 
The price might f H tor a short time, bu1l tt would be on.ty a matter ns sueb reduction will surely spell the ruin of this Territory. 
o.f months when the refiner~ would vut the p.rlce back here it as. The revenue received from the tax upon the sugar industry in 

Mr. Chairnmn, I will ten my Demoeratic friendi:r when sugnr Hawaii a.mounts to 55 per cent of all the revenues. If this in
wil1 fall in price, and that will be after the 1st da;y of May~ · dustry is crippled, where shall we turn for revenue? A great 
l916, if this: bHJ be~omes a law. If the refiners have any grati- many will say that we must turn to other crops, but this is im
tude in their souJs to the Demoerntie Party they wm put th-e possible on account of the climate, soil, and the countle s insect 
pri e down from that time ·until after the November election pests which are able to live through the enfue year, a we ba e 
of 1D16. To continue wh!l:t Col. Ewing said: no cold weather to exterminate them. 

In othel' words, free uga.r would' mean merely that the Government Hoping that yon may be able to help us, I remain, 
would be playing into the bantlg of n trust. Yours, re pectfully, 

Mr. Chafrmnn, I want to say that, 1f he is correctly quoted, 
the senior Senator from the State of Louistana, in this morn
ing".f.l Washington Post, can.firms ever:v word that I have quoted 
as coming from Cot Ewing. • 

Last Saturday night, in this Chamber, the able gentleman 
from Georgia [M'.r. lLunwrCKJ expressed his views on the sub
ject of sugnr, and in the course of his remarks said that in 20 
years ei the.r under this pending bill or- under the present Ju w 
the indnsh'y wourcl be wiped out in Lonis:in..no.. 

In Michigan, as in many other Stutes, we have millions of' 
'c1ollars invested in factories. The farmers have hundreds of 
thousands of dollars in machineryt ruid tile laboring men, as 
well as women, are paid splendid wages for the work they do 
· n the sugar fields in connection with the Sllgar-beet industry 
of our State. tave no esitation in saying that the prophecy 
which the gentleman from Georgia .made: with reference to 
Louisiana wm be true with reference to the sugar-beet indus
tries of Iichigan, Colorado, Utah, and otller States. But it 
will only be in keepinu with every other bit of tariff-for-revenue 
and free-trade legislation that bas ever been written upon 
the statute books since the birth oi this R public. It is not 
possible for one of you gentlemen to point to any free-h·ude or 
tariff-for-revenue legislation in this country nnder whlcb we 
llave not had results like we had in 18371 in 1857, between 

S!l3 anu 1 1 ancl I am fl'ank to say to-day that I would like 
to have i'\ mebody give to the- eo:qntcy some consolation and 

mfort that e can hop that tbi bi.ll i¥in Le an exc~ption 
to every other tariO: for r venue or free . trade pieee of legisla
lation that bn. be n written on the tntnt bo()k . [ pplause 
on the Repub1i an 'd .] 

II. 1. TuCKER. 

Mr. MANN. t11·. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man fi·om California [Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND]. 

Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND, Mr. Chairman, the peculiar climatic 
conditions of California make that Commonwealth a State of 
wonderful and dive.rsified interests. If there is :my indust1·y in 
that great State that will not be injuriously affected if this bill 
goes into effect, I have failed to find it. 

O.ne of tbe chief industries of CaHfornia is the beet-sugar in
dustry, We have in that State 13 beet-sugar factories and are 
to-day the chief beet-sugar producing State in the Union. I 
want to present a few figures in order to impress upon this 
House the importance of this great industry to the State I in 
part represent. We paid last year for beets to the farmers 
$6,701,582. We paid for labor in the factories and fields over 
$3,900.000. We puicl for fuel oil $500.000. We paid for bags 
$391,000 and for other supplies $542.000, making the total ex
penditures due to this industry in the State of California ove.r 
14,100,000. The number of acres hane ted is 112,000. 

The tons of sugar beets grown are 1,037 >000. The tons of 
sugar produced are 168,000 ancl the total investment in 
factory, lRnd, anll equipment in the State of California is over 
_$JD,D04,823. Tills is but one of the great industries of Cali
fornia that is going to be disastrously affecte<l by the passage 
of 1..his Jaw. In the beet-sugar industry alone we employ in 
California: 25,000 men, am1 it ~ii rrodily _be a~vreciated that 
with the e.··qJenclitnre of this Tast sun;i of money: nnd the em
ployment of -this number of men thnt to . st1~ike .'do;wn this in
dustry and close these 13 factories. you i.ufii :i . severe blow 
upon California. No i:IoubLthe risin"' gencr. tion:-fo- aliforoia 
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do not recall the effects of the Wilson law upon the industries of 
the State, but if this bill is enacted as at present written they 
will have a bitter experience that will not so soon be forgotten. 
Not only have we an interest in the beet-sugar industry in our 
own State but we are interested in the cane-sugar industry of the . 
Hawaiian Islands. We sympathize with those people. The 
HaTI"aiian Islands are good customers of California and the 
United States. The total Yalue of domestic merchandise ship
ped to Hawaii from the mainland for the 12 months ending 
December, 1912, was $28,029,240. The total for the same period, 
1911, was $21,917,747. The total for the same period, 1910, 
was $21,637,751. Hawaii's products sold to the ·United States 
mainland increased approximately 5! per cent from 1911 to 1912. 
Hawaii's purchases from the United States ma.inland increased 
approximately 30 per cent from 1911 to 1912. Strike down this 
industry in Hawaii and this entire country will suffer. Destroy 
the beet-sugar industry and you play into the hands of the 
Sugar Trust and do not benefit the American consumer. I shall 
support the amendment which has been offered to restore the 
rates upon sugar and to strike out the proviso for free sugar 
in three years. While I realize that this amendment will not 
be adopted because of the fact that the majority are bound and 
gagged by caucus rule, lam glad to go on record. [Appla~se on 
the Republican side.j 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Michi~an [Mr. WOODRUFF]. 

l\Ir. WOODRUFF. Mr. Chairman, I also come from one of 
the great beet-sugar producing States of this Union. There is 
more beet sugar produced in my district, I believe, than in any 
other district in that State. There is more beet sugar produced 
in my city than in any city in the United States, and I believe, 
.Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this committee. that the effect 
of this tariff will be to absolutely throttle and destroy this 
great industry. The Democratic Party, as represented by the 
membership in this House, proposes not a reduction of the 
tariff for the purpose of placing the producer of this country 
on a basis of competition with those abroad, but they propose 
to enact into flaw a measure that will absolutely annihilate an 
industry that t•epresents an investment of more than $100,-
000,000 in this country, claiming that any industry that can not 
compete in the open market with a like industry abroad with
out the benefit of the protective tariff is an illegitimate industry 
and should be destroyed. .Much has been said both for and 
against th.is theory in this House in the past week, and I say to 
you of the majority that when the American farmers and the 
American laborers realize the fact that you propose to place 
them upon an absolute basis of equality with the Asiatic and 
European farmers and laborers, they will have an answer to 
that argument that will be most displeasing to you. It is a 
well-known fact, l\Ir. Cb.airman, that at such seasons when 
the beet sugar is not on the market that the great Refiners' 
Trust of this country absolutely monopolizes the market and 
fixes the price of sugar. It is ri.1so a well-known fact that at 
such times the price of this commodity is much higher, and I 
say to you, gentlemen, that if this bill becomes a law, and it will, 
and if the production of sugar in this country ceases, and it 
will, that the people of this country will be at the absolute 
mercy of this great Refiners' Trust. Within the past two years 
in my home city I have paid 9 cents a pound for granulated 
sugar. That was at a time when the beet sugar was not on the 
market. 
· The excuse offered for the rise in the price of sugar at that 
time of more than 2 cents was that there was a rumor of a 
shortage in the beet crop of Germany. Now, gentlemen, there 
are produced in this country 625,000 tons of sugar annually by 
the beet-sugar producers. There are something like 350,000 
tons of cane sugar produced in this country, and I say to you, 
gentlemen, that if a mere rumor of a shortage of a crop in 
Germany would produce a rise in that price of some 2 cents 
per pound, what rise, in God's name, would an actual shortage 
of nearly 1,000,000 tons of sugar create? 

Gentlemen, there is one schedule in this bill that I would 
like to vote for. I would like to vote for the income-tax 
measure, but, coupled as it is with a measure that strikes at 
the very foundation of all our industrial institutions, I can not 
support it. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

l\Ir. FOWLER. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? I do not believe his time has expired. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I yield my time back to the gentleman 
from Illinois [l\fr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Was there any time left? 
The OHAIRl\!A.N. One minute. 
Mr. FOWLER. I desire to know why the falling off per acre 

in the production of beets, in your State was so great last ye~r ,? 
The q1I4-IRMA.l'f. Does the gentleman from Micpigan yield? 

l\Ir. WOODRUFF. I do, sir. 
Mr. FOWLER. I see you produced only 6.75 tons per acre 

last year. I see that California produced 9.1. 
· . Mr. WOODRUFF. I can answer the gentleman. It was due 
to the climatic conditions in the State. For the past two years 
the beet-sugar producers in the State of l\lichigan have lost 
money on account of having so much rain. In many instances 
it has been impossible for the farmers to get into their fields to 
harvest their crops, owing to the wet GOndition of the ground. 
I would ask the gentleman to go back further and look at the 
sta tist.ics. 

Mr. FOWLER. Is it not true that the forces that make sugar 
are lacking to an extent, as they are in other States, and pre
vent you from raising beet sugar? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Absolutely not. The gentleman can find 
that I am right if he will go back and look at the statistics. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Colorado [l\Ir. KEATING] 10 minutes. · 

Mr. KEATING. l\Ir. Chairman, the gentleman from Wyoming 
[l\Ir. MONDELL] has taken occasion to refer to me and my views 
on the sugar tariff. I appreciate it is just a trifle difficult for 
the gentleman from Wyoming to believe, in view of the fact 
that his State has tolerated the representation it has had for 
the last 10 or 12 years, that the people of the West give intelli
gent consideration to political problems. The gentleman com
plains that Colorado has no one on this floor to protest against 
the removal of the tariff on sugar. The reason for that, l\Ir. 
Chairman, is because the people of Colorado at the last election 
voted to instruct their Representatives to remove the tariff on 
sugar, and they voted in that way after a most thorough and 
exhaustive discussion of the question, and they voted that way 
because they were convinced that the removal of the tariff on 
sugar would not destroy the beet-sugar industry in that State 
or in any other State where God Almighty intended that men 
should raise sugar beets. And I submit that the people of 
Colorado, who have 17 sugar factories in o~ eration, are better 
judges of the effect of the removal of the tariff on that great 
industry than is the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL], 
who has no Sl:lgar factory within the boundaries of his Sta>te. 

I want to call the gentleman's attention to the fact that he 
has no sugar factory there, not because the people of Wyoming 
can not raise sugar beets, because in the irrigated sections of 
Wyoming they can raise sugar beets of as good a quality as they 
can in the irrigated sections of Colorado or Utah or Idaho, but 
you have no sugar factories in Wyoming because the Sugar 
Trust will not permit you to erect sugar factories in Wyoming. 
Evidently the Sugar Trust has felt that it could depend upon 
the vote of the gentleman from Wyoming without offering any
thing to the people in that State. 

The reason that the people of Colorado are willing that this 
sugar tariff should be removed is because they want to save the 
beet-sugar industry from the malign influence of the Sugar 
Trust. Let us trace the story of the Sugar Trust's interest in 
beet-sugar factories. 

Ten years ago, during the discussion of the Cuban reciprocity 
bill, the representatives of the beet-sugar interests came before 
Congress and declared that if you gave them 10 years more of 
protection the industry would be able to stand on its own legs. 
We have given them 10 years more of protection and, as a 
matter of fact, the industry is able to stand on its own legs. 
About 10 years ago the men who were then, and are now, in 
control of the beet-sugar industry in the Western Stat~s went 
down to New York and met with Mr. Havemeyer, of the Sugar 
Trust, and entered into a deal with him by which they sold to 
him the control of the beet-sugar industry in this country. 

Mr. l\Iorey, the president of the Great Western Sugar Co., 
and Mr. Boettcher, of the same concern, and a number of other 
sugar magnates, including Eccles, of Utah, have so testified in 
the case of the United States against the American Sugar Ile
fining Co. They have told how they went down there; they ha\"e 
told of the price they got for a controlling interest in the stock ; 
and then they have confessed that they entered into an arrange
ment with Mr. Havemeyer by which they became his western 
representatives. And the correspondence submitted in that 
hearing proves that Mr. Morey and Mr. Boettcher and the 
others were hired at salaries ranging from $10,000 to $15,000 
a year to -go back to the West and see to it that new sugar 
factories were not established there. 

The correspondence is complete and conclusive. These men 
were the hired spies of the Sugar Trust. Their own letters 
prove that they went from point to point where they heard 
that sugar factories were about to be established, and that they 
used all their influence to prevent the development of the sugar 
industry. 
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When they found that the sentiment of a community was so saw a box ear, in audition to the tariff. [.Applause on tile Demo
strong that the people themselves were about ta erect beet fac- eratic side.} 
tori es they went in and endeavored to s.e.cure the control of the Mr. MANN. I · yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
majority of the stock, and in most instances the}l did secure the Mi-chigan [Mr. KELLEY]. 
control of the majority of the stock. Mr. KELLEY o:t Michigan. Mr. Chafrman, untler section 110· 

.As late as 12 or 18 months ago an attempt was made in the of' this· l:Till sugar, both raw and refioed, is proposeU. to be put 
town of Durango, in the southweste:rn corner of my State, to. upon the free list. at the end o.f three years. I have not risen to 
establish a sugar factory. The farmers came forward and discuss the effect of the removal of the daty upon the sugar 
pledged the necessary a.crenge. The business men pledged gen- industry of the eauntry for two reasons: First, it would not Ila 
erous subscriptions. banker in that town undertook ta finance ·much good. an<l, second', because my colleagues from Michigan 
the factory, and then the whole deal was called off. Aecord- and elsewhere have done ancl will further do so~ But what I 
:Ing to the sworn testimony which appears in the case of the · have risen to inq11ire about, in good faith and fo.r info1·mation, 
United States agninst the .A..mericnn Sugnr- Refining Oo.~ it ap- · is tbEi effect of the provisions of the antidn.mping clause in this 
pears that the banker was called mp by the representative of bill u]lan this section no.w under consideration. 
the Sugar Trust and tol<l to abandon the pxoject. Th-e trust's As I understand it, p:ractlcally all the sugar-producing eolln
hircd man simply put the screws on the Durango. :financial in- tries of Europe levy an internal-revenae tax upon sugar for home 
tercsts and pre:ventecl the establishment of this factory, which cansmn:ption.. Wben the :r:mmu:fa.ctnrer of sugu.r in Germany or 
meant so much to southwestern Colorado. any other European country where this intemal-revenue tax is 

Tbut is only one of many instances. And, my friends, a.s a · imposed invoices his sugar to the wholesaler for local consmnp
result of these experiences the people of Colorado and~ I believe, tion, of c~urse such invruce includes tbe cost of bis raw mnte
the people th1·oughout all that intermountain country, have rinI, his labor cost

1 
any government c.hnrgeSt orguni-zat.ion 

come to the conclusion that the only way to put the beet-sugar ' charges, nndJ pro1U:s:. Necessarily such prioo will include nny 
industry on its feet is to demonstrate that it is a legitimate internal-revenue tax le.vied in those eolllltrie.s: an local consnmp
indnstry, that it can exist without the protection of a ta.riff, an tion. Now, the purpose of this antidumping cltluse, as: I undar
thut it will return to investors a fair :rate of interest uPQn the ' stand it, is to prevent foreign countries from selling in our mar
investment. And that fact can be demonstrated~ Trnts cheaper than they sell to their own peDple. What I want 

We can raise in Colorado and in Utah and in Idaho and :In , to know iS'~ under the provisians of this ruitidum.plng clausQ, how 
most of tllose Western States: as many pounds of sugar beets the Stlgnr refiners of Europe are going to sell in our mnrkcts . 
to the ac1·e as can be raised anywhe:re, and they, will average ns ' cheaper than they sen at home,. and bow are we to get cheaper 
high a vereenta:ge of saccharine matter as- beets grown in nny sugar when the prlre at sugar there· for home. consumption is 
country on the face of the globe. equal ta ar greater Ulan the price fJf sugn.r to OID' eonSUIDers 

Our :fu.l·mers get more for these high-grade beets than do here at the present time? If they do sen sugar clleaper.bere than 
the farmers of Germ.nny. If our factories get their oeets for as at home. the nntidumping provision puta a 15 per cent duty upon 
low a price as clo the German factories why should not they he the s:og. r so bnpo.rted into the Unite.d States. And here is the 
able to produce sugar a.t as l"OW n. figure? I know of no reason2 secret of the. whole busi.neBs ns it looks to me: Thi provision, 
and gentlemen have submitted no reason. eoupled with the: antidumping clause, enables the mel'icrm rc--

1\fr. AUSTIN. .M:r. Oh.airman, may I nsk the gentleman n finer to get free raw sugar from Cuba. and protec- shim from the 
questi{)n? sugur refiner of Eu.rope by a f5 per cent duty. 

~rbe OHAIRl\IAN. Does the gentleman yield? Mr. HARDWICK rose. 
fr. KEATING. es. Mr. MANN. Let the gentleman from Georgia answer in bis 

Mr. USTIN. What1 in yol:lr opinion, will be the effect of own time-. 
this change in the Iuw placing sugar on the free list as to the Mr. KELLEY oi Michigan. Will th~ gentleman from Georgia 
price in the marh~t to th~ consumer? answer in his own time? That is the only question I have to 

Mr. KF~'l'L'\G. Tlle p.rice to the eonsumer will drop. the full ask. [ pplause on the Republican side.] 
amount of the tariff a.t once. Out of all this discussion con- The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield back the 1-e-
cerning sugar one fact stands. out, so that no man can question , mninder of his time? 
its accuracy, ancl th!l.t fact is. that the ta:riff is added to the Mr·. KELLEY of Mi-cbigan. Yes: 
price of sugar and that the .American consumer pays $11~- Mr. UNDERWOOD. I . understood that the time whi~b wrui 
000,000 more a year for his sugar than he would if the tariff not c:onsumed would not be chnl'ged to either of us. 
were not added.. Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Michi-

The otl'l.e1· day the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. KELLEY] gan IMr. CRAMToMJ. 
questioned my statement that there were no independent beet- .Mr. CR MTON. Mr. Chairman, as I .li&tened to the genUe
sugnr factories in tllis country, that there wae an understand- man from Colorado [Mr. KMTINal in his demonstration of the 
ing or trade arrangement or selling arrangement-whatever rea.san. that there were not more be.et-sugar factories established 
you want to call it- by which the price of sugar was fixed in in the State of Oolorad() or in Wyoming~ it seemed to me that he 
every town in this country. llac1 eon meed me that the sngar-re:fining interests did no-t want 

Ile snhl that was not true, and I want to submJt to hlm what the sugar :factories and that at the present time they a.re doing 
I cons:f-Oer to be splendid authority, the statement of n beet- what tbey can ta keep them down. That is what I underst:lnd 
sugar man, R.. A. Wngner, the president of the Wiseonsin Sugar was the gentle.man's argument. I understand he is nbout to 
Co. lUr. Wngner also suys that my statement is not true, and vote fo1~ this bill. and thereby is going to try to strike a terrific 
:vet I want to read yon his letter and snbmit it as absolute ev.i- blow at the sugar-refining interests. My friends, in striking that 
dence thnt my statement is true. He says; blow you are sirrlJ>ly putting out of business all of the beet-sugar 

r.rhe price of sugar is higher 1n Colorado because over three-quarter factori~ and the sugar-refining people, instead of thinking that 
of the suo-ar used in this country is imported antl refined at tbe seaboard you have struck a terrific blow at them. will slmply think that 
and m.11sf pay rail freight to Colorado. you have given them a slap on the wrist, or it may be a love put. 

r.rhi.nk of that stntC'ment, when there is not a pound of sugar The distinguished and affable gentleman from Alabama saJd 
imported into f'..oJorado, but all that is used there is produced that the duties were being reduced with u jack. and as we notice 
within the State. Why, we export five or sU: times as much as yon are letting the sugar interests down with two bumps in
we use in the State. Yet he says that every _pound must pay stea.d of one, and we ru'e to wait three yea.rs to see how bnrd 
mil freight to Colorado. Continuing, he says; tlro Inst bump will be. As I recollect, in one county of my dis--

In other words, the price is based on the cost of rore~gn su~ar tl'lct-and I believe I have n right to spe k here on behalf of 
r. 0 • b. our seaboal'd, plus freight to point of consumption. The f pl in ty H th 10 
Colorado sugar producers naturaIIy meet these e-0nditlons, and in order the interests o my peo e- one conn , uron, ere were 
to get the business make their quotation a. few points lower. yenrs ago 6,000 tons u year of sugar beets produced. No_w there 

And that is true in every town in the United States. The are better than 06.000 tons n year, and at the same time the 
trust, in determining how much it will charge the American valuation of the fnrm lands has doubled, indicating that the 
people for refined sugar, ascertains first of un the cost of raw farmer does get same benefit from protection. As I remember 
sugar at New York. Then it adds the tariff. Then it adds the thnt and think of the disaster that is impending ove1· these farm
cost of refining. Then it a:dds to that a profit, and then it adds ers in that county, it occurs to me that the jack that was in
to that the cost of the freight from New York to the point strumcntn..l in the reduction of the tariff in this bin was not the 
where the sugar is consumed, without regard to where the sugar jackscrew that the gentleman has referred to, but that gua1·dfan 
may be produced. Anet, as I stated on the floor of this. House angel of the Democratic Party, the blundering jackass. 
the other day, the result is that down in rizona, in the shadow [Laughter.] 
of a Sligar factory, where they are producing many times the Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to presume to discuss 
amount of sugar consumecl in the State, the people o.f Arizona fu1·ther- this bill, but I believe it will be proper here in the 
pay $1.34 per hundred pounds frejght for the sugar that never midst o all these discn sions, at least some of them from men 
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who are assuming their staUstics, or at least picking them up 
out of dusty volumes, that it would only be fair to call to the 
witness standi for a minute one of the men who has got his liv
ing out of the business, trying· to- make something for himself 
and his family, and also to afford a market for the manufac
tures of the cities. Hence, I am going to read this letter from 
a farmer who is engaged in the preduction of sugar- beets; 

CROSWELL, MICH., A'Pril ~, 1!113. 
Hon. Louis C. Cn.AMTO:i, 

Representative S&ventll District, M'ichigaii. 
DEAR SIR: I earnestly beg of you to do all in your power to prevent 

the removal of duty from sugar. l think I express the sentiments of 
all the farmerS' of tbl.s beet-growing- district. 

On Friday, the 18th instant, the_ report was started. that the Croswelll 
plant of the Michigan Sugar Co. bad turned down all contract aruE 
was not going to operate the coming campaign. Well, you ought to 
II.ave heard the " holler " that the farmers and the residents of Croswell 
put up •mtll they found the report was not true. 

Whenever two or more farmers met the question was, " What can we 
put in to take the place of. sugar beets? " And I say nothing will take 
the place of sugar beets on Michigan farms to-day, on account of the 
intensive cultivation and deep-rooting- system of the sugar beets, as 
they bring up fertility from the soil that we would get in· no otheI"" 
way. It ls the indirect benefit we get from the_ sugar beet that pays 
us more than direct benefit. We will take my own farm here for 
example. 

Wben I bought this farm 10 years a:go I harvested from 1 'l 0;,. 30' 
bu.sbels of oats and about 1 ton of hay per acre. Now, afteD growing. 
sugar· beets for 7 years, r get from 50 to 60 bushel& of oats- and 2ii 
tons of bay, an.!' from a worn-o.u.t farm :r ha>'e built. up a f-arm as good 
as any in Sanilac County. _ 

I raise from 12 to 18 acres of beets on my 80-aere farm every year, 
and it is getting- richer· all the time-thanks to sugar beets. 

As a cash-money crop the: beets are ahe!l.d of any other crop Wl? can 
grow. Of course, it costs more to grow an acre of beets than any; other· 
croI>, but we get paid for it in the benefit it does our land. As for. 
growing them for les& per acre than we are- getting now, I know- there 
is not a farmer in this neighborhood that would contract for an acre. 
It costs us $20 per acre. to get the hand labor done. This labor is done 
by the foreigners. and we are making good citizens and good farmers. 
out of these foreignel'S ; in fact; four of the families r have had in thei 
past seven. years have bought farms within 2 miles of_ my farm.. 

You gentlem<m in the city are worrying about your foreign 
population. Let them go out into the country and: help produce 
what you in the city want to eat. 

The Tetter continues: 

. ing. the forces of the minority upon this floor, in order that he 
may understand not only my appl'eciation of the courtesy wbich 
he hae extended ta· me, but the appreciation of the people whom 
I represent on this floor. 

I want to get to the meat of this- subject. I have long con
tended in this House that the destruction of the domestic sugar 
industry in this country will lead us back into conditions which 
existed long ago, when. there was no domestic industry, and 
permit the refiners opera ting; along the coast of the Atlantic 
Ocean, the Gulf, and the· Pacific to dominate the American 
sugar market. I believe in the little time allotted to me I can 
demonstrate that the efforts of the gentlemen who are now 
using their means, their money, and efforts to secure, not free 
sugar, as some claim. but to secure very low duties, in order 
that they may, with the destruction of domestic sugar, domi
nate the American market and raise the price of sugar to the 
American consumer. 

A man working for wages in this city brought me this mern
ing this en.rd which I hold in my hand. He got it from a 
package of sugar of 2€> pounds, refined from cane sugar, coming 
from the Tropics; which be bought in the market on yesterday 
for 4, cents-a pound. 'l'hat sugar was refined by the Spreckels 
Refining Co.,. which my friend from Georgia. [l\Ir. HABDWICK] 
will at once recognize is the employer of Mr. Lowry, the man 
who has taken charge of the propaganda for free sugar, and; it. 
reads as follows : 

Tarllf . on suga~ is an advantage to the Sugar Trust and its allies 
only. Wtth freeo raw sugar this: sugar would. cost you about 2 cents. 
per pound less. Urge your Congressman to insist on the removal ot. 
the tartir on sugar. . · 

This eard was in a package' ot 2ff pounds of sugar bought by 
this man,. and he brought the card to me~ He paid 4~ cents: 
a pound fo1~ the sugar only yesterday. Now, 1-et us, l-0ok the 
facts squarel~ in the face. I once before took the position in. 
the House that this refiner,_ including what he calls the Sugar 
Trust, which is generally accepted to mean the American Sug:u· 
Refinery, the: Arbuckles anct himse:J.f, were· in alliance not to put 
sugar on the free list, but to. so reduce the duty as to put the 

Our land has increased in value, in fertinty, and we- have- made good beet-sugar people in the West out of business, and also the 
citizens out of these foreigners, and it is all through sugar beets: When sugar-can.a people· in Louisiana and Texas 0 .,+ of bl:rsiness, in, 
the farmet prospers everybody else: prospers~ u.t. ~ 

Thanking you in advanc& for anything you can do to help the farmer. order. that together they might dominate. th~ market. Their 
r rema¥1ours, very truly, E- c. WESTBROOK, effoITts have been direeted, first, to· eontrol the beet production 

aros11.oezii Ban.ilac county, Mich. in the West by controlling' the factories in the West. They. 
[Applause.] have never worried about us. These refiners have robbed us of 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlemani has expired. Louisiana:. so fa.r back that no man~s memory runneth to the 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, by the courtesy of Members on contrary. 

this. side of the Housel yield to the gentleman fr.om Loui!'ianai They saw the beet industry developing in the West absorbing 
[Mr. BRoUS:SAJID] an additional 10 nlirmtesp a large proportion of the sugar being supplied to· the Americaill 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr~ Chairman,. I had hoped that, acting people, and. my friend from Colorado [Mr. KEA'llING}, l believe,, 
strictly within the rules of my own party, formulated and · will agre~ with me, and they started first by trying- to absorb 
adopted in a Democratic caucus,, I sh9uld have obtained from a majority of the stack in the beet industry in the West. They
the Democratic lend.er time to present the ease of the Demo- failed in that. The industry de>eloped too fast. In 10 years 
cratic constituency that I represent here. I have sought in ' there was 1,500 per cent of production increase, and they had 
vain to get recognition which I think I am entitled to receive in to abandon that plaa of controlling th& domestic sugar- output~ 
a Democratic House. Failing in that, I want to express my ap- Then they adopted another plan-that of discouraging men from 
preciation of the courtesy extended to me by the leader of the ' putting money into the development of the sugar industry in the< 
Republican Party in. permitting the constituency which I renre- West,. in order that they might stop the increased production 
sent-which was 90 per cent in ~e last election in the votes of sugar in continental United States. They failed in that. 
of that district-in affording me an eppo.rtunity to present their 1, Then they appealed to Congress, not t0- put sugar on the free 
case. list, but to reduce the duty on sugar to the extent ef destroying 

I have no desire to be an obstructionist or to criticize the the industry, in o:rder that they might again absorb the control 
leader of the Democratic Party, but it seems to me that one or of the American market and then lift the price of sugar. to th~ 
the other thing ought to be done. If I come strictly within: consumer as best suited them. '£his card comes from Mr. 
the rules of my party, OJHJosing the measure as I do oppose it, Lowry. It is issued by his employer. It is printed. in the same· 
I ought to get time from the leader of my own party. [Ap- way that numerous articles you. hav-e received. in your mfill, 
plause- on the Republican side.] And if I can not get the time · each and every one of you, are printed. I have here a docu
from him I ought to· be exclud.ed from the Democratic caucus, ment published by him on the 12th day of April, this ye:u-~ only 
that the people at home may know that the Democratic. leader- a few days ago. In that document a.t the- head of it, as has 
ship of this- House, without personal reflection on the gen- appeared on every recent document issued by him, including 
tleman who now is here in. control of the Democratic forces, the two that came this morning, he does not advocate free sugar
may know whethen they have friends here in their own party as appears upon this card, but a duty of 0.624 cent~ but he 
or whether they must appeal to the leaders of the other party advocates and he S];leaks for Spreckels, because the evidence is 
in order to secure time to present their caus:e. [Applause on before at least three committees of the Congress-the Hardwick,. 
the Republican side.] _ the Ways and Means Committee of the House, ancl the Finance 

I am not going to deal with the subject at length. My per- Committee of the Senate last year-that every bit of the eArpense 
sonal relations with the gentleman who occupies the leadership · incurred in the propaganda which he is conducting- is pa:id out 
of my party on the floor are very agreeable. and in my estima- of the pocket of Spreckels~ who claims, according to him, to be 
tlon he stands as high as does any other Member in this House- 1 fighting the Sugar Trust. Mr. Atkins, the vi<!e president of the· 
[applause] ;.- but I do desire to express in behalf of my . con- American Sugar Refining Co.r speaking before the Committee on 
stituents the thought tlrat at least within the ranks· of their Ways and Means the other- dayr said he did: not wa.nt free 
party they should be able to get as frank a recognition. as they sugar, but wanted: to- reduce the rates of duty. The Arbuckles
get from. the party for which they do not vote. 

1

\ took the same position before- the Ways and Means Committee 
My . time·, is so limited that I will not deal with that vefY' in my presence here recently. 

much, but I make this acknowledgment to the gentleman lead- 1, Mr. HARDWICK. The Arbuckles were for free sugar. 
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Mr. BilOUSSARD. They are not, any more than Spreckels 
is; and right at the head of every document that you receive 
now that calls for free sugar, as on this card, you will see 
printed: 

'l'he rate we propose, 0.624 cent per pound; raw sugar, 96 test, 
0.60 cent per pound. 

Sixty one-hundredths cent per pound means that every 
domestic refiner in this country, every domestic producer in 
this country, must go out of business. What follows? Domina
tion of the American sugar market by the refiners. 

The CHAIR.MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MANN. How much time have I remaining? 
The CHAIRl\llN. The gentleman has 36 minutes. 
Mr. BROUSSARD. May I get 10 minutes more? 
Mr. MANN. I will yield the gentleman 10 minutes more in 

view of his very interesting statement and the courtesy of 
some Members here. [Applause.] 

.Mr. BROUSSARD. I thank the gentleman very much; 0.624 
puts the domestic producer out of business, the beet and the 
sugar men in the West and South, and it gives the market 
entirely of at least 3,600,000 tons of sugar a year into the 
hands of the refiners. This card of the refiner pleads for free 
sugar and tells the consumer that be can get 2 cents per pound 
reduction on his sugar. These circular letters of this same 
refiner pleads for a small duty, just as the American and other 
refiners de. ire. Give just enough duty so we may put the 
domestic producer out of business and then what? 

Let us see, by this document-I take the gentleman's very 
statement-paid for, printed, and posted, the efforts and time of 
the gentleman who issues it, paid for by Spreckels, the refiner. 
What does it show? It was alleged here when Cuban reciproc
ity was up, when the proposition was a reduction of 50 per cent, 
that the reduction was to help the Cuban planter. When the 
proposition of 20 per cent, which finally became law, was under 
consideration, the argument was that we owed that much to 
the Cuban planter. The bill had not been law more than 18 
months when the Cuban planters were complaining to Congress 
that the refiners, including Spreckels, the employer of Lowry, 
was absorbing the entire 20 per cent which Congress supposed 
they had given the Cuban planter. Now, what appears here in 
this document? Lowry says this on the 12th of April : 

Cuban sugars are to-day selling at 2 cents, cost and freight, and pay 
a tariff of 1.348 cents. San Domingo sugars (nonprivileged) are offered 
at 2.06 cents per pound, cost and freight New York, and pay n duty 
of 1.685 per pound. 

We gave 20 per cent, according to this gentleman's state
ment-and I have verified the statements and I know they are 
correct-we gave 20 per cent to the Cuban planter. That sugar, 
bought in bond, upon which the refiner pays 1.348, sells for less 
than the sugar that is brought from San Domingo that pays 
1.685. It is therefore evident to any man who will stop to look 
into the matter, that the Cuban planter does not get one cent of 
the 20 per cent reduction. Now, then, does the consumer of this 
country get the reduction? Will any man get up and say so? 
This card which my friend handed me gives the difference be
tween the New York price of sugar that come from Cuba and 
the New York price of the sugar that come from San Do
mingo. Both sugars once refined sell for the same price to the 
consumer, and if the Cuban planter sells his sugar cheaper in 
bond to the refiner, including Mr. Spreckels, for less money
despite the 20 per cent preferential he has-than the San 
Domingo planter, who pays the full duty, u· is evident that the 
Cuban planter • gets none of the benefit of the 20 per cent re
duction. On the other hand, if the consumer of this country 
can not distinguish between the Cuban and the San Domingo 
sugar after Mr. Spreckels has refined it, but must pay the same 
price for each, it is evident to any man who will think about it 
at all that the entire difference between the difference in duty 
on San Domingo and Cuban sugar is absorbed by the refiner. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The American producer does not get a cent of the 20 per cent 
reduction. He can not possibly get a cent of it in spite of this 
card, saying that free sugar would give my friend the same 
sugar which he purchased only yesterday at 4! cents a pound for 
2! cents a pcund. Besides, note the bun.co game attempted upon 
the consumer. Free sugar, it urges on the card, while to you 
gentlemen of the House the same sympathetic gentleman tells 
you daily he does not really wish free sugar, but six hundred 
and four one-thousandths of a cent, so as to enable him at one 
and the same time to kill his competitors and permit him to con
tinue to renp the benefits of the 20 per cent Cuban preferential. 

As a matter of fact, the refiner buys his sugar cheaper from 
the man wbo produces it in Cuba than from the man producing 
sugar elsewhere, despite tbe advantage of 20 per cent on the 
rate of duty fixed in the law; but when he comes to sell it to 
you and to me he sells both for the same price, and thus absorbs 

the entire 20 per cent. This is not a novel proposition. Back. 
in 1872 or 1873 this Republic made a trenty with the then 
Kingdom of Hawnii by which the suo-ar from tho e islands 
should come in free. This was done, so it was claimed, to re-. 
duce the price of sugar to American consumers on the Pacific 
coast. Three years after that ·treaty was enacted, in 1876, and 
for the entire term of the treaty this disproportion was main
tained, that sugar sold on the Pacific coast at 10 cents a pound, 
with free raw sugar upon the Pacific coast, as against 7~ cents 
a oound on the Atlantic coast, with a duty of over 2 cents per 
pound. 

This condition continued for over a quarter of a century 
until annexation. Nor did this condition cease until beet sugar 
began to be produced on tbe Pacific coast, when the refiner was 
forced to sell his sugars for less. It is the policy of the refiners 
of the country to destroy the domestic production when they will 
again dominate this market. Mark what I say. After sugar 
shall have become free you will find that the refiners in · this 
country will be exerting their influence with whatever party 
may be in power, for these being in a trust, belong to no party, 
will be exerting their infiuence to permit them to have this 
Government send a party to represent this Republic at the 
Brussels conference, and when they shall have done that they 
will exclude from the United States European beet sugar in 
competition with themselves. Through this instrumentality 
in 1911, with a dearth of sugar .on the American market, the 
Brussels conference, forbidding Russia to ship to us any portion 
of her 2,000,000 tons of surplus sugars, enables the refiners to 
lift the price of sugar to the American consumer to 7! cents, 
and Spreckels was the worst offender of them all. They have 
absorbed the Cuban crop, they have absorbed the Hawaiian 
crop, they bave absorbed the Porto Rican crop, and after 
they have done that, and they have no further competitors in 
continental United States and after, with your assistance, they 
shall have destroyed the beet sugar in the West and the cane 
sugar of the South, the price of sugar will rise, boosted by the 
refiners, as it was when tbey secured Hawaiian reciprocity. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] That is their purpose, 
judging from the evidence that appears in the three separate 
efforts of theirs. 

Let me show you bow much money they made out of Cuban 
reciprocity when they told us then, through a. similar prop
aganda, conducted by the American then, much in the way 
that Spreckels conducts this one now. They have absorbed 
under that treaty, as I have just shown, and do now absorb, 
the entire 20 per cent reduction upon the tariff rate. There 
has been imported into this country since the Cuban reciprocity 
treaty from Cuba, in round figures, 28,000,000,000 pounds of 
sugar, arid they have declared in dividends, that ought to have 
gone either to the Cuban planter or to the American consumer, 
over $96,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\!r. BROUSSARD. I would like to get just two or three 

minutes more. 
:Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman fiye minutes more. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. BROUSSARD. Thank you. 
Now, what does that mean with regard to our trade with the 

islands which we own and with which we are in h·eaty rela
tions? Let us take Hawaii. There was exported. to Hawaii 
from the United States in 1911, $21,000,000 of goods. There 
was imported into the United States from Hawaii $40,250,000 
worth of goods, of which sugar formed $36,500,000. Last year 
there was an increase of 30 per cent in this trade. What will 
become of that trade? If I am correctly informed by tbe reso
lution of boards of h·ade of Honolulu, Iloilo, and our islands 
of the Pacific; if I am correctly informed by the gentlemen 
who are bere and have come here to protest against this freeing 
of sugar after three years, it means that that industry must 
go. There is no question about the destruction of the Louisi
ana industry. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK]. 
who investigated the Sugar Trust, says frankly that it must 
go at the end of three years. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] bas been frank and fair enough in the de
bates in this House to say that in his judgment it must be 
abandoned; that $100,000,000 worth of investments in Louisiana 
must disappear as the result of this policy. 

What will become of this trade of Hawaii? I will tell you 
what will become of it. There are 80,000 Japanese in Hawaii 
to-day. The moment you reduce this duty to the extent of 
making it impossible for any but the most favored plantations 
to continue, the moment you reduce it to the extent that these 
people must reduce the cost of production in order to be able 
to compete against the world on this inarket, that minute the 
American white man in Hawaii will moye nwny from there· 
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and come bilc'k to lli native -country ltild engage in some other ·Now, I did not want to discuss this matter very much further, 
pursuit. What .is l&t? The Jap is not going back to J.apan. ex.cept a to Cuba. Hern is a report which has just been made, 
He is getting an -0ntpost in the Pacific, 7,000 miles -closer to on March 24, by one of our consuls to the State Department 
the United States than before. rega1·ding the sugar crop in Cuba. There is a great increase 

He will be a dominating influence; he will become the sole in the sugar production in Cuba this year, even as there was 
laborer. And do not make a mistake about it. The Japs under- last year over .the previous year. There will be over two mil
stand the industry. They developed the sugar industry in lion and a .quarter tons of sugar produced, and yet the planters 
Formosa after the Jap-Ohinese War. They have sent men are in bad shape, says the .consul, because the American refiner 
down to my State to learn from the agricultural college that has already absorbed the 20 per cent preferential. [Applause 
fui·nishes the sugar chemists the world over to-day-sent men on the Republican side.] 
down there, as I know personally. to learn that industry. And The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
instead of continuing importers of sugar, they are preparing, Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield 15 minutes to the gentlemn.n 
according to our consular reports, to become e:xpo.rters of sugar. from Georgia [Mr. lIARDWICK]. [Applause on the Democratie 

They will be the people who will handle those plantations in si<le.] 
Hawaii, so well favored as to survive this disastr-ons legislaUon .l\fr. HARDWICK. l\fr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com
and to compete with the world with Japanese labor; and instead mittee, I want first to answer in my own time the question pro
of that $40,000,000 of trade coming to the United States you pounded by the gentleman from Michigan [1\1r. KELLEY] which 
will find that trade going to Japan, because the control -0f the he would not let me answer in his time, although his language 
islands will be in the bands 'Of the Japanese, who will stand the and matter invited an immediate answer. 
cut in wages when th,e white man shall have been driven from The antidumping clause will have no effect whatever on the 
those islands. [App-lause -0n the Republican side.] sugar situation, for the .simple reason that if the gentleman 

What about Porto Rico? Every cablegram, every resolution will read the dumping clause carefully he will find that it ap
of every commercial body in the island .of Porto Rico, as well plies only to a commodity upon which a duty is established., and 
as the Btatements of men whom I have seen here from Porto it applies to no commodity that is on the free list, and so fa.r 
Rico, assures me that in eon.sequence of the annexation of the as free sug.ar is concerned, it could have no effect. 
island, bringing about American labor .and methods of living in It is possible that the dumping clause might have an effect 
Porto Rico, they must go :under with free sugar. A.nd yet the during the three years of reduction, but my own bellef is that 
trade with Porto Rico is thirty-three and three-quarters million when the Treasury Department construes the dumping clause in 
dollars. The importations from the island to the United States regard to refined sugar during these three years, it will be bound 
are thirty-fom· and three-quarters m.illion dollars, of which over to hold that local taxes, in the nature of consumption or inter
twenty-five million dollars is sugar. nal revenue taxes, will not he considered a part of the retail 

What else will occur there? We have been abIB to put our price in foreign countries. 
rice-our surplus rice, -our low-grade rice, i·aised in Arkansas Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Would it not be better to .amend 
and Texas -and Louisiana-into Porto Rico in competition with the bill in harmony with my suggestion? 
the world. Mr. HARDWICK. No; I rather think not. I do not thin.k 

The CHAIBMA.N. The time of the gentleman has .expired. it is necessary. Of course the main question is what the effect 
Mr. BROUSSARD. It surely is not 10 minutes, Mr. Chair- of the antidumping clause will be upon free sugar. It will 

man. have no effect whatever upon that, us I have explained, and 
The CHA.IR.MAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] gentleme can form their own conclusions .as to effect during 

yielded fi'rn minutes to the gentleman the last ti.me. the three-year period when we will have a duty that is reduced 
1\fr. BROUSSARD. Can I get a few minutes more-just two 25 per cent. 

minutes? I want to cover, if I can, in my own way, som~ of the facts 
Mr. '.MANN. I will yield to the gentleman three minutes. in reference to the sugar situation, and I am not trying to make 

[Applause on the Republican side.] a speech about it. But before I start to do that I want to say 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. that if gentlemen will withhold their questions until I finish 

BnoussARD] is i·ecognized for three minutes more. developing an idea. I will then yield to them as long as I have 
i\Ir. BROUSSARD. Now, the grade of rke that is sold in a second of time left. I will yield then to any gentleman on 

Porto Rico is not consumed in the United States at .all, .and either side, so flll' .as the time will permit. 
the_ Joss of that pa.rt of the crop means the putting of that in- · As far .as Lou.isiana cane sugar is concerned, before this de
dustry out of business in all three of the States I have men- bate be_gan to-day many gentlemen on that side and on this side 
tioned. Why do I say that? Under the treaty with Cuba we came to me and asked me if during the closing hours of the 
have a 40 per cent preferential rate .on the Cuban market, and general debate the other night I did not admit that putting 
the duty on rice in Cuba is more than 3 cents a pound. With sugar on the free list would eventually put Louisiana out of 
40 per cent advantage on that market we have never yet been the sugar-cane business. I did so admit, and I went even further 
able to ship from this country a:s much as a thousand sacks of than that, and I now repeat it. Even the present duty, in my 
rice to Cuba per year. , judgment from an exhaustive examination of this question, 

We are selling now in P01·to Rico one-fifth of the entire pro- could not keep Louisiana in the sugar business a dozen yea.rs. 
duction of rice in the United States, and of that grade that is Mr. BROUSSARD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
not consumed in this country. This proposes to cut the duty 50 1 Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; if it i a brief question. 
per cent. If we can not ship into Cuba, as we believed we , l\lr. BROUSSARD. Does the gentleman believe that in the 
could, when Cuban reciprocity was adopted, with a. preferential 1 ~ree years before sugar becomes free nnder this bill the sugar 
of 40 per cent on 3 cents per pound duty, bow can we ship a mdustry can prosper, even for one more year or two more 
pound of rice into P,orto Rico, with a cut of 50 per cent and a years? 
duty of only 1 cent per pound? Mr. HARDWICK. I do not think it can prosper during the 

We shall lose that market, and not only will tliose people quit three years, and I do not think the gentleman's industry is 
trading with us in rice but they will get :their main supply of prospering now~ and I will tell him wby in a minute. :&\en if 
food from Europe, where they take the brown rice of the Orient, the American consumer would oonsent to keep th~ present duty, 
and in .fitting it for ma.l'ket in Germany and Spain send their nobody knows better than my friend from Louisiana [Mr. 
low-grade i'ice to the West Indies. Not only will we lose that BROUSSARD] that the Louisiana cane-sugar industry e:an not live 
market, so far as the rice produced in this country is concerned anyhow. We are not murdering that industry. We are not 
·but we will also lose the other part of that market, which rep.re~ r sending it to an untimely and unmerited death. The God of 
sents this $34,750,000. · nature is sending it there. . . 

How a.bout -Ouba? We got last year from Cuba $60,000tOOO This is the best illustration I have ever seen, according to 
worth of trade, and :we shipped into Cuba $110,000,000 worth, the way I view this situation, of a hothouse industry. The 
of which $81.,000,000 was sugar. Arid this last year there was gentlemen in Lou.isiana have splendid rich lands upon which 
an increas.e of 12 per cent, making over $90,000,000 worth .of this sugar cane is grown. When I ask them why they do not 
sugar. plant those lands in cotton, they tell me that if they should 

The moment sugar is free, which is the basis of our treaty plant cott.on there the stalks would grow so high that they 
with Cuba, there wlll be no more incentive to .continue the would have to use stepladders to pick the cotton out of the bolls. 
treaty, and of itself it must become inoperative and void. And They can raise vegetables, grains, cotton,, or anything, and they 
that trade will go where the Cuban can get the best prices; we -0ught to raise something adapted to that climate and that soil, 
wm lose most .of .it. A.II this trade with Hawaii and Porto Bico tin.stead of raising this tropical product which they can not 
.and Cuba Il}USt he lost absolutely as the result of free sugar at raise on even terms with other counn·ies more adapted by 
the end of three ¥0ars. nature to its cultivation. 

. 
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Let us see if the figures do nof prove that. The ·facfs which 
I am going to give you during the course of these remarks are 
mainly taken from the report of a committee which is unani
mous-agreed to by gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber
so there can be no question about its fairness, nor do I think 
there call' be any reasonable question about its accuracy. 

In Java raw cane sugar is being produced to-day at 1! cents a 
vouud, and in the Philippines at 1! cents a pound; and one of 
the greatest experts in an the world, Mr. Prinsen Gerliggs, of 
Holland, says that in the Philippines, when they get modern ma
chinery there and when they get transportation to the sugar 
fields, the Philippines alone can produce all the sugar this world 
can consume at a lower price than any other country on earth. 
Already Philippine sugar delivered costs H cents per pound, but 
they have to pay tremendous tmnsportation charges to get their 
sugar to the market. In Porto Rico, Ouba, and Hawaii the cost 
of production is about 2 cents a pound. Now, against that cost 
of production of raw sugar our friends from Louisiana are here 
with an industry which they admit can not produce raw 
sugar for less than 3i cents a pound, or almost double the 
cost. It seems to me that it is our bounden duty to save 
our Louisiana friends, both politically and industrially, from 
themselves-from the serious and fundamental mistake they 
are making-and to do so in the hope that they may soon 
turn to other industries better adapted to their splendid soil 
nnd therefore more profitable. They ask us to continue the 
policy that has been maintained in this country to the detriment 
of the American consumer these many years of taxing all the 
people in order that a few may maintain this hothoused indus
try. It is undemocratic, it is unfair, and it is unrighteous; 
and I stand to-day with that great commoner who came out of 
Virginia and founded a great party, to whom the gentleman 
from Illinois [l\fr. STRINGER] so eloquently referred the other 
night as saying, in effect, that it was absolutely unjust and 
unrighteous to fasten a duty on any product which could not be 
permanently produced in this country, in the end, as cheap as 
anywhere else. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Oh, but gentlemen speak of destroying- the industry. In a 
meeting held in New Orleans on the 12th of November, 1912, 
after our first free-sugar bill had passed the House, there were 
resolutions adopted and speeches made. Some of those speeches 
are not very complimentary either to my friend from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] or to myself, but we will let that pass. They 
did pass a resolution stating the condition of the industry, so 
far as the capital invested therein was concerned. What did 
they say? They said that the industry had invested in it 
$119,000,000, and they itemized it-$70,000,000 in land, $10,000,-
000 in mules, $35,000,000 in factories, $2,000,000 in farm imple
ments, $2,000,000 in plantation railroads. Now, we are not 
going to confiscate the land, and it is land on which they can 
raise better cotton than we can anywhere else. We are not 
going to do anything with the mules, and as to confiscating the 
machinery, they can sell that like they would any secondhand 
stuff. 

l\fr. BROUSSARD. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. HARDWICK. Yes. 
Mr. BROUSSARD. To whom shall we sell the machinery 

that i3 not worth a thing to any man? 
l\fr. HARDWICK. I do not know; you could sell it to Cuba 

or the Philippines. 
· l\fr. BROUSSARD. No; we could not; their system is dif
ferent. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman said they came over here 
and got machinery and learned our methods. But I can not 
waste time on that minor detail. You can probably get some
thing for it. So they ask us to preserve an industry that repre
sents a total investment of thirty-odd million dollars, and to do 
it they want to tax the American people $140,000,000 a year. 
It is not Democratic and it is not right. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Will the. gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARDWICK. Not just now. 
Mr. BROUSSARD. Just one question. 
Mr. HARDWICK. Very well. 
l\.Ir. BROUSSARD. Has · the gentleman read Mr. Lowry's 

statement this morning? 
Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 
Mr. BROUSSARD. And he says the consumer does not get 

it; the refiner gets it. ,. 
l\.Ir. II.AilDWICK. I will tell the gentleman before we pass 

that point that the gentleman's description of what happened 
when the Cul.mu reciprocity bill passed is entirely wrong and 
is nbsolutely incorrect. Here is what happened: The Cuban 
reciprocity act passed and the refiners obtained 6 cents per 

100 pounds benefit from the Cuban preferential, Cuba 10 c-ents 
per 100 pounds, and the American consumer 18 cents a hun
dred pounds. That is the estimate of the best expert in the 
country. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Who? 
Mr. HARDWICK. Ur. Wallace P. Willett. The gentleman· 

will admit that Mr. Willett is one of the best sugar expert. in . 
the country'/ 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Yes. 
Mr. HARDWICK. That is what he swore to, and I will 

refer the gentleman to pages 3551 and 3741 of the bearin<>'S of 
the special committee, and he will find that that is exactly ~hat 
he swore to. I tell you what I thought would happen when we 
passed the bill. I thought the Cubans would get right under 
the tariff wall just as the Hawaiians did, and take the fulf 
benefit ~f the duty against the rest of the world, at the e:x:pen e 
of the American consumer. They could not do it. Why? 
Because the refiners had loaned them money and were pressing 
them to pay the debt. So that the refiners were able to take 
from the~ 24 cents per 100 pounds of the reduction of 20 per 
cent, leavmg to the Cuban planters the remaining 10 cents per 
100 pounds. . 

The. refiners . would have kept all of this 24 cents if they had 
been m combmation, as ·the gentleman indicated but com
petition was so keen between them that for every 10 cents they 
kept they gave the American people 18 cents. I did not expect 
when I voted for the bill to get anything in the way of reduc
tion for the American consumer, but in point of fact did get the 
18 cents reduction, as I have stated. 

· As far as the Hawaiian business is concerned, of course 
when we put Hawaii within the tariff walls and kept up that 
tariff wall against the balance of the world the Hawaiians just 
said, "You can not buy your sugar from Germany or Java or 
anywhere else without the duty added, and you will have to 
pay us the amount of the duty," and that answers the gentle
man's whole argument upon that point. The gentleman from 
Louisiana or some other gentleman spoke about American labor. 
If he will examine the sworn evidence--! believe my friend 
from Louisiana made some statement about labor? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. No. 
Mr. HARDWICK. I am glad the gentleman did not, because 

if he will examine the evidence in this case he will find that, ac
cording to what bis own people swore before the special com
mittee, they pay for field labor from 75 to 85 cents a day for 
men and a dollar a day in the harvest time, and for women 75 
cents a day. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARDWICK. Not at this time. 
l\fr. BROUSSARD. Oh, the gentleman wants to be ! air. 
Mr. HARDWICK. I am absolutely accurate in that state

ment. It is taken from pages 1816 and 1817 of the bearings of 
the special committee. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. But the Louisiana people furnish these 
people ·with homes and fuel. 

Mr. HARDWICK. In Cuba, where they furnish all these 
things, too--- · · 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Ob, they do not. I beg the gentleman's 
pardon. I have been there and his committee bas not. They 
sleep in the open-in the cane fields. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I do not wonder that the gentleman does 
not want me to emphasize this matter. In Cuba they are pay
ing from $1 to $1.25 a day for the same class of labor. [Ap
plause on the Democratic side.] 

l\fr. BROUSSARD. But the gentleman wants to be fair. 
Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; but I have not the time now to per

mit the gentleman to take it all up. Please do not bother me 
now. In Cuba the factory cost is about the same as it is in 
Amelica. The- labor cost of manufacturing a pound of cane or 
beet sugar is not very much. It costs about 14 cents a hundred 
pounds; and I do no ~ think they need any protection, as far as 
the factories go, either beet or cane, because of factory labor. . 

Mr. BROUSSARD. That is where the trust comes in. 
Mr. HARDWICK. Besides that, in Louisiana the sucrose 

content of the cane is from 6 to 7 per cent. In Hawaii it is 
from 14 to 15 per cent. In Cuba it is from 10 to 12 per cent u.nd 
sometimes 14. In Louisiana they plant almost every year, and 
they have to cut the cane in October in order to keep the frost 
from getti~g it, In Cuba and Java and these other count ries 
the frost never bothers, and they do no~ have to plant more than 
once in 10 years. It is perfectly· apparent wlly Louisiana can 
not continue this industry. It is not the unkindness of the 
Democratic Party. It is simply the d~cree of the God of nature. 
·n ought ne>er to )la •e been attempted in that climate. It ne•er 
has been successful. The only time in its · history that it has 
ever paid was during those palmy days to them, to which the 
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gentleman referred, when the people were paying 7 and 8 and 
10 cents a pound for sugar. 

I want to give a moment now to the beet-sugar factories. 
That is not the situation as far as tha beet-sugar factories are 
concerned. There are not a dozen fairly well organized fac
tories in this country that can not live and make more than 10 
per cent on the investment under this law, and I defy any man 
to disprove it in this Chamber or elsewhere. 

Mr. FORD NEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARDWICK. Let me call attention to some of the facts 

and then I will yield. There are 76 beet-sugar factories in the 
country-17 in the State of Colorado, 16 in .Michigan, 13 in Cali
fornia, 6 in Utah, 5 in the State of Idaho, 5 in the State of 
Ohio, 4 in Wisconsin, 2 in Nebraska, and 1 in each of the fol
lowing States : Montana, Minnesota, Kansas, Iowa, Illinois, Indi
nna, and Arizona. The total capital of these 76 beet-sugar fac
tories is $141,410,000, according to the last statement they ren
dered. Their. total capacity for slicing beets per day in tons is 
63,550. That is the total capacity of them all, and that, accord
ing to the admissions of these same men when they were in 
effect pleading for continued high duties, does not mean a real 
investment of more than sixty-three and a half million dollars 
in these entire 76 factories. In the report in which the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. FoRDNEY] agreed with me, we valued 
them all at sixty million, not quite as much as I have estimated 
it here to-day. . 
· Say $63,000,000 is the total of factory valuations in this coun
try. So, taking $39,000,000 in cane and $63,000,000 in beet fac
tories you have a total real capital of about $100,000,000 in
vested in this industry, which every year levies tribute on the 
g1;eat masses in this country under the tariff of from $125,000,000 
to $141,000,000, in order that a few may be "protected" at the 
expense of all. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired .. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield the gentleman five minutes addi-
tional. · 

Mr. FORD NEY. Will the gentleman now permit a question? 
Mr. HARDWICK. Let me go on; not at present. I will yield 

later, if possible. · 
Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman will yield before his time 

has expired? 
l\fr. HARDWICK. If I possibly can. Now, I want to take 

three of the great beet-sugar companies as examples and show 
how they are capitalized and organized and why they are 
pleading for this continued high protection. I will take first 
the Great Western Sugar Co.; one to which reference has been 
made here to-day. It was started in 1906, chartered under the 
laws of New Jersey-and that was before the regeneration of 
New Jersey [laughter and applause on the Democratic side]
with a capital of $30,000,000, one-half common and one-half 
preferred stock, the preferred representing to a certain extent 
real value and the common in every instance promoters' 
profits-water, pure and simple. In five years that company has 
accumulated on its real investment of about $12,000,000, 
$9,000,000 surplus, besides paying 12 per cent interest on the · 
real capital invested-7 per cent on the preferred stock and 5 
per cent on the common. They ha-ve done pretty well. Do you 
know why? Because they can make sugar there in the best 
factories of that concern within a few points of the cost in 
Germany. Let us take another one, the American Beet, a 
California concern. Our friend Mr. Oxnard, of whom we have 
all heard in connection with sugar, is at the head of it, or 
was until recently. The American Beet Sugar Co. has a capital 
of $5,000,000 preferred and $15,000,000 common; real value 
according to the slicing capacity of this factory about $5,000,000 
and the $15,000,000 common-water-and yet in 1911 it paid 6 
per cent profit on the actual investment of preferred stock and 
pas ed a surplus of $1,643,659, a dividend of 10.95 per cent on 
water pure and simple; and in 1912 paid 6 per cent on its pre
ferred and laid up a surplus that would have paid a dividend of 
13.5 per cent on its common. So that this common stock, repre
senting no investment save a capitalization of the tariff, paid 10.95 
per cent in 1911 and 13.5 per cent in 1912. Let us next take the 
Michigan Co. The Michigan Sugar Co. was capitalized origi
naUy at $9,000,000, one-half common and one-half preferred
one half possible value, the other half certainly water-and the 
gentleman agreed to that in the report, too. [Laughter.] It 
was organized in 1906 with a little over 5,000 tons slicing 
capacity for all these factories, and it has paid during all the 
time 6 per cent on its preferred stock, representing value, and 
7 per cent on the common stock, or water, a total of 13 per cent 
dividends per year on its actual invested capital; and in 1910, 
besides paying this dividend, it declared a stock dividend of 
$2,000,000 and passed $1,000,000 to its surplus. 

l.r-58 

And if we can believe the American Sugar Industry, a paper 
published in Detroit, Mich., the common stock, that in the be
ginning represented nothing on God's earth but water and a 
capitalization of the tariff, was quoted in March, 1912, at $121· 
a share, which was $1 more than the value of the preferred 
stock. [Applause on the Democratic side.] These are the lusty 
infants that will perish unless we give them protection. Oh, 
but they say: "We can not stand the foreign competition with
out a tariff." Let us see. The Germnn cost of production for 
beet sugar· is 2.41 cents a pound; the best factories of the great 
West, 2.56. Spreckels, according to his own statement-I 
mean John D. Spreckels this time, and not Mr. 0. A. Spreckels, 
whom they abuse simply because he carries on a propaganda in 
the interest of the American consumer as well as himself for 
free sugar. What does John D. Spreckels say on this subject? 
He says be produces it for 2.70 cents a pound. What else? 
The best factory of the Oxnard plant produces it for about 2.80 
cents; so I say when you remember the German cost is 2.41 
cents and when you consider the ocean freight charges and 
insurance, 14 points, from Germany to New York, and remem
ber that it is not disputed that every one of those :factories has 
about 80 or 90 points in freight-rate protection before any sugar 
can reach the territory they can supply, you will readily see 
that these beet factories have " protection " of about 1 cent per 
pound entirely independent of all tariff duty, which more than 
equalizes any difference in cost of production between foreign 
and domestic beet sugar and abo11t equalizes the difference in 
cost of production between domestic beet and foreign cane. 

It is doubtless true that without a duty these beet factories 
will not be able to continue to pay excessive dividends on -vast 
issues of watered stocks, but they will be able to pay a good 
dividend on the actual in-vestment, and that without reducing 
the price they pay to the farmer for his beets, for to-day our 
beet factories pay the farmer rather less than more than the 
German factories pay for beets, though the German tariff duty is 
only about one-fourth as high as the present .American duty. 
But gentlemen insist that the American consumer will get no 
benefit from the reduction or removal of the duty. 
. I deny it. I deny it on the authority of history, on the au
thority of the sworn evidence from the highest protectionists in 
this land. What happened? In 1890, when you put sugar on 
the free list in the l\IcKinley bill, and you did not think it was 
&o awful then, ac~ording to the sworn testimony of Mr. Wil
lett, sugar went' down to the full extent of the reduction in 
duty-it went down that extent within a few days, and it re
mained that much lower in price during the time the McKinley 
bill was in force. 1\fr. Willett proved by tables that every time 
the United States has reduced the duty on sugar the price went 
down just that much. Not only that, but Mr. 0. A. Spreckels; 
Mr. Jameson, of Arbuckle Bros. ; Mr. H. A. Oxnard; Mr. Atkins; 
and every other sugar man examined by your committee gave 
evidence to the same effect. But it is insisted that after all 
the duty is remo-ved the refiners will combine and raise the 
price of sugar--

The CHAIRMAN. IT'he time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield two minutes more to the gentle

man. 
Mr. FORD NEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARDWICK. I have only a moment. The contention 

is absurd. The refiners now have no substantial domestic com
petition, except from each other. The Louisiana cane people 
have never been competitors of the trust. They furnish it with 
its raw material and have always been at its mercy and under 
its thumb. The beet people might be competitors, but the 
American Sugar Refining Co. owns nearly half of all their 
stock, and I do not think under those circumstances there is 
liable to be any serious competition between people who h:we 
that sort of business relations with each other. Not only that, 
but you talk about reducing the total of the world's production 
of sugar by the destruction of the domestic supply. What is 
our total domestic production? A few hundred thousand tons 
out of a total world production of about seventeen and one-half 
or eighteen million tons. They say competition will be forever 
destroyed if the amount of sugar that competes for our markets 
is all the sugar of the world, rather than the small amount, 
relatively, that we produce ourselves. A most remarkable argu
ment, bnt one I can not subscribe to; besides, there is no 1imit 
to the world's production of sugar in favorable climates. It is 
the product of sunshine and air, and can be produced in limit
less quantity. 

So long as the Brussels convention continues to authorize the 
imposition of a duty of about a half cent per pound on im
ported sugar in European countries the cane sugar of every 
tropical country on earth will find in our country their largest 
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and uest mn.rket, ·unfettered by discriminatory duties and open 
to the sugars of all the world on even terms, and will out of 
self-interest seek .our markets first and will furni h us with an 
abundant supply of sugar at a much lower price than it can .be 
obtained anywhere else on earth. This means a great saving of 
many millions of dollars per year to the American consumer. 
It means sugar about 2- cents per pound cheaper than it .could 
pe bought if the duty -remained. It means the greatest good 
for the greatest number, which is or ought to be the one object 
of American statesmanship. I therefore earnestly urge upon 
the ·committee the support of this schedule. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Mich
igan [Mr. FORDNEY]. 

1\Ir. FORDNEY. In the time limited, let me say, Mr. Chair
man, that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK] has not 
~ particle of evidence presented to the Hardwick investigation 
committee to the effect that there is a beet-sugar factory in the 
United States that ever produced a pound of sugar below 2.7 
cents-none except the factory he referred to in California ; 
whereas in the State of Michigan the average cost of pro
duction of beet sugar is 3.54 cents per pound. You .speak about 
the price of sugar being lower in this country under the 
McKinley law. It is true; but the Government paid 2 cents 
bounty at that time, and .it is true that the eonsumers -0f this 
country received cheap sugar. 

You speak about the 1\f.ichigan Sugar Co. stock being watered. 
You should tell the gentlemen of this House that when that 
company was organized in 1906 it purchased eight sugar fac
tories in that State and put in additional money to pay out
standing debts, and new stock wa.s issued for all the new 
money that had been put into those factories. It was not 
watered stock. Every dollar of it was money-100 cents on 
the dollar. Why .do you not state the facts? '[Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, how much time is remaining .on 
the two sides? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN
DERWOOD] has 8 minutes and the _gentleman from illinois [Mr. 
MANN] 17 minutes remaining. 
. Mr. l\1ANN. M:r. Chairman, I yield .3 minutes to the gentle
man from Hawaii fMr. KALANIANAOLE). 

Mr. KALA.NIANAOLE. Mr. Chairman, I will not attempt to 
go into the facts and figures on sugu, but will ·say a few words 
as to the effect of free sugar on Hawaii and especially upon its 
citizenship. Before we were annexed to this country we were 
a prosperous nation, and in the .belief that that prosperity 
would continue, Hawaii voluntarily ceded its sovereignty to 
this country. 

Yet, to-day Congress is proposing in three years' time to 
enact free sugar, .thereby annihilating Hawaii's chief industry, 
the source of its prosperity~ 

Hawaii, unfortunately, is a one-industry country. The sugar 
industry was begun 40 or 50 years ago by the m.issionaries sent 
there from this country, and since its establishment there has 
been a continuous growth. Should the sugar industry be wiped 
out it will be impossible to substitute any other industry in its 
place. 

The effect of this legislation on the citizenship of Hawaii 
will be to turn Hawaii over into the hands of the Asiatics. No 
people have done more-and I say this earnestly-since annexa
tion than the people of Hawaii to Americanize that country. 
Ha wail has expended millions of dollars to . bring Europeans 
into the Territory to replace the Asiatics that are there. And 
yet when you have enacted this law, placing sugar on the free 
list, gentlemen, you place Hawaii, the paradise of the Pacific, 
under Asiatic control. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

We Hawaiians have a majority of votes there; and yet, gentle
men, we have brought into that country thousands upon thou
sands of white people. Why? To stay in that land and make it 
an American community. To-day you a.re attempting to stop 
the further bringing of those white people from Emope through 
the attempted enactment of new immigration laws. Now, you 
are jeopardizing our hopes of .Americanizing those islands 
through this radical policy of reduction. 

Gentlemen, it is hard for the people of Hawaii, but they are 
Americans to-day, and they must bear the consequences. We 
are not grumbling, but we do ask for justice at the hands of the 
Federal Government. Under the treaty between this country 
and Hawaii you guaranteed to us justice and a continuance of 
that same prosperity that we had before we joined our fortunes 
with this country. We of Hawaii ask for justice. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] · 

Mr. MANN. Mr:. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the gen
tleman from California [Mr. CURRY] . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
CmrnY] is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, the manufacturers of cane 
st:g'.lr are said to be operating under an international agreement, 
with headquarters at Berlin and a substation at New York. 
They can take care of themselves under free trade, whether it 
comes now or three years hence. But the Lord have mercy on 
the sugar planter of Louisiana that is being betrayed in the 
house of his friends ! 

This bill gives the Leet-sugar industry of the United States, 
the only competitor of the Sugar Trust, three years' notice to 
wind up its affairs and get out of business. It has been stated 
on this floor that the beet-sugar industry is in the hands of the 
trust. So far as California is concerned, the trust has nothing 
whatever to do with any of the 13 factories in -~hat State. They 
are absolutely independent They have to fight the Sugar Trust, 
and they have reduced the price of sugar. 

It has cost us on the -average during the past three years 
$2.881 a hundred to manufacture beet sugar in Californ.ia, and 
yet to-day that sugar is transported to New York and sold for 
$4.06 a hundred. If it was not for the competition of the beet
sugar factories and the beet sugar in this counb-y, the price ot 
sugar would be nearly twice as high as it is at the present 
time, and the American consw:r.:er of sugar would be absolutely 
in the power and at the mercy of the Cane-Sugar Trust, which is 
internationru and has only the beet-sugar people to fear. [Ap
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WILLIS]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, in the minute I have I simply 
want to utter some words of consQlation for the benefit of my 
friend from Louisiana [Mr. BROUSSARD]. I want to read to him 
what Mr. Spreckels says about this proposed tariff on sugar. 
.He says: 

I am much pleased with the proposed reduction in the sugar tarur. 
Personally I would have liked to s.ee free sugar declared at once, as 
there is no need of protection for the sugar-refiajng industry. 

I call the attention of gentlemen to the fact that this bill is 
in the interest of the great sugar refiners of this country. Why 
is it that every time .l\Ir. Spreckel,s, Mr. Atkins, Mr. Heike, or 
Mr. Gilmore, the representatives of the great sugar trusts in 
this country, have spoken they have spoken in favor of free 
sugar? Why is it, I say? Because they want the boot-sugar 
industry of this country destroyed so that they can levy their 
tribute upon every pound of sugar that coines into this country. 
And then Mr. Sp1·eckels is good enough to say that the -only 
reason wby three years is allowed for the tal'iff on sugar to be 
done away with is to give the Louisiana planter s time to settle 
up their affairs. 

It is pleasant to the farmers who raise sugar beets and sugar 
cane to have notice that they are to be executed in three years. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

On this important subject of the duty on sugar the Fremont 
Chamber of Commerce recently adopted the following resolu
tions: 

FREMONT CHAlltBER OF COMMERCE, 

Re5olutlons. 
Fremont, Ohio. 

R esoZvea b11 the Ohamber of Oonimer·ce of the Oity of Fremont. 
Ohio, That we _protest against any legislation by Congre s removing 
the duty on sugar; and believing that the beet-sugar industry, r ecently 
star ted and now being developed, is one of very great Import ance to the 
people of this country, and that the removal of the present duty on 
foreign sugar at tWs time ls calculated to and will destroy this im
portant industry and will result ln no appreciable benefit to the con
sumer in the way of cheaper sugar, we therefore mo t earnestly and 
respectfully request that the Senators and Members in Congress from 
Ohio oppose any measure interfering with the present rate of duty on 
imported sugar, and that they most earnestly oppose any measure or 
legislation placing sugar on the free list. 

Resolved, That a copy o! these resolutions be transmitted t o -each of 
the Senators and Members in Congress from OWo. · 

The foregoing resolutions were adopted by the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of Fremont at its meeting held on March 12, 1913. 

Attest: 

THE FRE MONT CHAMBE R OF COM MERCE, 
By W. 'G. W AITT, its President. 

CARROLL Cox, Secreta·i-11. 

The Ohio Farmer, a representative agricultural paper of the 
State of Ohio, has the following editorial in its issue of February 
15, 1913: 

FREE SUGAR. 

The people of the United States should wake up to the real impor
tance oi .the attem.Pt to remove the tariff on sugai:. The plea is made 
that this tarifl:' lays a burden on everyone who ea t s sugar. That means 
everybody. If the Temoval of tM duty w-0uld mean cheaper s ugar. the 
fight would be a just one. But free sugar would not necessarily mean 
cheaper sugar, whne it would mean wiping out the American sugar in ter
ests--both beet and cane--and make us dependent upon the foreign pro
ducers and the great American refiners-the Sugar Trust-with nothing 
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to hold them in check. The following quotation from a letter recently 
received at this office is significant: · 

"I was in Washington attending the hearin"' on sugar before the 
Ways and Means Committee, and it does look lfke the· legislation was 
bound to ~o through that will kill the sugar interests of the United 
States, inc1uding both beet and Louisiana cane;_ and the parties that are 
doing it are the three sugar refineries of the Umted States. If the people 
think that they are going to get cheaper sugar by putting into the hands 
of these people the entire sugar bill of the Nation, they will wake up 
some day and find themselves mistaken. Besides all of this, I can abso
lutely prove that growing beets increases-the yield of everything that is 
grown on the same soil for four years thereafter. • • • The tre
mendous yields of continental Europe come from the use of a root crop 
in the rotation." . 

The beet-sugar makers of the central West have been able to furmsh 
dangerous competition to the sugar refiners, and that is the reason for 
the powerful attempt to put sugar on the free list. The farmers of the 
central West are beginning to realize what they can do if they have a 
sale for the sugar beet. They should bring all of the pressure that they 
can exert to induce their representatives to kill the free-sugar bill. It 
would work great damage to the American sugar interests without per
manently benefiting the general public. 

The Findlay Morning Republican comments editorially in 
its issue of January 16, 1913, and says: 

[From the Findlay Republican, Jan. 16, 1913.] 
BEET-SUGAR INDUSTRY. 

One of the Ohio and Hancock County industries which is in danger 
of being hurt by the revision of the tariff by the Democrats, if they 
carry out their announced program, is the beet-sugar industry. Per
haps no other product of the farm, unless it be wool, is in such immi
nent danger, and certainly a reduction of the tariff on no other product 
would bring such immediate and telling results to our community. 

The possibilities of this industry are not generally understood by the 
public, but the records show that Ohio alone consumes $20,000,000 
worth of sugar per year, while she produces only about $8,000,000 
worth. She now has only 5 factories, but those who are in position 
to know state that we could support 30 factories, which would mean 
that Ohio could not only supply her own sugar but could supply the 
demand from other States which do not produce any, to the extent 
of 25,000,000 annually. · 

'l'he five !actories now in operation in the State paid last year to 
the farmers for beets more than $2,500,000, to the railroads for. trans
portation of the product $600,000, and for wages and salaries $450,000. 
It is estimated that the farmers' profits were from $30 to $70 per acre 
in addition to the increased !ertility of the soil which comes from a 
proper rotation o! sugar beets with other crops. Careful experimen
tation has demonstrated that by proper rotation of crops the yield 
of corn has been increased 27.6 per cent, oats 48 per cent, barley 52 
per cent, wheat 49 per cent, and potatoes ~6 per cent since the sugar 
beet has been included in the plan of rotation over the yield in former 
years before the introduction of the sugar be~t. It this be true, and 
it is claimed to have been carefully worked out by experts, then the 
growing of sugar beets is not only a direct profit producer for the 
farmer, but indirectly it is the best crop he can grow. 

Taking all these facts into consideration, it would be a calamity to 
remove the taritr from sugar in order to help out the cane-sugar 
refiners, who largely import their raw materials from Cuba and whose 
sole object in advocating free sugar is first to check and eventually to 
stamp out the beet-sugar industry in this country. If they can not 
get free raw sugar, then they want to get such a material reduction 
as would crush out the domestic industry, or at least stop the building 
of additional factories. 

This is a vital matter for the farmers of Hancock and surrounding 
counties, which constitutes one of the most productive fields !or the 
growing of sugar beets. 

On April 3, 1913, the editor of the Mount Victory (Ohio) 
Observer writes as follows: 
OHIO CAN GROW NATION'S SUGAil-1 ACRE IN 10 OF IMPROVED LAND WOULD 

YIELD THIS RESULT---OOVERNMENT IS AUTHORITY-MILLIONS NOW 
SENT ABROAD TO PAY FOR FOREIGN-GROWN SUGAR SHOUJ,D BE PUT INTO 
POCKETS OF AMERICAN FARMERS INSTEAD, IT IS DECLARED. 

That the average American consumes 82 pounds of sugar each year; 
that only 10 pounds of this ration are now produced in this country; 
that vast sums are now sent abroad to pay for imported sugar which 
should be kept at home and put into the pockets of American farmers; 
and that Ohio alone could produce all the sugar required by the 
Nation-and with a tremendous addition to the wealth and prosperity 
of the State-are some of the striking facts set forth in a recent report 
of the Department of Agriculture at Washington on the sugar industry 
of the United States. 

That it wonld be a simple matter for the United States to produce 
at home the sugar now brought from abroad is shown by the depart
ment's report that if 2,000,000 acres of land were devoted to sugar
beet cultm·e the Nation would be entirely free from dependence upon 
foreign-grown sugar. As the present acreage devoted to this crop is 
about 500,000, this means that four times the land now utilized for 
sugar-be.et growing should be devoted to this purpose in order to avoid 
the tribute which the American people are now paying to foreigners for 
their sugar. 

On the other hand the department produces figures to show that 
there are 274,000,000 acres of improved land in the 19 States in 
which it has been demonstrated that sugar beets may be grown suc
cei:;sfully. 

" If one farmer in four in these States," reads the report, " were 
to plant a 3-acre patch and give it the care that could readily be 
bestowed upon so small a plot it would be unnecessary for us to buy 
foreign sugar. Two-thirds of 1 per cent of the improved land in this 
area is all that would be required to accomplish this result. More 
than that acreage lies Idle, absolutely unused, every year. Any one of 
the States of Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Missomi, Minnesota, Nebraska, 
and OhJo could produce all this sugar and then have the beets occur 
only once in a lO·year rotation; several others could do it alone on a 
five-yea1· rotation." 

In Europe, it is pointed out, the importance of a. hoed root crop 
and of sugar beets as the most desirable of such crops is fully recog
nized. In fact, in the leases for many German and .Austrian farms 
it is provided that a certain proportion of the land must be planted 
in sugar beets each year. As showing bow the various European gov
ernments have done everything in their power to encourage sugar·beet 

growing, on account of its influence in increasing agricultural pro
duction, the report says : 

" It will be seen that the culture of the sugar beet plays a very 
prominent r6le in the. agriculture of northern Europe and that . it 
occupies a correspondingly prominent place in the national economy. 
The industry from its foundation has been fostered by national legis
lation in every country of Europe. It is thoroughly protected from the 
competition of the cheaply produced tropical sugar·s and is by means 
of excise taxes made to yield large sums for the support of the gov
ernments. Europe as a whole derives $200,000,000 per annum from 
sugar . taxes, yet this is a minor factor in its national economy in 
comparison with the wealth added by the beet-sugar industry, the 
money saved by the home production of all the sugar consumed, the 
receipts from heavy exports of sugar, the employment of many thou
sands of people, and the indirect agricultural benefits which have 
accrued from beet culture." 

Applying the experience of Europe to conditions in the United States, 
the report continues: 

" With due recognition of the fundamental agricultural principles 
involved and with adequate tariff protection, the conditions in the near 
future will become favorable for a very rapid expansion of the beet
sugar industry in the United States. If this is to be of the greatest 
good to the country at large the raising of the beets should not ~e 
developed as a specialized business, but should be undertaken m 
limited acreages by general farmers and in rotation with grains and 
other crops. The indirect benefits of beet culture can thereby be fully 
realized." 

It is the recognition of the great saving that would result to the 
American people from growing their own supply of sugar, the wide
spread benefits of sugar-beet culture in adding to the agricultural 
wealth of the country and the vital necessity of increasing the acreage 
output of American farms in order to halt the rapid rLc;e in the .cost 
of living that has induced officials of the Departme?t of Agricul
ture, including Secretary Wilson and Dr. Harvey W. Wlley, regardless 
of politics to appear before Congress and to urge that no reduction 
should be' made in the present tarift' on foreign sugar that would 
destroy or hamper the progress of the beet·sugar industry in this 
country. 

Mr. l\IA.NN. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have 11 minutes re
maining, and the gentleman from .Alabama has 8 minutes 
remaining in the debate. 

The CH.AIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has 11 min, 
utes and the gentleman from Alabama has 8 minutes. 

l\fr . .MANN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FoRDNEY] 
has an amendment pending which I would like to have disposed 
of before the debate is concluded. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, my understanding was 
that all amendments were to be disposed of after the debate 
was concluded, but I understand why the gentleman wishes 
this disposed of at this time, and I have no objection to a vote 
on it now. 

The CH.AIRMAN. What amendment is that? 
Mr. MANN. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 

Michigan [Mr. FoRDNEY]. I ask for a vote on that. 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. That only relates to this one amend

ment. 
.:Mr. PAYNE. Let it be reported. 
Mr. MAJ\TN. I ask to have it reported again. Gentlemen are 

asking to have it reported. 
The CHA.IR.MAN. The question is on the amendment pro

posed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FoRDNEY]. If 
there be no objection, that amendment will be again reported. 

There was no objection. 
The amendment of Mr. FoIIDNEY was read, as follows: 
Strike out paragraphs 179 and 180, pages 47 and 48, and substitute 

the following : 
" 179. That from and after March 1, 1914, there shall be levied, col

lected, and paid upon sugars, tank bottoms, sirnps of cane juice, 
melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, test
ing by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, ninety-five one hundredths 
of 1 cent per pound, and for each additional degree shown by the 
polariscope test twenty-six one thousandths of 1 cent per pound addi
tional, and fractions of a degree in proportion; molasses testing not 
above 40 degrees, 20 per cent ad valorem; testing above 40 degrees 
and not above 56 degrees, 3 cents per gallon ; testing above 56 degrees, 
6 cents per gallon ; sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be sub
ject to duty as molasses or sugar, as the case may be, according to 
polariscope test: Provided1 That every bag, barrel, or parcel in which 
sugar testing by the polariscope less than 99 degrees is packed shall be 
plainly branded by the manufacturer or refiner thereof with the name 
of such manufacturer or refiner, and the polariscope test of the sugar 
therein contained, accurately, within one-half of 1 degree, and a fail· 
ure to brand any such bag, barrel, or parcel as herein required shall be 
deemed and taken to be a misbranding of food within the meania!? of 
the act of June 30, 1906, entitled 'An act for preventing the manu
facture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or misbranded or poison· 
ous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and fo1· regu
lating traffic therein, and for other purposes.' And the requirements of 
this proviso shall not apply to any sugar shipped or delivered to a 
refiner to be refined before enterin~ into consumption. 

" 180. Maple sugar and maple s1rup, 4 cents per pound; glucose or 
grape sugar, H cents per pound ; sugar cane in its natural state or 
unma.nufactured, 20 per cent ad valorem; sugar cane, defecated, 
shredded, artificially dried, or which has been subjecte<l to any manu
facturing or other process, 50 per cent ad valorem.'' 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment which 
has just been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to 

the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FOWLER]. 
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·1\lr. FOWLER. l\Iu. Ch11ilrman,_ we are plooged by the- Balti..: This-tells only half t>fthestory~ Paint not only re<}uires lillBeed 
more platform to place on the free list all articles produeed by oil but lead must be used. To leaye lead open to competition 
the trusts of this country.. woulct interfere materially with the Linseed Oil Trust in con-

.The people, outraged by the systematic: increase of prices_ by trolling_ the price- of pnints. So in January, 1903, Standard Oil 
the e unfawful eombination.s, gave us theil~ con:fiden~e in the inflaence i:neo1·porated in New J"er ey the "United Lead Co.,'' 
November. electi-on of 1912. Th€y g-ave us an oveEwllelm.iLk ma- which was a ·complete. union of" the Rockefeller-Guggenheim 
jority in this House, a: safe majority in the Senate, and placed interests and the Whitney-llyan interests thereby destroying 
in the White House a Presfdent pledged to this plartform. '.fhe-y Pi""aetically all of the· competition in. the production, smelting, 
have commissioned us with ample authority to· place on the and refining of lead in this .country. Three of the Guggenheirus 
statute books a. law in harmony with 0ur pledges. We are now and Thomas F; Ryan were placed gn the directorate .. 
writing that law, and I maintain that i-t- is our duty to see that It took over at this time 19 of the I.euding independent lead 
no trust-made article is sheltered by a protective ·duty in ow: compahies scatte·red ever the c€luntry, a::i follow.s ·; 
tariff bill when it leaves this House-for the Senate. It will not 1. James Robertson E.ead Co-., Battimor~. Md. 
do to say that the Senate · will correct our mistakes. Our: bill 2. Omaha Sbot & Lead Co., Omaha, N.el>r: 
should be free from error, so that the Senate will have nothing 3. Northwestern Shot & Lead Works, St. Paul, Minn. 

4 .. Colli~ Shot Tower Works-, St. Louts, Mo. 
to do but to ratify our action. 5-. Bailey & Farrell Shot Works, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr: Chairman, linseed oil, redi a.nd'. white lea-d are the pdll!- 6. Markle L~ad Works, St. Louis, Mo-. 
cipaI ingredients of paint,, which is used by the home builders of 7. Gibson & Price,. Cleveland, Ohio. 

8. Le Roy Shot & Lead Works, New York. 
this country to beautify and p1·eserve their homes. Under the 9. Union Oil & Lead Wol'ks;. Brooklyn, N. Y. 
pre-vailing price& of these artkles for the tast IO yea-rs man~ 10. Sportsman's Shot Works,, CtQ.cinnati,. Ohi.o. 
of the poor people throughout the land have been unable to- l1. Chicago Sbot Tower C'o., Cliicago, Ill. 

-.::n • 1'n· 12. Hoyt Metal Co., St. Lou-HI, Mo. 
paint their houses. .lllgh prices .1..1."1...Ve· put them to great 13. Tatham ·& Bros., New York City, 
straits in supplying themselves and their families with a meager 14. Raymond Lead Co., Cbica~o3. :m. 
and often inadeq:tm.te sunply of food, raiment, and shelter, 1.5. E. W. Blatcb-tord & Co .. Cmcago, Ill.. 

v 16.. Thomas W. S-parks. Phil.aaelpltfu, P::i:. 
They have neither time no1L means to beautify and no- leisure to 17. Chadwick-Boston. Lead- Co., Boston ~ass, 
enjoy the beautifu:I. Their struggle is for existence. 18. Lansten Lead Works.- Chic11:go. Ill. 

Mr. Chairman, it isi well known that these articles. are> now: Ht. McDougal White Lead Co., Rutralo., N. Y .. 
and have been for many yea.rs produced and. controlled by a The capital sto-ck of this con~ern was. B..xed at $25-10001,000~ 
frust. Prior to the passage of the Dingley bill in 1897 linseed :!>'10,000,000 is- 6 per cent cumul'ative preferred' and $15,000,00() 
oil and red and. white lead were produced in America by many c.ommon stock. They, .have united with other com],")anies lmtil 
independent. companies; competing with eac other in our they O'\'Vn. 3J.ld: control 28. compan.iesJ and are- allied with 93' cor
markets and the markets of the world for trader On Decemher porations- ancl eontr0t from 85 per- cent to 95 per cent of all 
5.- 1898, the American Linseed Co. was incor.pora.ted under the the properties engag~ in the smelting and. refining of Iea.d, with 
laws of New Jersey with a capital stock of $50r000,000,_ of rn to..ta1 approximate: cap.ital par value ef $2-01,55()1,400, with a. 
which $25,000,000 is preferred and $25,,000',000 is common stock. market value m Janaary, 1004, of $108 460,000-. 
This was the treginning of the Linseed· on Trust in ow: country,. The Linseed 0il Trust and the Lead Trust are- a:fiilia.ted. andl 
f"or it took over at that time 41 independent oil-producing com.- eontrolled by the Rockefellers, G.uggenh-aims, and Ryans, :form-
panies scattered throughout the United States, as. follows: ing one- gigaB:tic· trust, with no- other object than. ta stifle eom--

1.. Crown Linseed Oil Works,. st. Louis, Mo.. petitiOlll and control the produ.cttorr and price o-f minerals,. oils. 
2. Close Linseed" on Works, Iowa City, Iowa. and paints. This is the el-ass of m:en Mr. Bryan. denoun-ced at 
3. Burllfngton Linseed Oit Works, Burlington, Iowa. Baltimere, ana the Baltimore conventi-0n. passed' a resolution. 
4. Hawkeye Linseed Oil Works, Marsha)ltown fawa:. . denotm.dng: them as unfit to take part in nominating a candf-
5. Hall Linseed Oll Works, Chicago, Ill. 
6. Mankato Linseed Oil Works, Mankato, Mo. date for President, and our platform declared that th& products 
7. Sioux City 1Jhgeed Oil W:o11ks, Sioux Ctty, Iowa.. o.f SY.~hi trusts as the ••Linseed Oil and Le-a.ti Trusts" sho-ard be 
8. Missouri Linseed OU Station, St. Louis,. Mo. placed on the free list~ 
9. Woodman Linseed Oil_" Works, Oma.ha, Nebr. 
10. Grove Linseed ou: co., Pfiiladelphia, Pa. Rut Iet us see how they have: been dealt with in this bill. 
11. Ottumwa Linseed Oil' Works. Ottu:m.wa, Iowa.· Under the· present law-Payne-Afdrfeh law-linseed oil has 
12. Des Moines Linseed Oil Works. Des Moines, Iowa. a duty. of 15 eents a gairoll:. Our bill places· tt at 12 cents a. 
13. Dubuque Linseed Oil Works, Dubuque, Iowa. Th. ~ b t ~"' 
14. Kansas City Lead and Oil Works, Kansas City, Mo. gallon. IS is u a very o.uort step toward the free list for 
15. St.. Pa.ul Linseed: Oil W01'k.s, St. Paa!:.. Minn. a: t.mst--made product. Jn fact it is. oRl:y a: society hobhle-skirt 
16. Northwestern Lead and Oil Works, Cliic.ag~ Ill. , step. rn 1912 the- equivalent a-d'-vnforem rate on white lead 
17. Cedar Rapid.s Linseed Oil Station, Cedar Rapids, fowa. · was 38 ne.r. cent. Our: bill .,laces the rate at 25' per cent act 
18. Evans Lihseed Oil Works, IndianR1Jolis, In~. "' J;' 

19. Topeka Linseed Oil Station •. Topeka. Kans_ ralorem. Another feeble effort to carry into effect ow: pledges, 
20. Leaven.worth Lin.seed Oil Works, Leavenworth. Kans. · fn the Baltimore platform.. _ 
21. Gilman Linseed Oil Works, Gilman, Ilf. rt will be- rememheTed that- linseed oil and white and l'ed 
22. Marion Linst>ed Station, Marion, Ind. 
23. Logansport Linseed on works. Logansport;. Ind.~ leac1 are placed in the ehemiea.J: schedule. It wilI also be remem.-
24. Leonard Linseed Oil Works, Piq_ua, Ohio. bered that the- geatleman from New York [l\Ir. HABmsoN] 
25. Detroit Linseed Oil- Works, Detrort, Mich'. : had: cruuge o.f thfs schedllie. 
26. Dayton Linseed Oil Works, Dayton, Ohio. 
217. Portland Linseed Qi! Works. Pm:tland, Oreg: It will alsa b:e. remembered that he. is a gFeat free trader., 
28. La. Crosse Eihseed Oil Works, La Crosse,. Wis. · ' especially in the press an:d when out among tM· people, but. 
21}. Wri~ht & Lawtller 0il and Lead. WoDli:s, Chicago, III. ! when he is. a Member '="". 'f'i.,.,.nO"rASS, cro~~ed wit;h authority tn. 30. Butralo Linseed Oil Works, Buffa.IO', N. Y. \:l.J... vv o~.... "t:-°' ..,, 

31. Emerson Linseed on Works, Racine', Wis' revise the ta:tiff, he writes. rates en trust-made pro.ducts, which. 
32. W. P. Ori: Linseed ©IT Works, Piqua .. Ohio. are- approved by the, trusts ... H:ere is what the Paint, Oil and 
33. Mansfiefd Lfnseed (')IT Works, M'ansfield, Ohio. · D R · 'd · · · "' 
34. Clevel:mdl Linseed Oil Works; South· Chicago, Ill.. rug eview s~ m its issue on the 16th O-..i. April, 1913, page 27: 
35. Uetzer EJru;eed OUJ ~o., Tolede, -Ohfo. j The duty on, fla.xsood in fillec Underwood- bill is no reduet:i..on, because 
86. I1eonard &- Danfels, Piqua, Ohio. : no i:ebate: ls allowed gn cake, which just about <!<}uals the 5-cent reduction: 
37. Douglas & Co·., Cedar Rapids, l'owa. : in the duty.. The reducti-On in, the tai:iff wfil have little- effect on the' 
38. Cleveland Linseed & Oil Co., Cievel:md, Ohio. i flaxseed Q.ll oil market, · ana years when. Ameri.ca raises. a normal crop 
3!). Metzer Linseed· Oil Co., Toledo, Ohio. ; o'f seed we can compete with the world. 
40. Douglas- & eO'., Minneapolis, Mi.nn. i There is n-0. doubt that th.ts gigantic- oil ann Ieml trust can 
41. Archer &: Co., St. J?au-l, Mo. • 1. l 
42. Toledo· Lln{See(l: on Co .• Tolede-; OlUo. J compete- with tile wor d' in our- markets as long as they are 
43. Campbell' & Tllayer-, New York Clfy. ! sheltered: by tMse high protective rates. 
!~: 8~~~c!JW8lrgs~~ ~Ji' J!~~'\/a0{r~n?1S'"fiio. The Paini,_ Oil, and Drug Review o:li April 23, 1913, on pnge 
46. Wright & Hills· Linseed orr Co., Cbfcago. III. 1 27, had this to say : 
47. Western Linseed: OIT Co., Minneapolis, M.fn.n. : The reason we- favor th-e Underwuod! tarifl!" oili finxseed is because it 
Since the; fueorporatiOll'. of this. eomi:mny it has acquired othe:r : gives the fal1IIlerS the pl!o_te.<ition needed' and only aJ nominal !!dvance m 

• • , . ' · . duty, and: the- feature which does not allow a dJ!awback on. oil cake ap
mterests as I am1 mfOTmed, SO' that. tltis trust n-0w eontl'ol& : pealB to us. because the American farmers are just beginning to learn 
about. 90 pet: ce:n.t of the linseed 011 produced in .America~ It the' great value· of oli ea.ke as a teed and ru feftilizm-. 
is· dominated by the- RockefeJlers, J-0hn D .. Rockefeller. jr., be- ' The gentleman. :tirom New York J;Mr. HARRISON] p:repllred t:J,le 
ing ru memt>er of tfie· boal'd ef dlFeeto.rs~ Tu 1909' itsi net earn-- chemical bill a year ago, whieh we passed. At that time I 
ings were more tha.rr ::r million dollars. Rs- president and treas- ca]led' his attention· to tll.e fact that he had ma.de- but little 
urer, J. A.. l\IcGean; vice: president, Henry E. Coopen; secretary, re.dQction in the rate on. linseed oil, which was. a reduction of 
.w. A. Jones; assistant secretary, R. H. Adams; ana ·assistant. · only 2 ce-nts-Pfil' gallon.. He then cl'a.imea that as his !}ill could 
treasurer. E. V. Cary, live in New ·York City, and its, prlneipal . m:>t. deal with the duty on flaxseed he was not wa:rr.anted in 
or general office is located at 100· Williams Street,_ New .Yo.rk making a :further- redu~tion in. the rate. on linseed oil. 
City. It is purely a Wall Stl!eet proJ,>erty, controlled. by S'ta.nd- . A few days agl>, while-the present bill was before our caucus,, 
ard Oil influences-hence a trust. . I called his attention to the rates now carried in this bill on 
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flaxseetl nnd Jin ec<l on and suggested t.hnt he had an opPQr- While this table ,gives the figures 1n dollars, it is based on the 
tunity to J wer the rates on each J>f them. He promi-$ed to assumption that the seed costs $1 per bushel, and the tab1e can 
1ook into the feasibility of lowering them, but I have heard 'be read in bushels .as well as in dollars. 
i otlling from him since. It is clear to me that there is a eom- The following table is taken from estimates made by the De
JJlQJl UDllcrstnuding that the products Qf the Linseed Oil & ; partment of Agriculture. It reveals that unde1· ordinary condi
J,eud 'l'ru .t are to continue to be sheltered bY protective rates. tlon}3 we produce more flaxseed than we consume. For the last 
Under tb.e rat~ proposed in this bill, when white lead se-)ls for three years our crops have been sh-0rt, and we have imported 
7 cents n p01m(l .or $140 per ton, the Lead Trust will receive • oonsiderubly more than we have exported, but when we examine 
u protcctlon of $3!) per ton. Linseed oil will have a prote<.:tion this table closely it will be seen that t.or the last two decades 
,f $0 ver barrel of 40 gallons to. the barrel. This will give our imports exceed our exports only in u few instances. This 

thi Un c d Oil & Lead Trust a magnificent opportunity to being true, the duty on flaxseed could have been reduced much 
rob the eonE>'l:mers out of millions of dollars nnnually. I ap- lower. It yields about tbe same income per acre as wheat, yet 
prel.lenu that the poor man' ·cottage will still go without a tht rate on wbeat is reduced by this bill from 25 cents per 
refreEb.ing coat of paint. With these high rates of protection, bushel to 10 cents per busheL With equal propriety the rate on 

re not tile protcction1st journals and dailies jµstified in pre· fiaxs.eed might have been reduced to 10 cents per bushel. I now 
dicUug that the price of linseed oil and white lead will not submit the table for your inspection: 

e materially lowered, arul are they not justified in saying Fla$seed: Quantities proaucea, 1886 to date, a11d amounts 4mvortea, 
t.ha t they like tbe rates fixed by the gentleman from New York e=ported, ana rcta '-nea for consumvt1on, 1886 to date. 
n the .e articles ? 
Bat what will the consumers StlY and what will they do! . Exports. 

J. ... et the gentleman from New York answer this question. He ha.s Rei;:ed 
h consumers in his d4strict, --I presume, and the chief owners and Years ending June 30- ProductiDn. Imports. · 

operators of tliis trust Jive in his home city. D~:~tic F~~~ c~~:.P-
It has been clnimetl by some th.at linseed oil ~an not b.e pro-

iluced 1n this country if · placed on the free list unless the duty 
ou :Oaxseeu is taken Qff. Let us see bow this figures out under 
tho rate on fiaxseetl proposed by this bi~ whicb is 20 cents 
per bush l. One bushel of flaxseed w111 produce 2~ gallons of 
linseed oil of 7! pounds to the gallon, and there will be left a 
:flaxseed cake or oil cake of 30 pounds. This oil cake bas a . 
ommerciul value of $40 per ton. Thirty pounds is worth . 

thirty two-thousands or three two-hund1·eds of $40, which is 
0 cents. 
Under normal conditions finxseed sells at nbout $1 per busheL 

Subtract from this the 60 eents the trust gets for the oil cake , 
anu we have 40 cents 1eft per bu~hel as first cost for the :fiax~ 
seed, but the trnst has 2! gullons of linseed oil in its hands to 
])alance this item, which would amount to 16 cents per gallon 
f r the oil. Adu to this the cost of refining the oil, which is 
only a few cents, and we get the first cost of the Qil-ab<>ut 
18 or 19 cents. It has retailed in my borne town for more 
tllau $1.ZU per gull-On. 

But let us consider the advantage the linseed oil pe-0ple will · 
get from the prowsed rate on HI\Seed oil, which is 12 cents per 
gallon. We ha-rn a1ready seen that flaxseed has a duty -Of 20 
cents pc1· bushel, and th::i t a bu hel of :mcb seed will produce 
2! gallon. of linseed oil. 

The rate on this oil is 12 cents per gallon, which is equal to 
30 cents per bushel. Add to this the 60 cents per bushel it gets 
for the oH cake n.nd we have DO cents per bushel and 2! gallons 
of linseed oi1. Flaxseed costs from $1 to $1.15 under ordinary 
condition~. It is clear that the original cost of linseed oil per 
ga1lon will not exceed more than from 6 to 10 cents, if the pro· 
posed rates are enacted into law. This lo-0ks very small as 
compared with the retail prices which we have been compelled 
tQ pay in· our home towns. Who will claim that a rate of 1.2 
cents per ga1lon is not a protective rate, even though a rate of 
20 cents per bushel on flaxseed should be retained? 

But when we consider the production of flaxseed in America, 
we will be clrivcn to the con<:Jusion that 20 cents per bushel is · 
a protective rate. Flaxseed is vroduced in this c-0untry in Min
ne ·ota, tile Dakotas, and in a few of the Northwestern States. 
A normal crop ranges from 20,000.00-0 bushels to 30,000,000 
bu ·hels. Whi1e we usually import more or less flaxseed, yet 

rilinarily we export more than we import. The .Argentine 
Republic produces more flaxseed than any othe1· country in the 
worltl, mo t of which is exp-0rted, and America comes next. The 
following table, furnished by Mr. Ennis, gives the world's flax:-

u er p for one year under average conditions: · 

Country. Production. Exports. 

nitell States ......... . . ...... . $26,0CO,OOO $2,000,000 
lrulia . ....... .....•.•...... ,. .. 16,000,000 15,000,000 
Russia... . ... .................. 17, 000, GOO 1,421>,000 
.Argentina..................... 30,000, 000 29, 500,000 
Uruguay·-··-·--··········-··· 5,000,000 4,SQ0,000 
:England .......•..•..............• • . · . . ... .... ..... .... .. .' 

~~~::ny ~::::::::::::::::::::: ..... ~~'-~~. : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
If olla.nll .. . _ ... _ . _...... . . . . . . . 3001 000 ....•.......•. 
l.len.mnrk ..•. . .•••. - ·- ···-···- 32;i.,OOO ••..•.•.....• 

Total ................... . 05, 125,000 

Consump
tion. 

$24, 100, 000 
1,000,00Q 

15,575,000 
Ii500,000 

200,000 
18,800,000 
7,000,000 

18,500,000 
7,800,000 

600,000 

-05, 125, 000 

Imports. 

SlOQ,OQO 

Bushels. 
1886 . .. ...• - - . • . • . • . • . . . 13, 000, 000 
1887 ... - .. - ......... - . . . 10, 000,000 
1888.... .......... .... .. 10,500,000 
1889.................... 9,000,000 
1890 ...•••..••.....•.•.. l J0,250,000 
1891. - ..•...••... - - . . . . . 8, 500, 000 
1892. - . .•.... •. - - . . . . . . . 19, 000, 000 
1893. ..... . .. . .... ...... 11, 104, 440 
1894 ..••..•..•...... ._ . • • 10, 000, 000 
1895.................... 7,E00,000 
1896. - . • .•••. • . - • . • . . . . . 15, 000, 000 
1897. - .. •••. ·-· ..• . - • • . . 17, 400,000 

~:::: :: : : :: : : :: : : ::: :: ~:~~:~ 
1900 .. •.. ... • - - .. -- . .. •• 119, 979, 492 
1901..................... ~692,000 

i~L:::::::::::::::::: 29:~~;~ 
1904 •.•.•.•••• - . - . . . • . . . 27, 300, 510 . 
1905 •...•. ··-. - .•.. ·- .. - 23,400, 534 ; 
1906............. . ...... 28,477,753 
1007. - .. ..... .... ... - . . . 25, 576, 146 
lllOS ..•••• - -• .••.. - - - . . . 25, 851, 000 
1909.. . . .. . . . .. . . . .. . . . . 25,805,000 
191Q ......•..••••..•.... 119,512,764 
1911 ... - - - ... .. - ... - . - . . 12, 718, 000 
1912 ... ... ... - .... - . . . . . 19, 370, 000 

Bushels. Bushekl. Bushe'l8. 
1,034,576 ········-·· 30,914 

415,179 ·······-··· 44 
1, 583, 964 37, 265' ... .. - .... 
3, 259, 4.00 • . • • . . . • • • . 25 
2, 391, 175 14, 678 . . . - . • - - - . 
1, 515, 546 144, 848 1 

285,140 3,613,187 ··· · -·-- · 
112,015 . 1,837,370 ···-···-·· 
fi92, 820 2, 047, 836 '. - • ...• •.•. 

4, 166, 2'l2 il, 2'24 . - - .••. - .• 
754, 507 80, 453 ' 00, 478 

lli:~ . 4'm~~~ : 1a~ 

Bushels. 
14,003,662 
10,415,135 
12,040,699 
12,259,435 
;t.2,G26,495 
9,870,697 
1~671,953 
l',379,085 
8., 544, 9.s4 

11 664,998 
15,583,SW 
12, 773_.. 583 
12,376,698 
13,650,962 81, 953 2, 830, 991 

67,379 2, 743,266 ...•...... ; 17,303,605 
1, 631, 726 2., 755, 683 

477, 157 3, 874, 033 
129, 089 4, 128, l30 
213, 270 768, 379 
296,184 ' 1,338 

21, 112 . 16, 44.6, 931 
64, 748 21,857,376 
20,211 25,265,628 

26, 755,401 
22,695,377 

52, 240 5, 988, 519 
90, 3W 6, 636, 310 2, 044 
57,419 4,277,313 11,391 

22, 541,t74 
19,0'28., 148 
21,619, 715 
25,515, 769 593, 668 882, 899 

5, 002, 496 65, 193 
10, 4.99, 227 976 
6,841,806 4,323 21,919 

24,450,067 
23,216,251 
26_,186,564 

1 Densus :figures. 

NoTID.-Produetio.n figures for years 1902-1912, inclusive (exe€pting 
census year 1010)1 are estimates of the Department of Agri.cu1ture; 
those for prior years i excepting .censu.s years 18'90 and 11100) arc com-
mercial estimates. · 

Mr. Chairman, I ins1'3t that Hnseed oil and white and red lead 
ought to be placed on the free list and remain there as long as 
they are C<;}ntrolled by a trust. and that the tariff on flaxseed 
should be reduced to 10 cents per bushel. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. H.A:ImrsoN] has given us no sound reason for 
maintaining the protective rates which he has fixed on these 
articles; in fa.ct, he has given no reason at all. 

Mr. Chairman, it is said that the mills of the god.s grind 
slowly but surely. Can not ns much be said of the mills of the 
trusts? Yea, more. High protective rates stimulate them to 
grind day and night at a rapid rate, and they are surely grind
ing the people all the time. Thou shalt not fmnish the trus.ts 
with human g1·indstones; neither shalt thou furnish power to 
turn such stones to wear away human flesh and human energy. 

Mr . . MANN. I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. 0.AMPBELL]. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, if the proviso was stricken . 
out of this provision, the bill would not be so bad. If the propo
sition without the proviso stood alone, I would vote for it. The 
proviso puts raw sugar on the free list in three years. Few 
Members of this House realize what this schedule means to the 
people of Porto Rico, & waii, the Philippines, Louisiana, and 
the people engaged in the sugar beet industry in other States. 
In Porto Ric-0 and Hawaii the people are being held by the 
throat by the Sugar Trust to-day for money with which to 
harvest their crop. They are constantly unde1· the control of 
the Sugar Trust. 

This schedul~ is in the interest of the Sugar Trust and not 
in the intere~ of the consumers of suga1>. There is not a con
sumer in the United States to-day who buys raw sugar that is 
made free a.fte~ three years under the. provisions of this bill. 
The Sugar Trust is the beneficiary. Raw auga.r is thefr raw 
material, and they are the direct beneficiaries. Before the 
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refined product reaches the table of the consumer every particle 
of the reduction that is made will be absorbed by the refiners or 
the trusts and the dealers in sugar. But the· sufferers will be 
the men in Ha wail, in the Philippines, in Porto Rico, and 
Louisiana, in the sugar-beet raising States, who are paying the 
American scale of wages to men employed in growing cane and 
beets and making these products of the farm into sugar. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK] concedes that 
the proviso will destroy the sugar industry in Louisiana. He 
might also concede that it will destroy the industry in Porto 
Rico and Hawaii and in the beet-sugar States. Everyone knows 
the supply of sugar, and not the tariff, controls the price to the 
consumer. We produced last year 500,000 tons in Hawaii, 
160,000 tons in Louisiana, 340,000 tons in Porto Ri~o, 606,033 
tons of beet sugar in 1911. When you destroy that American 
production of sugar you put the American consumer absolutely 
at the merc7. of the sugar grower of other countries and of the 
Sugar Trust, that will then import its raw material free of duty 
and sell its refined product at its own price, unaffected by the 

· addition to the world's sugar supply of what our own country 
could produce. You will not raise revenue, and in the end 
sugar will be as high as now or higher. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. PAY~JD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ofi'er an amendment. 
The Clerk t·ead as follows: · 
On page 47 strike out lines 24 and 25, and also lines 1 to 5 on page 

48, including the word " proportion," in line 5, and insert : 
" 179. Sugars, tank bottoms, sirups and cane juice, melada and con

cenb·ated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, 1.4 cents per 
pound on the sugar content thereof; the sugar content shall be deter
mined by tests which shall be made according to regulations which the 
Secretary of the Tt·easury may prescribe." 

Mr. PAYNE. l\fr. Chairman, the provision in the bill follows 
the classification that has usually been in the sugar schedule 
from time out of memory. Commencing with 75-degree sugar 
at a certain rate it advances in this case six-thousandths of a 
cent on every degree up to 96 or 97 degree sugar. ·This results 
in an injustice to the producer of raw sugar and results- in a 
better differential, a larger differential, to the refiner of sugar. 
For instance, take the Underwood schedule. Seventy-five-degree 
sugar is seventy-one one-hundredths of a cent a pound duty. 
Under what I propose it would be ninety-five one-hundredths of a 
cent a pound duty. It would look at the first blush as if mine 
was the higher, but when we add the fact that practically all 
of the importations of sugar are over 92 degrees by the test, 
and that these duties more nearly approach each other when 
we get up to 92 degree-for instance, in the Undei.·wood bill 
92 degree sugar is 1.152 cents and in mine 1.288 cents-on 97 
degree his would be 1.282 and in my proposition 1.358, or 
seven-hundredths of a cent more in my proposition than his. 

·Willie we start out with -raw sugar at a higher rate, when we 
get into the refined sugar my proposition would be 1.4 cents, 
and his leaves a greater differential. That difference has run 
all through tariff bills up to this time and is continued in the 
Underwood bill. But what I want to get at is to get the exact 
duty per pound on the sugar content of that pound, whether it 
is 75-degrcc sugar or whether it is absolutely pure sugar. 

While the rates are not far different, very nearly approaching 
each other and less than the present rate, they are better and 
more just and more equitable. I have not said anything in my 
amendment about striking out this proviso making sugar free at 
the end of three years. That is provided for in the amend
ment contained in the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois. But if that proviso is left in the bill, I state, 
not on the authority of the gentleman from Georgia, not on 
the authority of what people may claim who are raising sugar 
beets, but I state it on the admission of gentlemen opposed to 
these industries, to wit, the sugar refiners, that if you wipe out 
the duty on sugar you wipe out the Louisiana industry and you 
destroy the sugar industry in the United States. 

Before the Hardwick committee refiner after refiner came and 
testified that that would be the result, and that was what they 

· wanted. Why? 1.rhey said that this beet-sugar crop came in 
every year, came in on top of the Hawaiian crop and the crop 
from Cuba, and destroyed their markets. It took away the 
market that belonged to them, cut down the price-and it has 
cut down the price this year and will cut it down every year as 
long as they continue to live. If you do this thing, gentlemen, 
you take out of the production of the world's sugar a million 
tons produced in this country. Y:ou cripple the industry in 
Hawaii and in our insular possessions, and when you have done 
that the law of supply and demand begins to work, and the 
result will be that sugar will go up, because there will be less 
of it to supply the demands of the market of the world. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.] · .. , 

·· Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairn;ian; whil~ I shall vote for th~ amend
ment. offered bT the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], I 

shall also ask the House to vote upon the amendment which I 
offered striking out the proviso which puts sugar upon the free 
list at the end of three years. 

I take it; Mr. Chairman, that it is unquestioned that the 
beet-sugar industry has not started or thrived in any country 
of the world without favorable legislation or financial aid in 
its behalf. The gentleman from Georgia [1\fr. HARDWICK) 
speaks of a hothpuse industry. The beet-sugar industry in all 
parts of the world wherever it has existe<l has l'eceived the benefi
cent influence of governmental agency, and ' there be no man so 
ignorant to-day, whether in hovel or -palace, who does not know 
that the price of sugar to-day would be from 100 to 300 per cent 
more than it now is if we had to supply our demands without 

·the aid of this beet-sugar industry in the world. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] You propose now, however, to strike 
down the industry in the United States on the assumption that 
the . State aid giveri by other countries to their beet-sugar in
dustries will keep the price of sugar down for your benefit in 
the United States. No one else has e-rer· cast such ignominlo"us 
suspicion upon the authorities of other countries. It is true 
that we are legisln.ting here without' regard to the interests of 
our own industries, but that is not the case with the legislators 
of other countries. · In other latids, and in this land when the 
Republicans are in control, the legislators are seeking for op
portunities to increase industry, to build new establishments, 
to start up new lines of work, while you, with the ghoulish glee 
displayed by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK] in 
describing the destruction of ... only a hundred million dollars' 
worth of property," ·as · he said-you seek opportunity and 
search every corner of the country for the chance to strike 
down some industry, some machinery you can render valueless 
except for old iron, some manufacturing establishments which 
you can close. l\Iake the most of your opportunities. The 
country is already prepared tb say that your tariff legislation 
is a mistake. The first opportunity it has will be the last 
opportunity you will have. [.Applause on the Republican side.] 

.Mr. CROSSER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
· Mr. MANN. No·; I do not think it is worth while. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I was surprised at the 
statement of the venerable and usually well-informed senior 
minority member of the Committee on Ways· and l\Ieans upon 
that side of the House, if I understood him correctly when he 
said that the rate on sugar as fixed in this bill amounted to 
1.85 per cent. . · 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not say that. I said 1.282 cents on 92° 
sugar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The actual rates fixed in this bill on 
92° sugar coming from all countries is 1.15 per cent; on 92° 
sugar coming from Cuba it is 0.992; on 96° sugar coming from 
the world it is 1.254; coming from Cuba it is practically 1 per 
cent on 90° sugar. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is exactly what I said. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I must have misunderstood th_e gentle· 
m~ . 

Mr. ·PAYNE. Else I did not read my figures correctly. I 
had them here. . 

Mr; UNDERWOOD. In other words, the reduction in this 
bill from the rates in the· Payne bill, so far as the polariscope 
test is concerned, is almost exactly a 25 per cent reduction, or a 
cut of one-quarter, but the reduction amounts to more than that , 
because we have stricken out of the schedule the differential that 
went to the sugar refiner under the Dutch standard, with the result 
that as the bill stands to-day, and will stand for the next three 
years, there will be a reduction of forty-six one-hundredths of 1 
cent on refined sugar, or, in round terms, there will be a half cent 
reduction at the customhouse on the duties levied on ra.w sugar, 
and at the end of three years' time sugar will absolutely become 
free, so far as the customhouse is concerned. Now gentlemen 
on that side are appealing for the protection of .American labor 
in these sugar fields. I hold in my hand a paper that has come 
to me-the Sacramento Bee, of Saturday, .April 5, 1913-which 
contains a letter in reference to the sugar situation in Sutter 
County, Cal., and I only read you one paragraph from the letter, 
because that is the pertinent one. It says this: 

This year's crop of beets grown here will be handled bY. the Alva
rado factory of the company. The company has finished planting beets 
on 8,500 acres of its holdings. and the plants are all coming up in fin e 
shape. Part of the crop has been let to a colony of Japanese for culti 
vation. The Hindus are also busy on their knees weedin"' with their 
little hoes. A number of Mexicans have been brought in and are attend-
ing to the irrig~ ting. , 

[.Applause on the Democratic side.] 
That is merely a news item that has incidentally and acci

dentally fallen into my hands with refetence to the labor on 
one of these great sugar. plantations-not in Hawaii, not:in Porto 
Rico, but in the State of California. . 

Mr. OURRY. Will ~he. gentleman. y'ield? -
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; 1 ean not yield. Now, the real 
J>l'Opesition involved he1·e is not the :protection of labro·, because 
I believe as :fil·mly as ] am standing here the great beet-sngar 
irnJustry of the West can p:ruduce its beet sugar on an equality 
" it:h its" European dvals, tha.t it is prE>tected in its h-0-me market 
by railrond freight, so that there is no possi~ilitJZ ol eompetltio.n 
within a reasonable zone, but what these me-n want and what 
. they are striving after is to tax the Ame:rican people in arder 
that they ma bring their beet suga.11 tc> tile .Atlantic seaboard 
and drive out all competition. (APJ)Jause on the Democratic 
.s:ide.} That is an they are after. It is a question of :frejght 
rates. [Applause on the Demoeratie side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired; 
all time has explretl. The question is on the amendment pro
pose() by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE}. 

The question was taken, and the- a.mendm~nt was rejected. 
The CIIAIR.M.AN. T.b question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from IIlinojs [Mr. MANN]. 
Mr. MANN. I ask to have the language reported. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 

again reported-
There was no abjection. 

The- CHAIRMAN. 'J'be question is &n the· amw<tment offered 
by. the gentleman fro.m. Nebraska. · 

.Mr. SLOAN. r. Chairman, I desire to discuss the amend~ 
.ment. 

'l'he CilAJRMAN. - The gentleman from Nebraska. is recog
nized. 

· Mr. SLOAN. l\.Ir. bairman, Ji desire to eall the attention of 
the committee ta what ap~ears in the rep.art submitted try the 
Ways- and Means Committee. It states that the average price 
of cattle ·under the Wilson law was $().891 ;, under the- Di:n.gley 
Iuw, $14.19; under the Payne bill,. $14.20. Under the Wilson 

· bill was the time when a man out in our countq,, us the story 
goes, purchased 100 head of cattle for $100, and tbe man who 
made the sale was· being congratula tem ·He said: u That is all 
tight, but you do not know all. That old felJow t0: whom I sold 
the cattle was a little n earsigtrt.etl, and sa I ran a hun-dred extm 
in on him, and he took them away.2' [Langhtecr.} 

That, gentlemen of the committee~ is a pn.rt af th~ mnch
mooted restoration that you heard oo. eloq.11ently discussed in 
front of this Capitol on the 4tb day o:f Iast March-a retur n 
to $G cattle. Now, assuming the: figures to be aecura te which 
the committee has fnrn:ish~ I want yau: to notice this pe
cially. that the value of imports of cattle- during 19:!2 w s The Cle1·k re.ad as: follows: 

Strike out the proviso in lines• 11, 12, an 13. page 48, as :iol1o 8': $4,486,3.06. The :forecas:ted value for the- . first year of thnt 
"Pr01Jidea~ That on and aft r the l st day o-f May, 1016, the articles divine charter of the " ne_w ern" is to be $5,570,000. That is a.n 
~~~~~before enume.Fated in · thi8 paragraph shall be admitted free of increase of $1,083.,®4 .. bat th-ere is an attendant ro:ss. of revenue 

The CHAIRMAN. The q11estion is on agreeing to the amend- to the Treasmy of $457,481. There: will be,. therefore. pa.id by 
ment offe:red by the gentleman :fr~m lllinois to strike out tbe tile Treasury, in e:ffeet, by· foregoing the eolleetion which is 

prove.r unde1· the :present law, the sum I stated~ namely, 
· language just read. $457,481, which amon:nts to a subsidy for importing every adili-

The question was taken, and tbe Chairman a:e.nounced the tional clolla.r's wo.:rth of cattle t>.f 42 cents. This· side- for yenrs 
noes: appeared to have· it. h t 

On a division (demanded by Mr. MANN) there wer~nyes 68, as bee» in favo:r of so levying duties- that they mlgh en.courage 
-competition. among stock dealers and raisers in tlrls rountr:i ; 

noes 160. but here is a bald proposition to praetleaJly pay ont of the 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. . Treasury 42 cents for the purpose o:f bringing in. $1 of oompett-
Tellers were ordered. tion to be furnished by the f~eigner. 
The committee again divided; and the- tellers (.Mr. UNDER- I was wondering, Mr. Chairman, what the peculia.l' disposi-

wooo and Mr. MANN) reported that there were-ayes 88, tien 01 the Wa~ ruid Means Committee: is that they" would 
noes 186. ,,. ~ 

So the amerulment was rejected. prefer to foyego 42 cents out of the Treasury for tbe purpose 
The C1el'k read as follows : of bringing in $1 worth of additional imPQ-rtations to the eoun-

try.. Ji wondered if they thought ro much mwe of the Mexican 
181. Saccharin, 65 cents l)er pound. greaser than they di:d oi' the '.l'exaa; ranger. I belfe..ve in this 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairma?, did tbe Clerk finish :rmading eountzy that ev€rythieg that Americans Pf€>duee shoutcl be 

paragraph '180? moderately JB.'Otected against ev.ery eomve.ting article. wherever 
Tlle CHAIRMAN. Para.graph 180 was read at the time the it may be produ-ced. I am not in fav0r of :prohibitive tariff, 

amendment proposed: by the gentleman :from Michigan was . but I am in fa vor of giving the long end of the- lever in en1·y 
·f>ffered. market, whether it be from farm, factory, or mine, to the 

Mr. MANN. I think it was not read. American :producer. Jn the interests of that p.ropositio-n I ask 
The OHAIRM..}N. The Chair will state to thB gentleman he that cuttle be given u duty of 15 per cent. If I w.ere inclined 

ls mistaken. The Chair ordered the paragraph read. to argue it from the other standpoint, from the standpoiBt of 
Mr. MANN. l did not so understand. a ompetH.i--ve tal'iff, I would say that the- more they reduce this 

. The CH.AIRMAN. It the gentleman desires to offer an the DWre they pay out o.r loge for the sHght importatign, 
amendment the Chair is willing to entertain it. Therefore the :reduction should b.e greater. 'I'o make a eompeti

Mr. MANN. I move to amend by striki11g out ti.le proviso to tive ta.riff, as I unde:rstand it, the rule is, :first.. to ask, Is there 
that paragraph. any importation? Second, What is the source o;f imp011:ation? 

The CHA1Rl\IJAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an Has it increased during the last few periods or has it decreased? 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. In other words, is there an increase of the units, increase o.f the 

The Clerk read as follows: · values, :increase of the· duties? AU three are present here. 
Strike out the proviso in vnragraph 180, which is as follows: The CHAIRMAN_ The time o.f the gentleman has expired .. 

"Pr()Videi/,, That on. and after the lat day o.f May, 1916, the artieJes M 'ITT1\.T'f7'E • -.. f N J l\ir- rtnn;~n.-. T mo t 
hereinbefore enumerated in this paragraph shall be admitted free of r . .ll..1..L·u~ .t:!U...l 

0 ew ersey. .11'.tl. '-'.lld..U.lllC:Lll..1 .11 ve 0 
duty." strike. out the last word. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was -rejected. The CH.AIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey m-0ves 
The Clerk rend as to.nows : to strike out the last word. 

SCHEDULE ~.lGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS . Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman and gentle-
188. Cattle, 10 per cent ad valorem. men, I believe that the Committee on Ways and Means, when 

it reduced the duty on cattle and on shee-p. and . placed meats on 
Mr. 1J ORDNEY. Mr. Chairman- - the :free list, acted in co.mpliunee with the ex.press pledge made 
Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman-- · to the people of the United States in the pl:itform adopted' in 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Fo.RD- the natio:eal convention of the D€moeratic Party in BalUmore 

N~Y], a. member of the committee, is rec.ognized. and repeated in ev-ery eongressi-0nal: district d1lring tb.e< last enm-
Mr. FORDNEJY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the :foDowing amend- paign. Personally l fe-lt that in considering cattle schedules 

ment. 
The OHAIRMAN. The gentle-man from Michigan offers an they might have gone further and placed cattle on the free list 

· as they did beef und mutton and other meat supplies. Antl in 
amendment. which the Clerk will report. answer to the ~entleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLo NJ, w.ho. de-

The Clerk read: us follows-: ~ mands an increase in the proposed duty on cattle, I want to 
In line 11, page 50, nfte1· the word " cattle," st1·ike out " 10" and · read an article that was printed on Sarnrday last in the Bud.Son 

insert "25." Obsener, a leading newspaper published in my h-ome county. 
The CILiIRM.AN. The quesUon is on the. amendment offered · It quotes f1·om. a pamphlet issued by Swift &. Co., one- (}f tbe 

by the gentleman from Michigan [lU.r. FORD.NEY}. three- constituent eompanieswhlch go -to make up the Beef Trust, 
'l'he qu~Uon was taken, and tbe amendment was rejected·. and is a complete answer to hls argument in favor o:f an i.ncrea e 
1\Ir. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman,, l wisb t() offer an amendment. jn the duties on cattle. I read: 
Tbe CHAIRMAN. - The gentleman from. Nebraska (Mr. 

$LO~] offers t\ll amendment, wbich the 'Clel'Jr Will report. THAT DUTY ON FOOD ANIMALS. 
The Olerk read as follows: · President Wils.on's atten.tlon is respectfully called. to the pamphlet 

· issued th.is week by Swift & Co., ot Chicago, a- copy o:t which: llas IJeen 
A.mend Jine 11, se:etion 188, pag~ 50, ao as to .read.: sent to his secretary, Mr. Tumulty together with the- announcements 
"Cattle, 15 per cent ad yaJorem." that Representatives KINKEAD and '.BREMNER, ef New Je1·sey, ha:ve de-
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cided to bolt the Democratic caucus and vote against the proposed 10 
per cent duty on cattle and othe1· food animals. · 

Why should the 10 per cent duty be imposed? In their pamphlet 
Swift & Co. show from the records that in 1912 the cattle raisers sent 
to market 560,265 fewer animals than in 1911. There was also a 
decrease of 18 pounds per head in the cattle marketed, or a total 
decrease for the year of 704,498,365 pounds. 

This was not a temporary .diminution in the supply. Though the 
population of the United States increased about 16,500,000 in the 
decade ending last year, the number of cattle in the country had de
creased 7,468,000 in the same period. Unless the people eat something 
else-rice, for instance-and the slaughter of calves ls stopped, the ·price 
of beef must go to prohibitive figures the packers say. 

When it Js so frankly confessed that the producers of the United 
States can not supply us with beef, why should any impediment! even 
a 10 per cent obstacle, be put in the way of the free importat on of 
cattle on the hoof? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey 

yield to the gentleman from Minnesota.? 
Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Yes. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Why does not the gentleman offer an 

amendment striking out that 10 per cent duty? 
Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. I will state to my friend 

from Minnesota that I am moving in what I consider the most 
practical way. I believe and I hope that this duty will come off 
in the Senate, and when the bill comes back here I am sure that 
every man on this side of the House will vote for free cattle, as 
I will, although I am sincerely doubtful as to the attitude that 
you gentlemen will assume toward the amendment. 

I continue from the editorial : 
All duties are laid either by Republicans to "protect home industry 

from competition " or by Democrats for the purpose of raising revenue. 
Obviously an industry which can not supply the demand needs no 

protection, and the customhouses have never yielded from the importa
tion of cattle enough to buy gasoline for the President's car. 

But we are told by the consul at New York from that country that 
thousands of cattle are slaugbterE:d on the plains of Argentina, in the 
luscious grass of the best grazing land in the world, for their bides and 
horns, the meat being left to rot because it is shut out of the United 
States by the tarifi'. Mexico and Canada nlso stand ready to provide 
us with the beef we need if we will let them. 

Why, then, a 10 per cent duty on cattle? Is is true that the beef 
barons and not the cattle raisers asked for and secured this tariff? In 
any eventt why does not President Wilson join the New Jersey Con
gressmen m the demand that this chief necessary shall be put in the 
free list? One message from him before the Underwood bill leaves the 
House might accomplish wonders. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the statements that are made in 
this editorial demonstrating the justice of admitting cattle free 
of duty, in view of the pledges made during the last campaign 
to reduce the cost of living in this country, I hope that the 
House will refuse to pass the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN]. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

l\Ir. U:r>."'DERWOOD. Do three gentlemen on the other side 
want to speak? 

l\Ir. LANGLEY. I want two minutes only. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con

sent that all debate close in 20 minutes on the paragraph. 
The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER

WOOD] asks unanimous consent that debate on the paragraph 
and amendments thereto close in 20 minutes. Is there objec
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. · 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Ohairman, it appears from the statement 
made by. the chairman of this committee [Mr. UNDERWOOD] at 
the opening of this discussion that we are legislating through 
an irrevocable proxy. I do not hope by anything I may say 
to change a single vote upon that side of tbe Chamber, because 
by the chairman's own statement every man on his side of the 
Chamber is bound and gagged to vote against every amend
ment offered by this side, no matter how meritorious. 

Since you refuse to take advice from Repub1ican sources, I 
want to bring to you on that side of the Chamber the· words of 
a distinguished Democrat who knows something of the agricul
tural schedule, and particularly of stock raising in the United 
States. I refer to Judge Cowan, who, in an article published in 
an agricultural paper, says he feels it his duty " as a citizen 
;who seeks no office to call attention to the real grave and 
supreme danger confronting the stock-raising and agricultural 
interests." That article is as follows: 

COW A.N SOUNDS W ABNING TO CATTLEMEN A.ND FARMERS. 
"We now have the tariff bill before us," said C. H. Cowan, attorney 

for the Cattle Raisers' Association of Texaa and the American National 
Live Stock Association, "and within it sufficient evidence that a 
serious blow to the live stock and farming interests of the United 
States bas been struck. It needs no explanation or argument to 
show it. 

" Manufacturers organized as they are and labor organized as it is 
may have looked after their interests sufficient to secure a reasonable 
preference ln our home markets wherever they needed it for their 
output and to force us to work for them on the lowest level, but it is 
certain that the live-stock raisers and farmers have not successfully 
looked afte1· their interests. Like 'snipe hunters' they are left with 
the bag to hold. 

"This bill with free meats, free flour, free wool, free sugar, free 
potatoes, and other free-list farm products, together with duties so 
low on many others as to amount to nothing, manifests the intent to 
place the stock raisers and farmers of this country on a world-lowest 
level of prices for what they raise and reduce the meager profits by 
free competition with the cheapest labor and land and cheapest method 
of living of the countries which we invite to invade our markets, while 
nothing is demanded in return. The majority of the people of the 
United States surely are not in favor of that, and there ought not to 
be a single farmer or stock raiser so dense as to favor it. 

" If we bad the referendum independent of politics, every State 
west of the Alleghany Mountains would vote overwnelmingly against 
the free-trade scheme. The time has come for stock raisers and 
farmers to rise up and express themselves and . get their friends to do 
likewise. The man who neglects to re~lster bis protest to his Senators 
and Congressmen and in the press, ts by his silence acquiescing in 
this plan for bis own undoing which will surely follow. The agri
cultural interests will be the increasingly greatest sufferers, for, as the 
opening of our great markets will invite production in other countries to 
supply us and take the place of what we should and would produce, it 
will in the end bring our stock raisers and farmers to a level with 
them. Thus we turn our trade-our home market--over to those who 
do not support our Government, pay taxes, support our institutions, 
perform the duties of citizens, or protect it in time of war. 

"A . fair preference in our home markets should be demanded. Con-. 
gress is giving it to some, denying it to others-especially to farmers 
and stock raisers. If it turns out as intended it will impoverish our 
farmers and reduce their capacity to buy from the work shop or other 
producers and reach every avenue of trade. If it does not reduce prices, 
then those from the center of population who are forcing this thing 
upon us while keeping a preferential duty for themselves, will not get 
cheaper farm products which they seek. 

" Every other important agricultural country in the world has a 
tariff designed to encourage a~ricultural pursuits. Why should we, 
the greatest in agriculture, dehberately discourage it by inviting the 
surplus producing countries to our markets free? The matter is in 
the hands of the stock raisers and farmers, and those interested In 
agriculture, to prevent this calamity by asserting themselves so that 
their voices are heard. He does not have to be a high protectionist 
to do this, he simply subscribes to fair play and acts in righteous self- · 
defense against free trade. · 

"For over 26 years the attorney for the Cattle Raisers Association 
of Texas and many years for the American National Live Stock Asso
ciation, acquainted with the business and conditions surrounding it, I 
feel it my duty on that account and as a citizen who seeks no office to 
call attention to this real grave and supreme danger confronting the 
stock raising and agricultural interests, and to urge each individual to 
act direct for himself. 

"We have never had a tariff that enabled the producer to F:et 
unreasonable profits on live stock or other agricultural products. We 
have done nothing to demand punishment; we could not monopolize; 
we ought not to be selected for sacrifice just because we have not been 
able to make others afraid of us or produce. 

"A general demand by each individual stock raiser and farmer will 
bring the result." 

But my good friend, Judge Cowan, forgot that the literature 
circulated in the cities in the congressional campaign of 1910 by 
the Democratic congressional committee pledged the Democratic 
Party to enact a tariff law that would reduce the cost of food 
articles to the bankrupt prices of 1896. The Democratic com
mittee in that year distributed to the thousands of voters in the 
cities of this country a circular entitled "The high cost of 
living." The following is a copy of that circular: 

Voters and householders read the within carefully. How to save your 
money. Take into booth with you when you vote. Vote for your 
families. High ccst of living facts. Read carefully. Ponder well. 
Vote right. 

1896-PRICES-1910. 
The Republican Party bas been in complete control of every depart

ment of the Government since 1896-President. Senate, and Congress. 
They have given you a government of trusts-Beef Trust, Sugar Trust, 
Flour Trust, Clothing Trust, and the " daddy " of them all, the Tariff 
Trust. See the result below: · 

· St. Louis prices. 
OCTOBER, 189~WO WEEKS' STORE 

BILL. 
2 pounds salt pork --------
5 pounds pork chops ------
5 pounds pork ribS--------
4 pounds smoked shoulder --
2 pounds sausage _________ _ 
5 pounds lard-------------
5 pounds corned beef ------4 pounds butter __________ _ 
2 dozen eggs _____________ _ 
1 pound cheese------------
1 barrel flour -------------
4 pounds chicken----------
21 pounds sugar ----------
2 pounds steak------------5 pounds roast beef _______ _ 

$0.10 
. 50 
• 30 
• 30 
.15 
. 35 
. 25 
• 40 
. 20 
.13 

3. 50 
. 40 

1.00 
• 20 
~ 50 

8.28 

OCTOBER, 191o--TWO WEEKS' STORE 
BILL NOW. 

2 pounds salt pork -------
5 pounds pork chops -----
5 pounds pork ribs ______ _ 
4 pounds smoked shoulder_ 
2 pounds sausage ________ _ 
5 pounds lard ___________ _ 
5 pounds corned beef_ ___ _ 
4 pounds butter _________ _ 
2 dozen eggs ____________ _ 
1 pound cheese __________ _ 
1 barrel flour ------------4 pounds chicken ________ _ 
21 pounds sugar---------2 pounds steak __________ _ 
5 pounds roast beef- _____ _ 

$0.40 
1.25 

. 75 

. 54 

. 35 

. 85 

. 623 
1.20 

. 50 

. 25 
5.65 

. 72 
1. 16 

. 35 
1.00 

15.59l! 
LOOK AT THESE TWO STORE BILLS. VOTE TO PROTECT YOUR POCKET

BOOK. 
Your table bill has doubled; have your wages doubled? You pay 

100 per cent more for your clothing, blankets, and household goods; 
bas your salary kept pace with the increased cost of living? Your rent 
is higher and your fuel is higher ; how much higher is your weekly 
wage check? Don't you think you had better help put the trusts that 
have doubled the cost of living out of business? Congressman ·GOOD'S 
vote helped to make the bill $15.50~ instead of $8.28. 

In this circular you on that side of the House pointed to the 
prices of 1896 on farm produce as ideal prices, and you promised 
to enact a tariff law that would bring back those prices. If 
that is not the implied. promise, what was the purpose and 
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object of the circular? The fir t article named in this circular, 
and the price you promised to the consumer, is 2 pounds of salt 
pork for 10 cents. Think of it, l\fr. Farmer, salt port at 5 cents 
per pound. Hogs are selling to-day in the Chicago market for 
$8.70 per hundred pounds, and yet you promised to enact a 
tariff law that would bring to the consumers of this country 
pork at 5 cents per pound. You gentlemen on that side who 
represent farming interests find that a caucus rule, for which 
you voted, absl>lutely binds you to support this program. But 
how will your farmer constituents like the result? 

Let the l\f embers of this House who are farmers, or let the 
farmers of the country take this Democratic document and 
analyze it, taking each article separately, and ascertain how 
much the farmer will obtain for his produce if the prices above 
given on farm products should prevail. 

Yesterday cattle in the Chicago market sold for $8.90 per 
hundred pounds, but this Democratic circular promises to the 
consumer that he should buy his beefsteak at retail at 10 cents 
per pound. I thlnk I am reasonably safe in asserting that 
when salt pork and pork chops are selling at retail at 5 and 6 
cents per pound live hogs will bring not to exceed $2.75 or $3 
per hundred pounds. That when beefsteak sells at retail, 
allowing for packers', jobbers', and retailers' profits, at 10 cents 
per pound fat cattle will sell at not to exceed $4.50 or $5- per 
hundred pounds. Gentlemen on that side. may be willing to 
return to the low bankruptcy prices for farm products and 
live stock that prevailed in 1896, but the Republican Party 
believes that the prosperity of the farmer should go hand in 
hand with the prosperity of the manufacturer and the laborer 
and every other industry in this country, and that our tariff 
laws should give that degree of protection that will measure 
the difference in the cost of production at home and abroad. 

1'Hr. Chairman, recurring to this Democratic circular, what 
fair inference can be drawn regarding the duties levied by 
the Payne law upon the articles named? The ordinary reader 
would fairly infer that the Payne law greatly increases the duty 
upon those things. Now, what are the facts? The facts are 
that the Payne law did not increase the duty on a single artkle 
on the list. Here is a table showing the duty on those articles 
in the Dingley law and the changes made in the Payne law: 

Table comparing duties fa Dingley law and Payne law. 

Decreases Articles named in 
circular. Duties in Dingley law. Duties in Payne law. Payne 

law. 

Per cent. 
Salt port 1. . • • . • • . . • . . . 25 per cent ad valorem. . 25 per cent ad valorem . . . ... . .... . 
Pork chops ... . .. .. . ... 2 cents per pound ...... 1! cents per pound. . ... 25 
Pork ribs .................. do . . . . .................. do............. .. .. 25 
Smoked shoulder 1..... 25 per cent ad valorem.. 2-5 per cent ad valorem ........ . . . . 
Sausage 1 •••••••••••••••••.• do .. .................... do ... . .................. . ... . 
Lard .............. . ... 2 cents per pound . . .... 1~ cents per pound... . . 25 
Corned beef 1.... . ..... 25 per cent ad valorem. . 25 per cent ad valorem ........... . 
Butter 1............... 6 cents per pound .. . . .. 6 cents per pound .. . . ..... . ..... . 
Eggs1 ....... . . .. ..... . 5 cents per dozen .. . .... 5 cents per dozen ......... . .... . . . 
Cheese 1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 cents per pound . . . . . . 6 cents per pound ..... _ ... . ..... . 
Flour1 ............ . .. . 25percentad valorem. 25per cent ad valorem .... . ... .. . 
Chickens! ..... . . .. .... 3 cents per pound . . .... 3 cents per pound ......... . ..... . 
Sugar . .... . ..... . ..... 1.95 per hundred- $1.90 per hundred- 2-U 

weight. weight. 
Steak . .... .. ......... . 2 cents per pound . . . .. . li cents per pound . .... 25 
Beef. ... . . . .......... . ..... do . . . . ...... .. ... . ... . .. do. . ........ . .... . . 25 · 

lNo change. 
No increases under Payne law. 
Number of decreases under Payne law, 6. 

Here we have a concrete statement of the changes made in 
the Payne tariff on these articles. Of the 15 articles named, 
the duty on 9 was not changed. On the remaining 6 articles 
the duty on 1 was reduced 2H- per cent, and on the 6ther 5 
articles the Payne law reduced the duty 25 per cent. We are 
told by this campaign circular, which is a lie upon its face, 
that the Payne law increased the price of pork chops 150 per 
cent, when in fact the Payne law reduced the duty on pork 
choJlS 25 per cent. 

l\fr. Chairman, in the name of the honest and hard-w_orking 
farmer, I protest against the lies that are now being circulated 
about his industry. We ought to encourage farming and stock 
raising. We should induce the men and women who are an
nually flocking to our shores to leave the overcrowded cities 
and take up agricultural pursuits. But if you . on that side 
can not say a good word for the farmer, you should at least 
quit lying about his industry. 

!\1r. LANGLEY. l\fr. Chairman, earlier in the day I said I 
was not going to take up any of the time of the committee, 
because I knew it was useless; but as we uroceed step by step 
in this bill you are rubbing it in so hard on many of the in
dustries of the district which I represent that I am bound to say 
n few words more. 

Cattle raising is one of the great industries of our State. To 
my mind it is an economic absurdity to put a duty on cattle 
aud then put on the free list that which cattle a re converted 
into. The effect of it, as I view it, is to bunco the farmer and 
whipsaw the packing industry of the United States and the 
laboring men employed in that industry. Watch the price of 
cattle go down after this bill goes into operation. . 

Mr. Chairman, I s:tall say nothing further at present, but I 
want to have rend in my time a resolution adopted at a recent 
nonpartisan mass meeting in the city of Buffalo, attended by 
about 2,500 citizens, in which they expressed their views upon 
this matter. I send it to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hon. J OHY w. LANGLEY, 
APRIL 2G, 1913. I 

House of Representatives, City. 
DEAR Srn: The city of Buffalo is up in arms ov:er the provision--

Mr. L.AJ.~GLEY . I only asked to have the resolution read. 
SEVERAL MEMBERS. Read it all. . 
l\fr. LANGLEY. I ha.ve no objection to the Clerk reading 

it all. 
The CHAIRMAN. What was the request of the gentleman 

from Kentuch'"Y? 
Mr. UNGLEY. My request was that the Clerk read the 

resolution adopted at that meeting. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection> the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

Whereas we, the citizens of Buffalo, in a mass meeting assembled this 
23d day of April, 1913, upon consideration of the proposed changes 
in tariff schedules now pending in Congress as affecting wheat, oats, 
wheat flour, cereals, live stock, and dressed meats, by which all ra:w 
materials in each case would be left subject to a substantial tax, 
while the finished products of such materials would be admitted to 
this country free of duty; and 

Whereas we are advised and believe that tb.e certain effect of such 
legislation would be to destroy live stock, milling, and packing in
dustries in this city and elsewhere now engaging vast amounts of 
capital and employing thousands of workmen ; and 

Whereas we believe that the Congress of the United States would noe 
wittingly enact such di astrous legislation if the situation were 
thoroughly understood : Therefore be it 
Resolved, That if fl.our, cereals, and meats are admitted free, then 

the raw materials-wheat, oats, and live stock-should also be ad· 
mitted free ; and be it further 

Resolved, That we do earnestly protest against legislation that im
poses a duty on wheat, oats, and live stock, while permitting free entry 
to this country of wheat flour, cereals, and dressed meat, and we 
beseech Congress to give further serious consideration to the far
reaching effects of snch legislation, and not to pass a tariff bill con
taining such unjustifiable and disastrous measure~. 

l\fr. LANGLEY. I commend these resolutions to the prayer
ful consideration of the distinguished gentleman from Buffalo. 

Mr. KENT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I do not suppose 
I ought to say anything about the meat schedule, because I am 
interested in the meat business. I am a cattle feeder and a 
cattle breeder on a considerable scale. To my mind the Demo
cratic Ways and Means Committee made a serious mistake in 
not putting cattle on the free list, and I am going to move to 
amend the bill to that effect. Our pasturage in this country is 
well taken up to-day. We all know, if we are experienced in 
the cattle-raising business, that in most parts of the country it 
is a great expense to carry the breeding cow through the winter. 
This is one of the heaviest costs in raising cattle. Northern 
Mexico is a wonderful place for cheaply producing calves and 
young cattle. They can there be started much cheaper than in 
most parts of tliis country, and provided they can be taken out 
and brought to a northern climate where they will make good 
growth the result is a great cheapening of our meat supply. 

The difference between a 3-year-old steer in Arizona, New 
Mexico, or Mexico and his brother sent north as a yearling is at 
least 300 pounds. Therefore, as a citizen hoping for a more ade
quate meat supply, I believe in free cattle, and as a cattle raiser 
and cattle breeder I am in no fear of damage to my business or 
the wages of my employees from free cattle. 

Mr. Chairman, we have had a lot of misinformation in this 
House concerning the packers. For 25 years I haYe been up 
against the Chicago packers. I know what they haYe taken 
thnt di<t not belong to them, and how much they have tnken that 
did not belong to them, but to-day they haye a very small in
fluence on the cost of the best meat. 'l'heir charges for handling 
a standard steer are, I believe, less than $3, possibly a little 
oYer $2. That on an animal that is worth $110 is a small per
centage. This talk of the farmer being wrecked and ruined by 
the advent of free meat from Argentina and other places is the 
veriest . nonsense. 

The proof of that is in Panama, where Col. Wilson. liYing in 
a free-trade market, where he can get Argentine meat, prefers 
to stock his commissary with the more expensiYe corn-feel 
cattle from the Middle West, as it is better stuff and can be 
handled without much waste. He furnishes the best por ter-
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house steak at 20 cent a pound, and he gets tiu of all uncon
scionable uistributing charges that are common in the butcher 
hops throughout the country. I clo not blame the butcher; 

be is not getting rich; he is wasting too mu h and 'he is pay
ing · ut money in rent nnd all ort of delivery charges. The 
great trouble with us to-day is this waste in distribution. 

I am selling upward of 5,000 corn-fed cattle a year and a 
good many grass cattle. I wish to state frankly that I am not 
ilf-raid of the influx of cattle or beef from other countries. 
It is not going to hurt anybody or do anyone much good. The 
world demand for meat is greater than the supply. I have in 
my office the statement of a great concern in England which 
llandles f rozen meat; this statement shows that our .American 
export bas dropped off to almost a negligible quantity. Almost 
every country in Europe is trying to import frozen meat. It is 
being kept out of France by ridiculous agrai·ian legislation. 
Even Switzerland is importing meat. Meat is a luxury and 
always will be. It will never be cheap again, and beef is the 
most costly of meats. It is our obvious duty to conserve the 
grass and to study cheaper methods of feeding that ·we may 
produce as reasonably as possible. 

A mere statement of costs of feeding shows the extmvagant 
nature of beef as a human food. 

It takes 56 pounds of corn to make 4 pounds of beef with 2 
pounds of pork as a by-product. With high-priced land we can 
not produce corn-fed beef at prices below what means luxury. 
We ought to save in the cost of the calf; we must mature our 
meat more cheaply. There is no sense nor logic in a duty on 
cattle. There is no danger to anyone in free meat or untaxed 
imports of live cattle. 

Mr. Chairman, I move to amend to the effect that cattle be 
put on the free list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the amendment by striking out "15 per ent ud valorem" 

nncl in.serting "free o:t duty." 
Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, I know full well that it 

is believed that the only thing I know in regard to this tariff 
is the sugar schedule. As u matter of fact, I have given more 
!tudy personally, theoretically, and as a concrete proposition, to 
the meat question than i have given to the sugar question. The 
tariff on beef and meat has not now, and never has bad, any
thing to do with the price of meat in this country. I have 
been in Sonora, Mexico, on the Couchiverrichi ranch, where I 
have a camp, at different times, and last year when the Madero 
revolution was in force in Mexico-the undivided one-lmlf ot 
that ranch being owned by an American friend of mine-I ob
tained permission f om the Treasury Department to transfer 
.f1·om that ranch, which runs up to the international line-the 
line along Arizona and New Mexico-several thousand head. of 

ttle, an<l they were permitted to enter this country upon a 
bond heing furnished to return them within six months. These 
steers were transferred and they lived among the cattle in 
Arizona and New Mexico for six months. Then, as l recall it, 
I obtained a further extension of time under the law from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, whlch permitted them to stay for six 
months longer. They had finally then to be brought back onto 
the Conehiverrichi ranch. 

The result of all this was that when they brought these steers 
back into Sonora, across the line from Douglas, Ariz., the own
ers, I am informed, as I know was done with other cattle in 
Sonora, killed the steers in order to sell the hides in this coun
try, and they let the meat rot on the field. This is a fact. I 
bought meat- and I have been unde1· contract for the last fiye 

ea1·s to buy half a steer twice a week at my eamp-for 25 
Mexican cents a kilo, which ls approximately 4! cents n pound. 
'J'he other half of the steer is brought to Douglas, Ariz., and the 
duty there is paid upon it and the meat is then sold for 35 cents 
gold a kilo. paid 4f cents in my camp in Sonora and the Amer
· can consumer at Douglas, right across the way, paid 35 c.ents 
for the other half of thn t same steer. No man can contradict 
that s.tatement, because for four years that has been my expe
rience. It is 34 miles from the border. Half of the steer 
ame into my camp at 4f cents n.nd the American consumer

and I and my men were consumeTs of this meat~paid in 
Douglas 35 cents a pound from the retailer-the restaurant 
man. What did the duty bnve to do with that? 

The OHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman from Louisiana 
hns cxpirccl. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may be pe1·mitted to proceed for five minutes more. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Ch:lirman, I can not consent to an 
extension of this debate. I would like to, but if I do it for one 
gentleman, I would have to f-0r an-Other. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanlrnous consent 
and the gentleman may object if be desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? . 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I am compelled to object. 
Mr. MONDELL ro e. 
The CHAIRMAN. For wbat purpo e does the gentleman 

rise? , 
Mr. MONDELL. I rise to oppose the amendment offered by, 

the gentleman from California. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that debate hlls been 

closed upon this amendment by unanimous consent of the 
committee. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may address the committee for five minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I run compelled to object 
to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has ob
jected. All time has expired. The question is on the amend
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, what is the amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the amendment pro

posed by the gentleman from California t-0 place beet upon the 
free list. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman wi11 state it. 
Mr. MONDELL. Is all debate on the parng1·apb and all 

amendments thereto closed? 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the paragraph and all amend

ments thereto, by order of the committee, has been closed. 'l'he 
q~stion is on the amendment to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Califo1•nia. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MANN) there were-ayes 13, noes 99. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejectecl 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment-0ffered 

by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejectetl. 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment as· a new 

pai·agraph. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by inserting as a new paragraph, at the end of line 17, page 

50, the following : 
" Fresh -beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and venison, and other gnme, 

except birds, 25 per cent ad valorem." 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph which I have 

offered restores the present <luty on fresh meat. I believe that 
the present law, so fnr as the duty on cattle and on fresh meats 
is concerned, is practically a competitive duty, us describetl by 
the gentleman from Alabama. In 1907, during the eight months 
ending with the month of February, there wern imported into 
this country 12,513 head of cattle. During the eight corre. 
sponding months of last year there were imported into this 
country 222,000 head of cattle, upon which the duty of 2H per 
cent ad valoTem was paid. I realize that the cattle industry 
and the live-stock industry has undergone some great changes 
in the past sjx years. There is to-day a shortage of more than 
15,000,000 heud of cattle in the United States, and other coun
tries have noted that shortage and desire to take advantage 
of it. I hold in my hand the Daily--

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman yield! 
Mr. GOOD. Not at present. 
Mr. GOULDEN. Just a simple question. 
Mr. GOOD. By reference to the Dally Consular and Trnue 

Reports- of January 23, 1913, I find this quotation: 
.Australian me:it has been put on sale at Snn Francisco, Cal. Tbc 

sh1p which has just brought the trial order left 300,000 pounds of b ef 
and mutton nt Honolulu for the rmy in the Haw-niian lslands. 

Als-o, in the issue of the Daily Consula1· and Trade Reports of 
August 19, 1!)12, is found an item relative to p1•ices on meats 
in Peru: 

Lima does not suffer from high cost of meats. The rullng prlces in 
the ceptral market are 12, 20, and 25 centavos (5~, 9i, and 12a cents 
American) a pound, the latter for choice loin cutB, and' it is excellent 
beet at that. 

Mr. KINKEAD of New J ersey. Will the gentleman permit 
n.n interruption there? 

Mr. GOOD. I can not; I have not the time. The gentleman 
can get time. To show that this bill has been framed in the 
interest of the Beef Trust, I want to say that gentlemen on 
that side of the aisle-Democratic- members of th~ Wnys nnd 
Means Committee-have said they did not experience any cliffi
culty with the West in reducing the duties on cattle and meat 
products, but they experienced their difficulty in the East. 

· Well, I guess that js ti·ue. The western farmer rMlized ill.at 
you were opposed to bis industry, and they are willing to submit 
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this bill to the test of actual experience. The difficulty you 
encounter.ed was Wall Street, and that difficulty was met by 
putting beef on the free list and a duty on cattle. The Da~ly 
Con ular and Trade_ Repor ts of 1\lay 18, 1912, states: 

·It i reported that work has been commenced on the new freezing 
works that are to be built at Zarate. The concession for these works 
belong t o one of the Beef Trus t companies. * • • The report of 
the directors of the Rivet· Plate F1·esh Meat Co. for 1012 shows a net 
profit of $279,000, out of whi ch a dividend of 10 per cent is recom· 
mended, 50,000 placed to reserve, and $41,000 forward. 

Beef Trust plants located in Argentina and Australi~ c~n 
under this bill bring in their meats free of duty, but this bill 
denies to the independent packers, whose only pla,nts are located 
in this country, the right to bring their cattle_ in free. Yes; 
you met your trouble down East unquestionably; you met it by 
yielding to these trust magnates who recel"rn these large divi-
dends. . 

The big four are already firmly established in South America. 
Swift & Co. control the La Plata Cold Storage Co. (Ltd.), at 
1La Plata, which is just south of Buenos Aires, and also operate 
a plant at Montevideo, Uruguay. Morris_ & Co. control the 
Sociedad Anonima La Blanca, in .which foi:, the present ~·mo:ir 
& Co. are interested. Armour & Co. also nave a plant n?w m 
course of construction in South America. Schwarzs~hild & 
Sulzberger Co. have men on the ground now building a plant in 
Buenos Aires. 

The voice of the lowly farmer could not reach the Ways and 
Means Committee and secure the protection which his industry 
demands. It required greater influence, and that influen_ce put 
~eats on the free list and gave to the Beef Trust a great advan
tage over the independent packer. It is to be regrette~ that the 
spirit of fair play did not prevail to the extent of writrng in this 
bill a fair protection both on cattle and on meats. But our 
Democratic friends are unfair to the farmer and dishonest ~th 
his industry. · The fact is that during the past decade prices 
have been advancing the world over, and in no place have they 
advanced more rapidly than in free-trade England. The Ding
ley law became effective in 1891, and the Payne law wrote 
scarcely a single increase in the duties on agricultural products. 
Hence the increase in prices on farm produce that has taken 
place during the past 10 years can not be charged to the tariff. 
It is traceable to some other cause. 

The finding of the commission · appointed by Gov. Dix to in
vestigate the cost of living is most instructive. It gives this 
incident showing the relation between prices received by the 
farmer for his product and the prices the consumer is obliged to 
pay for the same article. A farmer on Long Island sent to the 
New York market 25 bushels of string beans. At the end of 10 
days he received a check for "76 cents for his product. The com
mission also found that at the time of this transaction string 
beans were sold at i·etail in -New York City at 10 cents per 
quart, or $3.20 per bushel. I suppose our Democratic fi:iends 
will claim that the tariff on string beans was the cause of the 
high price which the consumers of New York were compelled to 
pay for those beans, but they will have great difficulty, in con
vincing the farmer who received 76 _cents for his 25 bushels of 
string beans that the tariff cut very much figure in the trans
action. 

Our Democratic friends claim_ that the tariff is responsible 
for all the evils in our body politic. · If prices are too high, they 
assign the evil to the tariff. If the prices are not high enough, 
the tariff is l'esponsible. And so, to correct the existing evils, 
they propose to tear down, to destroy industry. I submit that 
if this bill shall become a law the sober sense of the American 
people will record its verdict in favor of a policy to regulate 
and not destroy, to protect and not to kill American enterprise 
and American industry. 

Mr. UNDERW.OOD. Mr. Chairman, I have heard of some 
animals that move backward, and I have diseovered in this 
tariff debate that there are some mentalities that move back
ward. When you hear it announced on the floor of this House 
that legislation is in favor of a great monopoly when you put 
the article. that that monopoly makes· on the free list, it is 
mental gymnastics that I am not able to grasp. But; as a 
matter of fact, the gentleman's party, when they reduced their 
rates under the present law to ad valorem r:;1.tes, were in ex.actly 
tlte, position that th_is bill is in except thei_r rates were. highe~. 
The duty to-day on cattle, on an average, is 27 per cent. This 
bill reduces it to 10 per cent, or cuts off 17 per cent of tax. 
The duty on :ffesh beef, reduc~d to an ad valorem; is R;bout 17 
per cent. ~he legislation in this bill is to reduce _it to no 
per cent, cutting off 17 per cent. . . 

Now, I do not say ·that those mathematics on the part .of t.b,e 
Ways and Means Committee. were intentional, but, as a matter 
of fact, the rate produced the result, and the rate on cattle an~ 

the rate on beef are both reduced by just 17 per cent Of a cut. 
Now, I can not see where the gentlemen on that side of the 
Chamber can find, if it is merely a question of adjusting these 
duties to similar rates, any great amount of criticism, because 
the balance remains as it is under the present law, except under 
this law the American people will have free meat and a -.ery 
great reduction on cattle. 

l\Ir. BROUSSARD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not yield. The gentleman from 

Iowa [l\Ir. Goon] talks about sausage meat, I suppose. 
Mr. GOOD. That is one of the items contained in your bill. 
Mr. BROUSSARD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not yield now. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goon] overlooked the fact 

that so far as his criticism in reference to that proposition is 
concerned, both swine and swine meat are placed on the 
free list in this bill. He forgot that in his argument. 

The whole proposition, though, is this: That this party on 
this side of the House promised to the American people free 
bread and free meat, and we are keeping our promise to the 
American people to-day as we have done in the past. [Ap
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the pending amend· 
ment be now closed. 

Mr. l\loGUIRE of Oklahoma, Mr. MONDELL, Mr. CAMP-
BELL, and l\Ir. MANN rose. · 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am closing it on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goon J. 

Mr. MONDELL. Is the gentleman proposing to close debate 
on the paragraph? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On the new paragraph offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goon]. 

1\lr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. It is already closed on the 
main paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have entered into an agreement with 
the House as to debate on the paragraph. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
debate on the pending amendment be now closed. 

Mr. MANN. This amendment is to place meat on the duti
able list. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. MoGUIBE] and 
the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] are both . :very 
much interested. Will not the gentleman make it 10 minutes? 

1\lr. UNDERWOOD. I will. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Chairman, to make it 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent that all debate on this amendm~nt be closed in 
10 minutes. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob
ject, will not the gentleman make it 15 minutes, so that".! can 
get 5 minutes? . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; I will. 
Mr. GARDNER. Will not the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 

UNDERWOOD] yield to a question before be sits down? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let us get through with this first. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani

mous consent that all debate on this amendment be closed in 15 
minute!'.l, 5 minutes to be yielded to the gentleman from O}ila
homa [Mr. McGUIRE], 5 minutes to the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. MONDELL], and 5 minutes to the gentleman .from Louisiana 
[Mr. BRoussAJID]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that the gentleman from Alabama may have time sufficient to 
answer a question. The gentleman stated that the duty of 1! 
cents a pound, which is the present duty on beef, was the 
equi.valent of 17 per cent. At what price per pound does he 
calculate bis meat? 

Mr. fil1DERWOOD. I did not make the calculatiqn. It is 
the calculation of the Treasury Department for the year 1910, 
and the Treasury Department says the unit of value for that 
year was 8.4 per cent. 
. Mr. GARDNER. That is what I made it. I wanted to show 
that it was calculated incorrectly on beef that was worth less 
than 9 cents a pound. 

Mr .. UNDERWOOD. I refer the gentleman to the Treasury 
Department. 

. Mr. GARDNER. That was in 1910. 

[Mr. McGUIBE of Oklahoma addressed the committee. See 
Appendix.] 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Oklahoma is the most 
conservative man I know. He has placed the number of lies 
told about the Payne bill at only 1,000,000. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I mean the number of liars. 
·Mr. MONDELL. Still more conservative: 
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This hill places meats on the free list. It has retained a 10 steers c@ld not he brought into New Orleans, Gal e ton, 13 au
per cent duty on cattle. That means that the gentleman ·from mont. or anywhere along the Gulf eoast or on the AU1rnt:ic. 
New Jersey can as.sure bis people· that meats are going to be seahoard to be slaughtered immediately as they do in Chka"'o 
cheaper, while the gentlemen from Texas and Missouri can with southern cattle, because the Secretary o.f Agri<!uJt1 r e
assme their people that the placing of meats on. the free list is said they had ticks. 
going to make no difference, because cattle are still taxed. You ·could kill the cattle and bring them into the country, 

The fact is there is no logic whatever in placing meats on bring the hides with the tieks on them in, briug the meut jnto 
the free list and taxing live animals; and if the gentlemen were the eountry, ~ause ticks do not affect the meat, and yet the 
entirely honest in their endeavor to reduce the price of beef irrfiuence of the Meat Trust was such that these 300,000 steers 
in this country, and were willing to sacrifice the .American are still in Honduras dying of old age or· being slaughtered for 
farmer to do it, they would put both cattle and meat on the their hides, and the American people nre still demanding ch~ap 
free list. You say to the dwellers along tl1e' seaboB;rd that you beef. The gentlemen in charge of this bill bave never invc tl
are going to give them cheaper meats, and if you du, you place gated the subject and are not willing to permit these cattle ta 
all the cattle. growers of the country in CQmpetition with the be brought into the country and compete with the Meat Trust . 
.Argentine and Australia, and at the same time :srou refuse to . These are the facts. The Government of Honduras pa.id the 
allow the cattle growers to secure their stock at a lowe-:r price entire expenses, and the report was in the hands of the Secre
from the only country where- we can secure it in any large tary of Agriculture, a copy of which is in my office, and yet 
nrunbe1·s. to wi4 Mexico. But Mexico happens to lie adjacent these c.attle can not be brought into this country so as to pcr
to. the empire State of Texas, hence the duty of 10 per cent on mit competition with the Meat Trust. 
cattle. and no duty on meats. Open the gates of Texas to the You talk about the meats from .Argentina and your mcnt 

-cattle of Mexico without a duty and the cheapest yeulings being made cheaper by having this bill passed. I will tell you 
grown on earth will come in to feed on the grasses oi Texas that you will not cheapen meat at all until cntt1e from Chi
und the country to the north,. w..here. the great ranges lie. huahna and Sonora and Guatemala and Costa Ricrr and Hon
While the cattle raisers would suffer from the. lower price for duras, millions of them, can be brought into thfs: country in 
meat, owing to free importation of meats, they would at least · the tick territory for tmmediate slaughter. We have a large 
have the advantage of lower raw mnteriat Whlle the men in tick territory in this country, as they have in Mexieo and South 
Kansas and Nebraska would suffer by the lo.wer price ef meat and Central America, and yet gentlemen say taking the d ty 
at the seacoast, they might gain something through cheaper off will cheapen meat; but I tell you that it never will until 
cattle coming into the range country from Mexico to be there you have regulated that proposition. [Applause'.} 
grown and then shipped to the corn States to be fed. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Louisiana 

But you could not carry out a logical proposition. The geogra- has expired; all time has expired; and the question is on the 
phy of' your party is such that you can not do it. amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa rMr. GooDl 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield? The question was taken. and the amendment was lost. 
Mr. MONDELL. I have only five minutes. You could no Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following am€ndment. 

carry out a logical proposition like that, which would lower the The Cle:rlt read as follows: 
price of meat in the United States somewhat with the least Amend by tnc;erting, nfter sectlon 188, a section to be nnmbeTed 188~ 
possible inJ.ury to the. American stockman; but you have a and to read as follow&: 
combination here which no one can defend,. which has no logic "All meats, mclndin fresh beef, pork. lamb, veal, and al'.1 prel)ared Ol' 
in it, under.which· you propose to keep out the cheap young stock preserved meat,. including ham nnd baeon, 15 pe.r cent ad .alo:rem." 
Krown in Mexico and at the. s.ame tJme put the American farmer Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested that a 
in comp.etltion with the frozen meat from abroad. tarlfr will not in any way affect the price of beef or cattle. 

But if you gentlemen want to he consistent, and }'QU honestly If that be. true, I see no occasion for this session of· Cbngress 
want to do what yQu claim you want to do, you will put cattle or tor the modiftcntion <Jf this partlclllar sehedule. I do not 
on the free list along with meat. If yon want to give tile believe tha.t it affects this to the extent that a great many 
American farmer and ranchman the opportunity he is entitled people claim. I want to call the attention of the comm1ttee to 
to tu grow and fatten the best meats in the. world for the this one fa.ct: The purpose o.f this bill is largely shown in 
~erican people, you will place neither meats nor lhe stock on Schedule G, where the greatest. reductions are made. The ro
the free list. duetions amount to.. twice as much in Schedule G as they do in 

Afr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Ohairman. I started out a while ago any other schedule-directed against that 60 per cent of the 
with tlle statement that the duty on cattle does not affect tbe area of' the United States lying< In the West. I want to cnl 
price of meat in this country so long as the prevailing quaran- the attention of the eommlttee: to this- fact: On page 3 of thi 
tine laws continue in force, and owing to the shortness. of my report, at the head o.t the many alleged evils that are to be 
time I was unahle to finish my argument. c-01rected by this bill, stands this most elevated target: Farm 

I had this proposition presented to this Government by the products, increase from 1897, 93.a per cent. I take it that it is 
Government of Spanish Honduras: Can we ship catt1e into the the admitted pmpos~ and cl.aim of this bin to do away with 
United States and break down the price of meat? 1 took the those profits. 'I'bey did not say anything about that out West. 
trouble to go from Puerto Cortez, a ride of 860 miles. to We hear a g-0od deal about it here. I want to tell the chairmc n 
Tegucigalpa, the cnp:itaJ, where I talked with the. then Pres1- of the Committee on Ways and Means that if he had gone 
dent of the Republic, and he secured the signatures to an assent throughmit the West and had had Members upon that side de
to deliver to me 300,<JOO four-year-old steers, fat and ready far clare that they would have free meats and cereals and other 
market at $20 Honduran money, whi<!h, being at the rate o1 farm products there would not have been a Member elected 
40 c.en~ on a dollar, meant $8 apiece. At that time steers of trom the great Northwest to sit upon that side. They ditl not 
that character were selling in Chicago at over $40 apiece. I talk about that; and while I am talking ahout the membershi:p 
came back here not with a view of getting the eontracts. but from the NOl'thwest, I wunt to state this particular :tact: We 
I wanted the s1aughterhaUBes fn the city of Ne.w Orleans, o1 are protectionists in that great Northwest. 
Mobile, of the coast cities, to. get these 800,000. head of steers I have looked over the returns of the elections: in every di -
and bring them from Honduras, the cost <Jf transportation by trict of the United States, and I find those who were apposed 
water being $3.75 apiece, making $11.75 for steers that were to Jll'otectlon have carried a majority vote in only 211 eon
selling in St. Louis and Kansas City for nearly $40 apiece.. gressional districts of the United State~ while in 224 districts 
They appealed to me to present the matter to the Secretary o! of the United States the protection votes were in a majority. 
Agriculture. I went to him and be said that there might be [Applallile 011 the Republican side.} 
some disease among them. The Government of Spanish Hon- There is a great deal o1 misinformation leading to this sort 
duras put up the money and had two experts sent by the Sec- of action, and some of it crones· from exceedingly high authority. 
retary of Agriculture. They went down there and found noth- I have in my hand a copy of a speech that was deUvered ® 
ing the matter with the cattle except that they had ticks. Now. September 12, 1912, in Albany, by a man who has bee~ elevntell 
the ticks abound from the·36th degree of north latitude. which to high authority in this country. This is what he. said: 
includes North and South Carolina and CallforniaL and the 36th Taft:e the price o:f meat, for instance, nnd the price ol meat is at 
degree of south latitude, which includes a part o:t Argentina, the- heart ot the business, for- It Is mea~ that mnkes the red blaod llD 
where. the British get their meat. makes work easiel'. 'l'he price- of meat has gone up SO and 40 per cent 

There are ticks everywhere between these lines. We ship in 10 years in this country, and the price at American meat has not 
gone np· a fraction of- a cent per pound fn th~ London markeb. cattle from Louisiana, North Oru·ollna1 Texas, and Tennessee 

into the. markets of Kansas City, CbicagG, and East St~ Louis; If he means by that that wholesale meat has not gone up in. 
we ship them for immediate slaughter2 and no objeetions are. the. English markets,. I will call the attention of the. Congress, 
urged to them unue1· the quara-ntine laws. And yet these 300,000 and o:f the gentlemnn Mmsel:f, to the actual facts of Qle price 
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of American meat imported into the United King<lom for the last 
14 years, and I will gi'rn :m authoritative statement: 
Average annual price per hutidrcdweight of azi American beef BMppe<l 

into the United Kingdom. · 

Increase of price of United States bee! importea Into the United 
Kingdom for 1912 over 1902, mo.re than 9 p.er cent. 

Average price for last 5 years over average fo.r first 5 years above 
quoted, nearly 8 per eent. 

The increase in the price of United States beef impo1·ted into 
the United Kingdom in 1912 from 1902, which fixes th.e period 
he had in mind, was 9 per cent. The average price of 1910, lD~l, 
and 1912, as compared with 1900, 1901, .and W02, was an m
crea se of 7 per cent. 

The CHAJRl\!AN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. Sl\IITH. Mr. Chairman, I read this letter 
to show some of the inconsistencies of this bill : 

EA.ST BUFFALO L1VE STOCK AssoCIATIO.·, 
East Buffalo, N. Y., A.pr·iZ 17, 1913. 

To Members of the 'Senate and House of Representati1:es: 
It appears to be the determination of the present Congress and of 

the President to enact a tariff law admitting meats duty free.. Thi~ we 
believe to be a grievous mistake, against which we most earnestly pTo
test; but assuming that meats will be. so admittt:d we respectfully ~rge 
that provision be made for the admission of live · stock on an equal 
basis Otherwise, the producers of meats in this country, which means 
not alOlle the so-called "Beef Trust" or "big packer," but the raisers 
of grass and grain, the farmers, fe.eders, and stock raisers, as well a.s 
the independent butchers and slaughterers, big and little, to the number 
of several thousands throughout the country, will suffer from such un
just ·discrimination. 

The " big fellow " can take care of himself, either here or abroad, 
but while striking at him what is only an imaginary blow in this 
cou~try the free admission of meats with a 10 per cent duty on cattle, 
is but a play into bis band.a, assisting him in the extension of bis 
operations abroad by opening .to him our markets fu.r his foreign pro
ductions, with increased profits to himself, to the detriment of actual 
home producers, the probable throwing out of emp1oyment ot thousands 
of workmen, and with no benefit to the consuming public through , 
cheaper meats. The fact is, that the large packers, four in number, 
constituting the so-called "Beef Trust," already have numerous large 
plants in Canada and in South America, of which they would immedi· 
ately avail themselves, and ultimately there would be created and built 
up. a genuine and real world-wide beef trust; and if we really ·want 
a beef trust better plans could scarcely be devised for the permanent 
establishment of such. 

With the free admission of meat animals, · however, still assuming 
that meats are to be free, conditions would he more nearly equalized. 
The farmer, grazier, and feeder could obtain thin stock for raising 
and fattening, and the home butcher wouid be on an equal footing in 
the purchase of supplies. Competition would be on an equitable basis, 
the law of supply and demand would have a fair opportunity of assert
ing itself and if benefits are possible they might be 1'.'ealized. 

The following, quoted from an interview with Mr. A. J. Sbamberg, 
vice president of the National Live Stock Exchange, appearing in a 
recent issue of the New York Journal of Commerce, is indorsed and 
commended to your earnest consideration ·: 

"When the hearings are held in Washington a delegation will be 
present to present the argument that the raising of the duty on 
dressed beef whl1e leaving a duty ·on live cattle will nQt tend to the 
reduction of the price -0f meat. The placing <Of a duty of 10 per cent 
on live cattle and allowing dressed beef to come in duty free will 
ftirther assist the so-called Beef Trust to kill off slhaller packers through
out the United States and also to throttle the foreign raisers Qf live · 
stock. some of tbe reasons for which are a.s follows : 

"(1) Only very large corporations can maintain killing plants 
throughout the world and successfully meet keen rivalry. 

'- "(2) Nobody can import live cattle for slaughter in the United 
States and sell beef thereof in competition with imported dressed beef 
if the rate of . duty is to favo.r the dead article 10 per cent. . 

" In consequence, the foreign live-stock raisers will be forced to sell 
to those interests which have the slaughtering facilities in foreign 
lands, as they neither can slaughter at home nor ship here alive 1n 
competition., owing to such duty discrimination. 

"Also our smaller slaughterers throughout this country will not be 
able either to import the live cattle, owing to duty discrimination 
against Uve cattle. nor establish slaughtering plants in tore.ign countries, , 
owing to the large capital necessary for such. 

"As a matter of equity, and to eliminate monopoly, sure to establish 
itself, the rate of duty should be in favor of the importation of live 
cattle fot• the foll~wing reasons : . 

" ( 1) Because the expense of feeding and shrinka.ge .of carcass ls 
eliminated in transporting beef in competition with transporting live 
cattle. 

"(2) Because the business of importing live cattle would be open 
to hundreds of persons, the competition among whom in selling would 
pToduce cheaper meat tdespite extra handling expense) than would· the 
importation of d:ressed beef handled by com-paratively few firms. 

. "(3) I.mpor·ted dressed beef will not ereate the demand tor labor, 
being the finished article, that would be created with importations -0f 
live cattle whic.h are to be slaughtered and manufactured into beef 
thUB creating industry at home. - ' 

"Briefly, to tax live cattle and 1-et in dressed beef will place the 
meat industry in a few hands. encourage foreign industry of slaughter, 
permit monopolists to dictate prices they will pay for cattle abroad, 
and the prices meat must sell for here. Legislation of this sort will, 
I believe, meet strenuous oppo~ition and have to be altered. 

"Again, our farmers will be confronted with the importation of 
meats and not be able to bring in thin stock for feding pm·poses, and, 
in time, this would mean the reduction in ~rn raising, 85 per cent of 
which great crop is being now used in feeding live stock. 

"My hope is that live cattle will be allowed in tr:ee, thus creating 
industry for the farmer, a market for bis grains, and stimulus to 
animal husbandry which supplements the fertility of his soil. Meat 
should pay a duty of at least 1 cent per pound as a protection to home 
producers and in the indirect inteJ:ests of consumers as weU." 

Respectfully, 
EAST BUFFALO LIVE STOCK ASSOClATION. 

1\fr. RAINEY. M:r. Chairman, the gentleman who hns just 
taken his seat made the statement, as I understood him, that if 
the Democratic Party prior to the last election had declared 
in the West and in the Northwest that · they proposed in this 
bili to gi-rn to the people of this country free meat and free 
bread we would not have elected a single Representative in the 
entire West or Northwest. I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman from -Nebraska to the bill -0n which we made our 
campaign. On the 8th day -0f May, 1911, we passed through the 
House a bill which provided for free beef, free veal, free 
mutton, free lamb, free pork, and meats of all kinds, fre-sh, 
salted, pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared 
or preserved in any manner, bacon, ham, shoulders, lard, lard 
compound, and lnrd substitutes, sausage and sausage meats 
coming from any foreign country with which the United States 
has a reciprocal trade agreement and which shall admit from 
the United States free of duty cotton •. wheat, oats, corn, cattle, 
and hogs, buckwheat flour, cornmeal, wheat flour, semilina, rye 
flour, bran, middlings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal, rolled 
oats, and all prepared breakfast foods. 

That is the proposition upon which we made our campaign, 
and this bill passed the Senate and was vetoed by the President 
of the United States on the 18th day of August, 1011. We gave 
to the country fair notice that if the Democrats controlled this 
body and controlled the Senate and controlled the Chief Exec
utive of the Nation we proposed to do these -very things. The 
Presi.d.ent vetoed this bill. Is not the fact that we have elected 
so many Representatives in the Northwest on this sort of a 
platform due to the fact that we declared in favor of these 
free foods, and eSIJecially due to the fact that the President 
vetoed this bill, thereby placing the Republican Party in a posi
tion of opposition to it all? 

Now, they say that the small tariff we have retained on live 
cattle will pre-vent the importation into this country of live 
cattle from the Republic of .Mexico, and yet last year when the 
tariff upon live cattle was nearly three times as much a.s we 
have placed it in this bill, when the tariff a.mounted to 27 per 
cent ad valorem, and we have placed it now at 10 ~r cent, 
we brought into the United States 330,000 bead of cattle. Now, 
when we ha-ve lowered the tariff to 10 per cent, when we have 
made it about one-third of what it was, does it follow and is it 
logical that fewer cattle will come across the boundary from 
the Republic of Mexico? Why, instead of 27 per cent--

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 
Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman has stated the number of 

cattle that came in at the higher rate. I presume th~ gentle
man wants more to come in. Does not the gentleman think 
that more cattle would come in if they were free than at the 
10 per -cent rate? 

Mr. RAINEY. I do not think the nominal rate of 10 per 
cent ad valorem will make any material difference in the 
amount of importations from Mexico from what the impor
tations would be if cattle were free, but it will result in addi
tional importations. We have not kept this 10 per cent ad 
valorem on cattle for the purpose of protecting the farmers of 
this country. The gentlemen who are talking upon the other 
side ean not make the farmers of this country believe in a high
duty on cattle. They want cattle in their industry. Why, it is 
to the interest of the farmers of this country--

Mr. GOOD. Wfll the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAINEY. I can not at present. · It is to the interest of 

the farmers of this country to 'get their free raw material from 
Mexico just as cheaply as they can get it. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairl:nan, the gentleman who bas just taken 
his seat is an expert on the subject of this agricultural schedule," 
arid especially with regard to meat. Now, I hold in my hand 
the Demoeratic campaign document that I referred to- a moment 
ago, which was circulated either by the Democratic national 
committee or the Democratic eongr€ssional · committee, entitled 
"'The High 'Cost o-f Living,'~ quoting the pric'es on meats for 
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18DG and pointing to those prices as the ideal price, and I want 
to ask the gentleman this que tion: If this bll1 shall become a 
law, as it now appears, with free meats and a ·duty of 10 per 
cent upon cattle, with free hogs and free pork products, bow 
much will that reduce, in the gentleman's estimation, the price 
of meat to the consumer? 

Mr. RAINEY. I will say to the gentleman, we put swine 
upon the free list now. The gentleman seems to be objecting. · 
Last year we brought in 994 hogs. What difference does that 
make? 

Mr. GOOD. I would like to have the gentleman answer my 
question. How much will this bill, if it is enacted into law, 
reduce the price of meat to the ultimate consumer? 

l\Ir. RAINEY. I do not know how much we. will be able to 
reduce the cost of living 1n this country. 

l\Ir. GOOD. I am not asking that. 
Mr. RAINEY. But if under Democratic administration we 

will be able to check the increased price of living that has been 
growing under Republican administration, then we will have 
accomplished much. 

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman answer what is in the cam
paign circular, or state that it is absolutely false-

Mr. RAIJ\TEY. I do not know anything about the campaign 
circular. . 

Mr. GOOD. I will be glad to show the gentleman u copy 
of it, because I went to the expense of having some of these 
campaign circulars printed and circulated among the farmers 
in my district. I want to know how much will the enactment 
of this bill into law reduce the price of meat to the consumers. 
I want the gentleman to be honest with Members of the House 
at least. 

Mr. RAINEY. The gentleman can not expect the gentleman 
from Illinois to be a prophet. In this case we are trying to 
reduce the cost of living in this country; in this case, the cost 
of meat. We promised to do it, and we are going to do it. 

Mr. GOOD. How much will be the reduction? 
Mr. RAINEY. How much does the gentleman think it will 

take? 
Mr. GOOD. How much do I say? I say you will give all 

the reduction to the Beef Trust, every bit, by putting a duty 
upon cattle. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is wrong. 
Mr. GOOD. Now, I ask the gentleman, as he is an expert 

and I am not--
Mr. RAINEY. The gentleman will not get many men to 

agree with him on that proposition. 
Mr. GOOD. Will it reduce the price 5 cents a pound on 

beefsteak? 
Mr. RAINEY. I hope it will reduce it as much as the pres-

ent ta.rift' raised it, if the present ta.rift' has raised it. 
Mr. GOOD. Has the present ta1iff raised it? 
Mr. RAINEY. I do not know whether it has or not. 
Mr. GOOD. Will the enactment of this law reduce the price? 

By putting swine and pork on the free list, will that reduce the 
price of salt pork and of fresh pork? 

Mr. RAINEY. It will only affect the importation of 500 hogs. 
We took that oft' of the dutiable list because it is one of 
the Republican absurdities. 

Mr. GOOD. But you put on the campaign circular by means 
of which Democrats obtained places in this House a list of 13 
articles, among them salt pork, pork chops, pork ribs, and lard. 
You put all of those in your campaign circular, and said that 
the enactment of the Payne law increased the cost of them 50 
per cent to the consumer, and now you say the repeal of the 
Payne law will not amount to a single penny to the ultimate 
consumer. Did you tell the truth when you issued that cam
paign circular, or do you tell the truth when you admit that the 
enactment of this law will not reduce the price to the ultimate 
consumer? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Unless some other gentlemen wish to 
speak on this amendment, I move that the debate close in five 
minute~ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN
DERWOOD] moves that debate on this amendment close in five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TOWNER] 

is recognized. 
Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I presume it would be well 

for us to consider the object of these proposed reductions. It 
has been stated over and over again that their object is to 
give to the consumer cheaper prices on food products. There 
has never been on the floor of this House one single fact stated 
upon which an argument could be based that would show that 
these reductions that you propose on these farm products will 

bring to the consumer cheaper food prices. A few years ago 
the Secretary of Agriculture ruade an investigation regarding 
the prices that were paid by the ultimate consumer of farm 
products, and he found that the ultimate consumer was paying 
about 100 per cent higher prices than the farmer was recei\ing 
for his products. I! you really desire to consider the interests 
of all the people, as you say you do, would it not be more prac
tical statesmanship for you to suggest some measure by which 
100 per cent of the cost to the ultimate consumer is consumed 
by transportation and middlemen's profits and the combinations 
that are affected, both in the cities and out, in the disposition 
of these farm products? It has been stated here by gentlemen 
over and over again that these reductions in tarift' rates will 
not make one particle of difference in the cost to the ultimate 
consumer of food products. 

Mr. DIES. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TOWNER. I can not yield, I am sorry to say. 
If that be true, I will say to the advocates of this bill you 

are wasting your time; if that be true you are cnly trying to 
delude the ultimate consumer with these promises. In fact, 
that is what you are attempting to do. It was what you did 
during the last campaign. You went to those men in the East, 
to the workingmen, and you said, " It is true you are receiving 
high wages. We do not propose to reduce them, but we do 
propose to reduce the cost of living one-half." And you went 
to the farmers of the West and said, "Do not be frightened 
about taking· off the duties on your products. It will not make 
a particle of difference. You never received any protection. 
You will get as much for your products after we have gone into 
power and passed our bill as you ever did, but th~ benefit will 
be to you in that you will get a large reduction on everything 
from the East that you are compelled to purchase." 

So you made the East believe that they could sell everything 
they had to sell high, and you made the West believe they could 
sell everything they had to sell high, and you made both of them 
believe they could buy everything they had to use low. The 
proposition is, as these gentlemen put it, and are now making 
it, that the same people can sell everything they have to sell 
high and purchase everything they have to use low. 

And that is the foundation on which this argument is now 
based in this House. I consider that this proposition made here, 
if it shall be judged on the declarations of these men who favor 
these reductions in farm products-a declaration made this 
afternoon-is absolutely unreasonable and inconsistent. [Ap
plause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
190. Sheep, 10 per cent ad yalorem. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] 

offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 50,r, line 21, after the word "sheep," strike out the words " 10 

per cent aa valorem" and insert 1n lieu thereof "$1 per head." 

Mr. WILLIS. ·:rirr. Chairman, I have offered this amendment 
in the confident hope and fond expectation that it will be 
adopted. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

But I have offered it particularly for the purpose of calling 
attention to one of the absurdities in this bill. As has been 
pointed out already here, the purpose of this bill seems to be 
particularly to strike ri. blow at the farmer. S~bstantially 
everything that the farmer produces is either placed upon the 
free list or has the rate of duty upon it greatly reduced. 

The item under consideration is no exception to that rule. 
As in the case of one of the other items that has just been dis
cussed, however, to speak frankly, unless amendments shall be 
made to other sections of the bill it would not amount to any
thing at all to change this rate from 10 per cent ad valorem to 
$1 per head, or to any other figure, as is the case with the pro
posed duty upon cattle. 

This item here, to speak .frankly, is nothing more nor less 
than "bunc," in order that Democratic Members from agricul
tural districts may have something to talk about to their farmer 
constituents. For example, take the duty upon cattle, that we 
have been discussing. What difference does it make to the 
farmer Mr. Chairman, if beef cattle and sheep are taken from 
the fre~ list and placed on the dutiable list, as they are under 
the terms of this bill, when beef, mutton, veal, lamb, wool, and 
hides are placed on the free list? What difference will it make 
with respect to the price of the farmer's sheep while that item 
remains in? None at all. It gives him no protection whatever, 
yet compels him to buy protected clothing. 
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EYery possible product that the foreign sheep raiser can Though, to be fair to the farmer and stock raiser, neither meat 

bring into the country is put on the free list. Wool is put on nor live stock should go to the free list 
the free list and mutton is put on the free list and sheepskins The gentleman fr-0m New Jersey has indicated what will 
are put on the free list and mutton tallow is put on the free probably happen :at the other end of the )Capitol-live animals 
ilist. But tl.S it is inconvenient and disagreeable and undesirable will also go to the free list. That will s:aye the faces of the 
for Democratic l\Iembers who happen to come from agricultural gentlemen from the bucolic districts on that side of this Honse, 
districts to have to go to the farmers and say, "Everything for they can go home and say that they voted here for a bill 
you raise is on the free list," therefore, in order to let l\!~mbers that retained a duty on the farmers' live stock, but the wicked 
from Missouri or Texas, we will say, save their faces with Senate struck it out; and when they voted for the conference 
their farmer constituents, a fake duty is placed on sheep of 10 · report, of course they had to vote fo1· it in toto up or down, and 
per cent ad valorem, and a similar duty is placed on cuttle. therefore they could not defend the industries of their farmer 

Of course, as they have already discovered in the examination constituents, much as they desired so to do. "Bune," says the 
of this bill, it is a great thing if there can be somebody on the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS]. Not only bunc, but bun
committee to look after these "special industries" that were . combe, and heaps of it. But the American people will not be 
discussed yesterday. On the subject of sheep and on the sab- permanently fooled, all or a majority of them. [Applause on 
ject of wool we find that a wise discrimination was made by the Republican side.] 
certain able gentlemen in order that the goat industry might Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate. 
be fully protected, while wool and mutton were put on the l\Ir. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
free list; .and then, in ·order to pull the wool, or the goat hair I ment. · 
Daughter], as the case might be, over the eyes of the farmer, Mr. Ul\TDERWOOD. Then I moYe to close debate on the para-
an item is put in here, so that the Democratic Members running graph and amendments in five minutes. 
for reelection in agricultural dish·icts can go to their con- · Mr. FORDNEY. I do not care to debate· my amendment. 
.stituents and .say, "We :stood up for your rights. We have a Mr. UNDERWOOD. All right. Then I move to close debate 
-duty here on "sheep of 10 per cent ad valorem." [Laughter on . now. 
th€ Republican side.] So that it does not really make very The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, debate on the 
.much difference whether there is any tari-ff at all on sheep, if 

1 
paragr.aph and all amendments will be closed. 

you put everything that ·can be produced by the sheep raiser There was no objection. 
on the free list. · The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 

I have introduced this amendment largely to call attention amendment, which the CJerk will report. 
to that ridiculous and unfair provision in this proposed law. The Clerk read as follows: 
It is simply "bunc" and nothing else. [Applause -0n the Repub- In line 23, page 50, strike out "10" and insert "25." 
lican side.] The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate Mr. STEE1'1ERSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
on this paragraph and all amendments. amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves to The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
close debate aml all amendments thereto. amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The motion was agreed to. Mr. STEENERSON. It is to come in as a new paragraph, 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is ·On the motion offered by The Clerk read as follows : 

the gentleman from Ohio [l\Ir. WILLIS]. At the end ot line 23, page 50, insert a new paragraph, as follows : 
u 1.9U. Potatoes, 25 cents per bushel of 60 pounds." The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, the alleged reason for 
191. All other live. animals not specially provided for 1n this section, placing potatoes on the free list is to cheapen the cost of living. 

10 per cent .ad valorem. · 1 Now, I want to call your attention to the history of this indus-
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I .shall not offer an amend- try, tn show you how unreasonable that proposition is. The pr-0-

ment to this paragraph further than the formal one to st1·ike <luction of potatoes has been advanced and improved, by reason 
out the la.st word, I have not offered an amendment to any rate of the ;invention of modern machinery, to such :m extent that 
in the bill. I do not intend to offer any amendment to any the production of potatoes in the United States has increased 
Tate in the bill. I have voted for most of the amendments . very rapidly. so that last year we produced 376~000,000 bushels. 
offered on this side. I have not offered any amendments be- · It is one of the things that goes into the daily food consump
cause I realize how utterly futile it is to do so with the gentle- tion, and this food supply has constantly incrP,.ased. At the 
men on the other side pledged to resist all amendments. same time that this great increase of production has been gping 

In order that some future historian may not misunderstand on the price has been reduced.. Now, it was alluded to a while 
what has been going on here and assume that there are many ago that the Democratic campaign circular said that they 
or a consider.able number of items in these schedules that are wanted to go back to the prices of 1896 so far as pork was con
not opposed because amendments are not offered to them, let · eerned. Go back to the prices of 1896 for potatoes and you will 
it be written now that there is no hope of any amendment -0f- find that they were 80 eents a bushel, according to the table 
fered on this side being adopted; and, therefore. while there is printed in the report of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
scarcely a rate in the bill that we on this side approve, many whereas in 1912 th..) average price in the United States of 
of them are passed over because it is entirely useless to offer · potatoes was only 52 cents a bushel. 
amendments. What can you accomplish when 99 bushels out of 100 are 

As I said a moment ago, there is neither rhyme nor reason sold through the dealers and middlemen, and when they reach 
in the proposition to place meats on the free list and retain a the consumer sell for 00 cents a bushel? How much cheaper 
duty on the live stock, and the only purpose there can possibly ' do you want them! That means that the farmer, after paying 
be, in my opinion. for doing that is, as the gentleman from the freight, gets about 25 or 30 cents a bushel on an average. 
Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] has just stated-and I desire to emphasize What will it effect if you put potatoes on the free list! These 
that statement-that the gentlemen from the cities may be able : men who are engaged in the modern industry of raising potatoes 
to say to their constituents, "We have reduced the price of have invested in expensive machinery, in potato diggers, potato 
meats; we have made meat free," -and to enable the gentlemen planters, manure spreaders, and machines for spraying, and so 
from the country districts to say to their constituents, "We forth. ~.l'h~y have built up extensive warehouses so that they 
nave retained a duty on your products." can handle the potatoes very cheaply, and that is the reason 

If, perchance, any of your constituents in the country pre- that the price has been gradually going down. 
-cincts should suggest that that is not logical, yon appeal to Now, if you put them on the free list, the chances are that the 
their prejudices by saying that it is the product of the Meat foreign countries will flood the market, reduce the price still 
~rust that you are placing on the fr~e list, while the product ot further, and after you get our people out of the bu.siness and 
the farmer remains protected. devote the land to other purposes the price will go up. You 

With meats on the free list there is not any sense on earth never had in the history of the country as cheap potatoes as 
in retaining in this bill any of these items -0f protection of you have to-day. If you want potatoes for nothing, that is an
meat-produclng live animals. On the contrary, if you are other thing. I do not believe there is a man anywhere, lahorer 
honest in your efforts to reduce the price of meats, and if you or capitalist, who wants the farmer to produce potatoes more 
are willing in so doing to reduce the returns of the 1lockmaster, cheaply than he does now. 
the herdsman, and the farmer, you must place live animals on You can buy them in my town for 25 cents a bushel, and in 
the free list as you have placed meats on the free list, in order 1912, according to your own table, they were only worth 52 
that the live animals may be imported~ to be grown, fed, and cents a bushel. What are you doing! Here is an item where 
fattened here. You will .at least be logical if you do that. the duty was not excessiye by your own test. It was shown 
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here by this table that the revenue derived from potatoes has 
been gradually increasing every year from $175,000 in 1896 to 
$7,175,375.85 in 1912. You are throwing away a revenue of over 
$7,000,000 annually to let in foreign potatoes in order to 
eheapen potatoes below 50 cents per bushel, the average plice 
last year. Will you do it? No; you will discourage production 
at home and in the end raise the price to the consumer here. I 
do not believe a single laboring man begrudges the farmer the 
price he now gets for his potatoes. The consumption of pota
toes per ·capita is less than 3 bushels. One day's work at 
$3 per day will now buy from 6 to 12 bushels. Two days' work 
will buy a year•s ·supply for a whole family. [Applause.] 
· l\Ir. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on these 
amendments be closed in five· minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves that all debate close 
in five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
l\fr. Al\TDERSON. l\fr. Chairman, I would like to have a tele

gram read which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., .Aprii SO, 1918. 
Congressman SYDNEY ANDERSO:S, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
The Minnesota Potato Growers and Shippers' Assoclation, representing 

every potato grower in the State, is very much opposed to the removal 
of the tariff on potatoes. Can you do anything for us ; and what can 
we do to assist? We believe placing potatoes on the free list will cur
tail their raising to the degree that eventually the consumer will suffer 
more than under the present law. There are numerous other perfectly 
good reasons for the maintenance of the tariff with which you are 
familiar. 

MINNESOTA. POTATO GROWERS & SHrPPERS' AssOCU.TIO:S, 
GEO. B. HIGGINS, Secretary. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have listened 
with great attention and interest to the remarks of various 
Representatives from the agricultural districts. I have read 
the schedule on agricultural products, and I could not help 
thinking as I sat here that after all the items appeal to others 
than those from the agricultural districts, as the schedules con
tain articles that are the necessaries of life for the great wage
earning population of this Nation. Last summer I happened 
to be in a community which I believe is within the district of 
the gentleman from Ohio. I found that the farmers are further 
advanced than their Representati.ves in some degree. I went 
into 37 counties of Pennsylvania last summer, one of the largest 
agricultural States in the Union, having one of the greatest 
agricultural counties, old Lancaster, and I found the farmers 
were making no such arguments as have been made here on the 
floor of the House by Representatives. They were denouncing 
the Payne law in unmeasured terms and demanding relief. I 
want to say to you that the farmers of Pennsylvania and Ohio 
are in some degree advanced enough to know that they can not 
hope to get advantage by special privileges which drain the 
pockets of others. They are not trying to get their hands in 
the pockets of others half as much as they are trying to keep 
other hands out of their pockets. I find, as I said in my 
speech in general debate, that special privilege in whatever 
form always fights for the advantage of the few at the expense 
of the many. That statement is responsible, I suppose, for this 
editorial which was handed to me a moment ago. 

After a half column devoted to the superlative merits of my 
distinguished predecessor, the editorial clos~s as follows: 

Mr Dalzell's seat is occupied in the Sixty-third Congress, but it is 
not filled. His district has a Representative, but it is not represented. 

This is an· editorial from a paper published in Pittsburgh and 
owned by l\Ir. GEORGE T. OLIVER. It is a statement that I desire 
to have placed in the RECORD, for perhaps it explains why the 
privileged few are always linked together to betray and pray 
upon the common people of this Nation. I have said on the 
floor of this House only that which I am willing to stand for 
and maintain at any place or time. Perhaps, too, there may be 
something in my opposition some years ago, as a member of the 
Pennsylvania Legislature, to the gentleman, the junior Senator 
from Pennsylvania, to account for this editorial. I said then 
and I say now that his golden windfall of millions is the only 
thing by which he can claim advancement to place or station, 
and to my m.ind such qualifications are not all sufficient. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point _ of 
order that the gentleman is not discussing potatoes. [Laughter.] 
. Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. I want to say one thing 
further that I have no desire to fill the sphere of my dis
tinguished predecessor, nor shall I attempt it. I have no desire 
to be kuown as the high priest of protection. If I might choose 
a. title I would far rather be known as the high priest of the 
unprotected. 

l\Ir. MONDELL rose. . 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 

rise? 

Mr. l\IO~"'DELL. · To discuss the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. TJ;le gentleman is recognized for one 

minute. There is one minute remaining of the time. 
l\I~. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I prefer to speak later. 
The CHAIR~IAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Minnesota. · 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

STEENERSON) there were-ayes 52, noes 76. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
192. Barley, 15 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 

Ur. HELGESEN. Ur. Chairman, I offer the following n.mend
ment which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 50, in line 241 after the word " barley," strike out " 15 cents " 

and insert " 25 cents. ' 

Mr. HELGESEN. Mr. Chairman, having consumed an hour 
the first day of general debate, in which time I confined myself 
wholly to the agricultural schedule, I had not intended to con
sume any more time on this schedule, because I realize that it 
is simply a waste of time to talk against a proposition such as 
we have here to-day, where a party has alread~ legislated on 
this matter, and it is impossible to change any of these sched
ules. But this particular paragraph is so absolutely absurd 
and indefensible from the position taken by the majority them
selves that I thought it might perhaps appeal to them to change 
it. They have started out with the idea of lowering the cost of 
living to the people of this country, and I sympathiz~ with any 
party that attempts to do an act of that kind, even though 
it may be in the wrong, if they are sincere. This is a proposi
tion that does not come unde1· that head. Anyone who knows 
anything about barley knows that the ultimate consumer of 
barley is not the man who eats, but the man who drinks. That 
man is not going to be benefited by the lowerin:; of the duty on 
barley. Last year the farmers in our State sold barley for 90 
cents a busheL This year they got 35 cents a bushel, and still 
you will find that the beer that has been made out of the barley 
during those two years was sold for the same price exactly. 
The only people who benefited from this at all would be the 
brewers and possibly the caloon keepers, who might buy at 
wholesale a little bit cheaper. 

Mr. PAYNE. But does not the gentleman know that they all 
vote? The gentleman does not understand the principle of this 
bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HELGESEN. They do. There is a very good reason why 
I want to appeal to you on this schedule. You have said the 
reason you want to reduce the duty on grains that go into food 
products was because we are not raising enough of them in this 
country. One reason why we are not raising as much wheat as 
we ought to raise and as we could raise is because of the fact 
that when you raise wheat a certain length of time the ground 
will get foul with weeds, and the best way we know of out tllere 
to eradicate the weeds is to sow it to barley. Now, it is a very 
important thing for the farmers of the Northwest to have a 
crop of barley that is profitable to raise and not one that is 
a losing propositipn, and it seems to me that if you want to 
benefit this country, if you want to reduce the cost of bread 
even, the proper thing is to leave a sufficient duty on barley so 
it will make it a profitable crop for the farmer to raise. By· 
doing so you are going to enable him to clean his land and 
eradicate the weeds so as to increase the yield of wheat; and 
if you increase the yield of wheat per acre, you are making a 
larger ·volume of wheat and thereby benefiting the consumer. 
But to cut the barley duty in two is absolutely not going to 
benefit anyone. Of course, I realize that the Democrats are not 
in sympathy with the farmer. It is very evident they are not 
from the speeches made in this House. These speeches indicate 
exactly where they stand on this proposition. But it seems as 
if they have inadvertently done something that is not going 
to benefit anyone except the brewers and saloon men, and being' 
in that condition, they might, even though they have no par
ticular love for the farmer, correct that mistake. Now, if you 
want to know how the Democrats stand as against the farmers, 
during the time of the discussion of the Canadian reciprocity 
proposition several speeches made in this House .indicate plainly 
where the Democratic Party stands as against the farmer. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. IlARrusoN], in discussing the 
Canadian reciprocity bill, had this to say on February 13, 1911: 

The recent election, bringing about the th·st overthrow the Repub
licans have sustained in many years. was freighted with one great de
mand-the demand of the people of our congested cities to take the 
taxes off from food and clothing. In response to that mandate we are 
now taking the first step. From the east side of New York City a 
million voices arc raised in appeal to you that :vou should make this 
blll a law. From every city in the East they cry out to you. 
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Spea~ing on the woolen bill, on July 30, 1912, he said: 
This Democratic Congress was sent here by the consumers of the 

countt·y, and not by the producers. Your Tariff Board report to which 
you make reference is a producer's report. It deals exclusively with 
tlle difference in the cost of production, if any, here and abroad. 

Hon. William Sulzer, of New York, on August 5, 1912, speak
ing on the tariff question, said : 

The Democrats ruust keep the tariff. to tlle front. It wlll never be 
settled until it is settled right-and it will never be settled right until 
it is settled by the friends of the consumers. 

Hon. OSCAR w. UNDERWOOD-, of Alabama, on June 10, 1912, 
said: 

I believe in relieving the men who work In the :factories and in the 
foundries and have tll purchase their daily bread. • • • 

What further evidence is needed to convince anyone that the 
farmer has nothing to hope for from the Democratic Party1 

Ur. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, it had not been my purpose to 
occupy the time of the committee by participation in the debate 
upon the bill now before the House, my advent into this body 
being a. matter of such recent occurrence and my experjence so 
limited that I might well leave the expression of the views of 
my party to those of my colleagues whose knowledge and ex
perience so much better fit them to the task. But after listening 
for more .than a week, with much interest, to the frank and, 
I belie>e, sincere pronouncements by our Democratic friends of 
the policy which this bill is not only calculated, but intended to 
put into effect, and after reflecting upon the degree of departure 
of the policy declared from the policy by which the American 
people have seen fit to be guided in the past, I have been unable 
to forbear the temptation to take advantage of the rule under 
w):lich the House is now proceeding to make a few observations 

.upon the subject and the situation. 

. I am controlled in this respect not only from a consideration 
of the importance of the question itself but from a consider· 
_ation of the causes which have made this radical change pos
.sible. The history of the American people bears striking evi
dence of their high degree of efficiency in the art of self-govern
ment. Throughout most of their political .career we find prac
tical acknowledgment not only of their willingness to submit 
to the will of the majority in matters of public concern, but 
of tlleir keen perception of the necessity of so doing. 
. Bnt the American people are not always infallible; indeed, 
they are not always wise. We stand to-day confronted by a 
spectacle the like of which has been rarely witnessed in our 
political career. A great commercial policy, inaugurated nearly 
a century ago, crystallized and developed through more than 
half a century of highly successful application, relinquished by 
a clea r and controlling majority of the people while believing 
in its efficacy and its wisdom, and the privilege and power 
yielded to a minority to substitute another policy which . is in 
every fundamental respect its antithesis. Controlled by consid
erations in a degree laudable in themselves, some of the ma
jority have permitted themselyes to lo"e sight of the common 
tie which bound the whole into efficiency of purpose and action. 
United they have refused to stand; divided their fall was in
evitable. It remains fo1: the future to determine whether reflec
tion following in the wake of experience will bring wisdom; 
whether those whose common political faith is grounded on the 
time-vindicated principles and policies of the Republican Party 
will realize that in unity and tolerance lies the hope of reestab
lishing the thj.ngs for which they stand and rebuilding the 
house of their country's prosperity. 

The motto upheld by the Republican Party throughout all of 
its magnificent career has been that the A.J:Perican people must 
produce all that they consume; that, being blessed with a 
wealth of resources almost ample to feed and clothe the world 
·there is no rational excuse to be found in the economy of trad~ 
why we should buy the commodities which we can produce here 
from those who produce like commodities abroad. 

'The Republican Party has been constant in its advocacy of 
the protectiYe policy because its membership believed that if 
the great opportunities of this country were to be conserved for 
.the benefit of the American citizen and the welfare of their 
common country the oppressive competition of the labor of the 
Old World must be restricted. The Republican Party has been 
constantly for the protective policy because it believed that we 
could not constantly buy a large portion of the things we con
sume abroad without robbing our own citizens of their national 
and natural right to produce and sell those things at home. 

The Democratic Party has been constant in its advocacy of 
the doctrine that the markets of the United States ought to be 
open .to the world with the least possible restriction.; that the 
products of the world's labor ought . to be free to enter our 
markets at an times regardless of the effect · upon .-our own 
production. The Democratic Party has affected to heiieve that 
we could maintain our present standard of living ·~nd>c_ompen-
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sation for labor, and at the same time buy a · large portion of 
!he things which we consume abroad, and thereby expose Amer
ican labor to the full force of competition with the labor of 
European and Asiatic countries, notwithstanding that the labor 
of these countries receives on an average of less than half the 
American wage. In the report upon the present bill the Com
mittee on Ways and .Means has said that they believe that the 
pledge of the Democratic platform of 1912 contains two essen
tial ideas : First, the establishment of .duties designed primarily 
to produce revenue for the Government, and without thought 
of protection; and second, the attainment of this end by legis
lation which will not injure or destroy legitimate industry. 

It is the pretense of the majority that it has conformed its 
action to these essential ideas in framing the present bill. We 
must concede that the bill has been formulated with little 
thought of protection, except upon a few apparently favored 
industries. But as to its injurious effect upon legitimate indus
tries, Republicans entertain some very positive notions. It 
would be a waste of time, however, to attempt to modify or 
change the conviction of the real apostle of free trade. The 
present generation of that school must learn as did the genera
tions which preceded them-by the experimental process. It 
may not be a waste of energy, however, for those who have 
been believers in the protective policy in the past to carefully 
note the effect of the law which is to be enacted not only upon 
the various industries of the country when considered indi
vidually but upon the country and its prosperity as a whole. 

The great agricultural section of the counh·y from· which I 
come has enjoyed a fair degree of prosperity under the urotec
tive policy in this country during the last 16 years. Its inhabit
ants have deserved all that they have received. It will be well 
and wise for them to understand now at the outset that they 
are to pursue their various avocations and conduct their busi
ness for a number· of years to come under a commercial policy 
widely different from that under which they ham operated in 
the past. This condition is brought about not by their choice 
no.r as the direct result of their votes. Every State of the great 
Middle West north of the Mason and Dixon line cast its >ote 
for protection. The peop:e of those States believe in protection, 
and always have so believed. They are now, however, to experi
ence the full force of an adverse policy. Practically every article 
produced by the western farmer is placed in open competition 
with like products from all other countries in their own markets. 
The great transportation and market facilities which the west· 
ern farmer has built up and developed during the last half 
century are now to be utilized to bring the products of forei"'n 
lands to his markets for the purpose of competing with him. ::> 

The weak pretense is put forth that the farmer need haTe no 
fears; that, notwithstanding the fact that the protective duties 
are taken off his products, . no material increase of importation 
will follow. To illustrate: The importations of barley in the 
year 1912 amounted to 2,768,474 bushels, under an import duty 
of 30 cents per bushel. The present bill reduce::; that duty to 15 
cents per bushel, and yet the Committee on Ways and Means 
in its report upon this bill estimates future impcrtations to be 
2,000,000 bushels per year only. They offer no explanation for 
the assumption that cutting the present duty in half will de
crease the importation of the commodity. I am at .• loss to 
understand just why the reduction of the duty on barley from 
30 to 15 cents per bushel will tend to restrict the fiow of that 
commodity into the markets of the United States. I also notice 
that in this report prepared by the Committee on Ways and 
Means it is estimated that the duties will be decreased from 
$830,542 to $300,000 under the pending bill. I had assumed that 
this revision of the tariff was to be accomplished in a way that 
would bring a revenue into tile Treasury of the United States, 
but I run unable to understand why gentlemen on the other side 
of the aisle so adjust the duties on this commodity as to re
duce the reTenue from $830,000 to $300,000. But, in my opinion. 
the duties will not be reduced. Importations of barley will not 
be reduced; on the contrary, there will be a great increase in 
importation. This is especially likely when we consider that 
the railroad rates from Canadian .territory are so adjusted that 
the Canadian barley can reach Minneapolis markets at a rate 
actually less than the barley produced in a large portion of 
Iowa and Nebraska. 

What is true of barley is likewise true of the wheat and oats 
items. Referring again to the report of the committee on this 
bill and to the quotation for the years 1910 and rn12, and com
paring those figures with the figures of preyious years, we dis
cover that the importation of wheat into the markets of the 
United States has been increasing Yery rapidly during the past 
few years. In 1912, 2,684,381 bushels of '"bent were imported 
under a duty of 25 cents per bushel. It is now predicted that 
with the reduction of the duty from 25 to 10 cents per basbel 
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importations will be decreasc(l to 2,000,000 annually. anu that 
th revQnue will lie decrcnsetl from $352,245 to 2001000. Ml·. 
Chairman, tllis is mere prete.n~e. ·Neither the majority of the 

ommittee on Ways aml leans nor the maj0rit1 of the mem
bership of this. House can decaive the western farmer nor lead 
11im to believe tbut a reduction of the d11ty on wheat. barley, 
nml oats wrn c1ecrease the importation of these commodities 
jnto our markets. The Canadian grain-producing territory is 
very l:ugely populated by men who have gone from the western 
portion of our country. These farmers hl Iowa, Nebraska,. 
Dakota, Minnesota, and other Western States have sons, rela
tives, aml n~lghbors who have gone to Cnnad'a ancl who are now 
engaged in l'aising these commodities. Intercommunieation fs 
constantly carried on between them; they are well acquainted 
with. the conditions across the line~ and they kllow that th& 
Oanac11an grain of all varieties will seek the markets ot the 
United States in preference to any other market of the world. 
They understand that the farmer of· the West has an acre-unit 
value ranging from $75 to $200 pel"' acre and muE.1:, under the 
free-trade policy, meet in even competition the products of 

nacUan lands, the market value ot which ls less than one
fourth the value of their lands. 

There is· another wenk pretense put out in this blll to mollify 
the indignation of the western farmer. A duty of 10 cents per 
bnshcl is laid upon wheat imported into this country, and it is 
claimed that that duty will be sufficient to restrict any unrea
sonable importation or competition. It is clear, however, that 
this duty of 10 cents per bushel amount-a to nothing when we 
consider that flour, the product of wheat and its competing com
modity, is permitted to enter 001• markets free. But this: is not 
all. The 10 cents per bushel is to be i·emitted upon an of' the 
i.mpo1'ted wheat wWcb ls ground by the Amerlc:m miller and 
exported in the form of flour. In other wards, the American 
miller, unable to meet the in.flux of free flour from the North, 
wm turn his attention to grinding wheat for the people of Great 
Britain and continentaJ Europe instead of for the pecple of the 
United States. The law will be so framed as to permit him to 
engage 1n this industry without hindrance. These men cnn 
buy without limit the wheat and other grain pTOducts o:f the 
Canadian farmer, manufacture that product, a.nu ship it abroad 
on a basis of absolute free trade. Assuming, then,. that the 
Unitetl States is ta produc.e a surplus, her farmel's are not only 
deprived of the benefits of their own markets, but the-y are de-
prived of every advantageous. facility which they now have to 
meet the Canadian farmer in the markets of the wo.rld. 

The Democratic Party is being no more generous to the west
em farmer with respect ta his meat Pl'.Oduets than with re-
pect to his grain. The meat produced by the western farmer 

is on the free list; the meat produeta. of Canada, Mexico. and 
j.rgentina are given access to your markets without even the 
restl'ict1on of proper and wholesome inspection laws which are 
applied in this country to our own citizens. 

An exam:fnation of the bill makes it very clear that the Demo
cratic Party has determined to direct against every product of 
the farmer the highest degree of competition possible~ No duty 
is laid upon any article produced by the western farmer where 
the laying at uch duty would in any considera~e degree ~e
strict :Importation. The low duty on cattle wil.r not restrict 
importation of live cattle from Mexico-only that portion ()f su~ 
cattle as are killed and brought in as meat. I say that it will 
not otherwise restrict the importation of cattle because Mexico 
bas no other place to send her cattle. Mexico bas cheap pas
ture and can afford to send her live cattle ac.ross the Une under 
n 10 per cent duty in prefei·ence to .sending them to any, other 
cotmtry. 

I have explalned why a 10-eent-per-bushel duty an grain will 
p.ot keep that commodity out of the market. Grain that has 
been coming in in yeal'ly increasing quantity und~ a 25-cent 
duty w.ill not be restricted when that duty is, reduced to 10 
cent~ and besides this. the railways. will be very glud to 
absorb a portion of that duty in order to get the traffic. Now, 
what ls the purpose of an this? Ostensibly ta reduce the cost 
of living to the great consuming puhllc, and especially the labor
ing crass. nut the majority of the Ways and Means Committee 
have not been able to shaw by facts or figures or course of rea
soning how by reducing the value of the farmer's bushel of 
wheat or oa'ts or com the cost of the loaf to the laboring man is 
going to be reduced. The great ma.ss of the laboring people in 
the cities buy their breau by the loaf. The price of that loaf 
does not vary with the rise. and !all of the price of wheat. 
What is h·ue of wheat is true of an othe1· commodities. 

The price of meat over the butcher'& counter in tb.e city does 
not rise or: fall with the v.ariatiollS' of the live-stock market 
Ynless th~ variation be in wide degree. Considering the whole 
line of necessaries, :food prouucts as wen as !at>i·i~s, -~ }Iredict 

that the ultimate consumer will gain very little in loweriu 01 the 
cost of living. Facts. brought to tlle attention of tlle Committee 
on Ways aml Means anu to this House clearly indicate that the 
increased' cost th t has rome nbont uuring tile past few yea s 
vecy largely lies, so far as manuiactnretl goo<ls are concerned, 
IJ.etween the manufacturer and lhe nltimntc consumer; anu so 
far as agricultural products are concernetl, between the farmer 
antl the ultimate consumer. It is the increase<J cost brought 
about by high profits to the midqlemen, and in many instances 
retailers, that has in large degree increased the cost of Ii ving 
in this country. 0Ul" Democratic friends wm realize their ex
pectations, so far as the lowering the price of the food products, 
woo1, ana: eotton at the farm is concerned. but in my opinion 
they will fall far short of their expectations in lowering the 
cost of living to the ultimate consnmer. On the other hand, 
opening the- American markets to the world, throwing tho 
products of our entire country in open competition with the 
world nnd its low-priced labor~ will reduce our production. will 
reduce- opportunity for employment, will reduce the standard 
of compensation for labor; and, relatively measured, the cost 
of living will go up and not down. The real price of an article , 
is not always measured in de>llars and cents. The most serious 
question to be considered by the American laboring man is, 
How mneh can I buy with my day's wnge? and, Do I have a 
fair prospect or getting a day's wage? The question which 
most concerns the American farmer is whether he shall h. ve 
the first chance at the American market which he has devel
oped during the last halt century. or whether he must sacrifice 
its advantnges~ without any compensatory equivalent, to the 
farmers of other countries.; whether the standard of values o~ 
bis land and other property built np by generations of toil and 
development shall be equalized with the standard of inferior 
countries. In the meantime, and as we observe during the 
next few years the operation of this new policy, or rather this 
old unil discarded one. it may be well for those who believe in 
the protective IJ<)l'icy nppUed fairly and in a reasonable degree 
to refiect upon the question of getting together. [Applause. ] 

l\!r. MORGAN of' Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman desire to offer an 

amenfunent to this paragraph? 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. A new paragraph. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman~ I ask unanimous con

sent that all debate on this paragraph be now closed. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani

muns consent that all debate on this pa.ra!?raph be now closed. 
Is there ob1ection'i [After a pause.) The Chair hears none. 
The question ls on the adoption of the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from North Dakota [l\Ir. HEr.G:EsEN]. 

The question was taken. and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol-

. lowing amendment. · 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers an 

amendment,, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend. page 50. after line 24, by, adding a new paragraph, No. 1!}2.~, 

to read a.a follows : 
0 !921. :Broom com, $25 per ton." 
]'}fr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con .. , 

sent to close all debate on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent to close all debate on the amendment offered by 
the· gentleman i'rom Oklahoma hl five minutes. Is. ther~ ob
jection? 

The:re was no objeetion. 
[Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma addressed the committee. See. 

Appendix.} 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Okln
homa has expired. AU time has expired. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Division, Mr. Chn.irma.n. 
The committee d'lvided; and there were-ayes 48, noes 52. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 
Tellers were refused. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chail·mun1 u parliumentarY, 

inquiry 
The <JILURMAN. The gentleman will state 1t. 

· Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. I would like to know if und.ef , 
th& general consent tlrnt was given on the request of the chair~ 
man at the ~llJ'~an~_Means Committee to extend remo.rks lll. 
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the RECORD, it applies to all speeches that are made under the 
five-minute rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. It applies to · all speeches made on the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
193. Barley malt, 25 cents per bushel of 34 pounds. 
l\1r. FOUDNEY. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [l\Ir. 

FoBDNEY] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment to paragraph 193 : In line 1, page 51, strike out " 25 " 

and insert "45." · 
The OHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment proposed by the gentleman from Michigan [l\Ir. FoRDNEY]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
194. Barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, 1 cent per pound. 
Mr. MILLER. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer an amendment by way 

of a new paragraph, numbered 194!. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [l\Ir. MIL

LER] offers an amendment, which the Clerk. will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of line 4, page 51, insert a new paragraph, to be known 

as 194~: "Potatoes, 25 cents per bushel of 60 pounds." 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Chairman, I make the point of 

order that that paragraph has been passed and voted on. A 
gentleman from Minnesota [l\Ir. STEENERSON] offered an amend
ment on potatoes some time ago. 

Mr. MILLER. I was out of the Chamber for a few moments 
and wns not aware that that had been offered. I move to 
amend the amendment by striking out " 25 " where it occurs 
and inserting in lieu thereof "20." 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the gentleman will not attempt 
to delay the consideration -of· the bill by offering amendments 
oyer again. It has been practically passed_ upon, and the House 
voted on it. 

l\Ir. MILLER. Has it been discussed pretty thoroughly? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is on the free list, and the gentleman 

will haye an opportunity to discuss it when we reach that part 
of the bill . · 

The OHAIRl\IAN. T·he Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
195. Macaroni, vermicelli, and all similar preparations, 1 cent per 

pound. 
l\fr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend that sec

tion by striking out .r 1 cent " and inserting " H cents." 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 

BROWNING] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, paragraph 195, llne 5, page 51, by striking out the words 

" one cent" and inserting "one and one-half cents" in lieu thereof. 
l\Ir. BROWNING. l\Ir. Chairman, I have in my home city a 

manufacturing establishment engaged in making macaroni. 
,When House bill Ko. 10 was introduced into the House, as fast 
as I could get copies of the bill I forwa11ded them to the manu
facturing establishments in my district, and requested them to 
advise me how the bill would affect the industry in which they 
were interested. I hold in my hand a letter received from the 
American Macaroni Co., which is rather a large concern, at 
1023 Market Street, Camden, N. J., which· I will read: 

!Ion. WILLIA.U .r. BROWNING, 

A11rnRIC~ MACARONI Co., 
Camden, N. J., Apr il 11, 1913. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 
DEAR Sm: Replying to your favor of the 9th instant, would say that 

we received copy of the new tariff bill as framed by the Democra tic 
Party, and note that the tariff on macaroni products has been reduced 
one-half cent per pound. 

As we said form erly, this will practically mean that many American 
macaroni factories will have to go out of business, as ·it is impossible to 
compete with foreign manufacturers, because macaroni is a product 
that is used principally by foreigners, and they prefer to buy imported 
goods, especially if they can buy it cheaper than the American product 

We appreciate your efforts in our behalf, and trust that the party ui 
power will not be able to carry out their bill as outlined, not only in 
our line, but in many others. 

Yours, truly, AMERICAN M.ACAnoxr Co. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope my amendment will be adopted. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto close in 
'five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto close in 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I am yery glad the. g_entleman 

from New J ersey [Mr. BROWNING] offered thi,s : ,arpendment. 
- ~. t J 

Had he not done so, I would have had pleasure in offering it 
myself. 

The story is a very simple one. A large number of people, 
many of ~em citizens of the United States of foreign birth, are 
engaged m the manufacture of macaroni and vermicelli in this 
country. To a certain extent their occupation answers criti
cisms that have been ma.de upon this floor with regard to people 
of foreign birth who have engaged in enterprises in the United 
States. These people are Italians very largely. They learned 
their occupation in . Italy, many of them. They came to the 
United States to better their condition. They established these 
factories; and they have undertaRen to do business in the 
American markets, and haye done it, so that American wages 
are now paid to men who formerly i·eceived Italian ·wages 
which are only about one-third of those paid in the United 
States. 

l\Ir. LOBECK. They ha-re bettered their condition, then, haye 
they not? 

l\Ir. MOORE. Unquestionably they have bettered their con
dition. They came here for that purpose, and that is the whole 
story. The alien who comes to the United States, and who has 
been Yery much inveighed against here during the last few days, 
comes here to improve his condition, and here is a case in 
point. Men of lowly foreign birth come in from Italy, desiring 
to improve their condition. They enter into the same occupa
tion he1·e in which they were engaged there. Here they get 
three times the wages they got there. 

Mr. LOBECK. I will ay for the Italians in my town who 
are in this business that they have made no complaint against 
this bill. 

Mr. MOORE. The Italians in the gentleman's town may have 
understood full well that the Democratic caucus meant to put 
this bill throug~, and knowing the uselessness of protesting, 
they made no sign to a gentleman who was hopelessly bound. 
by the action of his caucus, and who could not help them if be 
would do so. But the Italians in my district, who are doubtless 
the equals of the Italians in the gentleman's district and all 
good citizens of the United States-- ' 

Mr. LOBECK. Sure. 
Mr. MOORE. Have come to me, as they came to the gentle

man from New Je!·sey [Mr. BROWNING] in his district, pelieving 
that the Members of the House of Representatives who are free 
from that thraldom to which the gentleman has subjected him
self, would urge the Democracy to pass a bill that would 
really be in their interest. 

l\Ir. LO BECK. I believe they need no coaching, having been 
to school. 

Mr. MOORE. The real question is Shall we maintain in 
this country these industries which ha ~e been induced to come 
h~re or shall we urge them to go back, taking their business 
with t hem and such capital as they have accumulated here? 

Mr. LOBECK. They will not go back, Brother l\IooRE. 
l\~r. l\IOO~E. I do not think they · will. They may go. back 

d~rrng the time th.at the Underwood bill is in force, but they 
will return the mmute Ilepublican prosperity returns to the 
country. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

A letter from some of my constituents on this question is as 
follows: 

Hon. J. HAMPTON MOOI-;.E , 
PHILADE LPHIA, AprH 9, 1913. 

Hottse of R epresentat-i. i;es, 1VMhtngton, D. O. 
J?EAR SIR: Inclosed herewith find briefs pertaining to macaroni 

tariffs, of which, no doubt, you are very familiar and which are sel!
explanatory. 

We again beg you to urge the necess ity of at least maintaining the 
present duty of H cents per pound on macaroni, as a reduction in duty 
of .same would, as we see it, in no way benefit the American people 
owmg t_o t!Ie fact that the majority of the users of the imported article 
are preJudiced against the American-made product. 
~e tru~t, theref?re, that you will exert your efforts in upholdinC7 

this growmg Amencan industry. ,., 
Thankingly. w e remain, 

Ilespectfully, yours, GUAXO & RAGGIOS. 
R. DE A. GELIS Co. 
LUIGI VEn~A. 
ANTONIO BICCHEGGA. 
D. CO!>H. 
ANT O ·ro Dr NAPOLI. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma) . All debate 
on this paragraph is closed. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New Jersey [l\Ir. BROWNING]. 

The que tion being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

l\Ir. BROW::NING. Division, :Mr. Chairman. 
The committee dinded; and there wer:e-ayes 42, noes 60. 
Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
196. Oats, 10 cents per bushel of 32 pounds. 
Mr. FORD:NEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michjgan offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

-The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 51, line 7, strike out " 10 " ~nd insert " 15." 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that nll debate 
on this parag1·aph and amendments thereto be now closed. 

.Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I should like 5 minutes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very well; I will make it 5 minutes. 
Ir. CRAMTON. I should like 2 minutes. 
fr. SLOAN. I want 3 minutes. 
fr. UNDERWOOD. Very well; I will make the .request 10 

minutes, and that it be divided up 1n accordance with the re
quests of the three gentlemen. 

fr. MONDELL. Can not the gentleman make it 15 minutes? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let us get along with the consideration 

of the bill. Mr. Chairman, I will modify my request UJ?.d make 
it 12 minutes. 

The CII.A.IRMAN. -The gentleman f-rom Alabama asks unani
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and amend

- mcnts thereto close in 12 minutes, is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

L'. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
of the commHtee to this example of the extremely scientific 
manner in which thls b111 has been prepared. Oats are taxed 
in this bill at 10 cents 11 bushel Rolled oats and oatmeal are 
on the free llst. The fact of the matter is that oats in Bri~sh 
Columbia are to-day worth $23 a ton and in San Francisco 
they are worth $30 a ton. It would seem that that is handicap 
enough fop the manufacturing interests 1n this country which 
are quite largely engaged in the manufacture of oatmeal and 
rolled oa.ts, but it is not sufficient apparently to satisfy our 
f:ricnus on the other srne of the Chamber, and so they tax the 
i·aw material at 10 cents a bushel and put the product on the 
fL·ee list, which means that the process of preparing oats for 
human food will be transferred to the Canadian side of the 
line. 

l\lr. CRA.MTON. Mr. Chairman, the reduction of this duty 
from 15 cents to 10 cents can not be alleged as a matter of 
revenue and therefore it must be one of the cases where you 
propose' to reduce the cost to the consumer. The question is, 
Can the farmer afford the reduction? I want to offer a state
ment from a farmer in my district as to the cost of producing 
O acres of oats, which shows that, not allowing for the years 

when there is a poor crop, the profit would be $9 on 10 acres. of 
oats. The proposed reduction in tariff would be $17.50; there
fore the poor farmer would be the loser to the amount of $8.50 
from his crop. [Applause on the Republican slde.] I will in
sert it in the RECORD ' 

aost of produc-fno 10 acres of oats. 
(By Benj. Wade, Harbor Beach, Mich . .) 

Rental .of grounu, nt 2. 50 per acre ___ _____ ___________ ____ __ $25. 00 
Plowing, 6 days, at $2.50 per day (the price of man and team 

15
. 

00 would be mOL'C tf thei were hired) _________ _______ _______ _ 
Harrowing, 3 days, at $2 .50 per day_____ ____ ___ ____ _____ ___ 7. 50 
. owing, 1 day for ma"';l and team, 2.50; for .drill, $1--------- 3. 50 
Ii'or cutting and shocking, 3 men, team, and bmder ___________ _, 9. 00 
Haullng to barn, 3 men and team ___ ___ __ __ __ _______________ 7. 00 
Fol' binder twine, 20 pounds, at H <!en ts _per pound___ ___ ____ 1. 50 
Thrash bill, 2§ cents per bushel on 350 bushels_______________ 8. 75 
Dt·iving to markeL- - ------------ - - --- ------- -------- ---- 12. 50 

Total-- ------ - -------------------- ----- ----- ---- 80.75 

10 acres of oats, at 35 bushels per acre, 350 bushels; the _ 
farmer receives a usual price of 30 cents per bushel, which ts_ 100. 00 

Cos t of production----- ----- ---------- - - -- ---------------- 89. 75 
Leaving a b<lance of ___________________ ____________ 15. 25 

Less for seed--- ----- ------------------------------------~ 

Showing a net profit of________ ____ _____ _____ ___ _____ 9. 00 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, further supplementing what 
was said about the loss of revenue on the oat reduction of 
tariff rate I want to cnll attention to the statement as follows: 
There is forecasted under this change a reduction of duties 33} 
per cent and the import s fall 21 ,037.64 bushels and the values 
$108,008.06. Duties fall off $138,155.75, making the United 
States pay by foregoing that which would have come in $1.27 for 
~very dollar's worth of oats stimulated to stay at home and 
not be imported. Sometimes this inspired charter of the new 
era pays to bring it in, sometimes it pays to keep it from com
ing in. If we just knew when it was going to leap forward, 
balk, or back, it would help some. In regard to what the 
gentleman in charge of the bill said this afternoon-that he 
announced to the public Jast falJ that you were in favor of 
free meats and cereals. The gentleman honored me by deliv
ering about a score of speeches in my district. I took occasion 
on several of those occasions to have the speech taken down by 
my hor!hand friend, and r?m _the shorthand notes he does_ not 

mention free meats, free cereals, or free cattle, or anything of 
that kind, in any of tho speeches he made around in my 
district. 

Mr. RAINEY. I am sorry I forgot it; it was my bad memory. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, just a word in reference 

to the rates upon oats and oatmeal. The rate has been re
duced, of course, upon oats. The equivalent ad valorem now 
is about 39 per cent and the equivalent ad valorem upon oat
meal and rolled oats about 17 per cent. There is, if you so term 
it, a differentiation, a difference at least of 22 per cent. That 
is, the oats carry a higher ad valorem by 22 per cent thnn the 
rolled oats. Now, in the reduction which we havo made we 
have placed rolled oats and oatmeal upon the free list and our 
specific rate upon oats is equivalent to about 28 per cent, so 
that the difference between the two products under our bill is 
about 28 per cent, while under the present law it is 22 por 
cent. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield? Is not that be
cause of the prediction you would lower the people's oats under 
the corning bill? 

M1·. HAMMOND. No; I think not. 
Mr. SCOTT. How do you account tor it? 
Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamental'y inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. DONOVAN. Was there not a vote here that all debate 

should close at a certain time, and has not that time expired? 
The CHAIRMAN. Certainly; 12 minutes; but the time has 

not expired. 
Mr. MANN. How much time remains? 
The CHAIRMAN. A mintue and a half. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, under the existing law oats are 

dutiable at 15 cents n bushel. This bill proposes to reduce the 
rate to 10 cents a bushel, not a very severe reduction. RolJed 
oats or oatmeal are now upon the dutiable list-I forget the rate, 
1 cent a pound-and has a very large consumption in the United 
States, as it is one of the main articles of consumption in many 
families. This is a proposition to put that upon the free list 
and leave the raw material upon the dutiable list, again exem
plifying the wonderful genius of the gentleman who made up 
the bill, to put the raw product on the dutiable list and the 
finished material, made from the raw product, on the free list 
in order to encourage the grinding of oats in Canada instoad, 
of in the United States. If you bring a bushel of oats across the 
Canadian line you pay 10 cents a bushel, but if you do the work 
over there and employ Canadian labor to do the work of gl'ind
ing the oats into oatmeal or ro11ed oats it comes in free of duty. 

The CII.AIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. UNDEJRWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-

mittee do now rise. . 
Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk rend as follows : 
A.mend by inserting~ after paragraph 196, a paragraph to be num· 

bered 196~ and to reaa as follows : 
"Maize, 10 cents per bushel." 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con

sent that all debate on the paragraph close after five minutes' . 
debate on the amendment. 1 

Mr. SLOAN. I do not care to delay the committee. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I will ask for a vote. 
The question was taken, arid the amendment was rejected. 
Mr Ul\TDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-

mJ tte~ do now rise. j 
The motion was agreed to ; accordingly the committee rose, 

and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. GARRETT of 
Tennessee, Chairman of the Committee on the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported tha t that committee had hacl 
under consideration the bill H. R. 3321-the tariff bill- and 
had had come to no resolution thereon. 

'RECESS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
take a recess until 7.45 o'clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed. to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 26 
minutes p. m.) the House stood in recess until 7.45 p. m. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, at 7 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m. 

the House was called to order by the Speaker. 
THE TARIFF. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
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state of the Union for the furtl.wr consideration of the bill 
H. R. 3321-the ta riff' bill. 

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 con
sideration of the bill H. R. 3321-the tariff bill-with Mr. 
GARRE TT of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIR~IAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read a s follows: 
197. Rice, cleaned, 1 cent per pound; uncleaned rice, or rice free 

of the outer hull a nd s till having the inner cuticle on, D of 1 cent 
per pound; rice flour, and rice meal, and rice broken which will pass 
through a No. 12 sieve of a kind prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, ~ cent per pound; paddy, or rice having the outer hull on, 
9 of 1 cent \')er pound. 

:Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. There is no rice grown in my district or in 
the State of Michigan. When, however, so eminent a Democrat 
as Col Robert Ewing, Democratic national committeeman from 
the State of Louisiana, expresses bis views upon the subject of 
rice, I think the same are entitled to respectful consideration. 
He says: 

Rice in Louisiana must have a pTotective tarifl' or the industry will 
be absolutely ruined. We produce more rice in Louisiana than in any 
other State. '.rhe crop will approximate thirty thousand millions a year. 
Remove the duty and .Japan, Honduras, and other countries would s~nd 
enough rice to tb e UnHed States to · put the rice growers of Louisiana, 

;'~~~ !~dm!~:11fn8a&~u~o~b b~~i~~s~he ~~~~1~~n1ie~, C:-~~e o1f ti~t ~~~t 
nourishing products grown in this country. The entire Nation could 
subsist on rice if it became necessary. We raise in Louisiana enough rice 
to supply the en tire populat ion, yet we import a considerable quantity 
for special purposes, which gives us a good revenue. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen on the other side of the Cham
ber are engaged, as they were last fall, in the laudable but 
brain-racking proposition of trying to convince the farmer that 
they are going to so legislate that he will continue to receive 
the same good prices for his products, and the laborer the splen· 
did wages he has been receiving, and at the same time he and 
the consumer are to receive the products of the farm much 
cheaper. When the gentlemen have consummated their mastery, 
we will all be able to lift ourselves by our boot straps. 

When this bill was being considered in general debate a few 
days since, I asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] to explain why rice was on the dutiable list. He r~ 
plied by saying that he was then discussing the metal and the 
steel schedule, and that he did not care then to answer the ques
tion. I would now respectfully ask the gentleman from Ala
bama if he will explain why rice is on the dutiable list? 

Mr. U1\1DERWOOD. Mr. · Chairman, the gentleman has 
already explained it in his own statement. He has just read a 
statement in which it is said that on account of large importa
tions of rice it was a good revenue producer, and if the gentle
man will carefully read this schedule he will see that rice is · 
cut to about the same extent as the other agricultural products 
in the schedule, and it is a very much better revenue producer 
than most of the cereals or any of the cereals that are named in 
the schedule. 

l\lr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest to the gentle
man from Alabama before he takes his seat that rice that is 
cleaned is on the dutiable list at a cent a pound. Rice that is 
in the hull, not cleaned, is half a ·cent a pound. Wheat is 
on the dutiable list at 10 cents a bushel. Flour is virtually on 
the free list. Why not put cleaned rice on the free list also in 
the interest of cheaper food for the American people, this being 
such a grand article of food? 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gen
tleman that cleaned rice is cut from 54 to 33, and now produces 
$635,000 of revenue. It is estimated that under this cut it will 
produce $750,000-a very good cut and a very good revenue 
producer. 

l\lr. PAYNEl. I understand the principle is not to reduce the 
food to the American people wQ.en there is enough of it im
ported to make any appreciable difference, and the revenue is 
$635,000. 

fr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
New York desires to be captious. 

Mr. PAYNE. Captious? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. But he will see that there is a tax on 

barley and wheat and oats and other cereals in this schedule, 
and there was no pa rticular reason wby rice should be placed 
on the free list. 

Mr. PAY~'E. Qh, but the finished product. · 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not disposed to quarrel with the 

gentleman from New York about putting food products on the 
free list. I hope the gentleman will move up in that way him
self. I do not mean to say that we ought to put them on in a 
moment, but I t~k the last thing that we ought to ta·x i~ . the 

food that goes into the mouths of th-e people in or-der that. they 
may exist. Although this bill does not gi•e to the ultimate con
sumer free food, it is a •ery consider able reduction going in 
the direction of giving American people free food, and I am glad 
to welcome the gentleman from New York with that colillnn. 

The CHAIRMA.J.~. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

l\lr. LAZA.RO. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Chairman, I see two gentlemen on 

their feet, and I suppose they desire to discu s the paragraph. 
I ask that d ebate on the paragraph close in 10 minutes.. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER
woon] a sks unanimous consent that debate on the paragraph 
and all amendments thereto close in 10 minutes. Is there ob
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentle
man from Wyoming [Mr. l\foNDELL] is recognized. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama 
has been paTticnlarly interesting and peculiarly edifying in the 
last few minutes in the formula be has been using. Heretofore 
if a rate was reduced we did not need t!:le revenue, and if it 
was raised 'We did need the revenue. Now all food products 
must be cheap unless you can ra ise revenue by making them 
dear, and then you are justified in ma king them dear. -Rice, 
the product of Louisiana and Texas, is gi\en a rate of 1 cent a 
pound, 75 cents a bushel. Potatoes grown in Colorado and else
where in the North are placed on · the free list. Beans grown 
somewhere along the merry line of Dixie are assessed at 25 
cents a bushel. This is the consistency of this Democratic 
tariff bill. 

Now, the fact is, Mr. Chairman, that if there is an agricul
tural product that perhaps needs little protection in the United 
States it is rice. Down in Louisiana and Texas they sow rice 
as in the North we .sow gra in-broadcast or with a seeder. 
They cut it with a reaper; they thrash it with a steam thrasher. 
There is hardly another place on earth where rice ground is 
not plowed in the mud, waist deep, by a water buffalo drawing 
a crooked stick behind him or where the plants are not sown 
in seedbeds and transplanted by hand. There is not a place on 
earth competing with these United States in the growth of rice 
where the actual labor on every bushel of rice grown is not 
three or four times what it is here. And no matter how illy 
paid that labor may be, I doubt if there is rice grown anywhere -
cheaper than it is grown down yonder in the Southland. 

Wheat is grown under practically the same conditions the 
world over-sown broadcast or with a seE!der, cut with a reaper. 
thrashed with a thrashing machine-except in the Far East, 
where they thrash it on a thrashing floor. And yet wheat is 
given a rate of 10 cents. a bushel and rice a rate of 75 cents a 
bushel 

Is it because they grow rice down in Louisiana while they 
grow wheat in Minnesota? Is that why there is the difference 
that we find in this particular schedule? If not, what is the 
reason? In my State we grow wheat under irrigation. We 
are compelled to turn on the water, after having prepared the 
land at great cost, to irrigate the wheat at great cost, so that we 
raise wheat under the same conditions of irrigation under which 
r1ce is grown in the South. And yet wheat, our great staple, 
has a duty of 10 cents a bushel, and rice, the southern staple, or 
the staple of a few southern districts, 1 cent a pound. 

Mr. U1'1DERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman voted for the Payne bill. 

Why did you put a tax on rice at 54 per· cent? You did it by 
sour vote. 

Mr. MONDELL. We believe in protection. Under our duty 
we built up that splendid rice industry in Louisiana and Texas. 
We made possible the digging of the ditches, the draining of 
the land--

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the gentleman has not answered my 
question. 

Mr. MO:NDELL. And the time has now come when, under a 
Republican policy, if we were revising the tariff, we would 
probably reduce the duty on rice. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Wait a minute and let me ask you a 
question. 

Mr. MONDELL. And doing it, we will do it consistently, and 
give the rice grower the same protection that we give the grower 
of other cereals. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But you gave wheat a duty equivalent 
to 14 per cent, and you put 54 per cent on rice. Now you ask 
us wby we put a higher rate on rice than on wheat? Why did 
you do it? 

Mr. MONDELL. We put a high duty on rice to build up the 
_industry, because we believe in protection. You do not believe 
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in protection, and yet you leave a high protective tariff rate on a 
product of a section of the sunny South and you reduce the 
wheat of the North to a low-revenue basis, placing flour, the 
product of wheat, on the free list. 

Ur. UNDERWOOD. You put a 50 or 60 per cent rate on 
barley, a product of your own section. 

:Mr. KITCHIN. Ten per cent more than they put on rice. 
Mr. LAZARO. l\fr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle

man from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] this question: The 
gentleman said a moment ago that the duty on rice was re
duced for the benefit of the consumer. Is it not a fact that 
you have reduced the duty on broken rice from a quarter to an 
eighth, when there is no broken rice used by the consumers of 
this country, when the broken rice is used by the brewers only, 
for the purpose of making beer? And is it not a fact that this 
difference goes to the brewers and not to the consumers? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We have reduced the rice schedule all 
along the line. 

Mr. LAZARO. .I know; but I am speaking of the broken rice 
known as the brewer's rice, which has a duty under the present 
law of a quarter of a cent. Now, you have reduced it in this 
bill to one-eighth of a cent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We made about the same reduction all 
along. 

Mr. LAZARO. I know; but there is not any of this rice used 
by the consumer. · 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. So far as the gentleman and myself are 
concerned we are not consumers of that product, but other 
people are. 

Mr. LAZARO. But is it not a fact that you are giving this 
difference to the brewers and not to the consumers? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not intimately enough acquainted 
with the question to know whether that is a fact or not; but we 
reduced the rates equitably, both to one class of consumers and 
to another class of consumers. 

Mr. LAZARO. Yet, when you reduced the duty on broken rice 
from a quarter to an eighth of a cent you gave the advantage 
to the brewers. 

Ur. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, is it a private conversation 
that is going on over there? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not tell, but if the com
mittee will come to order he can ascertain. [Laughter.] 

l\fr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. As I understand, there is a part of the time remaining 
unused. ~ . 

I do not like the criticisms of the gentleman from Wyoming 
f Mr. MONDELL] on this subject of the duty on rice. I have be
lieved with him and voted with him on this side, but I think 
his remarks with reference to this particular item are unjust. 
This bill was written by 14 Democrats-7 of them being from 
the South. They have put the southern sugar-cane industry 
on the free list at the end of three years; they have put corn 
and corn meal and raw cotton on the free list, which is a south
ern staple; they have put iron ore on the free list; they · have 
put bauxite on the free list; they have put lumber and coal on 
the free list; and they have greatly reduced the duty on cotton 
goods, kaolin, pig iron, and zinc. We have practically given up 
everything in the South except-the Angora goat in Texas and 
peanuts in North Carolina [laughter on the Republican side], 
and I appeal o my friend from Wyoming to let this item pass. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I did not offer an amend-
ment at a reduced rate. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, is there any time left? 
The CHAIRMAN. .There is one minute remaining. 
1\Ir. PAYNE. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that four years ago 

the rice industry had not been developed as it is to-day. There 
was some difficulty about getting some way to plug the water, 
and there was some trouble in Louisiana and Texas about pump
ing. But since that time they have discovered large rice-pro
ducing tracts of land in Arkansas, where the water is very near 
the surface of the ground and the pumping is very easy and 
inexpensive. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER
WOOD 1 that if his bill should stay on the statute books for four 
years, long before that time we shall not be getting a penny 
of duty on rice, because we will raise every pound of it in the 
United States, and under better conditions than there are any
where else in the world, and for less money, because we can 
u e machinery from beginning to end, and they can not use it 
anywhere else in the world. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
198. Wheat, 10 cents per bushel. 
Several Members rose. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Under the practice, the Chair will recog

nize the gentleman from Alabama. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to see if we can agree on time 

on this wheat proposition. 
Mr. MANN. Let us see how many gentlemen want three 

minutes each. . 
Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I took the floor for the pur

pose of offering an amendment. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think there were five gentlemen rose 

on that side. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I · should like four or five minutes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that debate on 

this paragraph close in half ·an hour. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani

mous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amend
ments thereto close in 30 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Will not the gentleman include the request that 
the recognitions be for 3 minutes instead of 5? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have two gentlemen on this side who 
would like to speak. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
HAMMOND] said he would like three or four minutes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I would like four or five. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask that the recognitions be for 

four minutes. 
The CHAIR.MAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani

mous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amendments 
thereto close in 30 minutes, and that the recognitions shall 
be for 4 minutes instead of 5. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Reserving the right to object-
Mr. LANGLEY. Reserving the right to object--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Reserving the right to object--
Mr. MURDOCK. I should like to point out that there are 

now over 10 Members on their feet. 
Ur. UNDERWOOD. We must get along with this bill. 

They can not all speak at one time. 
Mr. MURDOCK. There will be more controversy o-rnr this 

than there will if you let us have the time. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will tell the gentleman that if he 

will not take it he will not get it. I want to move along with, 
this bill, and every man can not speak on every item . 

.Mr. LAl'IGLEY. The Chair having recognized me for the pur
pose of offering an amendment, I desire to inquire if I am enti
tled to the floor for four minutes after this agreement is reached? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that if it is left in 
the power of the Chair he will recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has the floor. 
The CHAIR.MAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Alabama? 
There -was no objection. 
Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend

ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 15, page 51, strike out " 10 " and insert "25." 
Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this pro

vision and other similar ones in this bill violate the traditional 
policy of the Democracy as I ha \e always understood it. At 
to-day's session I read some resolutions that were adopted by 
the citizens of Buffalo, in which they asserted that the provi
sion to which these resolutions referred, including this one, 
would seriously cripple, if not destroy, a home industry in that 
city, and either drive out of employment or greatly reduce the 
wages of thousands of laboring people employed therein. 

I desire now to read a telegram from the secretary of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati along the same line. It 
is as follows : 

CL'CINNATI, OHIO, A.priJ so, 1913. 
Hon. J. w. LANGLEY, 

House of Representatives, Washington., D. O.: 
By unanimous vote the board of directors of the Cincinnati Chamber 

of Commerce, at a meeting held April 29, adopted the following reso
lution, which is respectfully submitted for your atte:r;ition : 
Whereas the Underwood tariff bill imposes a duty of 10 cents per bushel 

upon foreign wheat and admits duty free the foreign-milled products 
of such foreign wheat; 

Whereas this discrimination in favor of the forei~ manufacturer 1.s 
in contradiction alike of all accepted economic doctrine of the 
established tariff policy of all political parties and of all nations 
and in effect pays a bounty to the forei!m miller on all products of 
wheat sold by him in the markets of the United States; and 

'Vhereas if American flour millers have to pay a tax upon foreign-grown 
wheat, then a simple justice requires that the foreign-milled pl'oducts 
of such wheat shall pay an equivalent tax, and if foreign-m11led wheat 
products are admitted duty free foreign wheat should be admitted 
duty free: Therefore be it 
R esolved, Thatt believing the proposed legislation would inevitably 

destroy· one of tne most important manufacturing industries In the 
United States and that it would further resnlt in most serious injury 
to the Amerlc~ farmer, the Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, through 

i 
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Its board of directors, records itself as unalterably opposed and earnestly 
urges upon the President and Congress of the United States the neces
sity of placing both wheat and its products upon terms of absolute 
~~~ . 

Resolved, That copies of this preamble and resolution be forwarded 
immediately to the President of the United States, Senators and Con
gressmen from Ohio, Indiana, and Kentucky, the members of the Senate 
Finance Committee and the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
of Representatives. · 

CINCINNATI CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
W. C. CuLK:lliS, Ea:ecutive Secretary. 

Mr. Chairman, our daily mail is filled with protests like this, 
from commercial bodies, corporations, firms, and individuals, 
appealing to us to protect them against the results of whnt they 
assisted in bringing about when they put the Republican Party 
out of power and placed our friends on the other side in power. 
If I desired to be ugly and revengeful about it, I might say 
that they deserved a few heroic doses of free trade for having 
brought about that result. I sympathize heartily with the peo
ple of Cincinnati in the sentiments which they express through 
this telegram, although I can not refrain from reminding them 
that this is what they get for turning out of Congress men like 
the able, patriotic, and distinguished l\J.cholas Longworth [ap
plause] and men of that kind, who were their friends and cham
pions, and putting in theh· places men who are here making 
assaults upon the industries of the great State of Ohio. I hope 
the good Lord will give them more light and that they will have 
the foresight next time to correct the grievous error they made 
last fall. [.Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, the gentle
man from the tenth district of Kentucky [l\fr. LANGLEY] has 
introduced an amendment to raise the tariff on wheat from 10 
cents to 25 cents. As a matter of fact, the gentleman lmows 
nothing about wheat, because they do not raise any in his dis
trict, and but little corn, the most of which is made into moon
shine liquor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LANGLEY. Does not the gentleman like the finished 
product? [Laughter.] 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I admire the products, but 
not more than the gentleman admires bis own products, and I 
do not use them one-half as much. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LANGLEY. I will leave that to our associates. 
Mr. THOMAS. If there is anybody upon the face of this 

earth that ought to be for free corn and free wheat it is the 
gentleman from the tenth district of Kentucky, for the greatest 
use that they make of corn and wheat in that district is to 
make liquor out of it, and they need corn and wheat shipped 
into that district for bread, and they ought to get it just as 
cheaply as possible. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 
Mr. LANGLEY. Was the gentleman ever in the tenth district 

in his life? 
Mr. THO~fAS. Many a time. 
Mr. LANGLEY. Then the gentleman did not observe very 

much. 
Mr. THOMAS. And the next time the gentleman runs for 

Congress I wi11 be up there. [Laughter.] 
Mr. LANGLEY. That is why I got a large majority and the 

next time it will be unanimous. [Laughter.] ' 
Mr. THOMAS. No; I have never been up there in the cam

paign when the gentleman was running for Congress, and when 
I do I will run him out of the district. [Laughter.] 

Mr: LANGLEY. Well, the gentleman will certainly not do it 
wbile the moonshine lasts. 

Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. THOMAS. One at a time. 
Mr. s ·,{!'J.'ZER. I would like to inquire whether the business 

of making moonshine whisky is a growing business in Ken
tucky? 

Mr. THO:l\fAS. In the tenth district it is. [Laughter.] 
Mr. LANGLEY. We make it to some extent in my district, 

but it is consumed largely in the gentleman's district, I under
stand. 

Mr. THOMAS. Now, if there is any other Republican over 
there w~o desir~s to interrogate me, let him rise. [Laughter.] 
Mr. Chall'rnan, m the first .place, I am unalterably opposed to 
pu~ng any food products of the people upon the tax list. I 
belleve that everything that the American people eat and wear 
and consume should be on the free list, and I so intend to vote 
while I am in this Congress. 

The ~HAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
bas expired. ' 

~r. ltlURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, the dangers of a haphazard 
tariff are very clearly illustrated in the -item upon which tbe 
committee is ~w worlting. The item·is wheat, which bears here 
a 10-cent specific duty. Its product, flour, is given a 10-per cent 

ad Yalorem duty. It is my obserration, from · my part of the 
country, that nearly all industries, sarn the flour-milling indus
try, have concentrated. I have seen many different lines ab
sorbed into the greater units of organization, taken o>er by the 
~~sts or combinations and put under false capitalization. But 
it is true of the flour-milling business that it has rerna ined seg
regated, that it has not mo>ed away, but remains next to the 
w~eat fields, that it is not overcapitalized, and as a rule the 
millers are not rich, as riches are now counted. Mo t of them 
are well-to-do, that and nothing more. 

Thls bill, either by accident or design, or by tbe exigency of 
politic~, wherein the members of the committee were trying 
to satisfy the people in the city on the score of the lower 
cost of living and at the same time pretending to do something 
~or the farmer by giving him a duty, though a lower one than 
m the present law, on his products, have kept a specific duty on 
wheat and an ad rnlorem duty on flour of 10 per cent, which 
are absolutely unequal, and in this way: If wheat is worth 1 
a bushel in Canada, then the duty on the flour made from it 
would be under this bill 50 cents a barrel but if wheat should 
be in Canada 60 cents a bushel, and it has been 60 cents in 
Canada, then the duty on the flour from that wheat would be 
30 cents. This is putting the American miller to a disadvantage 
of 20 cents .. ~his is not fiction, it is not speculation, it is an 
actual condition which our millers will have to meet and 
it will injure miller and farmer. Canada in wheat production is 
growing. The western part of Canada produced in wheat in 1900, 
17,000,000 bushels. In 1912 that 17,000,000 bushels had leaped to 
198,000,000 bushels. Canada, in conformity with the idea that 
the mill stays close to the wheat field, is also developing wonder
fully in the milling industry and as an exporter. In that way in 
1900 Canada produced 455,000 barrels of flour, and in 1912, that 
455,000 barrels of flour had jumped to a total of 2,388,000 
barrels of flour. Now, in addition to this fact, it seems certain 
that on the admi sion of the flour through this discrimination 
of duties, the flour imported will enter into the fixation of the 
price of wheat in the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr: McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, in the course 
of this debate I have been impressed with the ominous silence 
o~ th.e gentlemen on the other side of the Hon e who repre ent 
di~tr1cts where farming is the chief occupation of their con
stituents. The REco&n is little encumbered with their speeches 
in d~fense ~f this bill. The party lash has been vigorously 
applied during weeks of secret Democratic caucus, and I 
regre~ to say that those gentlemen most vigorous in the defense 
of this measure come from sections and cities where the prod
ucts of the farm are consumed and not where they are pro
duced. It is my confident belief that the gentlemen on that side 
have presumed too much on the tolerance of the men who till 
the soil. You lmow the farmer is not an agitator. You know 
that, comparatively, be is the least turbulent of all the elements 
of American citizenship. He is community loving fla"' respect
ing, and patriotic; and yet you must not assume' that he will 
s~b~t without. pr~te?t t~ any punishment you may inflict upon 
~ m your d1scrumnat10ns in fay-or of the great consuming 
CI.ties and centers of population. We ma.ke r equisition upon 
hlID .~ore. than upon any other class for the moralizing and 
vita~1zing mfluences of the Republic. He is the foundation rock. 
~e is the greatest guaranty of perpetuity. He is the greatest 
m:fl~ence for good and the most powerful restraint against evil. 
He is opposed to mob violence. He is an enemy of the Black 
Hand. He very properly has less respect for the criminal rich 
~ he ha~ .for the criminal poor. He has little sympathy 
with the political demagogue, and much less with the demoraliz
ing influence of Tammany methods, whether practiced one 
pla~e or another. He believes in honest but not in dishonest 
capital, ~d will support it when it is employed honestly, 
but be will fight it to the death when it is employed dis
honestly. The supporter and friend of the honest employer 
as well as of the honest employee, but the employer who use~ 
his means and capital to oppress the employed looks no better 
to him than the employed who carries the firebrand in the 
march of the mob. He is the enemy of both, because both are 
criminal alike. He is neitheT a snob nor a toady but believes 
~ equal opportunity and fair play. He has no simvathy with 
bigotry or caste, but believ-es instinctively that men or things 
ar.e ?nly entitled to consideration in proportion to their in
trm~1c value. The Decalogue is his guide. He believes in the 
sen~ments expressed in the Declaration of Independence, and 
cherishes but does not abuse the liberties f!Ua.ranteed by the 
Federal Constitution. b 

You must no~ oYerlook that a people of such splendid qualities 
must be taken mto account, else the day of reckoning will come. 
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They are nearly forty million strong, or more than one-third of 
all the people of the United States. They are entitled to greater 
consideration than has been shown them in this bill and to a 
better defense from that side of this Chamber than you have 
made for them. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Of the hundreds of amendments introduced by Republicans 
on this side of the House in the interest of the farmer you have 
not permitted one of them to pass, and this is conclusive evi
dence that you gentlemen from the farming districts have been 
bound hand and foot by your secret party caucus. You are 
afraid to speak against the amendments offered by Republicans, 
intended to sustain the price of farm products, because such a 
course would defeat you at the next election, and you can not 
speak for them because you have pledged in secret, behind closed 
doors, where the country can not see or hear you, to vote for 
this bill at any cost. You will not permit a yea-and-nay vote 
to be taken on the amendments offered by the Republicans, 
because such a course would put each of you on record and the 
people whom you represent would demand that you gentlemen 
from the farming sections repudiate this bill, and if you refused 
this demand they would force you out of public life. Your 
failure to speak for the measure as it affects the products of the 
farm is conclusive evidence that you know you are wrong. 
Your caucus rule will not let you speak against the bill and 
your constituents will not permit you to speak for it. You are 
having your way now, but the people will have their way la ter. 
You are repudiating the farmers now, but they will repudiate 
you at the ballot box and at the first opportunity. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

I am not opposed to party caucus ori matters pertaining only 
to party interests, but you have no right as public officials and 
as representatives of the people and as the majority party of 
this House to debate and vote on this bill in secret caucus. The 
country is entitled to know what you are doing and saying 
when you are · considering matters of public interest. Your con
stituents are entitled to know how much of this bill you are for 
and how much of it you are against. They will call upon you to 
explain why it is that you have kept this measure, so vital to 
the well-being and prosperity of every American citizen; for 
weeks in secret debate before it was permitted to see the light 
of day. 

The country will not tolerate this piece of secret legislation, and 
the only reason you sought darkness rather than light was be
cause your deeds were evil. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

In the light of the history of this bill it may be of interest to 
the House to read briefly from the hearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee, that you may understand something of the 
confidence that the southern Members have that the southern 
farmer will vote the Democratic ticket at any cost. 

In volume 3 of those hearings there is the testimony before 
that committee of a gentleman by the name of Cowan, a distin
guished citizen of the. State of Texas, who was being interro
gated. Mr. JAMES, speaking to Mr. Cowan, said: 

Do you think free mea t would ruin the cattle industry? 

~~: .f~;E~· J{d ~~f~iI the Members of Congress from Texas vote for 
free meat ? . 

Mr. COWAN. I think they all did. 
Mr. JAMES. And were they not all overwhelmingly elected? 
Mr. COWAN. They were. We vote the Democratic ticket there in spite 

of politics ; in spite of platforms; in spite of anything that is said in 
the platforms. If the Democratic platform says prohibition, then we 
vote it. If it says anti, we vote that. 

Mr. JAMES. I know tha t is true. 
Mr. COWAN. You know that, Mr. JA~LES, just like I do. 

Since I have adverted to the cattle industry, I shall indulge 
a little further in the discussion of prices. The following fig
ures taken from the census report of 1910 and also from reports 
made by the Agricultural Department will disclose to the farm
ers of my State and the country some startling facts, these 
figures being a comparison of the value of some of the principal 

. products of the farm in Oklahoma under a Republican and 
Democratic administration, respecti"rely. 

CATTLE. 

Th.e Wilson bill, which ruined the country under the Cleve
land Democratic administration, provided for a duty of 20 per 
cent ad valorem on cattle. The pres~nt, or so-called Payne law, 
provides a duty of 27! per cent ad valorem, and the present 
Underwood bill, which will become a law, only provides for 10 
per cent ad valorem on cattle, or only one-half as much as the 
Wilson bill, which wrought such destruction to the farmers by 
the ruinous prices of cattle under it. 

In May, 1896 and 1897, the price of cattle on the Ohicago 
market was $2 to $4.45 per_ hundred. On l\Iay 1, or the last of 
April, 1913, the same grade of cattle which brought only $3 in 
1896 and 1897 sold for $7.60 per hundred on the same market. 

ROUND NUMBEBS USED IN TOT.A.LS. 

For the sake of convenience we will use round numbers in 
giving totals rather th.an the detailed figures as we get them 
from the census report. · 

In the State of Oklahoma there are approximately 190,000 
farms, according to the census report of 1910. The same report 
shows that there are a little less than 1,250,000 head of cattle 
in the State, an average of about 6 head to every farm. We 
will take these figures as a basis, and they are as nearly correct 
as is possible to procure. The Federal census report shows that 
beef cattle were worth about $30 per head more in 1911 and 
1912 under a Republican adminish·ation and a Republican tariff 
than they were in 1896 and 1897 under a Democratic adminis
tration and a Democratic tariff, and the agricultural reports 
show that stock cattle were worth about $15 per head more in 
1911 and 1912 than they were in 1896 and 1897, and that the 
average worth of all cattle under a Republican administration 
has been and is $20 more than under a Democratic administra
tion and a Democratic tariff. 

ONE HUNDRED .A.ND · TWENTY DOLLARS' LOSS TO EVER~ FARUEB. 

Taking these figures as a basis, it will be observed that the 
cattle of my State were worth about $25,000,WO more under a 
Republican administration and a Republican tariff than they 
were under a Democratic administration and a Democratic 
tariff, or $120 to every farmer in favor o:t the Republican ad
ministration. 

HORSES. 
The Federal census also shows that there were 800,000 head 

of horses in Oklahoma in 1910, or about 5 to every farm. Agri
cultural reports show that in 1896 and 1897, under a Demo
cratic administration and Democratic tariff, horses averaged $30 
per head. T·his would make Oklahoma's 800,000 head of horses 
worth $24,000,000. In 1912, under a Republican tariff, the same 
reports show that horses averaged $110 per head. Thus under 
a Republican tariff the 800,000 horses owned by the farmers ot 
my State are worth $88,000.000, or $64,000,000 more than the 
same horses were worth under a Democratic tariff. 

MEANS $400 TO EVERY FARMER. 
This amounts to $400 to every farmer in the State. In other 

words, taking the facts and figures which can not be disputed, 
every horse owned by an Oklahoma farmer was worth under 
a Democratic administration just $80 less than the same animal 
was worth under a Republican administration. 

MULES. 
We will now take up some figures regarding mules, which are 

as startling as on othe~ products. 
In 1910 there were more than 270,000 mules in the State of 

Oklahoma, or about 2 to every farm. In 1896 and 1897 mules 
averaged $40 per head, all in the State being worth a total of 
about $10.000,000. In 1911 and 1912 mules averaged $120 per 
head, making the total of Oklahoma's 270,000 mules worth 
$30,000,000, a gain under the Republican administration o:t 
$20,000,000 over what they were worth during the Democratic 
administration and a Democratic tariff. This amounts to $160 
to every farmer in the State; that is. his mules were worth $80 
a head more under a Republican tariff than under a Democratic 
tariff. 

Though this indispensable hybrid "can not boast of pride 
of ancestry or hope of posterity,'' these figures are quite su~
cient to make it hang its head in shame at such treatment from 
its nearest kin, the Democratic Pa rty, and with such lamen
table lack of appreciation of party emblem one can not readily 
conceive how, in the light of such a record, an honest Democrat 
can look a mule in the face. [Applause and laughter.] 

WHEAT. 

Oklahoma produces about 30,000,000 bushels of wheat annu
ally. That 30,000,000 bushels of wheat in 1896 and 1897 was 
worth 57 cents per bushel on the Ohicago market, or a total of 
$17,000,000, under a Democratic administration. In 1910 and 
1911and1912 the average was about $1 per bushel. Oklahoma's 
30.000,000 bushels of wheat, then, would be worth $30,000,000 
under a Republican tariff as against $17,000,000 under a Demo
cratic tariff, or a difference of about $75 per year to every 
farmer in the State. 

TOTAL LOSS TO EVERY FARMER IS $750. 
The loss to the farmers of Oklahoma alone under a Demo

cratic administration on only four commodities, viz, horses, 
mules, cattle, and wheat, is $122,000,000, or $750 to every indi
vidual farmer in the State. 

This Js not taking into account corn, cotton, oats, potatoes, 
chickens, butter, eggs, and almost innumerable other· things 
produce4 bY.- the ~armer, the difference in price being quite as 
much as it was on cattle, horses, mules, and wheat. 

l 



1913. CONGRESSIONAL-RECORD-HOUSE. 937 
STILL LOWER IN UNDl'JRWOOD BILL. 

There are very few people in my State and, in fact, through
out the country who do not remember the appalling conditions 
as they were under the only Democratic tariff law that we have 
had in three-quarters of a century, and it should be borne in 
mind that the present Underwood bill reduces the tariff stm 
lower than under the Cleveland administration, and it may be 
well for the farmers of Oklahoma and the whole country to 
remember that you can not name one single article which you 
produce on your farm on which the tariff is not reduced. There 
are some few advances in the Underwood bill, but in not one 
ca-se are they in the interest of the farmer, and we ure told by 
the gentlemen who are inflicting this bill upon the American 
people that we are paying too much for the things that we eat, 
which is but another way of telling the American people that 
we are paying too much for what the farmer produces. [Ap
plause on the Republican side.] 

Within the last half century the country tried you once 
before and you failed, and the fact that you are in power 
again does not mean that you have the confidence of the people. 
On the 1st day of this month President Wilson, your chosen 
leader, spoke at Newark, N. J., and in the course of his remarks, 
while flaying his own party in that State, said, in part: 

But I want to say a few words about the Democratic Party. I want 
everybody to realize that I have not been taken in by the results of 
the last national election. The country did not go Democratic 1n 
November. It was impossible to go Republican because it could not 
tell which kind of Republican to go. 

In this connection it may be of interest to quote from another 
distinguished Democrat, and one who did more to elect Mr. 
Wilson than any other man in .America, not excepting Mr. 
Bryan. I refer to William R. Hearst, who has the most power
ful string of metropolitan dailies in the world. In an artiCie 
condemning and repudiating this bill and criticizing President 
Wilson's free-trade pqlicies, his papers, on the 13th day of Apri1, 
said, in part : 

Mr. Wilson's opposition to the protective ta.riff is not inherently or 
essentially Democratic. 

WILSON AN ENGLISH FREE TRADER. 

Jefferson, the founder of the Democratic Party, reco~ized the prin
ciple of protection, and advocated discriminating duties in favor of 
AmPrican shipping and reciprocity treaties in favor of American trade. 

Mr. Wilson is fundamentally opposed to the principle of protection, 
and his idea of radical, ruthless tariff reduction is but an expression 
of the English free-trade theories of Cobden and Mill. · 

Mr. Wilson is an English free trader. 
He may obscure hi!'! utterances, but he can not conceal his acts. 
Mr. Wilson's political economy is the political economy of another 

nation and of another age. 
It is the political economy of a nation that is passing and of an age 

that is past. 
Mr. Wilson's theories are the theories of books, and of British books. 

but of British books that aro no longer believed by the patriotic and 
practical and progre sive Englishmen of to-day. 

The United States of America have given an example to the world 
in progress and prosperity, in advancement and enlightenment, in 
happiness and contentment. 

The nations of the world have turned toward this country in admira-
tion and amazement. · 

The methods and systems and institutions of our country have been 
studied and imitated in every foreign nation except, perhaps, in 
England. 

FEDERALISTS ALONE IN THE DARK. 

England is slow to learn and reluctant to learn, but, nevertheless, 
she is beginning to learn, and the most advanced and intelligent 
thought in England to-day is in favor of an imperial federation, with 
free trade among its component States and colonies, but with a policy 
of protection toward the rest of the world. 

Germany and France have long prospered under protection and 
through intelligent appreciation and imitation of other American ideas 
and institutions. 

The realization that this country is the greatest country in the world 
and the appreciation of the causes which have made it the greatest 
country In the world are almost universal throughout the world except 
among the· few remaining Federalists of the United States of America. 

If there is to be tariff modification, the modern American policy 
should be the original democratic policy of reciprocity and discrimi
nating duties in favor of American products, American manufactures, 
American commerce, and American trade. 

In our tariff we have a weapon with which we can withstand the 
tariff weapons of other nations, but we must not abandon our weapons 
until other nations are r eady to abandon theirs. 

WHAT BECOME S OF RECIPROCITY? 
In the reduction of our tarl.fr through reciprocity we have a method 

by which we can compel the reduction of the tariff of other nations, 
but of what value will be a policy of reciprocity which does not go 
into effect until after . our tariff reductions have been made? 

If we are to make tariff concessions which will be encouraging to 
the products and valuable to the producers in other nations, we should 
compel reciprocal concessions which will be equally stimulating to the 
products, equally beneficial to the producers, to the farmers. to the 
manufacturers, and the laborers in our own country. 

Through reciprocity tariff redaction can be made coincident and co
extensive with trade expansion. 

Through reciprocity the injury to our manufacturers, to our farmers, 
to oar laborers, through the invasion of our markets by foreign prod
ucts would be compensated for by the advantages obtained by our 
man'afacturers, our fa1·mers, and our laborers in the opening of f9reign 
markets to our trade and to our produce. 

MOTIVE AN UNSELFISH O!rn. 
In the advocacy of intelligent reciprocity, rather than reckless and 

ruthless tariff reduction and commercial destruction, I have no selfish 
motives. 

I have cattle ranches in Mexico, and it is proposed under Mr. Wil
son's policy to bring beef free into the United States. 

It would advantage me considerably, from a merely sordid point of 
view, to have Mexican bee.f allowed free into the United States market. 

But, as a patriotic American citizen and a Jeffersonian Democrat, 
I do not believe that Mexican beef, or any other Mexican product, 
should be allowed free into the markets of the United States until 
American goods are allowed free into the markets of Mexico. . 

Under Mr. Wilson's program it ls proposed to allow white paper 
free into the markets of the United States from Canada. 

I use over $6,000,000 worth of white paper every year, and from 
a merely selfish financial point of view it would benefit me enormously 
to have white paper admitted free into the markets of the United States. 

NATION'S INTERESTS ABOVE PARTY. 
But, again, as a patriotic American citizen and a Jeffersonian Demo

crat, I do not believe that white paper, or any other Canadian product, 
should be admitted free into the United States · until the products of 
the United States. or at least corresponding products of the United 
States, are admitted free into the markets of Canada. 

The Canadians scornfullY. rejec ted our proposals of reciprocity. 
Are we in return to give them the full advantages of reciprocity 

without securing any reclprocal advantages for ourselves? . 
I am loath to criticize the policy of the Democratic Party, or of any 

man whom I labored to elect, but I am an American first and a Demo
crat afterwards, and I can not consider the interests of my party above 
the interests of my country. 

I shall hope to see the Democratic Party fulfill its duty and rise 
to its opportunity. 

I shall support it gracefully when it is right, but criticize it regret
fully when it is wrong; and I shall continue to implore it not to be 
led by a Federalistic fetich away from the fundamental principles of 
Thomas Jefferson, who was always not only a great Democrat; but a. 
great American. 

WILLIAM R. HEARST. 

The foregoing remarks coming from any other than a leading 
and distinguished Democrat would be regarded as most exceJ
lent Republican doctrine. But it means that Mr. Hearst has 
abandoned the free-trade-tariff-for-revenue-only policy of the 
Democratic Party and confesses that the Republican Party is 
and always has been right. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, we should not overlook the fact that thi.s 
splendid word picture of Mr. Hearst, portraying the acknowl
edged supremacy of the .American people among the other 
nations of the earth, is the direct and legitimate result of the 
policies and supremacy of the Republican Party in this country. 
Protection and reciprocity have always been the watchwords 
of the Republican Party, and as long as we adhere to them 
the Nation will .succeed; and when we abandon them, we wm 
fail. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment, which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 51, line 15, strike out the entire paragraph which reads " Wheat, 

10 cents per bushel," and substitute therefor the following: "Wheat, 
wheat flour, and wheat millstuffs, 10 cents per hundred pounds." 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the people living 
in the tenth congressional dish·ict of Kentucky, and for the 
mountain people generally, I want here and now to deny the 
charge that it is the hotbed of the moonshiners. If the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY] had seen fit to retali
ate on Mr. THOMAS, the other Kentuckian making the charge, in 
all probability he could have said, with much truth in the asser
tion, that night-riderism runs mad in certain boasted sections 
of our Commonwealth, but I suppose he believed it to be his 
duty, and the duty of every Kentuckian, to defend the whole 
State of Kentucky and leave unsaid those things calculated 
to hurt or harm any part of it. [Applause.] 

Now, a word in regard to this pending amendment. There 
is not a flour mill in the district I have the honor to represent. 
The charge, too often bandied back and forth on the floor of 
this House, that the Representative is speaking for certain 
interests in his district can not in this instance, at least with 
truth, be laid at my door. 

The people of my district believe in equal opportunity in 
workshop, mill, factory, and farm, and equal and exact justice 
before the law. This present Underwood bill carries a duty of 
10 cents a bushel on wheat and makes wheat flour and other 
products of the mill free of duty. Does the Democratic major
ity suppose that they are going to fool the American farmer 
by lulling him into the belief that he is bejng protected by a 
10-cent duty on wheat while flour is vut on the free list! 

The distinguished Member from Illinois [1\Ir. RAINEY], a gen
tleman for whom I have every respect, said in his speech this 
afternoon that the country had already indorsed the provisions 
of this bill, in substance, by indorsing the farmers' free-list bill 
and by returning to this House an overwhelming Democratic 
majority. I want to remind the gentleman from Illinois that 
there is all the difference in the world between making u. cam
paign on promises and performances. The Democratic Party 



938 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· HOUSE. }fAy 1, 

two years from now will be compelled to make their campaign 
on actual ·performances. The old law under which the farmers 
of this country have had unbounded prosperity and under which 
they felt secure in the good prices they were receiving is to be 
supplanted, and this new measure is to be put in its place. 
What protection is there to the American farmer in the wheat 
he produces when you put flour on the free list? What pro
tection is it to the American farmer to permit Canada to ship 
her flour to this country free of duty and then charge her 10 
cents a .bushel on the wheat she ships? Canada would no longer 
ship any wheat to this country. She would manufacture it at 
home and send the flour over, and the flour, when sent here, 
would have the same depressing effect on the prlce of the 
farmer's wheat as if Canada had sent her wheat here in the 
first instance. You are not protecting the farmers by this 
process. You can not fool them by this means. 

Canada in 1910 produced 95,000,000 bushels of wheat avail
able for export. Her total yield that year was 166,747,000 
bushels. She therefore produced twice as much as she needed 
for her own consumption and actually exported that year 
57,000,000 bushels of wheat. much of it coming to the United 
States. 

In that same year the United States exported only 114,000,000 
bushels of wheat. This gives some idea of what Canada will 
do when her 8,000,000 people reach the 100,000,000 point we 
boast of in this country to-day. 

The Canadian wheat lands, of which there are 3-0,000.000 
acres in the Provinces of Manitoba, Alberta, and Saskatchewan 
alone, average, when in cultivation, 22 bushels of wheat to the 
acre, while the average yield of the United States is only 15 
bushels per acre. Do you suppose that you are going to protect 
the American farmer in his price of wheat when you let Cana
dian :flour into this country free of duty? 

And what has the American miller done to you that you 
should discriminate against bim in favor of the Canadian 
miller? What have the wage earners in the American :flour 
mills done to you that you should discriminate against them in 
favor of the wage earners in the Canadian flour mils! When 
great flood disasters, such as the recent ones in the States of 
Ohio and Indiana and through the Mississippi Valley, visit our 
country, destroying life and property and laying waste the 
land, who is it, through generous contributions, comes to their 
assistance and relieves their suffering? It is the American 
mill owners along with other patriotic and whole-souled Ameri
cans. Who do we look to to build up and maintain our free 
institutions, improve our highways, erect our churches, and 
build up our schools and colleges. It is Americans. Americans 
ought not to be dii;criminated against by other Americans and 
in favor of foreigners. 

No doubt Canadian and other foreign newspapers and peoples 
are giving you much credit in your splendid work in favor of 
the foreigner, but our own American people will have a reckon
ing with you one of these da-ys. I want to insert as a part of 
my remarks a telegram I received from the Cincinnati Chamber 
of Commerce; also a letter· from the Washburn-Crosby Milling 
Co., of Louisville, Ky. ; also an editorial from the Washington 
( D. O.) Post, in its issue of . April 14, 1913. The matt~rs re
f erred to are as follows : 

CINCINNA.TI, OHIO, .A.prii SO, 1.91S. 
Hon. CALEB Powims, 

Hou-se of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
By unanimous vote the board of di.rectors of the Cincinnati Cham

ber of Commerce, at a meeting held April 29, adopted the following 
resolution, which is respectfully submitted for your attention : 
Whereas the Underwood tariff bill imposes a. duty of 10 cents per bushel 
u~n foreign wheat and admits duty tree the foreign milled products 

~er~~\lr:eJf:Cr=!l1o~n~n favor of the fore! manufacturer is in 
contradiction alike of all accepted economic folctrine of the estab
lished tariff policy of all political parties and of all nations, and in 
etrect pays a bounty to the foreign miller on all products of wheat 
sold by him in the markets of the United States ; and 

Whereas if American tlour millers have to pay a tax upon foreign-
. grown wheat, then a simple justice requires that the foreign-milled 

products of such wheat shall pay an equivalent tax, and ft foreign
milled wheat products are admitted duty free foreign wheat should 
be admitted duty free : Therefore be it 
Resolved. That believing the proposed legislation would inevitably 

destroy one of the most important manufacturing industries t:n the 
United States and that it would further result in most serious injury 
to the American farmer, the Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, through 
its board of directors, records itself as unalterably opposed, and ear
nestly urges upon the President and Congress of the United States the 
necessity of placing both wheat and its products upon terms ot absolute 
equality. 

Resolved, That copies of this preamble and resolution be forwarded 
immediately to the President of the United States, Senators and Con
gressmen from Ohio, Indiana, and Kentucky, the members of the Senate 
ll'inance Committee, and the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
of Representatives. 

CINCINNATI CHAMBElt OF COMMERCE, _ 
W. C. CuLKINS, liJa:ecutive Secretarv. 

LOUISVILLE, KY., Apri l 4, 1.913. 
Hon. CALEB POWERS, 

Congressman, Wash!ngton, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: We have just noted that the Ways and Means Commlttee 

has inserted a paragraph in the proposed taritr bill admitting flour and 
milled products free of duty, at the same time imposing a duty of n to 10 cents per bushel on wheat. 

We are addressing this letter to you with a view to soliciting your 
influence in opposition to legislation of this character for two very 
potent reasons: First, to admit a manufactured product to this country 
free of duty while imposing a duty upon the raw material would be 
legislation without equity or justice; second such legislation would 
tend to ruin the milling interests of the United' States, an industry that 
is to-day overdone some three or four times the necessities of the country, 
and, were the markets available, the United States has milllng capacity 
sufficient to grind all the wheat produced in both the United States 
and Canada. 

It can be readily seen how such legislation would injure the milling 
industry, because it would open our markets to Canada for the ship
ment ot flour and teed into this country absolutely free of duty, while 
we as millers would be barred from buying wheat from Canada for 
the purpose of grinding it into tlour. 

You will understand that were flour and milled products put on the 
tree list because of the call from certain sections for lower food prod
ucts./ these latter sections would possibly be satisfied, but it would 
haraly be protection to the farmer, and such action would not benefit 
the farmer in the end because the shipment of wheat from Canada into 
the United States in the form of tlour would depress the market just 
as much as if sending in an equal quantity of wheat. The mills of the 
United States would require less wheat because of the Cana.clian mills 
supplying the market with tlour. Such legislation would practically 
ruin the milling Industry of the United States, as not only would it 
open the doors for the shipment of fl.our from Canada where a vast 
surplus of wheat over corummption is raised, but would also open the 
doors for the possible shipment of tlour from Argentina, either direct 
or through milling In transit in Germany, France, and England, where 
lt could be manufactured into tlour and shipped to New York:, Philadel
phia, Boston, etc. 

We will greatly appreciate any efforts you may make with a view 
to having this paragraph in the proposed tariff bill modltled by pro
viding that wheat and its products--tlour and mill stutrs--shall be 
placed upon an equal basis. If it is nece sary let us have free wheat, 
free tlour, and free mill stuft', but in order to protect the farmer we 
think that the duty should be made, say, 10 cents per 100 pounds on 
wheat, 10 cents per 100 pounds on fl.our, and 10 cents per 100 pounds 
on mlll stuffs. If 10 cen ts ls too much for some of our friends, make 
lt less, but under all circumstances let the tariff on the raw material 
and the manufactured products be at least relatively the same. 

This ls an urgent appeal to you for your assistance in connection 
with a matter that if put through along the line proposed will certainly 
do greater harm to one of the leading industries of this country than 
any other legislation could possibly do. 

Can we count upon you for your assistance? 
Very truly, yours, 

WABHBURN-CnosBY MILLING Co. (INc.). 
w. M. ATKINSON, GeneraZ Man-age1·. 

[From the Washington Post, Monday, Apr. 14, 1913.] 
A WEEK OF THE TARIFF. 

The tar:Ur bill, at the end of its first week " on trial before tha 
country," bas not stood scrutiny imperviously by any means, but thtl 
volume of disapproval does not measure up to predictions, except in 
New England and the sugar and wool States. The usual difficulty ls 
experienced in fixing upon the pl'eclse efi'ect of the changes. 

The publication o.f the bill, as it happened, found prices on a decline 
in practically all of the markets, financial and commercial, but the 
downward tendency wa'i not traceable to the tariff appreciably except 
in the securities of the new industrials. The depressmg effect of new 
Issues of ranroad stocks on one hand and the tlattering reports of crop 
conditions carried the lists downward a.t a rate that Quite obscured 
the efre::t, if any, of the new element of wea kness. A lingering belie! 
that the Senate wlll modify some of the severities favored by the House 
sustains the feeling of confidence to no small degree, so that until the 
attitude of the upper body ls fully disclosed the final judgment of the 
people can not be known. 

A number of cotton and woolen mills tn New Elngland have closed 
down until the new basis of manufacturing can be more definitely de
termined, and will remain closed, it is announced, if the outlook fails 
to brighten. Protests continue to pour In on Congress from all direc
tions, but the work in caucus does not indicate that they are shaking 
the resolution of the leaders to put the bill through practically intact. 

Foreign opinion of the bill runs strongly in the opposite direction, 
as was to be expected. English manufacturers are overjoyed at the 
prospect of vastly enlarged markets in America. The trade papers 
over there look upon the bill as certain to give a great stimulus to 
our imports, one of the publications declaring that it is the heaviest 
blow given to protection since the passage by Pa.rliament of the Peel 
ta.riff 60 years ago. 'l'he German exporters also are on the tiptoe of 
expectation, and the same buoyancy of feeling prevails 1n almost all 
IDuropean and many Latin-American countries. Canada will profit pro
portionately to a greater extent than any of the beneficiaries, with 
the open door extended to her agricultural, live stock, dairy, manufac
turing, and lumber industries. 

Mr. RAINEY. The difference, Mr. Chairman, between the 
Democratic Party, I will say for the benefit of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [1\Ir. PowERs], and the Republican Party is this, 
in brief: The Republican Party makes promises before election 
and breaks them afterwards, while the Democratic Party makes 
promises before election and keeps them afterwards. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] And that is what we are doing now. 
Now, 10 cents a bushel does not protect the wheat farmer of this 
country. They do not need protection against the wheat of 
Canada. Why, over in Canada they have a population of 
7,000,000 while in the United States we have 6,300,000 farms 
and we have 12,000,000 farmers. We haT"e almost twice as 
many:',. farmers .as they have of men, women, and children in all 
the· Dominion of Canada. Talk about this great Republic cring-
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ing before Canada and before this tremendous influx of wheat? 
Why, we raise in the State of Illinois 25 bushels of wheat every 
year for every one single bushel of wheat that comes into the 
United States from Canada, and we are not pretending to be 
the greatest wheat-raising State by any means. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAINEY. In a moment, if I have time. Talk about 

protecting the wheat farmers of the United States. Why, here 
are the figmes of the present market. On April 29 in Chicago 
May wheat was selling for 92 cents. In Winnipeg it sold for 94 
cents on that day. On the 28th day of this month May wheat 
sold in Winnipeg at D4 to 94-! cents and it sold in Chicago for 
92 cents. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman please yield? 
Mr. RAINEY. Not now. 
Mr. MILLER. I can ·suggest something. 
Mr. RAINEY. I can not yield now. On the 26th day of 

April wheat sold in Chicago for 92 cents (this is May wheat) 
and it sold in Winnipeg for 93 cents. On the 29th day of April 
July wheat sold in Winnipeg for 95 cents and in Chicago at !:12 
cents. On April 28 July wheat sold in Winnipeg at 95 cents, and 
it sold in Chicago at 92 cents. On April 26 July wheat sold in 
Winnipeg at 94! cents, and it sold in Chicago at 9H cents. And 
the same thing holds goOd with reference to September wheat. 
Why, the farmers of this country, if they want to sell their 
wheat on the highest market, and that has been the way all 
through this month, and it is usually that way-if they want to 
sell their wheat on the highest market they ought to break 
down the barrier between this country and Canada-induce 
Canada to repeal its tariff of 10 cents to 12 cents per bushel on 
wheat-their general ta1iff enforced against us is 12 cents-so 
as to let our wheat go there and sell on the highest market. 
The farmers of this country are not afraid of Canada. Three 
days ago contracts were made in St. Louis to sell flour ground 
here in the United States for delivery in Glasgow, where they 
have port mills, the port mills of England which, they say, 
tbreaten the mills of this country. 

They were contracting in St. Louis three days ago to grind 
American wheat in this country and sell it in the port mills of 
Great Britain. That is the situation. Now I will yield. 

Mr. MILLER. I would like to inquire of the gentleman-I 
suggest to him that if he had been as industrious in this as I 
know he wouid have been if he had had time he would find 
every year for the last 20 years-

Mr. RAINEY. I am not yielding for a speech, but just for a 
question. 

Mr. MILLER. I want to make just a brief statement. 
Mr. RAINEY. I can not yield except for a question. 
Mr. CAl\IPBELL. Will the gentleman yield 1 
Mr. RAIJ\TEY. For a question. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. The sales that were made for July were 

speculative sales; they were not cash sales? 
Mr. RAINEY. That is the trouble. That is the reason why 

we ought to reduce the tariff on wheat. That is the reason why 
flour ought always to be free, to prevent the speculation in 
Chicago and up in Wi]J.Ilipeg. If it is possible to take it -across 
the border either way, they can not tell ho" or when to corner 
markets-gamble in wheat. If this gambling could be pre
vented, it would mean cheaper bread there and cheaper bread 
here. We impose this tariff for the purpose of revenue, and 
that is all, and that is the only excuse for any of these rates. 
We get $200.000 out of it a year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs the indulgence of the com
mittee to stat~ that because 30 can not be equally divided by 4 it 
makes it difficult for the Chair to divide the time evenly. The 
Chair will recognize the next gentleman for two minutes. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the Chair allow me a suggestion? In 
order to be fair to each gentleman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time may be extended to 32 minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER. I object. 
Tl. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nortp Dakota [l\Ir. 

NORTON] is recognized for two minutes. 
J\fr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to take the very short 

time granted me to say that I am pleased to support the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY]. I have 
the honor to represent the greatest wheat-producing State in this 
Union. Nothing that I may say here this evening, I know full 
well, will change one single jot or tittle of this Democratic 
tariff bill. I have, however; during the past week been in
terested in the discussions that have been had on the different 
schedules. I have been particularly amused at the statement 
just made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY] that 
the Democratic Party always has kept its promises. Their con
cealed promises are about the only promises they have kept 1n 
the past, and I sincerely hope that during the next few. years 

in this country they · will not keep and carry into effect the 
kind of promises that our people in North Dakota know they 
carried into effect when they wer~ given an opportunity to man
age the affairs of this Government. We did not have the pros
perity in Democratic days that we are now enjoying, and I want 
to say to my friends on the other sid~ that the farmers of North 
Dakota did not at all understand the promises that you made in 
the last campaign, if they are such as are being carried out in this 
crazy-quilt patchwork of a tariff bill. They did not understand 
that you intended ·to throw the farmers' markets of this country 
open to the world. I am just as confident as that night follows 
day that these United States in the future are not going to con
tinue as a free-tariff country or a Democratic tariff-for-revenue
only Nation; but that, on the other hand, it is going to con
tinue as a uation of Americans, for American manufacturers, 
Ame1ican laborers, and American farmers. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [l\Ir. 
HAMMOND] is recognized. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has four minutes. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to say a word particularly to 

certain of my colleagues from Minnesota to whom I made a 
statement the other day. I said that Mr. Crosby, of the Wash· 
burn-Crosby- Milling Co., had stated to me that he preferred the 
present rates and provisions in this bill in refei.-ence to wheat 
and flour to free wheat and free flour. I so understood Mr. 
Crosby to state in a conversation I had with him. I desire to 
say that I have received a telegram from him in which he 
states that that is not his position, and that I must have mis
understood him. As he is a gentleman who makes no misstate
ments, I desire in this public way to correct, in so far as I may, 
any misapprehension that may have been caused by my mis
understanding of his remarks. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Karisas [Mr. MURDOCK] has given us 
figures as to the number of barrels of flour made in Canada
in Canada, the great country to the north of us, from which 
we fear so much. Assuming that his figures are right-I do 
not know-Canada made, in 1912, a little less than 2,400.000 
barrels of flour. 

I desire to say that one flouring concern in the city of Minne
apolis in six months will turn out that amount of flour and 50 
per cent more; so that the amount stated, great as it may 
appear, is not so great an amount as would disturb conditions. 
Why, if that one milling concern should shut down for six 
months, 50 pa.'\" cent more flour would be deducted from the 
flour product of. the world than the amount given by the gentle
man as Canada's yearly production. 

Another thing: About 5! bushels of wheat go into a barrel of 
:flour. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Four and one-half. Does the gentleman 
yield right there? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes. 
Mr. ANDERSON. The very least amount that goes into a 

barrel of flour is 4i bushels and the highest is 5i. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Well, 5 or 5! would be a fair estimate, 

would it not? 
Mr. ANDERSON. That is plenty. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Yes. Well, assuming that it takes as 

much wheat up in Canada to make a barrel of flour as it does 
in other places, and making the liberal estimate of 5 or 5! 
bushels to the barrel, there must be something less than 
15,000,000 bushels of wheat ground into flour in Canada if the 
gentleman's figures are correct. Why, the wheat farmers of 
the United States furnish to the millers of this country all the 
flour they want to grind, and then send abr:oad twice as much 
wheat as that. 
· Mr. S'.rEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man allow me just one question there? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Is not the gentleman aware of 

the fact that the average daily capacity of grinding in Canada 
is 111,000 barrels a day instead of the figures of the gentleman 
from Kansas? That is a fact, as I am telling you. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will say to my colleague that I do not 
know the grinding capacity of the mills in Canada, and I do not 
know the number of barrels of flour ground there last year. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. One hundred and two million 
bushels were ground last year. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then the statement of the gentleman from 
Kansas is incorrect, and -it was upon that statement that I 
based my remarks. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Twenty-two million barrels, 
and that would require 102,000,000 bushels of wheat. 
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Mr. HAMMOND. I wns surprised af the statement. So I 
went to my friend from Kansas and asked him to show me his 
figures, and I took them as he gave them to me. But it serves 
to illush·ate, at any rate, the comparatively slight importance of 
the wheat and flour of Canada as compared with the wheat 
raised in tills country and with the flour made here. 

Now, while we may think that it would be better if there 
were a straight rate upon flour in this bill in pla.ce of the con
tingent rate that is given, nevertheless I am satisfied that 
there is some advantage to the American miller in the plan · 
proposed, and I believe it will be of benefit both to the raiser 
of wheat and the maker of flour. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

1\Ir. HELGESEN rose. 
The CHAIRMAJ.'f. For what purpose does the gentleman 

rise? 
1\Ir. HELGESEN. I would like to have two minutes. 
Tlle CHAIRl\IAN. The debate has been limited by order of 

the committee. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
"noes" seemed to have it. 

Mr. NORTON. l\Ir. Chairman, I demand a division. 
The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded. 
lli. MAJ'{N. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. l\1A1\TN. Is this vote on the Powers amendment or the 

Langley amendment? · 
Tlle CHAIRMAN. It is on the amendment offered by the 

gentleman from Kentucky [l\Ir. PowERs]. 
Mr. M.Al\'N. I thought it was the other · way. That is all 

right. 
The CHAIRl\lAN. The Chair said " the amendment of the 

gentleman from Kentucky." He did not call the name. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 59, noes 107. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRM~AN. The question is on tbe amendment pro

posed by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY] . 
l\Ir. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, this is the amendment for 

the increase to 25 cents a bushel. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is an amendment proposed by the gen-

tleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY]. 
Mr. NORTON. I demand a division. 
The committee divided. and there were-ayes 60, noes 115. 
Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I should like to offer an 

amendment in the way of a new paragraph. · 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 

amendment, which the CJerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 51, line 15, after the word " bushel," insert as a new _para-

graph: · 
"198~. Wheat flour and semolina, 45 cents per barrel o! 196 pounds." 
l\lr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, that is the exact rate neces

sary to equalize the duty of 10 cents per bushel proposed in the 
pending bill. I desire the attention of the gentleman from 
Illinois [l\Ir. RAINEY] for just a moment, if I may have it, that 
I may call his attention to a fact related to the prices on wheat 
that has hitherto escaped his attention; and I am afraid that 
lack of information is illustrative of many of the reasons why 
certain schedules in the bill are as they are. He read to us 
the present prices of wheat in Winnipeg and Chicago, and it 
was no doubt to bis surprise and that of the House that the 
price in Winnipeg was higher, and upon that he based the state
ment that we should let down the bars so that our American 
farmers might sell their wheat in Canada. But, lli. Chairman, 
the gentleman should learn now that e\ery year for a period of 
four months, during which time not a bushel of wheat is sold, 
the q110tations at Winnipeg are higher than at Minneapolis, 
Duluth, or Chicago, and that during the other eight months of 
the year, when every bushel of wheat grown in Canada or 
'America is sold, the price at l\linneapolis and Duluth is from 
10 to 14 cents higher than it is at Winnipeg. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I am one who believes that the duty on flour 
is a protection to the farmer in t\le matter of his wheat. In 
round numbers, we raise in this country about 600,000,000 
bushels of wheat each year. The mills consume for flour pur
poses about 500,000,000 bushels. If we strike a blow at the mill
ing business, we certainly do an injury to the best market the 
farmer bas for his flour. Wheat is grown for practically no 
other purpose but to make flour, and if we injure the milling 
industry we certainly injure the wheat industry. 

Gentlemen have indulged themselves in the statement that 
wheat is not imported from Canada into the United States 
to-day in any considerable quantities. I would invite their 

attention to the fa.ct that during the last season there were im
ported and shipped to the Duluth market, stored in boats and 
elevators at Duluth in bond, 22,000,000 bushels of wheat, although 
it is the first year the great influx has come. }.fr. Chairman, if 
you knock down the duty on wheat still further, so that that 
imported wheat can pay the duty, instead of being exported out 
in bond, it will be milled in the States. 

I am frank to say that what I am now saying is not for the 
welfare, perhaps, of the milling industry in my own city, but I 
believe it is for the welfare of the milling industry in the 
United States and the faTmers of the United States. The miller 
then would like free wheat and free flour, but I believe in a 
protectil'e duty on both. It may be easy for some to imagine 
that by reason of their great capitalization, great oi·ganization, 
and scattered condition over the land, the milling industry of 
the United States can compete with the world. 

That is true when that industry can compete with the world 
on even terms, but handicap them by duty wheat and free 
flour and they can not possibly do so. Not in all sections can 
they compete now. 

Mr. Chairman, at the head of Lake Superior there are to~da.y 
several mammoth flour mills that have not turned a wheel in 
10 years. I do not ask that a duty be placed upon flour to 
enable those mills to start again. You can not do it. We stand 
at that point and listen to the whir of the flour mills at Kenora, 
Canada, across the line, where new mills have been constructed 
during the past ye..·u and many more are projected; but we do ask 
not to put this handicap upon the milling industry of the United 
States, that th~ flour mills in Minneapolis, in Kentucky, in 
Kansas, in Missouri, in Georgia, may not be like those of Duluth, 
with cobwebs in the machinery and panes out of the windows. 

l\1r. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask unanimous consent 
that debate on this paragraph and amendments close in 10 min
utes. 

l\lr. P AY:NE. I should like a couple of minutes. 
Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I should like two minutes. 
:Mr. MANAHA_N'. I should like five minutes. 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. I should like some time. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, everybody can not talk on 

every paragraph. I should like to accommodate some gentle
men on this side. I will ask unanimous consent that debate on 
this paragraph close in 20 minutes and that the time be limited 
to 4 minutes each. 

Mr. MANN. That will take care of the gentleman from Min
nesota, the gentleman from Oklahoma, the gentleman from 
North Dakota. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I will yield to the gentleman from Minne-
sota [~fr. AlANAHAN]. · 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will modify my re
quest. I ask that debate be closed in 24 minutes and the speak
ers be limited to 3 minutes each. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent that debate close in 24 minutes, recognition to be 
for 3 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MANAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I regret the poverty of time 

accorded us on this great question. It does not strike me as 
fair, but it is as fair as the tariff is to the people of l\Iinnesota. 
The tax on wheat at 10 cents a bushel with flour free is a 
fraud. It is dishonest. [Applause on the Republican side.] It 
is a " con ", case, designed to obtain votes by false pretenses. 
The gentlemen who drew this schedule know that wheat must 
be ground into flour before it is used. Possibly the prehistoric 
Democrat used wheat before it was ground, but it only served 
to deTelop his teeth and grazing ability, and possibly developed 
his ears at the expense of his intellect. [Laughter.] 

I never realized until this discussion came up the appropriate
ness of the great symbol of Dl2mocracy, represented by the stub
borness of the mule. You can not convince these gentlemen on 
any proposition, and the reason given by the gentleman from 
Illinois [l\Ir. RAINEY] is that they promised the American 
people before election they would give them free flour and wheat 
and they have got to keep their promise, regardless of the 
merits of the proposition. 

It may be good politics, but it is poor patriotism-in fact, it 
is wicked-to destroy the great industries of a great State for 
the sake of keeping a promise made for political effect. 

Mr. Cha1rman, I regret exceedingly that I have not the time 
to show the iniquity of this proposition. I regret it exceedingly, 
because it is not only dishonest to. the farmers of my State, but 
to the American people. To break down agriculture is the 
cruelest blow that can be struck against labor, and I am amazed 
that the Representati>e from Illinois [Mr. IlucH.AN.A.N], the rep
resentative of labor, does not appreciate the great truth that if 
you make farming so miserable for the farmers and unprofit-
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able, and so unsatisfactory to the farmer's boys and girls, they 
will keep on congregating in the city and making the laborer's lot 
harder and more fiercely compditive and the flll'ms po ·er and 
less _prodactiYe and profitable, thus bringing wholesale depres
sion and poverty to the Nation. You hnve got- to ha.v~ the 
farmer prosperous in order to have labor succeed, because if the 
farmers are prosperous the whole Nation is and the demand 
for labor is heavy. This is a dishonorable tariff as far as the 
agriculturists of the country are eoncerned, and an unfortunate , 
tariff for men and women who work. [ pplause on the Repub
lican filde.] 

r. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I wunt to ex
press my opposition to this paragraph and the preceding one. 

It matters not what is said on this floor, it mutters not what 
may be said in the future, the farmers of this country under
staud thoroughly this proposition, and they believe that a re
duction of duty on wheat or the placing of flour on t1;1e free 
list will seriously injure their busines, and I agree mth the 
farmer. 

PETITIO~ FROM OKLAHOMA FARMERS. 

1 want to present to the House a petition from the farmers 
of my district. It is as follows: 

Ilon. DICK T. MORG N, lL C.t. 
1Vasl1ington, JJ, a. 

DEAR. Sm: 

MOORELAND, OKLA., April f6, 191S. 

Whereas the Ways and Means Committee of the Ilouse of Representa
tives bas prepared a tariff bill for the revision of the tariff; and 

Whereas by the terms of the said proposed bill all tariffs would be re
moved from flour ; and 

Wherell.S by the term ot the said bIII it is provided that a tariff -0f 10 
cents per bushel shali be maintained upon whe t ; and 

Wherea.s 1t is evident by removing the tartfI from flour the price of ftom 
will necessarily be lowered, and in tha.t manner and to that extent 
will ne<!cssarily lower the price of wheat correspondingly ; and 

Whereas the effect of the removing of the tariff from flour will neces
sarily be to reduce the price of wheat, thereby reducing the price of 
the land upon which wheat 1s grown in the United States; and 

.Whereas the removal or the taril'f from flour will necess::i.rily reduce the 
price of heat to an export value and maintain same throughout every 
month in the year, thus depriving us of our domestic value, which 
usually is from 10 to 15 cents per bushel hlgher than export values, 
and thus putting our wheat in competition throughout every month 
in the year with tbe vast heat-growing countries of the Canadian 
Nortllwest1 Argentina, and Russia, which countrles can not produce 
·anything out wheat,. and whlch countries can p.r<>duce wheat at a 
lesser cost of production than we can in our country ; and 

Whereas the removal of the tariff from flour will necessarily transfer 
the milling business from the mill center In the Unit.ed States to 
the Canadian mills and other countries producing a surplus of wheat, 
and in that manner depreciating i:he va!ue of all mllllng pr{)perty, and 
teansferring the labor employed in the milling eon-eerns in the 
United States to the milling concei:ns located in foreign ~ou.ntries; 
and 

Whereas we, the undersigned farmers and pioneers of northw.cst Okla
homa, ha.ve helped develop n-0rthwest Oklahoma into a wheat-grow
ing country, and the reduction of the price of wheat would naturally 
affect our o.ccumulatlon of a lifetime; 
-'.rhcrefore we, the undersigned farmers, do hereby earnestly protest 

against the removal of the tariff from either wheat or flour, and do 
her by urge you as our Representative ln Congress to use your b t 
effo1-ts and influence in maintaining the ta.rill' on both heat and flour, 
to the end that we may not swrer disasuously from the passage cf 
thts bill. 

Respect.fully, 
John J. Bouquot, Geo. Knittel, G. W. Tyford, F. J. Knittel, 

J. F. Butcher, W. M. Blevlr!.s_, J. C. Triplett_, .A. B. 
Catlett, lbert Geerdet, H. Ill. Wyckoff, Joe Lowell, 
W. J. Shaw, Wm. H. Lintner, 0. A. White, B. J. 
Durent, J. El. Taylor, J. G. Carter. Geo. F. Ruttman, 
0. P. Clifton, R. C. Robinson, A. S. Jentsch, L. Ill 
Bouquot, ru. L. Leighton, S. Luellen, D. I. Harper, A. P. 

tkinson, M. L. Cobb, . D. Bailey, M. Matthews. 

I next f)resent n. letter from Mr. H. K. Schafer, manager Qf the 
Canadian MUI & Elevator Co. : 

EL RENO, OKLA., April f8, 1913. 
II-on. DICK T. MORGAN~ Washingtcm_, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: We sfncerely hope that the grain producers' interests, to
gether with the milllng-industry interests, wUI be considered when the 
tarur b!U is taken up in the Senate. We understand thls bill is designed 
to protect the consumer -Of flour by having flour -0n the free list and 
to protect the pPodurer of wbcnt by having a tarifr on wheat. In this 
connection wish to say, however, that the produeer gets no protection 

hatever, from the tact th t lmmt!diately when flour is imported into 
this country the producer's wheat mast necessarily recepo In price to a 
level tbat will enable the miller in this country to cope with his fore!Jpi 
competitor, who 'mports the cheaper flour ; and, speaking from we 
miller's iewpoint, there i no question but what tt would be direct 
discrimination to bm-e fiour on the free list and wheat protected by 
duty. If the interest of the millers and milling industry would be 
pl'otected like the inteeests of other manufacturing industries, the miller 
should be entitled to tree wheat and a duty on nour; however, it this 
can not be granted, we request that you urge by all means to at least 
keep flour and wheat and the products from wheat on a parity; that rs to flay, if wheat bears a duty, let tlour and other products ot wheat 
beu a proportionate duty. 

We sincerely request that you glve this matter serious consideration, 
and see to It that the producer of wheat as well as the mlller .gets 
protection he is ju.'3tly entltled to. 

Your , truly, 
CANADIAN MILL & F1LEY T R co., 
II. K. ScruurEll, M ttager. 

- OKLAHOMA CITY, OKL ., At>til 15, 1913. 
Ilon. DICK T. MOBGAN, M. C., 

lVashfogton, D. 0. 
DEAR Srn: We notice that the new tariff bill places rolled oats, oat

meal, and oat hulls on the free List. In fairness and justice to the 
American anufacturcr of t'Olled oats, we believe tlrn t Congress should 
ol ce a tariff on the manufactured products in strict keeping witll th t of raw material whlch, according to schedule, will remain practically 
unchanged. 

We believe a duty of 55 cents per hundred pounds on rolled oats and 
oatmeal and 15 cents on oat feed or oat hulls would be in the right 
p1oportions with the proposed duty on raw material, and constitute the 
measure of protection due the American manufacturer. 

Under the proposed act the rolled-oats and oatmeal business ot the 
United States would be wholly at the mercy of fore!~ competition. 
more especially with Canada, since the home manufacturer would not 
have the O(>portunlty of importing his eaw material on the same basts 
as h.ls foretgll competitor could ship into the United States his mo.nu
factured products. 

It seems to us that from such an unjust discrimination between the 
raw and manufactured products, nothing short of a disastrous end can 
come to our home manufacturers. 

In thus exterminating the home manufacturer, we can sec in :our 
imagination such destruction to the home market for raw material as 
to render the profit to the producer almost, if not quite, extinct. 

Anything which you can <!onscientiously do in defeat of the proposed 
act, plo.cing this item on the free list, we assure you will be duly ap~ 
preciated, not only by ourselves and the home manufacturers, but the 
farmers as well. 

Yours, very truly, CARROLL, BROUGII & RoBINSO • 
By J_ T. RoBI 'SON, 

Secretary ana Treasurer. 

Hon. D. T. Mono.AN, 
EL RENO, OKLA., April 5, 1913. 

Hause of Represeutatit:es, Washi1igton, D. 0. 
DlllB Sm : We receivM word that the new tarlll' bill about to be 

consider d in Congress provides a duty of 7l! cents a bushel on wheat, 
whlle aou.r and feed are placed on tile free list. . ~e iD?mediately wire;d 
you that this would be a deathblow to the milling rndustr:v of this 
country, urging that flour, feed, and wheat all be put on parity. 

We do not kn-ow the exact figures, but think on a 10 years' a.verage 
tbe farmer receives 2 to 3 cents per bushel above till? export price for 
h1s wheat. This is due to domestic requirements being so close to pro
duction. D-Omestic consumption, of oourse, ts entirely by millers, U?-d 
should t'll~y be eliminated the farmer would be forced to sell his entrre 
crop for export at a considerably lower price than be has heretofore 

boe.,ffhif'e~?~rs do not ask for any protcdl-0n or favors of an:v kind, but 
they are surely entitled t() the same ndvantn~e from our Government 
ns the Canadian and English millers. This bUl in effect, however, dis
criminates agaln~t us in favor of tbe foreigner. 

Trust that y-0u wm see the injustice of this act and will succeed in 
s euring this parity of duty on grain and Dour and feed. 

Ul'S, truly, l!.."'L RENO MILL & ELEV TOR Co., · 
K. E. HUMPHREY, 

Secretary a114 Treasurer. 

Mr. Chairman, up0n this matter of ::t tariff upon agricultural 
products I like to look at it from a broud national viewpoint. 
There are 3,00-0,000 square miles of area in continental United 
States, 1,008,000,000 acres of Jand. Eight hundred and eighty
five million acres are included within our farms. Four hun
dred and eighty-five million acres of thnt land in farms are 
improved. In other words, only one-half of our farm lands 
to-day are improved. Three-fourths of the urea of our country 
is not improved. Th~ men who have given the greatest study 
tQ this agricultmal question believe in intensifying om· farm
ing, in scientific farming, in aiding and developing the great 
farming interests of thls country so as to enable them to pro
duce what is necessary for all our people. 

Give our farmers a fair chance, give them prices that. will 
make thei!I.· labor remunerative, and they will furnish products 
in abundll.Ilce for all. 

The farmers ru.'e entitled to the same protection we give the 
manufacturers. Competition is no more injurious to the manu
facturer than to the farmer. The farmer is entitled t.o the home 
market as much as the owners of our manufacturing plants. 
To open our markets to the cheap farm products of Canada, 
JUexico3 South America, and other countries where the price 
of labor is often not one-fifth what it costs the farmer in this 
country is unjust, unfair, and not for the welfare of any class 
of our citizenship. Farming is not only the chief industry of 
Oklahoma, but it is the greatest industry of the Nation. If our 
legislation makes the farmers prosperous, all other classes will 
share in that prQSperity. 

The provisions of this bill are also unjust to the millers of 
this country. 

Why should we enact laws that will embarrass or endanger 
n:ny industry? Why should we legislate in a wa.y that will 
depreciate the value of the mills in this country? I protest 
against the provisions of this bill relating to wheat and flour 
as detrimental to both the farmers U11.d millers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ok.la. 
homa bas expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gen ... 
tleman from Illinois Il\Ir. RAINEY] to answer a question. He 
has just stated that May wheat was selling in Chicago for 02 
eents and on the sam~ day in Winnipeg for 94 cents. Does the 
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gentleman have reference to the present market and the 1912 one minute they are not going to remove the duty on flour that 
crop? goes into· Canada· in order to get the benefit of free flour there 

l\fr. RAINEY. That refers to the present prices in Chicago. you a~ assuming they are a lot of idiots, and they have demon-
Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen on strated in the' last few years that there is no more capable, 

the other side of the Chamber, you have been deceived, unless intelllgent business men on earth than the Canadian, and they 
you have made an independent investigation. I trust that this are going to remove the duty on our flour in order that they may 
House wants to be fair. I trust that the gentleman from Illi- enjoy the greatest market the world has got. We consume 20 
nois [Mr. RAINEY] wants to be fair, and I want to say to you per cent of all the manufactured products of the world, and you 
that the prices of wheat that Mr. RAINEY gave are on a par can rest assured it is not long before Canada ls going to take 
with a great many other things that evidently have crept in advantage of what you are offering them in this bill. 
here. · Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the position 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I read those quotations from of the committee now, they promised free food in the original 
the Chicago Inter Ocean, a Republican newspaper. bill, and for that reason they put flour on the free list and they 

1 Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Very good. I am going to relieve heard from the millers of the country. I heard some echoes 
the gentleman of the position in ~hich he has placed himself. of that in my own office, and for reason of these loud protests 
I want to say it is unfair, and I want .to say that no man can they concluded to break 10 per cent of their promises on flout· 
take up one of these schedules and digest it within a year, and report a duty of 10 cents on wheat and 10 per cent on flour. 
·while we are forced to pass upon the entire bill within a week. As long as you have broken your promises, why not give a duty 
If we had a proper tariff commission, we would have authentic that would be proportionate, so there will not be any undue im
~nd unbiased information. I am going to quote to you the portatlon of free articles and you will raise the revenue that you 
actual range of prices covering a sufficient length of time to are so anxious about. I heard some echoes about buckwheat, 
JVarrant their use as actually showing the facts. I have here and a gentleman came into my office, who lives in my district, 
a table contained on page 425 of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, pre- who said he had the largest buckwheat mill in the country, if 
pared by the Tariff Board, which shows the price of wheat in not in the world, perhaps, which ground exclusively buckwheat 
Minneapolis and in Winnipeg for 6 years, and out of the 72 flour, and they had a meeting of a large number of millers making 
pionths only six times was the average price higher in Winnipeg buckwheat flour, from Pennsylvania, and they sent him down 
than in Minneapolis. Eighteen times it was more than 10 cents as the buckwheat spokesman. He said he wanted one of two 
pigher in Minneapolis than in Winnipeg, and 45 times it was at things-either free buckwheat or a duty on buckwheat flour. 
least 5 cents higher in Minneapolis than in Winnipeg. When They ha•e got the buckwheat on the free list. He wanted to 
you confine yourself to one single year in getting statistics it is know what he should do. I told him I did not have anything 
not fair. It is misleading, and it shows you have not invest!- more to do with this bill, thank God, than he did, and of all 
gated the subject, and anyone who relies on that statement is things that have been charged against me I was not responsible 
depending on lnforma,tion that ls not reliable. Let me tell you for a line of it. · But I did tell him where I thought he shou)d 
why the price of wheat in Chicago and Minneapolis to-day is go to interview some men, and he seems to have gotten in his 
less than it is in Winnipeg. If you will just go out to the great work. 
States of North and South Dakota and Minnesota and see what I told hiin that it was an uphill job, because the Member from 
we produced In 1912, you will understand. Out of 621,000,000 our State was more interested in some things down about 
bushels of wheat produced in the United States we produced in Manhattan Island than in raising buckwheat and making buck
those three States 263,000,000 bushels. Do you not think that wheat flour up in my district, and the gent\eman frpm Pennsyl
j;hat will affect those markets. We never had such a crop and van.la had his hands more than full, but he went notwithstand
probably will never have such a crop again. When you are ing, and what was the result? Why, to even up things they put 
~stimating prices do not confine yourself to 1 year. Cover a buckwheat on the free list as well as buckwheat flour, so you 
period of 10 years if you can-the further back the better. have another thing added to the inharmonious aspect of this 

1When you take an isolated case and base your argument on that bill running through e>ery other line of it. Buckwheat free, 
to show that the prices in Chicago and Minneapolis are lower buckwheat fl.om~ free, wheat on the dutiable list and 10 per cent 
than in Winnipeg, I say it is manifestly unfair; a.lid the · gentle- on flour, but to be free in the end. They make promises and 
man from Illinois {Mr. RAINEY] should have known it; and break them, because they know and everybody knows Canada 
especially since he is the member of the Ways and Means Com- will take off the little duty on fl.our in order to set to work the 
inittee having charge of this schedule and upon whom the mem- mills of Canada, which have the capacity to make 50 per cent 
bership of the House must rely, for its information. more flour than· they are making now. Oh, it is a beautiful 
. The CHAIRMAN~ The time of the gentleman from Minne- bill. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
sota has expired. · Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the committee has already de-

Mr. HELGESEN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to termined by a vote to keep the duty of 10 cents per bushel on 
some of the remarks of gentlemen on the other side, particu- wheat. By all principles of fairness if there be a duty of 10 
iarly the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. HAMMOND] and a cents per bushel on wheat the amendment to place a duty on fl.our 
few others who said that we have nothing to fear from Canada. ought to prevail in the interest of having wheat milled into 
Evidently they are proceeding upon the theory that · when this fl.our in our own country instead of in Canada. I was pleased, 
bill is passed all progress is going to stop, not only in this however, and somewhat surprised to hear my distinguished 
country but in Canada. Canada is a new country, and I pre- friend from Kansas [Mr. MURDOCK] apparently advocate either 
sume there is not a man on that side of the House who realizes a reduction ·on wheat or a duty on flour. T·he pending measure 
that you can draw a line through the city of Winnipeg north carries 10 cents a bushel on wheat and no duty on flour except 
and south, and that the Canadian territory west of that line under certain conditions. 
will support the entire population of the United States. They When the duty on wheat was 25 cents a bushel instead of .10 
do not realize that Canada is in the near future going to raise cents a bushel, the distinguished gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
more wheat annually than the· United States has ever raised MURDOCK] a year ago voted to place fl.our on the free list, while 
in all its pj.story, and that, Mr. Chairman, means that we will 25 cents a bushel still remained on wheat-much more onerous 
have something to fear, providing they can raise the wheat for the miller than the proposition of 10 cents a bushel on 
more cheaply than we can. On the subject of the price of wheat and no duty on flour. He not only voted for the bil\ 
wheat, let me illustrate: A neighbor of mine last fall took two when it passed the House, but he voted to override f:lle veto of 
samples of wheat from my home town to Saskatchewan, where the President after the President had vetoed the bill on th~ 
some of his relatives live. One sample was graded as No. 1 distinct ground that to leave a duty on wheat at 25 cents ft. 
northern in my town and the other was graded as No. 2. bushel and then place flour on the free list wouid be destruc. 

1 

When he got to Saskatchewan, for the No. 1 northern he was tive of A.l:nerican milling interests. .And I am delighted and 
offered No. 4, and the other, our No. 2, they would not grade pleased beyond measure that we have gathered to this side o~ 
at all. the House the gentleman from Kansas, now in favor of the 

Now, the way they grade their wheat in Canada, No. 1 hard proposition which he then voted against. [Applause 6n the 
is quoted at a high price, but no wheat is ever sold or. scarcely Republican side.] 
~my at the No. 1 price. The price they do sell their wheat at The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro .. 
there is such that were they to cross this line they would get posed--
from one to four grades higher on this side than on the other. Mr. ANDERSON. - Mr. Chairman, has the time expired? 
If you take that into consideration, my friends, there will be a The CHAIRMAN. The time has not expired. There are six 
vast difference in our favor between the Canadian price and the minutes. remaining. The gentleman from Minnesota is recog· 
American price, and when you talk about their milling capacity nized for three minutes. . 
they have more water powe~ than we have, l?O that they can Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to congratulate my 
extend their milling capacity without limit. If you think · for · .colleague from Minnesota [Mr. HAMMOND] on the frankness 

I • j • "1, ' • J 
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anu squarenei,;s wbjeb harncterlzelt the statement which pi-ef- jng the further fact that she has 30,000,000 acres o:f wheat 
aceu his remarks a few moments ago. The squareness was like : landS' available foi- the production of wheat, has a population of 
.him anu worthy of him, and I want to express for myself and · only 8,000,000 p.eople1 while tlle Unitetl States has a population 
my colleagues our appreciation of his action. I only regi-et 1 oi about lOU,000,000 peo.ple. 
that his Democratic colleagues on the committee do not appear The CHA.JRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken
as wUJing to protect the interests. of the State o:t Mlnnesota · tucky has exp:ired. .All time hos expired. The question is on 
as he. · agreeing to the amendment offered by ihe gentleman from 

realize that gentlemen on that side of the aisle will not pay · innesota [Mr. MlLLER]. 
much attention to what we Rc.publiC1tils may say, and so I want The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
to rea<l for yolll' cdwcation a !ettei· which I received from n ' the noes appeared to have it. 
lifelong Democrat in my district. It is as. fallows: Mr. l\iANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division on that. 

PRESTON STocK FARM, The committee divided; nnd there were-ayes 73, noes 1.13. 
Preston, Fill?nore Coimty, Minn., April 9, 1918. So the amendment was rejected. 

non. Sn RY NDERS'O~. The CHAIRMAN. Th~ Clerk will read. 
DEJA& Sm: As a lifelong Democrat, but nev:er an offiee seeker, I want The CleFk read as fo11ows: 

to protest against the finnncial idiocy that takes the tariff fl'om flour 190 B' •t b a· af k d th b ked t' I b b t 
and leaves it on wheat. l am devoted to Dcmoc:ratic principles. and · iscm S-. re ' w ers, ca es, an ° er a ar ic es, Y w a -
have proven the fact by answering the call of Douglas and Logan to ever name known, when CQIBbined with ehocolat~ nuts, fruit, or confcc
stand by the Union, wearing n blue uniform as n Democrat and remain- tione.ry of any kind, and without regard to the component material of 
ing one since, while lmocklng out a living by hard work. This entitles ehlef value, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
me, in my opinion, to the privilege of protesting against being ftnaneially Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee amendment. 
murdered by a buneh of Democratic theorists who never did an honest The CIIAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois ( .Ir. RAINEY] 
day's work in their lives. What are the dairy farmers of your district offers a committee amendment, which the Cl"~·k '""'ill r·eport. going to do. for mill stuff with the mills shot down? We ra~ no = ,. 
wheat to speak of. Leaving the tar!fr on heat and· taking it off The Clerk 1·eacl us. follows: 
flout· transfers the milll:lg in<lust.ry to Canada. Any faQ) can sec- that. On page 51, line 17, after the word "articles," insert the words "and 
I. ave the taritl'. on both Ql' take it o.f from both. Can not yoo ma.kc my puddings." 
bonehead brother Democrats seo thls? Or will the owners u.C the 
Democ.Fntic uonkcy h c to l)'UU its cars? \Ye wha ow:n it :ue campd.ent Mr. lll.ANN. You will be a pud<ling for us! 
to do the job. The CHAIRl\IAN. The question is on agreeing t°' the amend-

Whut satisfaction will H be to a crty consumer to buy Canadian flour ment offe"ed by the gentleman from Illino1·s [" ...... RAINEY·]. . 
after our mills are shut <lown? Will he get it any cheaper? By no ~ .ru. .. 
means; he will pay more. te11 the 1{}-eent tal'ifI on wheat bas closed The question was taken, and the amendment was agi·eed to. 
our mills, consumers will have. to pay· the penalty that monopoly exacts. M'.r. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer another committee 
When we can not get brun und shorts for our cows, e:xeept from Canada,, 
dairy farming will suffer a more severe blow than my fellow partisan, amendment. 
Burleson, has sought to lniliet upon us in h1s. olcro p?opaganda, The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SHERLEY)~ The gentleman from Illillois 

ffiaughtered in the house. of our friends is the legend I s.uggwt for . [Mr . .RAINEY} presents a. committee amend.inent which the le.ik 
tb-c tombston~ of Dcmocrnts crushed by a tariff provision that beneflts ; will report. 
no American, and I wonder what there is in Democrac)' that goes. to 
some- men's heads and makes them foolish. Don't hesitate to read this The Clerk read as follows: 
to my fello1V Dcmoernts~ I am not fill offiee seeker, only a vQ"ting On page lil, line l'r, strike out the words "when combin.-ed with" and 
Democrat with. calloused hands, who swallowed Greely and offcrecl to, · insert the word "containing.'' 
carry arms ugU.l.Il fot 'l'lld'en. . · . . . 

l hate. ai l'aseal,, but ai foot l WID'f*:, and ~he e,n who can not see that The CHAIRMAN. The question lS on agreemg to the amenu-
a taril'l' on wheat aml none- on tloiu IS: feohsh are aimpJy foals~ and ~oo ment. · 
i>1:m~~~fY5<f ~ec~~ea~~- tell them so for a Democr t who waa a fighting The question was taken, and the amendment was: agreed to. 

Ya.w:s, truly, M. T. G:RATTAN. The CHAIR.MAN. The Clerk will read. 
The CHAIRM . The question is on the amenclment--
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chai:rman1 bas all time expired? 
The CHAJRl\I.A.r . The.re are three minute remaining. The 

gcntiem:rn from Kentucky is ecognized. 
Mr. POWERS. r. Chairman, we have been reminded by 

some gentleman on the other· side or the aisle that the United 
St, tes has nothing to fear from wheat production in the D-0.Iilln
ion of Canada. l want to remind them tllat in the year o'f 1910 

anada pi·oduced 166,745,0QO bushels of wheat. Canada had 
available for export io that year 95,000;000 bushels of wheat. 
' be United States in that year--

Mr. RAINEY. Will the gentleman pe1.1mit me to state how 
much the United States· p1·oc:tuced in that ye~u-? 

.Mr. POWERS. What is th t7 
" RAINEY. Will the gentleman permit me to. state how 

much the Uniteu States produced in that year? 
lr. POWERS. I have no- obj.ect.ton. 
Ir. RAINEY. It produced 6211338,.000 bushels. 

lli. POWERS. While that is tFue~ the United States. ex
ported in that year only 1::t4,COO,OOO bushels o:f wheat, and Can
ada exp0rted in that ye::ur 071000,5)00 bushels of wheat1 a good 
lleal of it coming to the United: States. .And 1 would remilld 
them fu-rther-- · 

Ir. RAI EY. There co-ulfl not be more than ,000,000 bushels 
c me- to the- United States. 

Mr. POWERS. I said, 57,000,000 busbe of Wh€nt. 
Ir. RAINEY. You just .saicl that lJ000,000 came t0 the 

United States in that year. 
Mr. POWERS. Canada exported in the yea:r 10101 57,000,000 

bushels of wheat1 a good deal o.f it coming to the United States. 
Mr. RAINllIY. Does the gentleman e.bject to my stating how 

much came ta the 'United StateS' in that year? 
r. POWERS-. I haye only three minutes. 

l\fr. RATh"'E ~ · Gne millicm one hundred thousarn,1 bnsbels 
ame to the- United States in that yea:r. 

Ir- POWERS. C::mada has 3,0oo,oeo. ncr s of wheat land. 
he pro-daces an an average o1 22 bushels per acre, while in 

the United State we are o~ ab!e to produce on a.a average
ot 15 bushels pel' aero. 
/ Mr. RAINEY. Will the- gentleman p~rmtt me to state wl:rnt 
the whea1l ae:reage was in that year? cce1itiug to the Qa:oadkm 
Y.ear Book it was 9,209.~0Q acn~s. . 

t · '· POWERS. O.inada~ nm.viths:tnn.ding the fact thaJ_she jfl 
prod ing this norm us qllllintity of h at, llliLd notwitbmancl-

-The Clerk read as follows: 
200. Butter and butte.r substitutes, 3 cents per pounu. 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offe-l:· an amendment, whi h I 

send' to the Clerk's desk. 
Tbe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [1\Ir. 'oon] 

. offers. an anH~·ndment which the Clerk will rePQrt. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, line 21 1 page. 51, by striking out "3 l' and ins~rtlng "3~." 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, the item refers to- the duty on 

butter. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, hns that paragraph been 

: read!? 
Mr. MANN. Yes; it has been read . 
MY. GOOD. The bill places the duty at 3 cents: :per pound. 

The amendment which] have offered pla.ces the duty at tbo rate 
carried in the Payne law of 3~ cents. 

Mr. MANN. It is given here as 6. cents m the Payne law. 
Mr. PAYNE. Aceording to this print it is 6 centS'. 
Ml'. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a circular, cir

culated! in the cities of the 'United States in the ca.mpaign of 
1910,, a part of' which reads as follows: 

Tote.rs and honseholdel'&, read th& within carefaUy. How to save 
your money. Take it into the booth with you when you vote. Vote for 
your families. High-cost-of-living facts. Read carefully and pondet· 
welL Vote right. Eighteen hundred and ninety-six priccs-1910. The 
Repu~Hea.n Pa.rty bas been in complete control o:f evel'y department of 
the Governm®t since 1896--Pl'esident Senate, and Congress. They 
have given y-0u a go.vei-n.ment o.f trust&--Beef 'l'rust, Sugar Trust, Flour 

. Trust, Clathlng Trust-and the daddJc of them all, the ~rarilf Trust. 
[.A.pp:tause on the Democratic side.) 
Sllc the result below, 
The gentleman from Illino.is [Mr. RArnEJT), the expert on this 

Ctlillntittee., made a statement a few moments ago to the effect 
that the difference between the Republicrm Party and the Demo
cratic Party Jay in the fact that the platform pledges of the 
Democratic Party were redeemed when that party got in po\Ver. 
Let us examine the facts with regard to this: schedule. 

The Payne law cl:id not alter the duty o butter ut ult The · 
chity on butt.el' unde:v the Dingley billi was. 6 cents a pound and, 
it the gentleman is correct, it was. 6 cents a ponnc1 in the Payne 

. hill The s.tntement which your committee sent ottt in 1910 is 
' that butter in 1896 was 10 ~ents n pound, and you sny that the 
price in 1910 wa 30 -Cents a I>tJUlld an increase of 300 per cent, 
~g from w:ruin From not doing a single thing with 

. regai·d to the tariff on butter, but by leaving it just as it was. 
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Mr. RAINEY. The Elgin Butter Trust. 
, Mr. GOOD. Now, I want to ask the gentleman if the action 
of that Congress in not changing the duty on butter, in not 
lowering or increasing it at all, increased the. price to the ulti-

.mate consumer 300 per cent, how much will the reduction of 
40 per cent proposed in the bill increase the price to the ulti
mate consumer? 

Mr. RAINEY. The price of butter has been increased by the 
. EJgin Butter Trust. 

Mr. GOOD. How about the millions of farmers who are 
making batter and selling it in the markets? 

.Mr. RAINEY. They do not make that kind of butter. 
A MEMBER. They make better butter. 
l\Ir. RAINEY. Before the gentleman qualifies as a farmer-
Mr. GOOD. Perhaps they make a better kind of butter. 
l\lr. MADDEN. What is the price of butter now? 
l\lr. GOOD. I am not an expert on that. The gentleman 

who prepared that campaign document perhaps can tell what 
it is. · 

SEYERAL l\fEMBEBS. Forty ·cents. , 
l\Ir. RAINEY. It keeps getting higher and higher. It will 

commence to get lower now. 
Mr. GOOD. How much lower will it commence to get after 

this bill passes? · • · 
'!'he CHAIRMA~. The. time of the .gent~eman has expired. 
Mr. U~'DERWOOD. I move that debate on this paragraph 

·and amendments thereto close in '"five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 

all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto close in 
'five minutes. 
. The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I should like to call the atten
tion of the committee and of the gentleman from Alabama to 
the report on this bill, page 162, butter and substitutes there
for. . The duty is reduced from 6 cents a pound in the Payne 
bill to 3 cents a pound in the Underwood bill, presumably for 
the purpose of raising revenue, which is reduced from $60,000 
·under the Payne bill to $39,000, estimated, under the Under
wood bill. · But as to the cost of living, the unit value of butter 
under the Payne bill is given at 23 cents a pound, and under 
the Underwood bill, the duty being reduced, · at 25 cents a pound. 
I "hould like to ask whether that is a typographical error? 
The price of the commodity to the consumer seems to be raised 
under this system. Before the gentleman answers that ques
tion I wilJ call his attention to cheese and substitutes therefor, 
reported on the same page. There is a reduction of duty there 
from 32 per cent ad valorem under the Payne bill to 20 per cent 
under the Underwood bill. 

The duty, of course, is reduced for the purpose of revenue 
only, but the price of cheese to the consumer, this being an 
article very much needed by the poor consumer, is apparently 
raised from 18 cents in the Payne bill to 19 cents in the Under
wood bill. This may also be a mistake. It may be purely 
typographical; but it would appear on looking at eggs, page 165, 
that the duty on eggs in the Payne tariff bill was 5 cents a 
dozen, and the duty is to be reduced to 2 cents a dozen in the 
Underwood bill. The unit value of the eggs in the Payne bill 
is given at 13.7, and in the Underwood bill, the duty being 
lowered, the price of the eggs is increased to the consumer to 
14 cents a dozen. Now, it may be that these are all clerical 
errors and that the committee has made a mistake. It would 
seem so, because the purpose of the committee, as I understand 
it, is to take the duties off in order that the price of living to 
the consumer may be reduced. 

l\1r. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. l\IOORE. If the gentleman will allow me to refer to 

rose plants and things of that kind, I think I can show that 
throughout this series of tables as the duty is taken off and . 
the opportunity to the producer to obtain a fair profit for his 
commodity is reduced the price to the consumer, whoever he is, 
is increased, as proven at least by the figures in these three 
tables I have quoted. It is an interesting study in statistics, 
and might possibly be explained by the philosophers on the 
other side who are teaching us how to keep wages up and prices 
down. 

Mr. GOOD. Perhaps this campaign circular disclosed what 
is meant on that subject. 

l\1r. MOORE. I have heard the gentleman refer to that sev
eral times, and I am inclined to think that campaign circular 
was one of those 1,100,001 lies that were circulated so success
fully through the newspapers and handbills that they com
pletely deceived the people in the last campaign as to the real 
intent of the Democratic Party to reduce the cost of living. 

Mr. GOOD. With regard to eggs, they propose by the same 
reduction--

Mr. MOORE. To raise the price to the consumer. · 

Mr. GOOD. Reduce the prico 15 cents a dozen to t4e con
sumer. 

:.Mr. MOORE. When the poor consumer gets his end of it, as 
he will in the course of time, he will understand the circular 
which the gentleman has read. 

Mr. GOOD. First they propose to reduce the. duty 3 cents a 
pound on butter and they propose to reduce the price to the 
consumer· 10 cents a pound . 

l\fr. l\IOORE.- The gentleman represents the producer in but
ter, and I represent the consumer. The gentleman sn.ys bis 
producers are going to be hurt, and I say the price to the con
sumer is going to be increased. That is true Democratic vWlos
ophy. [AP,Plause on the Republican •. side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offereu 
by the gentleman from Iowa· [Mr. Gooo]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
201. Cheese aiid substitutes therefor, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

I • 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, we produce 

in this country under this paragraph and the preceding one 
dairy products amounting to $250,000,000 worth a year. It so 
happens that the amount of consumption is practically the same 
equivalent, around the figures of one-quarter of a billion dollars 
every year . . Of course, the purpose of our Democratic tariff 

-blacksmiths is to increase importations of these articles and all 
others that they have made these great reductions of the tariff 
upon. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I have a number of blacksmiths 
in my d1strict, and on behalf of those blacksmiths I object. 

· [Laughter.] . . 
. Mr. hIARTIN of South Dakota. They stated that as a gov

erning principle forming the basis of their reductions, they 
have no regard for protection. In the second place, they make 
such reductions as will lead to a material increase of importa
tions. They have not favored the country with a statement of 
what the total amount of increased importations is to be. They 
have in some respects. As to articles left on the dutiable list, 
they have estimated that the imports will be $39,000,000 more 
than in 1912, but they have taken off the dutiable list and put 
on the free list articles of value imported in 1912 to the amount 
of $102,000,000. It goes without saying that if you take arti
cles off the dutiable list and put them on the free list the quan
tity of importations will very much increase. 

Take the sugar question. Sixty million dollars in round fig
ures of beet sugar is grown in this country, and it will in 
time under free trade come near disappearing entirely. The 
nearest we have had to an estimate from these responsible 
gentlemen who are rearranging the tariff, was when the dis
tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] was 
addressing the House, and I asked him what was their e ti
mate of the probable increased importations, and after con
sulting at his elbow the gentleman from Alabama, my un
derstanding of the estimate was that in round figures it 
amounted to $286,000,000. That is a very great disturbance 
in the amount of consumption of American products. What 
is to become of the equivalent of the goods of American 
products to be displaced by that amount of foreign goods? They 
say that this tariff is made for the consumer. The Republican 
tariff was always made for the producer. Our idea is that if 
you can keep everybody a producer the country is growing 
wealthy, and every man worth his salt is a producer as well 
as a consumer. It is only the idle rich and the weary Willies, 
who count the ties on the railways, that are not produC!ers. We 
do not make tariffs for those people. What are you going to 
do with the labor and the products that are to be displaced by 
the $300,000,000 worth of foreign goods to take the place of the 
American manufactures? One of two things must happen, eitheL' 
that much production must cease or else that much of produc
tion must find a market abroad .. 

The schoolmaster from New Jersey occupying the White 
House assured us that by sharpening up our wits and by allow
ing these people to come in and compete with us and take a 
portion of our market we will be able to drive them out of some 
other market, and in conformity with the same theory the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] says, in his report, 
that, in his judgment, the future of American commerce will be 
found across the seas. Evidently it will not be found at home, 
and if the gentlemen who have suggested this marvelous propo
sition about sharpening our wits by allowing foreigners to come 
in and drive us out of our own markets will . suggest a way 
whereby we may drive theJ;U out of their markets there would 
be some hope in the proposition. [Applause.] · 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on the paragraph and all amendments thereto now .close, 

The i;notion was agreed to. 
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The CHAIRMAN (l\Ir. SHERLEY). Without_ objection the pro 

forma amendmPnt will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 
· The Clerk read as follows : 

202. Beans, not specially provided for, 25 cents per bushel of 60 
pounds. 

l\fr. RAINEY. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer the followi:hg committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
· Page 51, line 24, after the word " beans " insert the words " and 
lentils." 

'l'he CHAIB1\I.A1'1'. The question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
l\fr. FORDNIDY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend

ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows : · 
Page 51, line 24, after the word "for," strike out the figure "25 " 

and insert " .45." 

_Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment for 
this reason : The amendment, if adopted, would restore in this 
bill the rates in the Payne law. The State of Michigan is one 
of the great States of the Union in the production of beans, 
covered by this paragraph. A normal crop of beans in the 
State of Michigan is about 15,000,000 bushels a year. The im
portations of beans last year, as given in the handbook, were 
valued at $1.76 per bushel. That is the foreign value. The 
estimated value of beans under the new proposed tariff law 
would be $1.60 per bushel. A reduction of 20 cents a bushel to 
the farmers of Michigan means $3,000,000 a year. I submit 
that on that single crop alone it is a rather high price for the 
people of the State of · Michigan to pay for Democratic rule. 
This is one of the important crops of the State. Michigan lies 
along the bor<'ler of Canada. Canada is the greatest bean
producing country in the world. 

The Michigan farmers, therefore, would be more affected than 
the farmers of any other State in the Union except the States 
in the Northwest. Therefore I submit it is unfair to reduce the 
duty on this product. If it does not lower the price 20 cents a 
bushel, then the farmer is not in any way injured, and neither 
is the consumer benefited, but the Treasury of the United States 
would be deprived of just that much money in duties to which 
it is justly entitled under such circumstances. If by reducing 
the duty 20 cents a bushel the price is brought down from $2.21 
duty to $1.85, under the figures given in the handbook, I submit 
it is rather a high price for the people of Michigan to pay for 
their ·own folly. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on thii-l paragraph and all amendments now close. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Michigan. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
203. Beets, 10 per cent ad valorem ; sugar beets, 5 per cent ad 

valorem. 

Mr. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Some time ago the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN
DERWOOD] read an excerpt from an article in a California news
paper in reference to the labor conditions on the beet farms in 
Sutter County. The truth of the matter is that some time ago 
the Alameda Beet Sugar Co. contemplated erecting a beet-sugar 
factory in the town of Meridian, in Sutter County. They con
templated spending $2,000,000 on the factory and in the acreage. 
They have $45,000 worth of steel on the ground now, but know
ing that this bill will be enacted into law, the construction of 
that factory has been abandoned. 

There are in California 25,000 people engaged in the beet
sugar industry. Of that number less than 500 are orientals, and 
most of them are employed on the beet farms. We do not want 
the orientals. California has recently shown to the world that 
she is willing to go to the limit of her constitutional authority 
to stop the immigration of orientals into this country. We want 
the help of the people of the United States, for this country 
always has been and is now, and, I pray God, always will be a 
. white man's country, enjoying a white man's civilization, which 
is the result of the best thoughts and best efforts of the best 
minds that have inhabited and benefited the earth by right 
Ii ving and exalted thinking. 

While the desire for liberty is as old as the aspirations of the 
human heart for higher and better conditions, the liberty we 
enjoy is a new thing in government, and dates practically from 
the Revolutionary War. It cost unnumbered precious lives and 
untold treasure. It is our obligation to transmit it to posterity 
as pure as we received it from the founders and preservers of 
the Republic, who suffered so much and mutually pledged their 
·lives, their fortunes, and sacred honor in order that they and 

we might be free. The people of a republic can only maintain 
their · liberty as long ns the people are homogeneous, speak the 
same language, and occupy contiguous territory, worship the 
same God, and are intelligent, law-abiding citizens who love 
liberty and are willing to defend it. [Applause.] 

Mr. l\IANN. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman desire to speak on 

this paragraph? 
Mr. MA:~1N. About three minutes. 
Mr. U~'DERWOOD. 1\Ir. Chairman, I move that all debate 

on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close in three 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
all debate on the paragraph and all amendments thereto close 
in three minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph provides for a rnte 

of duty on sugar beets of 5 per cent. The committee this 
afternoon voted to place sugar on the free list at the end of 
three yea.rs, although this duty of 5 per cent on the beets from 
which the sugar is made would still remain. I would like 
to know upon ·what theory it is proposed to put beet sugar on 
the free list and retain the duty on sugar beets from which it 
is made. If anybody can explain that theory I take off my 
hat to the gentleman if the explanation is satisfactory. [Ap
plause on the Republican side.] You are proposing-I am not 
appealing to the intelligence of some of the gentlemen on the 
other side, because I know how vain an appeal would be to 
their intelligence. [Applause on the Republican side.] You 
propose to take off the duty on sugar, thereby rendering 
probable the closing of the sugar-beet factories, and at the same 
time ·say that the raw material from which they make the 
sugar shall remain upon the dutiable list. Upon what theory? 
Is it protection or revenue? What revenue do you expect to 
derive from 5 per cent duty on sugar beets? If it is not for 
revenue, is it protection, and when did you become pro
tectionists? Now, I defy gentlemen to give a sensible or 
reasonable explanation of the self-apparent contradiction. [Ap
pla use on the Republican side.] 

The Clerk read as follows : 
204. Beans, peas, prepared or preserved, or contained in tins, jars. 

bottles, or similar packages, including the weight of immediate cover
ings, 1 cent per ·pound; mushrooms and truffles, 2~ cents per pound. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, in line 202, page 
51, I move to strike out the figures " 25 " and insert " 45," and 
upon this question I would like to be heard for a brief time. 

The bean crop is one of the most important in the State of 
Michigan, as well as in the sixth congressional district of that 
State. This bill reduces the tariff on beans from 45 cents per 
bushel to 25 cents per bushel. If the bill is permitted to become 
a law in its present form, I fear that Canada, whose border 
line is just across the river from Michigan, and produces beans 
in great abundance, will take possession of the Detroit and 
other markets, as she did under the Wilson-Gorman bill, and 
greatly injure, if not practically ruin, the industry in Michigan. 

Michigan raises 70 per cent or more of the bean crop of the 
United States, or mo1·e than,6,000,000 bushels out of the ten mil
lion or more bushels raised in the United States. The farmers 
of Michigan receive a handsome return annually, aggregating 
between ten and fifteen million dollars each year for their bean 
crop. 

Scattered along the railways at many stations throughout my 
district one can find bean houses, where many women are em
ployed at splendid wages. I fear that if this bill becomes a law 
that not only the farmers and local buyers will be greatly in
jured, but that the splendid wages which have been paid to 
women for work in the bean houses will be greatly reduced. 

In the consideration of this bill it is worthy of note that the 
Japanese beans are making greater and greater inroads upon 
our shores every year, and that when the Panania Canal is 
opened, as is expected in the near future, this will allow the 
Japanese to raise and carry their beans direct to the best 
markets in this country in their own vessels . 

This question is of unusual importance in my district, and 
especially to the farmers in the counties of Livingston and 
Genesee, and in portions of Oakland, :Wayne, and Ingham 
Counties. 

Some of our farmers have been engaged in raising sugar 
beets, and if it is your determined intention to destroy this in
dustry in the next three years, then the farmers of Michigan 
will have lost two great and profitable industries-beans and 
sugar beets-and as a result will not have as wide a field in 
which to diversify their crops, but will be limited to corn, oats, 
potatoes, and wheat, which on the whole is no longer very 
profitable to the farmers of Michigan; so I hope that this bill 
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will not be eua tecl into law in its present form, but that the 
uuty will remain nt its present rate. 

Ir. Chairman, I want to avail myself of this opportunity to 
point out conclHions as they existed in thi s country in the clos
ing years of the tariff act of 1846. 

It has been asserteu more than once in this debate that legis
lation similar to this which we are about to enact has hereto
fore been successful in this country. I want to assert, without 
fear of successful contracliction, that such is not the case, and 
that every tariff for revenue or free-trade act that has been 
passed in this country since its birth has been a failure, and if 
time and opportunity permittCU. I coulu cite many instances. 
.dt this time I want to can your attention to an article which 
appearecl in the New York Tribune in December, 1854. 

'.l'Illl PROPHECIES FULFILLED. 

On December 18, 1854, the New York Tribune published :i collection 
of facts which showed the dreary and prospectively desperate condition 
of industry nnd commerce. It showed that the chief industries neces
ury to the life of the Nation were partially or wholly collapsed through 

the influences and effects of the Ilrltish free-trade doctrines put into 
·operation here by the tariff of 1846; that our people bad been brought 

o a condition which in Europe is attendant upon revolution; and that 
in every occupation and branch of business the depression was so ter
rlble tbat one-hnlf or more of an employees had been thrown out of 
employment. The Tribune added : 

" What a picture ls here presented ! We have supported European 
manufacturers and nrtisana and middlemen to the neglect, loss, and 
destruction of our own men of industry and talent, of whatever kind, 
un<1 that is the sole reason of our difficulty." 

One year later, January 15\ 1855, the New York Tribune prlnted tho 
following pathetic article, which explains itself: 

" Who i<J hungry? Go and see. You that are full fed and know not 
what it is to be hungry- perhaps never saw a hungry man-go and see. 
Go and see thousands, men and women, boys and girls, old and young, 
black and white, of all nations, crowding und jostling each other, almost 
fighting for u first chance, acting more like hungry wolves than human 
beings, Jn a land of plenty, waiting till the food is ready for distribu
tion. Snch a scene may be seen every day between 11 and 2 o'clock 
nround the corner of Ornnge and Chatham Streets, where cha?ity '&ves 
~~~:t~ ~~r!fi1ef.oor and soup and bread to others to carry to eir 

"On Saturday we spent an hour there at the hour of high tide. We 
have never seen anything Uke it before. Upward of a thousand people 
}Vere fed with a plate of soup, a piece of bread, and a piece of meat on-

. the premises, and in all more than 1 600. On the same day 1,130 por
tions of soup were dealt out from Stewart's 'soup kitchen,' corner of 
Reade Street and Broadway. At the rooms on Ouane Street for the 
relief of the poor, on the same day, they gave food to 2,256. In tho 
sixth ward nlone over 6,000 persons were fed by charity on Saturday, 
January 13. .And this is only one day in one ward. ?Jeanwhile scenes 
of a like nature are being enacted all over the city. 

"The cry of hard times reaches us from every part of the country. 
The making of roaus is stopped, factories are closed, and houses and 
hips are no longer being built. Factory hands, road makers, carpen

ters, bricklayers, and laborers are idle, and paralysis is rapidly embrac
ing every pursuit in the country. The cause of all this stoppage of cir
culo.tion is to be found in the steady outflow of gold to par foreign 
laborers for the cloth, the shoes, the iron, and the other thmgs that 
could be produced by Amelican labor, but which can not be so produl'ed 
under our present revenue system. The convulsion would have come 
upon us sooner but for the extraordinary demand in Europe for bread
stuffs, growing out of huge famines and big wars, and but for the 
uru;zllng and magnlficent discovery of gold mines in California, by which 
hard money, sufficient to buy an empire, has been called into existence 
and exported to Europe. If we could stop the import of the foreign 
articles the gold would cease to flow out to pay for them, and money 
would then again become more abundant. labor would then again be in 
demand, shoes, clothing, and other commodities would then again be in 
demand. and men woul<l then cease to starve in the streets of our towns 
and clties. If it be not stopped the .gold must continue to go abroad, 
and employment must become from dns to day more scarce, until where 
there are now many thousands we shall see tens of thousands of men 
everywhere ci·ying: 'Give me work! Only give me work! Make your 
own terms-my wile and children have nothing to eat! 1 

" 

As one reads the nbove, are they not forcibly reminded, espe
cially if they lived during those days, of another Democratic 
tariff-for-revenue, free-trade period-the dark days from 1893 
to 1897, under the Wilson-Gorman bill? During both of these 
}Jeriods there were similar experiences-the soup houses, fac
tories closed, thousands of honest but idle laboring men who 
were willing to work, bat there was no work for them. Listen 
to the cry of the laboring man in a land of plenty like this, or, 
at least, where there ought to be sufficient for all to eat and 
plenty of work to do: " Give me work; only give me work; 
make your own terms; my wlfe and children have nothing to 
eat/' . 

I wonder that in the debate upon this important legislation 
that no Democrat has sought to explain these conditions as they 
have occurred from time to time under legislation similar to 
that which you are about to enact. Can you not give us some 
hope or consolation for the future, pointing out specifically 
where we can expect that the results will be different than they 
have been heretofore under simila1· tariff acts? · 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that an debate on 
tl1e paragraph and amendments thereto be now closed. 

Th_e CHAIRl\l.AN. The gentleman from Alabam{l. asks enani
ruous consent that all debate on the parugrnph and all amend
ments therete llO}V close. 

lr. IlAYES. Jr. hairman---

Mr. MANN. The gcnUeman from California was shut out 
before. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We must make progress on the bilJ. I 
did not start until gentlemen insisted on continuing political 
speeches. I want to say that if gentlemen want to debate the 
paragraphs in the bill they must confine themselves to the sub
ject matter of the paragraph. I ask unanimous consent to close 
debate on the paragraph in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent that-all debate be closed on the paragraph in five 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered . 

Mr. HAYES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention 
to the fact that the State of California has for many years 
grown a very large quantity of beans and we come in direct 
competition with the Orient. Until five years ago we hacl no 
competition from Asia, but beginning then we began to receive 
beans from Japan and Manchuria and during the last few years 
the average importation from the Orient of beans has averuged· 
over 100,000 bushels per year. If with the tariff ut 45 cents per 
bushel thls competition has constantly increased, what will hap
pen to the bean producers of the Pacific if the tariff is reduced 
to 25 cents per bushel? Now, in spite of the conditions that 
have existed the price of beans has not been e..'rcessive and 
during the _past four or five years they have aever gone above 3t 
cents a pound. One county in my district has h alf its arable 
acreage planted in beans each year-the county of Ventura. 

Those beans are generally lima beans. And not only arc we 
menaced with the competition from the Orient, but beans ha 1e 
been coming from South Africa in the last few yea.rs to compete 
with our farmers of the Pacific coast. Under these circum
stances I can not understand upon what theory the Committee 
on Ways and Means p1oceeded when reducing the tariff on beans 
from 45 to 25 cents per bushel. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
205. Vegetables, if cut, sliced, or otherwise reduced in size, or if 

pnrched or roaste<l, or if fick!ed. or packed in salt, brine, oil, or pr·e
pa.red in nny way; any o the foregoing not specially provide(] fot· ln 
this section, nnd bean stick or bean cake, miso, and similar products, 
25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. In July, 1911, an act was passed by the Congress 
of the United States known as the reciprocity act- -

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr .. Chairman, I make the point o.f 
order; that is not on the paragraph. . 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I wish to be heard on the point of 
order. 

The CH.A.IRMA...l\f. The Chair does not deslre to hear tlle 
gentleman on the point of order, and he will proceed in order. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman is somewhat of a mind 
reader if he knows what I am going to say. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I knew what the gentleman was say
ing, and it did not pert~ to this paragraph. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I propose to discuss this parngrapb, 
and I intend to keep nearer in order than the gentleman was 
for half un hour yesterday in discussing his personal interests 
in this bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill we have here before this com
mittee, upon which I wish to make some remarks if the gentle
man from Alabama [l\Ir. UNDERWOOD] will permit and not in
dulge in political speeches himself, permits practically every 
product of the fields, the forests, the mines, and the waters of 
Canada to come in here free of duty or at a greatly reduced rate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. .Mr. Chairman, I make the point o! 
order that the gentleman is not confining himself to the para
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceeu. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. These provisions have been enacted 

without asking anything whatever from Canada in return. We 
have taken off the duty entirely on flour, on potatoes, and theyi 
have reduced it in a large number of particulars as to agri
cultural products. They have taken it off of sawed lumber 
without, as I have said, asking for anything whatever in return .. 

Now, I would like to know of the gentleman from .Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] what justification he can give for this and 
the other reductions in the duties which are made by this bill 
without asking anything from foreign nations? 

Some time ago, about two years-and the gentleman from 
Alamuba can interrupt me, if he desires, and I will stop if he 
does not like to hear it-this House passed what was known 
-us the Canadian reciprocity act. It was one of the roost un
popular provisions among the farmers of this ration that cye.r. 
went through this House, and it contributed more than any
thing else to the defeat of the Republicnn andidate for Presi-
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dent. I haYe always wondered, Mr. Chail'man, why it was when I products of .American labor, and therefore displace American 
this agreement was so ad\antageous to the Canadians that they labor itself, to the amount of over $300,000,000, there will be a 
rejected it, but I can understand it perfectly now. They knew lot of men out of work in this country who will need thin"'S 
the gentleman from Alabama, leading the Democratic hosts just as cheap as they can get them. 

0 

here in thjs House, would give them everything they had by They will need the flour just as cheap as you can make it 
that provision of reciprocity, so called, and a great deal more and if they can make flour cheaper in Canada than in th~ 
in addition, and ask nothing whatever in return for it. [Ap- United States under the provisions of this bill the people who 
plause on the Republican side.] ·are ollt of work will need it. So that, after all, I am not so 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I moYe that all debate sure but that many of the provisions of the agriculh1ral sched-
on the pending paragraph now close. ule are in perfect harmony with the rest of the bill as it has 

The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that been prepared, because you are getting ready to feed the idle 
all debate on the pending paragraph be now closed. men that you are going to deprive of work by the provisions 

The motion was agreed to. of this bill and by cheapening the things that the farmer raises 
The Clerk read as follows: to sell to the people of the country who are employed. [Ap-
207. Cider, 2 cents per gallon. plause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last Two things are essentlal to a country's prosperity, namely, 

word. Now we have something Yery important. I wonder steady employment at the highest possible wage to the American 
who is the author of this great reduction. Cider in the present laborer and good prices for the products of the American 
law, which, by the way, is imported at the price of $1.02 a farmer, and you are making both of these conditions absolutely 
gallon, carries the enormous duty of 5 cents a gallon, very impossible during the time that the provisions of this law shall 
nearly 5 per cent, and the distinguished authors of this pro- remain in effect. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
.vision-and I hope the authorship is scattered around among Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
the whole 14 members of the majority-has seen fit to rellcve thjs paragraph and pending amendments close in five minutes. 
the cider drinkers in the United States by reducing this 5-cent The CHAIR.MAN. , The gentleman f~ Alabama [Mr. UNDER~ 
duty on a gallon down to 2 cents a gallon. I wonder if any of woon] moves that all debate on tl\)s .Pfragraph and all pending 
them figure out and are able to say just how much that would amendments thereto close in five n$lute~ The question is on 
relieve the man who drinks a · glass of cider out of this gallon agreeing to that motion. 
wh{'..n it comes into the United States. Why, we have reached The motion was agreed to. .. .; 
to-day, Mr. Chairman, a condition of microscopic things in the Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman; the argument of the gentleman 
revision of the tariff duty. What a wonderful reduction this from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] is a typical Republican argument. 
is ! How welcome it will be to the consumers of the United He outlines the theory upon which the Republican Party revises 
States to reduce the duty on cider from 5 cents a gallon to 2 the tariff. A Republican revision is always in the interest of 
cents a gallon! the trusts. [Laughter on the Republican side.] The gentleman 

Oh, it is another illustration of the wonderful mechanism attacks this very paragraph, and makes an amendment that 
displayed in regard to this bill, which was said a few moments would not help the farmers any if it went through, but which 
ago to have been made by blacksmiths. [Laughter on the would be of immense value to these fellows who run cold-storage 
Republican side.] • But that is a mistake, for blacksmiths warehouses in the great cities. The farmer always sells his eggs 
do not use jackscrews in their work to a very alarming on the lowest possible market, when eggs are the cheapest, and 
extent. [Laughter on the Republican side.] It was a micros- these cold-storage warehouses store them up, and the gentle
copist that did this thing [renewed laughter on the Repub- ·man does not want eggs to come in from any other countrv to 
lican side], and it was the fmallest, finest kind of a microscope. interfere with the cold-storage trust in this country. • 
Oh, the man that conceived that-what a statesman he would Mr. MA:NN. Wi11 the gentleman yield for a question? 
make! [Laughter.] Ile ought to be President of the United Mr. RAINEY. Yes; I will. 
States. Mr. MANN. Does that argument apply also to the 2-cent 

Mr. BLAOKl\lON. Ile may be. [Applause on the Democratic duty that is carried in this bill? 
side.] :Mr. RAINEY. No. 

Mr. PAYNE. He will be a president if the country ever 1\Ir. GOOD. It takes 3 cents to make that argument apply. 
·discovers [applause on the Democratic side] the mind that is l\lr. RAINEY. Let us see what the gentleman from Kansas 
i·esponsible for the authorship of this bill. They will make is going to do. He raises the duty on eggs and makes it 3 cents 
him president [renewed applause on the Democratic side] of and he leaves in this paragraph frozen eggs at 2! ·cents pe1: 
some village debating society in one of the rural counties of pound. Now, the effect of the gentleman's amendment, if it 
some backward State. [Laughter and applause on the Ilepub- should prevail, would be this-and it is a typical Republican 
lican side.] · way of revising the tariff, and that is the reason the people 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will rea d. rebelled against the Republican Party, and that is the reason 
The Clerk read as follows : so few of them are found on that side of the House now. 

[Applause in the galleries.] 208. Eggs not specially provided for in this section, 2 cents per 
dozen ; eggs frozen or otherwise prepared or preserved in tins or other 
packages, not specially provided for in this section, including the 
weight of the immediate coverings or containers, 2~ cents per pound. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I morn to strike out the 
numernl "2," in line 17, and insert in lieu thereof the numeral 
"3," so that it will read " 3 cents." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

The Clerk read as ·follows : 
Page 52, line 17. strike out the figure "2" at the end of the line 

and Insert in lieu Uiereof the figure "3." · -

l\fr. CAMPBELL. Mr. · Chairman, I a ssume that the reason 
a reduction was made from 5 cents a dozen to 2 cents a dozen 
was to reduce the cost of living. The price of eggs has been 
reasonably high for the last 15 years, and during that time 
the farmers of the country have reaped a very large benefit 
from their poultry yards. The average income to the farmers 
·for the last two or three years has been in the neighborhood of 
$322,000,000 for eggs. 

Now we are about to enter upon an era of low prices, low 
cost of living, and cheap things, and I take it that you want 
to make eggs just as cheap as possible. There never was a 
time within my recollection when eggs were as cheap· as they 
were the last time the Democrats made a tariff law. 

Mr. MANN. They sold then at 5 cents a dozen. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. And there was a duty of 3 cents a dozen 

·on eggs under the last Wilson bill. If the importations that 
are invited by this bill to come into the country displace the 

The CHAIRl\.fAN. The galleries will refrain from any mani
festations of approval or disapproyaJ. 

l\Ir. RA.I:NEY. The _frozen-egg industry is just commencing. 
They bring in frozen eggs from Manchuria. They break tlie 
eggs and put them in containers, and freeze them and bring 
them over here. Frozen eggs in this country are a by-product. 
When eggs are broken in transit in this country they freeze 
them and sell them in that way. · · 

Now, the gentleman proposes .to raise the tariff on shell eggs 
until it is higher · than the tariff on frozen eggs, and by doing 
that he excludes from this country the only kind of eggs that 
can compete with the cold-storage warehouses, and he invites 
into this country these broken eggs from which the shells are 
removed, which come into the country from l\Ianchuria. That 
is what he is trying to do, and that is a . typical way of revising 
the tariff, and that is the theory upon which the Payne-Aldrich 
tariff was built all tlle way through. 
. Mr. CAMPBELL. Was that in the Wilson bill tariff of some 
16 years ago? 

Mr. RA.I.NEY. I n those days they did not have the frozen
egg industry. 

.Mr. OAMPBElliL. Oh, they did not ! 
Mr. RAINEY. And if the gentleman knew anything about 

the industry he would know that. . 
Mr. PAY:l\TE. D oes the . gentleman think they freeze eggs in 

cold storage? 
Mr. RAINEY. · Oh; the gentleman did not catch my argument 

at all ; but that is not my fault. 
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'l"'b.e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment of tlle gentleman from Kan
sas (Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
20!>. Eggs, dried, 10 cents per pound; eggs, yolk of, 10 per cent ad 

vatorem; dr1ed blood, when soluble, H cents per pound. . 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I should like to obtain some 
hlformation with regard to this agricultural schedule. I should 
like to get some information as to the theory on which 1t 
is constructed, without being accused of playing politics. In 
all earnestness I want to ask the gentleman how much he 
proposes to reduce the cost of eggs to the consumer by the 
Teduction that is proposed in this bill, both dried eggs and 
fresh eggs ? If the gentleman can not answer the question, 
here is the handbook of the Democratic party in 1910 on that 
subject, if he wants to refer to it. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. Read it to him. 
:fr. GOOD. Tl.le gentleman in his handbook in 1910 said that 

the price of eggs was 10 cepts a dozen. 
Mr. RAINEY. I will state, if the gentleman wants me to 

answer his question--
Mr. GOOD. And that tbe tariff hnd increased the price to 

30 cents a uozen. 
Mr. RAINEY. If tb ge tlemnn will permit me to answer 

his question-the geptle k:µows about as much about the 
tariff as the average Republican tariff maker. Dried eggs 
are not used in food at all. They are used in the industi·ies. 

Mr. GOOD. Will the g0ntleman answer my question as to 
fresh eggs? How much does he propose to reduce the cost to 
the consumer? 

Mr. PAYNE. Let us see what he knows about it. 
Mr. GOOD. I want to know what the gentleman knows 

about it. 
l\fr. RAINEY. How much do you think it will reduce it? 
1\Ir. GOOD. The gentleman said I did not know anything 

about it. I am coming now to the source of all information. 
.Mr. RAINEY. The gentleman can wait and see. We will all 

find out. 
Mr. GOOD. Well, does the gentleman know how much it 

will reduce the cost of eggs? 
Mr. RAINEY. If I did not know more about the tariff than 

the gentleman who is interrogating me does I would not disclose 
my ignorance. 

l\Ir. 1\1.ANN. Keep still then. 
Mr. GOOD. It is because I do not know that I appeal to the 

gentleman from Illinois. , 
Mr. RAINEY. It is not my fault that the gentleman does not 

know. The gentleman must not expect me to furnish him too 
much information. 

Mr. MANN. We do not. 
Mr. LANGLEY. T·here is no danger of that. 
Mr. GOOD. But can the gentleman furnish me any informa

tion nt all on the egg schedule? 
Ur. RAINEY. We are not running a kindergarten school for 

the benefit of the gentleman. 
fr. GOOD. I want to know something about this question of 

the Wgh cost of living and its relation to the tariff as far as 
eggs are concerned, and if the gentleman knows anything about 
1t I hope he will enlighten me. 

Mr. RAINEY. I will say that I do not want to burden the 
cuUeman's apparently limited intellect with too much informa

tion to-night. (Laughter.] 
Ir. 1.ANN. No danger of that. 

Mr. GOOD. I have appealed to the gentleman i.ime and time 
ngain for information in regard to the tariff schedule as fur as 
agricultural products are concerned, and have failed to elicit 
from him a sparl.: of information or even of intelligence as 
to the price to the ultimate consumer. I will say that the 
tutements contained in the circular I have referred to are ab

solutely false. It was circulated by the Democratic committee, 
an<l the gentleman knows that it is false. I have appealed to 
the gentleman, and he refuses to ten the Members of the House 
whnt effect this proposed bill will have on the price of eggs or 
on the prices of any other articles mentioned in the agricultural 
schedule. Does he know? 

l\fr. FORDNEY. Silence is consent. 
Mr. GOOD. The silence would indicate that the gentleman 

knows absolutely nothing in regard to 1.his subject. 
Mr. BRY N. l\Ir. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, I 

tnnd for an immediate substantial downward revision of the 
tariff. I think it only fair to be reasonable anu moderate in 
maldng the cuts tin conditions can adjust themselves. I am 
printing with the~e remarks a table prepared and handed to me 
by 1'Ir. F . R. Hnthnwny, of Detroit, l\Iich. It shows the products 
auu the indu tries of the State of Washington that are affected 

by the tariff. I am willing for the rates to be reduce<l in every 
case where excessive, but I hope the committee will be fail' and 
will make cuts by such degrees as will do the greatest good to 
the greatest number. 

I have listened to the stock arguments of the Republican 
Party on the various phases of this tari.fi' question till I have 
come to realize that there is a lack of genuineness of purpose 
in the things that are said. My friend over there has read 
from the campaign argument of the Democratic Party about 
the high cost of living, and his colleagues on the Republican 
side seem to think they score most convincing points when 
they show that the cost of living can not be greatly affected by 
certain reductions in tariff rates under consideration at this 
time. 

To begin with, campaign pamphlets are not reliable and 
should not be deemed convincing in a discussion of this klnd. 
We all heard of "the full dinner pail" of the Republican Party, 
and yet under the Republican Party program the poor have 
grown poorer and the rich richer. The burdens of life have 
continued to bear harder upon the backs of those who toil. 

We know, everybody knows, that relief can not come ::.~one 
from a revision ot the tariff. The laborer and the farmer 
knows that it will take more than that. The work now being 
done in this poor and unsatisfactory manner is merely the 
beginning. 

The high cost of living will come down, you can depend on 
it The people will take hold of the Government in such way, 
that present methods of revising the tariff will be improved, 
and finally the people will have their way about that. For 
my part I am glad of an income tax against the incomes 
principally of the rich. I know that will help reduce the high 
cost of living. But there are other things to be considered .. 
Take the great fuel problem. The vast coal deposits of Alaska 
lie there, the property of the people, untouched, out of reach, 
while all classes, whether poor or rich, are compelled to pay 
exorbitant prices for fuel to men who have grown rich and 
flourished under the Republican rule. We propose to build 
railroads in Alaska and operate them by Government money. 
We will open the mines and bring the coal to market over 
Government rails and let the Government sell it at cost to the 

· ultimate consumer. 
Hon. Walter L. Fisher, former Secretary of the Interior, 

spoke recently concerning the Alaska sHuation as follows: 
Responsibility for the condition of Alaska rests squarely on the 

shoulders of Congress and no place else. The necessity for fogislation 
to open up the Territory has been pointed out time after time, but 
nothing whatever has been done. It seems to me that no ca.ndld student 
of the situation of Alaska who is at all free from personal and pcclmi
ary interest can have the slightest doubt of the propriety of tbe l~'ed
eral Government conducting one or more railroads in Alaska to open 
up that Territory. The Government operation of tbe Panama Canal 
Railroad has proven satisfactory and much of the machinery used at 
Panama can be used to great saving in the construction of the Alaska. 
Railway. There can be no development in Alaska unless the Government 
constructs a rallroad from tidewater to the interior. Private interests 
mJght balld as far as the coal fields or the copper mines, but no farther. 

It is appalling to think how the people of this country have 
been betrayed by the giving away of the fuel-the coal deposits. 
We are going to develop and mine and use in our own homes 
the vast coal and fuel supplies of Alaska. 

I bear my Republican friend over there, yes, and my Dem
ocratic friend over here, say "Why, that would interfere with 
private business. It would put the Government into competition 
with property investments of citizens." Well, what if it would? 

I say the cost of living must come down. The people will not 
accept your answer to their demand for relief that they eat too 
much, recreate too much, live too high. '.fbey have a mind to the 
fact that your party has permitted the coal deposits of this coun
try to get into the hands of the railroads and into other private 
hands. They know that the vast timber resources of this country 
have been worse than squandered, so far as the people's title 
thereto is concerned. The present commercial value of the stand
ing timber of this country is $6,000,000,000, exclusive of the value 
of the land on which it stands. The standing timber is esti
mated at 2,826,000,000,000 feet, of which 2,197,000,000.000 feet 
is privn.tely owned. The value of this timber has enhanced in 
the last 10 years almost beyond the dreams of its owners. Why 
should all these billions of increased value, an unearned incre
ment, go to these few men and be in their hands forever, an 
added means of extortion from those who must pass through 
the struggle for existence in ages yet to come? I publish in 
connection with tbese remarks some figures which may well 
startle the reader of them. 

Yes; the cost of living must come down. In Alaska, thanks 
to Gifford Pinchot and his fellow conservationists, the peoplo 
still own the coal; but the hand of greed stands guard, and 
n1l the little dnndies here and there who are on the pay rolls 
of the special interests proclaim that the conservationists havQ 
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Jocked up Alaska. It is the greediest band of -cutthroats in millions of the people's money invested in public buildings. 
the world that now has a ·sh·angle hold on the throat of fair .Why not use them for the telephone and telegraph business, and 
Alaska. They tell us they will build the railroad if we will give thus further lower the cost of living? 
them the coal. No; a thousand times no. Uncle Sam is strong That is not all. The people 'demand the ownership of· their 
enough to bring down the high cost of living.- Let us have a local utilities-the traction companies, the light companies, the 
Government road, bearing Government coal to our fellow -citi- water and gas companies. Why not? The high cost of living 
zens at the cost of mining and transportation, instead of a must come down. 
Guggenheim road bearing Guggenheim coal to the people a,t Oh, you need not laugh or question; we will not stop there. 
exorbitant and unjust prices. Already we have started to squeeze the water out of the railroad 

Will not the lowering of the cost of fuel help reduce the high capitaliza.tion, and, if those who own the railroads do not help 
cost of living? I hear you laugh and say, "Not much." All reduce the high cost of living by lowering the universal tax on 
right. When we have reduced the tariff and lowered the price everybody for transportation, both freight and passenger, the 
of coal, does anyone suppose we will stop there? The high people will take -the railroad.; of this country and we will have 
cost of living must come down. The people want the telegraph I a railroad passenger and freight office in every post office in 
and telephone lines and the express monopoly done away with the land. Yes; and we will supervise the trusts and demand 
right now. I mean what I say. The Government is ready to lower prices. We will know what it costs to make a garment 
handle all this business. By a slight development of the or a hat or a pair of shoes, nnd the Government will tell the 
parcel post the express business will belong to the people. That great operators and manufacturers how much they can charge 
will help some more; and the telegraph and telephone lines. the people, and again we will stop unusual profits. Will not this 
There was a time when the people generally were not concerned )lelp? Will the Republican Party stand in the way? Then its 
with these utilities, but to-day it is the consumer alone who funeral procession will be told to trot along. Will the Demo
is ultimately charged up with the millions of dividends that are crats try to fool the people? That party will be brushed away. 
-enrichil)g the monopolistic owners of the telephone and tele- The Progressive P arty can hav-e an enduring future and render 
graph. How easy it would be for telegrams to be sent from service to the people just in proportion as it gets down to the 
and received at our post offices. Think of the millions upon people, studies their wants, and relieves them. 

Washington industries and tariff rates. 

Quantity. Value. Dingley law rate3. · Payne-Aldrich law rates. Underwood bill rates. 

Cereals, etc.: Acres. Bushels. 
Oats .. ·-··-·-··-·····-···--· Z69, 742 13,228,003 
Wheat ...... ·-··.·-··- •. ·-. __ . 2, 118,015 40, 920, 390 

$5, 870, 857 15 cents per bushel. ..... - . . . . 15 cents per bushel............ 10 cents per bushel. 
35, 102, 370 25 cents per bushel. ........... 25 cents per bushel ...... _.... Do. 

Flour ....... ·····-······-····. -- ..... -- -- ................ . 17,852,944 25 percent_. -- . _ .. ··-. ····-·-- 25 per cent _ .... __ ... ····-····· Free. 
Harley ........ -............... 171,888 5,834,61.5 . 
Potatoes .... ·-·-····-·-··-···- 57,897 7,667,ln 

3,331,930 30cents per bushel ............ 30 cents per bushel.---···-·· .. 15 cents per bushel. 
.2, 993, TJ7 25 cents per bushel............ 25 cents per bushel .•..• _..... . Free. 

T0'1l.S. 
Hay and forage ... ··-·········-··. 742, 137 
Fruits: Bearing trees. :J:i~~is6.64 17, 147, 648 $4 per ton •... _ .•.. ·······-·· .. $4 per ton ...... __ ···-········- $2 per ton. 

~=::::::::::::::::::::::: 3,~:~ 2,672,100 
1,-032,077 

131, 392 
310, 804 

2,925, 761 25 cents per bushel..··-····· . . 25 cents per bushel..···-······ l0-0ents per bushel. 
-600,503 .••.• do __ .··-_.-· ..... ··-···· .. __ .. _do ...... --·.·········-··.. Do. 

Cherries .. _ •....••. _ •. __ ..... _ 241, 038 278,547 _____ do •..••..•.••.•................ do ........•..... ·--··-···· Do. 
Pears.····-·····-············ 290,67"6 328,895 ..... do •.• ·-····-·-·······-··--· ..... do .. ·--··-·······--··-···· Do. 

' Sheep of 
shearing age. Pouniis wool. 

Wool._-······-··- ...•..•. ...... _. 295, 264 3, 135,348 
Live stock and dairy products: Number. 

536, 708 11 to 36 cents per pound...... . 11 to 36 cents per poumL . . . . . . Free. 

Cattle on farms._ •..•.. _ . . _... 402, 120 ............. . 12, 193,465 
31, 539,551 
1,674,927 
1, 931, 170 

47,370, 775 

$2 to 25 per cent per head. . . . . S2 to 25 per cent per head .... . 10 pereent. 
Horses and mules on farms _ . . 292, 930 ... _ ..... . ... . $30 to 25 per cent per head.. . . $30 to 25 per cent per head_ .. . 

Sl.50 per head_ ......... _··--·· $1.50 per head ... _. __ .. _ . . ·-_ .. 
$15 to 10 per cent per head.. 
Free. Swine on farms._ .•.. _ .. _ .. -·. 206, 135 . ··-········ .. 

Sheep on farms_ ... .. .... _ . . . . 475, 555 .. .. ...•...... 
Domestic :mimals on farms .... _ .••.•...•. __ .•••• _ •••••••• 

75 cents to $1.50 per head...... 75 cents to $1.50 per head_ .... _ 
All on dutiable list._. . . . . . . . . . All on dutiabls list. _ .. _ ..... _ . 

10 percent. 
Mostly free • 

Domestic animals not on!arms _ ·- ... ___ .. . . ___ ........... . 7,558,077 . . .. _do ....... . . ·--···-··-····· ..... do ...... ·-···-··-····-···· Do. 
Poultry on farms ..•••••••••.• ~--- 2,272, 775 .•....•....... 1,367,440 {

3 cents per pound, live .. __ ._.. 3 cents per pound, live ....... . 
5 cents per pound, dead... . . . . 5 cents per pound, dead ...... . 

1 cent per pound. live. 
2 cents per pound, dead. 

Dozen. 

~~ iirodilct.5".". :::::::::::::: ::: : : : ::: : : :::::: ... ~: ~~._ ~'.~. 
Pounds. 

Butter .... ·······-····~········· ~·-·-·········· 6, 761,575 
Cheese ....•• _. ·-·--· ·-. ·~ ••...•••............ ·- . 52, 970 

1, 992, 249 6 cenrn per pound... . . . . . . . . . . 6 cents per pound ....•..• ·-... 3 cents per-pound.. 
6,7Erl ••••• do •....................... _____ do .................•.•.... 20percent. 

Manufacturing ~tablishments •. __ 
Mines, quarries, and wells •.••.•.• 

Number. 
3,674 

170 

Number of 
wage earners. 

69,120 
7,343 

220, 746, 000 
10,537,556 

Soft oon.L.u··- ············-··· ... 

Number of 
operators. 

32 6,155 9, 226, 793 67 cents per ton •..••••• ··-··.. 45 cents per ton............... Free. 

EXTRACTS FROM "THE LUM.BER INDUSTRY "-PART 1-STANDING TIMBER. 
'ISSUED JANUARY 20, 1913, BY THE DEPAR'l'r.1ENT OF COMMERCE AND 
LABOR, BUREAU OF CORPORATIONS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Southern pine sold by the Government for $1.25 an acre; much is 
now worth $60 an acre. Large a.mount of Douglas fir in western 
Washington and Oregon which the Government gave away or sold at 
$2.50 per acre now range from $100 to $200 per acre (p. 18). 

The Southern Pacific Rallroad, the Weyerhauser Timber Co., and the 
Northern Pacific Railroad own 238,000,000,000 feet of timber, or nearly 
11 per cent of all the privately_ owned timber in the United States 
(p. 20). 

Pres.ent commercial value of the privately owned standing timber in 
the United States is estimated at $6,000,000,000. This does not in
clude the land (p. 2). 

Output of lumber by 4e.i;>S4 sawmills in 1909 amounted to 44,509,-
000,000 feet (p. 3). 

Total standing timber in the United States is estimated at 2,826,-
000,000,000 feet, of which 2,197,000,000,000 feet is privately owned. 
Owned by the Government tn forest reserves, 539,000;000,000 feet; by 
States, Indian reservations, etc.1 90,000,000,000 feet (p. 6). 

Total timber standing on Pacific coast is 1,512,900,000,000 teet, as 
follows: 

Feet. 
California ------------------------------ 381, 400, 000, 00-0 
Oregon--------------------------------- 545,800,000,000 

ra~1:!11:~~~==============--================ r~: ,~88: ggg: zgg 
Montana ------------------------------ 65, <JOO, -000, ()()() , 

Of this amount 1,013,000,000,000 feet are privately owned (p. 10). 
Eleven Southern · States · contain 634,000,000,000 feet, and in Lake 

States of Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota there are 100,000,000,000 
feet (p. 11). 

Southern Pacific Railroad owns 105,600,0-00,000 feet, the Weyerhauser 
Timber Co. own 95,700,000 000 feet, and the Northern Pacific 36,200,-
000,000 feet, all on the Pacific coast (p. 16). 

The Southern Pacific, Northern Pacific, and the Weyerhauser Timber 
Co. own 23.5 per cent of the privately owned timber on the Pacific 
coast (p. 19). 

One-hall of the privately owned timber on the Pacific coast is own.ed 
by 37 hoiders (p. 20). 

Sixty-seven holders own 39 p:er cent of the long-l:eaf pine of the South, 
20 per cent of the cypTess, and 11 per cent of the hardwood (p. 21). 

Six holders have 54 per eent -0f the standing white pine and Norway 
pine in Minnesota, together with 16 per cent of the pther eonifern. In 
Wisconsin 96 holders have three-fourths of the timber and in Michigan 
110 holders have two-thirds {P- 22) . 

Increase in value of standing timber has been large, as wUI be seen 
by the following examples ; 

Wisconsin._ .......• -·•··················
Louisiana .....••.••..•.•••.•.•.•••........ 
Washington ...... ."--·~·-· --·-.; ... ; ..... _. 
Idaho .. ___ .-··· ......•.....•.... _ .....•... 
Washington.··-············· ... per acre . .. 

giili'fg~a. :~:.-; ::::.-::: :: : : : : : :: : : : :ti:::: 

Bought. Price. . Sold. Price. 

1891 
lB82 
1000 
1901 
188'2 
1896 
1900 

$5.00 
1.25 

1L84 
240. 00 
20.00 
.'i.00 

18.00 

1904 
1909 
1907 
1909 
1909 
1908 
1909 

$'22.00 
59.50 

115.00 
2,500.00 

150.00 
108. 7.'i 
100.00 
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In Minnesota the price received for timber on State lands was $1.~7 
per .1.000 in 1880 and $7.63 per 1,000 in 1909 (pp. -26-27). 

Fifty-tour per cent of the total timber ot' the United States is found 
in the five Pacific Coast States of Washington, Oregon, Idaho, Mon-
tana, and California (p. 66). . 

The l,013,000,000,000 feet privately owned timber on the Pacific coast 
)lre made up of the following species : 

Feet 
Dougiasfir ______________________________________ 521,900,000,000 

White pine-------------------------------------- rn, 600, 000, 000 
Western pine-----~------------------------------ 153,400,000, 000 
Sugarpine-------------------------------------- 34,700,000,000 Redwood _______________________________________ 101,900,000,000 

Redcedar-------------------------------------- 56,700,000,000 
Hemlock--------------------------------------- 57,400,000,000 
Spruce----------------------------------------- 21,900,000,000 
All other species--------------------------------- 45, 500, 000, 000 

The 634,000,000,000 feet of privately owned timber in the 11 South
ern States are made up of the following species: 

Feet. 
Long-leaf yellow pine----------------------------- 384, 400, 000, 000 
Short-leaf yellow pine---------------------------- 152, 100, 000, 000 
Cypress---------------------------------------- 40,400,000,000 
Hardwoods - ------------------------------------ 209,200,000,000 

The 100,000,000,000 feet of privately owned timber in Minnesota, Wis
consin, and Michigan are made up of the following species : 

Feet. 
White n.nd Norway pine--------------------------- 17, 700; 000, 000 
Hemlock---------------------------------------- 26,600,000,000 
Otherconi!ers------------------------------------ 13,800,000,000 
Hardwoods-------------------------------------- ~1,900,000,000 

Referring to page 77, there are 17,700,000,000 feet of white and 
Norway pine in Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan. According to the 
output of these species in the same States in 1909 (p. 88), the supply 
should be exhausted in 1918. At the same ratio the short-leaf and 
long-leaf pine (p. 76) should be exhausted in about 25 years (p. 88). 

Fifteen holders own 62 per cent of the California redwood; 14 hold
ers three-fifths of the cypress in Louisiana ( p. J 55). 

In Louisiana 37 holders own 48.7 per cent of the total timber (p. 154). 
The average stand per acre on the Pacific is 42,000 feet; In the 

South, 6,100 feet; and in the Lake States, 5,600 feet (p. 168). 
No States in the South or the Lake States average 10,000 feet per 

acre. The average for the country is 11,300, largely made up trom the 
heavy stand on the Pacific coast (p. 1691. 

Stumpage values per 1,000 feet . 

1899 1904 1907 

---------·-------------!·------
White pine ..................................................... 3.06 4'.62 
Cedar........................................................... 1.32 1. 49 

~~~~ i>ill0:: ·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: t ~ t ~ 
Redwood ....................................................... 1.06 1.55 

ij~~K:~~~~-~-~·-·.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ··:11· 1.05 

8.09 
(.()3 
•.37 
3.16 
2.35 
1.66 
l.« 

Mr. U1'TDEilWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on the paragraph and amendments thereto be now closed. 

· The motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
210. Hay, $2 per ton. 
Mr. GOODWIN of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow-

ing amendment. 
The Clerk read as folJows: 
On page 52, line 25, strike out, after the word " hay," the figure 

2 " and insert the figure "4." 
Mr. GOODWIN of Maine. Mr. Chairman, this simply re

stores the duty now carried by existing law, which is $4 a 
ton. It changes it from $2 in the proposed bill to $4 a ton, as 
carried in the Payne bill. 

I do not want to take the time of the committee to-night at 
this late hour, but it is the one agricultural product in which 
the people of my State are the most interested. If it were not 
for the fact that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY], 
who has· charge of the agricultural schedule, is evidently so 
tired and so much displeased with what has been said to-night, 
I would like to speak upon this subject, but under the circum
stances, and at the request of my constituents, I simply ask 
that a vote be taken on the amendment. • 

Mr. LAl~GLEY. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the few remarks 
I am going to make will be in order. I tried a moment ago 
to get recognition to say a word in defense of the American hen, 
but the gentleman from Alabama cut me off' with his motion 
to close debate. Eggs are a very important product, and valu
able product, in my dish·ict. The hens down there frequently 
lay them in the hay; and I think, therefore, that a discussion 
of the question will be in order upon this hay paragraph. 
[Laughter.] The hen is a very generous, good-natured fowl, 
and we ought to be kind to her and protect her. I am reminded 
of a limerick that went the rounds in the days of Henry Ward 
Beecher which illustrates the noble generosity of the hen, which 
ran something like this : 

Said a Congregational preacher 
To a ben, You are a beautiful creature. 
And the hen, just for that, 

~~ t~se~d1th~ish::treward Beecher. 
[Laughter.] 

If-we want to encourage the egg industry in this country we 
ought not to be too hard on the hen and her product. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on the paragraph and all amendments thereto now close. 

Mr. MANAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address the 
committee for three minutes upon this subject. 

Mr. FORDNEY. And I would like to have two minutes. 
Mr. U:!'iJ)ERWOOD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 

c?nsent that all debate close in five minutes, three minutes to be 
given to the gentleman from Minnesota and two minutes to the 
gentleman frnm Michigan. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MANAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat confused 

on firs~ scrutinizing this paragraph to know why hay was re
duced m duty to $2 per ton. It did not occur to me then how 
anxious Demo_cracy is to furnish cheap food for the countless 
bull moose it needs to pull it through in the next campaign. 
Two dollars per ton is a "consumers' rate" sure enouO'h and 
likely under it "competition," which the Democratic t> l~der 
urges so incessantly, will result. There will be such political 
competition, if he has his way, between the elephant and the 
~ull moos~ as to leave the haystack, in fact the whole pasture, 

. m possession of the mule. 
Seriously speaking, however, I protest against the lack of rea

sons for reducing the rate of duty on hay. The production ot 
bay should be encouraged for broad reasons, · comprehending 
the conservation of the soil of the American people. No 
farmer properly cultivates his soil unless he rotates his crops 
and periodically uses his fields for the production of hay. I 
wish to urge this point earnestly-I do not expect to urge it 
successfully-to this committee. I repeat that hay ought to be 
protected and its growth encouraged; prices should be such as 
to compel farmers, by self-interest, to extend their acreage of 
hay not alone for the profit to them presently, but :rather for the 
broader and bigger purpose of conserving the American soil for 
the future Nation. 

I shall not dwell upon the importance ot this industry as 
such. The hay crop of the United States and home value 
thereof, from the year 1895 to 1911, as estimated by the Depart
ment of Agriculture, ranged as follows : 

Crops in 
tons. 

Home 
value per 

ton. 

1895 .•. •····•••••··••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••· 47,078,541 $8.35 1896 •••... - .. ·-· •••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 59, 282, 158 6. 54 
1897 •••.••••.••••••••.••••.••••••••••••••••••• -•• - • • • • • • • • • • . 60, 664, 876 6. 61 
1898 .•••• - .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - • • • • • . • • • • • . . 66, 376, 920 6. 00 
1899 .• _ ·······-·-············-······························· 56,655, 756 7.27 
1900. ··············-················-··············-···--··· · 50,110,906 8.89 1901. .•••••••••••• - •••••. _ ••••••••• _.. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . 50, 590, Bn 10. 00 
1902. ····-·····················-·············-·-···-········· 59,8.5 ,000 9.06 
1903 •••• ············ · ····-··································· 61,305,940 9.08 
1904. ·············-······················-··················· 60,696,028 8. 72 1905 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• : ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 60,531,611 8.52 
1906 ••• ·-·······························-···················· 57,l~,959 10.37 
1907 •••• _ ••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••• ·--·················· 63,677,000 11.68 
1908. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . 70, 798, 000 8. 98 
1909 .•••••••.••• ' •••••••••.••••••••••••••• -• • • • • • • • • . • • . . . . . . 64, 938, 000 10. 62 
1910 .••.••.••.••.••••.•.••.•••••••••• - • • • • . • . • • • • • • • • • . . • • • • . 60, 978, ()()() 12. 26 
1911. • • . • . • • • • • • . • • • • • • . . . . • • . • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • . . • • . • . • • . • • • • • . 47' 444, 000 14. 64 

This production of approximately 60,000,000 tons per annum 
shows the importance of this item. Hay in considerable quan
tities has been imported into the United States in spite of the 
present tariff of $4 per ton. The imports from 1900 to date 
were, annually, in tons, as follows: 

Tons. 

1111::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::: ~II:!!! 
mi~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ a~l~ni 

With a rate of $2 per ton enormous quantities of cheap Cana
dian hay would be imported into this counh·y, and our farmers 
would have to sell their bay at a loss or let it rot in the stack 
or stop raising it. With any substantial reduction in prices the 
farmer could not pay the expense of cutting, baling, and the 
heavy t ·ansportation charges to the terminal markets. It !s 
extremely difficult for him to make any money in the business 
as it is. If the farmer finds himself losing money on his hay 
crops under this bill, as he certainly will, he will naturalJy stop 
raising hay to the serious permanent injury of the laud. 
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The cuiti-rntion of hay, potatoes,. onions, arid siniilar -crops Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, we have heard various learned 

should be encouraged r the-r than discoriraged by law. Too and interesting disquisitions on various subjects, running from 
large a production of grain and corn by the farms of tbe Nation eider to hay and from honey to hops .. 
oftentimes depresses prices by overproduction, and also .occasions I want to submit some observations upon the much abused. 
great peril t<> business generally in the event of a general grain yet festive and always fragrant, onion which is produced in 
or corn crop :fn:ilnre. Heavy yields of secondary farm produce, sucll liberal quantities in the district which I represent. In 
like hay, potutoes, onions, and s-o forth,. tend to balance and the first.place, Mr. Chairman, speaking seriously for a moment 
s.ustnin prices generally. and: obviate danger of panic that [laughter], tbe rate that is provided. in the existing law, to
alwars waits upon the failure of any of the great staple articles gether with tbe existing rates of prices upon onions, disproves 
of production. This bill . not only strikes a. severe blow at hay, absolutely the contention that has been made upon this floor 
rui important product of Minnesota, but is even more severe on : many times since this debate began, namely, that the amount 
the potato growers of the country. It is cruelly unfair to- our of tariff was added to the price of the product. The existing 
farmers to put potatoes on the free list. The growing of po- law provides a tariff of 40 cents per bushel upon onions, and 
ta toes is precarious, so much depending upon the. weather, but yet if any gentleman wants to supply himself with that odorif
there is a very large acreage of land in ?tfinnesota where the soil erous vegetable, if he will come to tbe county in which I live 
is poorly adapted to raising any other crop. Minnesota pro- he can buy him any quantityr a bushel or 20 carloads, at 30 cents 
duces an average annuall yield of about 17,000,000 bushels. On per bushel. 
accormt of the perishable character of this eommodity no- part As a matter of fact, onions have been sold in large quantities 
of one s~son's crop can be held over until the next year. This · in the great onion-producing district in Obie> in the past year 
makes it necessary for the potato growers to dispose of their at less than 20 cents per bushel. That has been less than one
crop during the season, regardless of prevailing prices. and this half the amount of tbe tariff. The effect, Mr. Chairman, if this 
tends further to make the business precarious. An examination duty is carried into effeet- as proposed in this bill, is ·to ruin 
of the prices at whicb potatoes bave been sold for the past 15 the onion farllli!rs. They are men who carry on business upon 
years. will show that cm an average one year out of every .three a small scale. This product is not raised upon great farms, but 
resulted in an actual loss to the farmer. it is raised upon the small farms by small farmers, and if this 

Mr. Chairman, there is another element to be considered re- bin should be enacted into law it simply means that the 
garding the rate on potatoes. It has reference to labor. Potato farmers of the onion-producing districts of Obio and the other 
growing gives employment to many men. The average cost per 17 States in the Union that produce tbis vegetable will be 
acre of lab0r in produeing and delivering potatoes to the brought into direct competition with the products of the farms 

. shipping station is approximately $35, some six times as much of Spain, the farms of Egypt, and the farms of Bern:inda. 
as in the case of grain. Free trade in potatoes will drive many The onion farmers of Bermuda appeared before the Ways 
of our farmers out of that business and consequently throw out and 'Means Committee (Hearings, pp. 2778, 2784) and strongly 
of employment a large number of men who will have to compete urged tbe reduction of our duty on onions. Why are they ·80 
with toilers in other occupations and thus depress the price of interested? Evidently they know who pays the tariff. Ap--
1.abor generally. This is a great potato-consuming Nation, and parently the committee was more disposed to favor them than 
it is wiser to have the money we pay for potatoes· go to our the enion farmers of our own country, for the duties were 
farmers and laborers on the farms rather than to the farmers reduced in accordance with the recommendations of the Ber-
and workingmen of other countries. muda onion growers. 

As I stated, the potato crop is uncertainr and therefore if OUl' 
potato farmers am put out of business, as to a large extent tb~y I had always supposed that it was best to legislate in the 
will be if this bill in its present form is enacted into law, and intei·est of our own people, not the foreigner; but the majority 

in control of this Congress takes the contrary view and dis
there occurs a general Potato failure· in other potato-producing criminates against our own laborers and our own farmers. This 
counhies, unreasonable prices will be ex.acted from the con- bill builds up no American industry, gives no increase ot wages 
sumers, defeating the Yery purpose claimed for this bill. to any American laborer, makes no market for any American 

Examination of the priees that have prevailed for years under producer. This bill if enacted into law will be good for the 
the present tariff on potatoes shows that the average price to foreigner and he knows it, but bad for our own people and 
the farmer has been reasonably low. Any exaction of fancy 
prices from consumers has been by the retailer, and they would they will soon find it out. 
have a better opportunity to. charge unreasonable prices. to con- What shall we say about the rate of wages? The rate of 
sumers if local producers were put out of business and the bulk wages paid in the American onion fields is about five times as 
of our potatoes were imported. much as the rate of wages paid in the fields I have mentioned, 

I regret, .l\Ir. Chairman, that my time is limited in this· dis- at least five times; but to be more ·exact, in the Spanish onion 
cussion. I would like to state fully and in detail the im- fields the average rate of wages is about 20 cents per day. The 
·portance to the people of my State of both tbe hay and potato rate in the onion fields of Ohio is nearly ten times that amount, 
crops. All I can do now is to protest,. and I do protest earnestly between $1.50 and $2.50 a day. Then another fact that I 
a·na emphatically against this bill as it stands. It favors cotton wish to present, Mr. Chairman, is the freight rate. Tbe freight 
and the South; it hits hay and potatoes as well as grain and rate upon onions from the Bermuda fields to New York is only 
beef, mutton and wool production in tbe North. It is a sec- about half what it is from the onion fields of Ohio and Indiana 
tional bill, selfishly made by the solid South of the Democratic to that same market, so it must be apparent that with that 
majority, and I believe like any selfish sectional law it will in immense advantage in lower wages, with the immense advantage 
time work its own destruction. In the meantime I suppose the of the freight rate, that if this shall be enacted into law it 
farmers of Minnesota and tbe great Northwest will have to do simply means that this industry will be transferred from this 
tbe best they can to raise their crops and compete with the country to another~ and that instead of American labor and 
Old World. American ingenuity and American capital being employed. the 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota business will be transferred to the foreign farmer. 
has expired. Then there is another proposition to which I wish to call the 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I support the amendment attention of the committee, and that is the· fact that the tariff 
principally for this reason: The State of Michigan, which I upon this particular vegetable has very little to do with the 
bave the honor in part to repi·esent, is a great hay-producing price of it. Men say that they want to reduce the cost of lhi.ng. 
State. The value of that crop in the State ranges annually I can invite their attention to the fact, as I did a day or so ago 
from forty to fifty million dollars. A reduction of $2 per ton wben I made some remarks upon the bill, that in the case of 
in the rate of duty on between three and four million tons of this vegetable it has been shown by a careful investigation made 
bay means a reduction on the income of the farmer of from by the Department of Agriculture that of the amount paid by 
six to eight million do-liars a year. I again submit that that is the consumer the producer gets less than 28 per cent. 
a rather high price for the farmers of the state of Michigan A Democratic farmer friend in Hardin County, Ohio, writes 
to pay for Democratic rule. me as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered We a.re selling onions at from 20 to 30 cents per bushel, are deliver-
ing onions in the cities, freight prepaid, at from 30 to 40 c.ents pe.r 

by the gentleman from Maine. bushel, and yet these same onions go to the city trade at $1 per bushel 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. and 20 cents per half peck, or at the rate of $1.60 per bushel. Yet it 
The Clerk read as follows: seems that the farmers are the ones whom Congress pl'Oposes to re~u-

late. We are blamed for the high cost of living; yet the fact remams 
213. Garlic, 1 cent per pound; onions, 20 cents per bush-el. that nearly all our ve.,.etables ·are delivered by us to the large cities at 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- about 25 per cent of the prices actually paid by the ultimate consumer. 

ment, which I send to the desk and ask to ha\e read. Who gets the profit '2 The commission man. not the farmer. 
· The Clerk read as follows: The onion growers of Ohio submit the following considera-

Page 53, line 4, afte1· the word "onions," sttike out "20 cents tions, wbich clearly demonstrate the fact that the existing 
per bushel " and insert " 35 cents per bushel." tariff of 40 cents per busbel on onions should not be disturbed. 
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- First. This year's crop of onions demonstrates · beyond ~a 
doubt the fact thnt this country can henceforth easily produce 
all the onions that this country can possibly consume. · There is 
no occasion whatever to open the door for foreign ·onions. In 
fact, onions are now being sold in this country at prices below the 
cost of growing them. 

Second. The onion growing in this country. is in the· hands of 
farmers in quantities from 1 acre up, from Massachusetts to 
Iowa, and also in Colorado, on the Pacific slope, and Texas, and 
to a small extent in Missouri, Kentucky, and Louisiana. Large 
growers market their crops direct to car-lot buyers and small 
growers sell to local buyers, who in turn compete with each 
other and with the large growers in each section, each section 
competing with other sections, so that there is sharp competi
tion all along the line, and no combination to fix or control 
prices is possible. Prices will absolutely be fixed by supply 
and demand. 

Third. The present tariff of 40 cents per bushel is necessary 
to suitably protect the American onion grower from the cheaper 
grown onions from foreign countries. 

A gentleman connected with a very prominent European 
produce house recently stated that.he had personally visited 
the onion fields of Spain and Egypt. He stated that labor could 
be obtained for the onion fields in Spain at about 20 cents per 
day and in Egypt for even a lower price. Here in Ohio and in 
Indiana from $1.50 to $2 per day of 10 hours is paid for men 
in the field and women and children in proportion. 

The freight rate from Spain to New York City direct is about 
36 cents per 100 pounds, and from Egypt about 40 cents. 
Freight from Ohio and Indiana points to New York is from 22 
to 25 cents per 100 pounds. It can readily be seen from these 
figures that with the tariff removed Spain and Egypt can lay 
onions down in New York City for a lower price than we can, 
even if we move them at actual cost of growing. Freight on 
onions from Bermuda is 14 cents per 100 pounds. We do not 
know the cost of labor ill Bermuda, but it is certainly below 
the prices paid in this country. 

Mexico has recently begun the development of onion in
dustry and promises to be a very important factor in the future, 
especially if the onion tariff be either removed or reduced. 

Fourth. The removal of the onion tariff entirely would strike 
a deadly blow at the American onion industry, that has grown 
from small beginnings to its present large proportions, an in
dustry that will continue to grow as fast as the needs of the 
country demand it. Vast tracts of land now of but little value 
will be developed into onion farms if prices secured for onions 
will warrant such development. Any material reductioll in the 
tariff must cripple this industry seriously. 

The intensive farming required in growing onions makes 
necessary large investment of capital in developing the land, 
erection of suitable buildings and storages and necessary 
equipment, and the employment of many thousands of men, 
women, and children, who depend upon this industry for their 
livelihood, and women and children so employed in the country 
could not procure employment elsewhere. 

The serious crippling of this industry would mean the prac
tical loss of a very large capital invested, as above described, 
throughout the country, as in such cases the property would be 
greatly reduced in value and suitable returns for labor and in
vestment could not be secured. 

Fifth. We do not contend that with the tariff removed the 
foreign onion grower C-Ould at once fully supply the American 
market, but the removal of tbe tariff would cause the foreign 
production to be rapidly and enormously increased, and enough 
would in the near future be thrown upon the New York market 
to drive prices down to a point that would be seriously damag
ing if not ruinous to the Anierican grower. 

New York City practically fixes the prices for. the entire East, 
and with the low prices at the seaboard, onions in western New 
York, Pennsylrnnia, ·and Ohio that usually go east would be 
thrown upon - the western and southern markets usually sup
plied by the onion States west of us, and thus prices in the 
South and West would also be forced down to nearly or quite 
t~e low prices in New York City. 

Sixth. If it be urged that the Jaw prices herein suggested will 
be for the benefit of the consumer, the obvious reply is that 
the recent amazing increase in onion acreage in this country 
and the large tra<;ts of land that will be developed and devoted 
to onion growing in the future, if prices will warrant it, makes 
it certain that as low prices will rule in the future as the Ameri
can grower can stand, and that it is poor policy to force prices 
so Jaw that the grower can not secure cost for his produce. 

Seventh. The importations of onions for the two fiscal years 
1910-11 Hnd 1911-12 were about 1,500,000 bushels each year. 
With the tariff removed, the importations will soon be doubled, 

and therefore, if the tariff be removed, eventually and soon the 
foreign importations will force American prices to a point below 
the American cost of growing. 

Eighth. If with a reduction of existing onion tariff the cost 
of foreign onions plus the tariff would be equal to the absolute 
cost to the American grower, the American grower would be 
compelled to retire from the business or scale his style of living 
down to the level of the Spaniard, Egyptian, and Mexican, and 
surely that can neither be expected or desired. 

Why take the risk of strangling o~ seriously crippling the 
American industry by removing or reducing the onion tariff, 
when the only person in the world who would be benefited by it 
would be the foreign grower? 

l\fr . . l\IANN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Alabama a 
question. Was the quantity of the bushel of onions intention
ally or accidentally left out? The existing law carries a bushel 
as consisting of 57 pounds. I notice, and very properly, in most 
places of the bill it defines the quantity of a bushel, and as the 
bushel is. different in different States I think it would be de
sirable-

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the regulation at the Treasury 
Department has established so ·fully that 57 pounds is a bushel 
of onions that it was not necessary to place it in the bill. 

A.fr. MANN. Of course the regulation of the Treasury De
partment would h~ ve no effect. It has been the law hereto
fore that established 57 pounds as the bushel, not a regulation 
of the Treasury Department. · 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The established rate is so uniform-
Mr. MANN. They had no occasion to establish it because the 

law has provided it, and practically in every other place in the 
bill the gentleman has defined the quantity of a · bushel. We 
had up in the House a proposition to define the quantity of 
these measures, and it is one I think that should be passed, and 
we discovered that in many of the States there was a variation 
in regard to a bushel of onions or a bushel of other vegetables. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think we have done that as a rule in 
the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say i:hat the gentleman's disinclina
tion to accept any suggestions from this side of the House may_ 
lead to confusion in the Treasury Department in the future. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will look into it 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that debate on the 

paragraph and amendments be now closed. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER

WOOD] asks unanimous consent that debate on the paragraph and 
amendnlents be now closed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
215. Orchids, palms, azaleas, and all other decorative ()r greenhouse 

plants and cut flowers, preserved or fresh, 25 per cent ad TaJorem: lily 
of the valley pips, tulips, narcissus, begonia, and gloxinia bulbs, $1 per 
thousand ; hyacinth, astilbe, dielytra, and lily of the valley clumps, 
$2.50 per thousand; lily bulbs -and calla bulbs, $u per thousand: peony, 
Iris Kaempferri or Germanica, canna, dahlia, and amaryllis bulbs, $10 
per thousand ; all other bulbs, bulbous roots or corms which are culti
vated for their flowers or foliage, 50 cents pe1· thousand. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. l\fr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a committee 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from lliinois offers a com
mittee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 53, line 11, strike out the letter "s" in "azaleas," and insert 

the word " Indica." 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RAIJ\"'EY. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following 

amendment. 
The CHAIR~IAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers a fur

ther amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 53, line 14, after tbe word "byacintb," strike out the comma 

and insert the word " bulbs." 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Illinois. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following 

amendment. 
The CHAIF~M.AN. The Clerk will report the amendment_. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 53, line 16, after the second word "bulbs," ' strike out the 

comma and insert the words " or corms." 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers a 

further amendment. which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 53, line 16, .be.fore the word " peony," insert the word 

"herbaceous." 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 

gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANN. l\Ir. Chairman, I wanted to ask the gentleman a 

question about the last amendment, where he inserted the word 
"herbaceous." What becomes of the duty on the other peonies? 

Mr.. PALMER. They go into the next paragraph under 
nursery stock. The herbaceous peonies are the fine-

Mr. ~IANN. I know what they are. 
Mr. PALMER. And the other peonies are heavier plants, 

which come in under nursery stock in the next paragraph. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following 

amendment. -
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 53, line 18, strike out the word "bulbs." 
'l'he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RAINEY. l\Ir. Chairman, I also offer the following 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers another 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 53, line 18, insert, after the word " roots," the words " root 

stalks." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman what 
the occasion is for all these amendments? 

Mr. RAD.TJJJY. These are suggested by the Treasury Depart
ment, most of them-in fact, all of them-in order to dispose of 
a lot of conflicting que·stions there. They have decisions both 
ways. 

Mr. MA...~. Of course, if the Treasury Department recom
mended them, I have no question in regard to it, although, hav
ing some practical knowledge of these matters, I think possibly 
that instead of settling disputes they will be apt to cause them. 

l\Ir. PALMER. Ob, no. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] 

who says "No" does not know the difference between "diely
tra " and " peonies .. , 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, I am an expert on peonies. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MANN. What is "dielytra "? 
Mr. PALMER. It would take too long to educate the gen

tleman. [Laughter.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I ·offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY] 

offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 53, line 11, at the end of the line, strike out the word "or." 

The CHAIR.MAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer another committee 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 53, line 19, after the word " corms " insert the words " and 

tubers." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I have 

prepared an amendment, which I will present later. I would 
like to have the attention of the members of the committee for 
just a moment. Near Bellingham, in the State of Was:Jiington, 
ts the only place in the United States that I know of where they 
raise bulbs. The Government has a bulb farm there, and the 
authorities in charge of it expect within. the next few Y.ears .to 

furnish all the' bulbs necessary for distribution by Members 
of Congress. 

I have received a good many communications from people in 
that neighborhood, saying that if they could get bulbs from 
Holland free, for propagating purposes, it could be made a 
profitable industry, because that is in the line, as I understand; 
of the policy of both parties-to bring in bulbs or other seeds 
for purposes of Jropaga ti on. 

I will suggest to the gentlemen that they consider it, and I 
will submit to them the question, when we reach the free list, 
whether they will not see fit to insert an amendment of that 
character. I do not think it is covered by this language. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Wash
ington that I do not see any serious reason why it should not 
be· adopted, but the committee has not had the opportunity to 
consider it and see the effect of the adoption of the amendment. 

l\Ir. HUl\IPHREY of Washington. That is the reason why I 
make the suggestion now and ask the committee to consider it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
have this telegram read into the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be inserted. 
There was no objection. 
Following is the telegram referred to : 

BELLINGHAM, WASH., .Apt·'il £9, 1913. 
Congressman ALBERT JOHNSON, 

House of Rep.,.esentatives, Washington, D. <J.: . 
Desire tarifi' removed bulbs imported propagating purposes only. 

Commercial bulbs to florists and greenhouses remain as now. Impossible 
start bulb growing in Washington State unless mother bulbs are 'ad
mitted .free. Bulbs grown nowhere in United States save Whatcom 
County. Expansion commercial bulb industry here demands removal 
taritl'. because present tarifi' precludes possibility. Should not object 
to tarifi' being replaced five years. We believe contrary to policy Gov
ernment to impose tarifi' which will hinder new enterprise. Acceding 
to our request would in no manner disturb present bulb business. 

BELLINGHAM CHAMBER OF COMMEBCE. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
216. Stocks, cuttings, or seedlings of Myrobolan plum, J.!ahaleb or 

Mazzard cherry, Manetti multiflora and briar rose, three years old or 
less, $1 per thousand plants; stocks, cuttings, or seedlings o.f pear, 
apple, quince, and the St. Julien plum, tbree years old or less, $1 per 
thousand plants ; rose plants, budded, grafted, or grown on their own 
roots 4 cents each ; stocks, cuttings, and seedlings, of all fruit and 
ornamental trees. deciduous and evergreen shrubs and vines, and all 
trees, shrubs plants, and vines commonly known as nursery or green
house stock, not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. RAI:NEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY] 

offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: · 
Amend, page 53, line 23, by inserting after the word " rose " the 

words "Rosa Rugosa." 

[Lu~~~] . 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RAINEY. 1\fr. Chairman, I have another committee 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois presents an-

other committee amendment. which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 54, line 5, strike out the words "or greenhouse." . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, what is the effect of that, may I 
ask the gentlemau? What would greenhouse stock come under 
if that were stricken out? · 

Mr. PALMER. ·.rhe gentleman from Illinois will notice that 
in the bill now, under paragraph 215, occurs the language., 
" Orchids, palms, azaleas, and all other decorative greenhouse 
plants and cut flowers," while paragraph 216 provides for 
" plants and vines commonly known as nursery or greenhouse 
stock." Inasmuch as these two paragraphs carry a different 
rate, there would be a confii<'t between greenhouse plants and 
greenhouse stock, it being impossible to distinguish between 
the two. The object of the two paragraphs is to have green
house plants in paragraph 215 and nursery stock in paragraph 
216. 

Mr. MANN. Well, but a great deal of this greenhouse stock 
is just as easily distinguished as nursery stock. 

The same conflict would exist in reference to that as to nur
i;;ery stock. Now you propose to increase the rate on green
house stock from 15 per cent to 25 per cent, which I beliern is 
the existing rate. A ·very large amount of this greenhouse stock 
is necessarily imported. · 

Mr. PAL.MER. . If the gentleman will observe, nursery stock 
is not provided for in paragraph 215. That only covers bulbs, 



954 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-H.OUSE. 1\fAy 1~ 

tubers, corms, and greenhouse plants and cut flower~. The 
words " or greenhouse " are taken out of paragraph 216 m order 
to a \Toid the conflict. The conflict is in the present law and has 
re ul ted in a great deal of difficulty at the customhouses. 

JUr. l\IANN. I will say to the gentleman that the difficulty 
will still exist, as far as that is concerned. 

Mr. PALl\IER. I should like to know how. 
Mr. MANN. Because there will be a constant conflict whether 

a plant is a greenhouse plant or nursery stock. 
Mr. PALl\IEil. No; there will not be any such conflict. Nur

serymen say that nursery stock and greenhouse plants are easily 
distinguished; that they are trade names which are perfectly 
plain in the trade, however vague the distinction may seem to 
my distinguished friend from Illinois. 

l\Ir. MANN. I am somewhat familiar with the trade, and I 
question whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania is as famil
iar with it, and that is no reflection on him. 

Mr. PALMER. I am not expert in the trade, though I am 
fond of these things and have paid some attention to them; but 
I am advised by experts in the trade that nursery stock and 
greenhouse plants are very easily distinguishable. 

Mr. MANN. I am unfortunate enough to raise for my own 
amusement several hundred thousand of these plants a year, 
and I know something about them. 

Mr. PALMER. I congratulate the gentleman on having con
stantly at his side a source of great happiness. 

Mr. MANN. That is the only fun I have, except what I get 
out of you gentlemen over on that side. 

Mr. PALMER. I trust the gentleman gets more fun out of 
his plants than he does out of this side. 

l\Ir. MANN. Well, I get a good deal out of both. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The question is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
217. Seeds: Castor beans or seeds, 1.5 cent.s per bushel of 50 pounds; 

tlaxseed or linseed and other oil seeds not specially provided for in this 
section 20 cents per bushel of 56 pounds; poppy seed, 15 cents per 
bushel' of 47 pounds; mushroom spawn, and spinach seed, 1 cent per 
pound; canary seed, I cent per pound; caraway seed, 1 cent per pound; 
anise seed, 2 cents per pound; beet (except sugar beet)., carrot, corn 
salad, parsley, parsnip, radish, turnip, and rutabaga seea, 3 cents per 
pound ; cabbage, collard, kale, and kohl-rabl seed, 6 cents per pound; 
egaplant · and pepper seed, 10 cents per pound; seeds of al kinds not 
sp~cially provided for in this section, 10 per cent ad valorem: P.rovided, 
That no allowance shall be made for dirt or other impurities in seeds 
provided for in . this paragraph. 

[l\Ir. FOWLER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. l\fr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on the paragraph be closed in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent that the debate on the paragraph close in five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the seeds named in this para

graph are collected in the same manner that the seeds are in 
the existing law-by description and name. I believe in the 
existing law the description and differential of rates were made 
largely at the request of the seedsmen. I have no criticism of 
the gentlemen for following that description, because their at
tention has probably not been called to the fact that there is no 
known method of distinguishing between seeds named in the 
paragraph carrying different rates of duty except by planting 
them. 

Two or three years ago I obtained from the Agricultural 
Department some 20 different samples of seeds which had been 
purchased by that department. They came in bottles, and I 
took out half of each bottle and put them in a number of 
other bottles, so that when I had finished I had 40 bottles of 
seed taken from half of those sent me, all carrying distinguish
ing numbers. 

I sent the 40 bottles of seed to the Agricultural Department 
with a request that they furnish me with a statement as to 
what kinds of seed they were. In reply they admitted that as 
to a number they could not tell, except that they were of a 
character of, say, cabbage seed or belonging to that family. In 
about one-third of the cases, or nearly one-half, the analytical 
seedsman of the department differed from the men who had 
sold the seed to the department. 

I then asked the department to take the remaining packages 
of seed which I had all numbered and plant them as a final 
test and find out what those seeds were, the one who had 
bought them not agreeing with the . one who had analyzed 
them. I again found a great variation. An easy illustration 
is beet seed carried in this paragraph at 3 cents a pound, 
except sugar-beet seed. The man does not live who can tell 

sugar-beet seed from market-beet seed, except by planting them 
and watching the result. 

Since the law went into effect there has been \ery little ordi
nary beet seed imported, but great quantities of sugar-beet seed 
imported, which comes in free. The same is true of various 
other kinds of seed carrying different rates of duty which can 
not be distinguished. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
221. Fish, except shellfish, by whatever name known, packed in oil or 

in oil and other substances, in bottles, jars, kegs, tin boxes, or cans, 20 
per cent ad valorem ; all other fish in tin packages, not specially pro
vided for in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem; caviar and other pre
served roe of lish, 30 per cent ad valorem; fish, skinned 01· boned, three
fourtbs of 1 cent per pound. 

l\Ir. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following com
mittee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by inserting, after the word " fish,·· in line 4, " age 5G, the 

words " except shellfish." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
.Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I mo\e to strike out tha 

last word. I should offer an amendment which I think ought 
to be adopted, even on the principle the Ways and Means Com· 
mittee approve, of admitting all green fish, as we call them, 
into this country free of duty. Even on that principle they 
ought to allow a duty on partially manufactured fish. They 
have, as a matter of fact, allowed a duty of three-quarters · ot 
a cent on fish skinned and boned, but they have allowed no 
duty whatever on smoked and cured fish. If it were not for 
the fact that I should be afraid of prejudicing the case be
fore the conferees by having an amendment voted down in 
the House, I should offer an amendment providing for a duty 
on fish, smoked and cured, of one-half a cent a pound. I 
wish to call the attention of the Committee on Ways and Means 
to the effect of this discrepancy, that they recognize one kind 
of manufactured fish and not the other. 

The OHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
222. Apples: peaches, quinces, cherries, plums, and pears, green or 

ripet 10 cents per bushel of 50 pounds; berries, edible, in their natural 
conaition, one-half cent per quart; cranberries, 10 per cent ad valorem ; 
all edible fruits, including berries, when dried, desiccated, evaporated, or 
prepared in any manner, not specially provided for in this section, 1 
cent per pound; comfits. sweetmeats, and fruits ot all kinds preserved 
or packed in sugar, or having sugar added thereto or preserved or 
packed in molasses, spirits, or their own juices, If containing no alcohol, 
or containing not over 10 per cent of alcohol, 20 per cent ad valorem; 
If containing over 10 per cent of alcohol and not specially provided for 
in this section. 20 per cent ad valorem, and in addition 2.50 per proof 
gallon on tbe alcohol contained therein in excess ot 10 per cent; jellies 
of all kinds, 20 per cent ad valorem; pineapples preserved in their own 
juice, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. .Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama a question in reference to pineapples preserved 
in their own juice, as to whether this permits any addition of 
sugar at all? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; the paragraph was drawn so that 
it would not do that. That was the purpose. 

l\Ir. l\IA:t-c'N. I do not just this minute recall, and does the 
gentleman, what the duty would be where any sweetening mate
rial was added? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is provided for in another portion 
of the bilL I can not tell just where it is now. 

Mr. :MANN. I remember. I tried to find out yesterday by 
examining the bill whether it was intended to be covered by
comfi ts, sweetmeats, and fruits of all kinds preserved or packed in 
sugar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the place where it is supposed 
to be covered. 

Mr. MANN. I am not sure whether that would cover it, or 
whether it would come in under the basket clause. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the point where the committee 
intends it to be covered. 

Mr. 1\IANN. I do not see how that could be. That provision 
carries 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Fruits of all kinds preserved or packed in sugar, or having sugar 
added thereto or preserved or racked in molasses, spirits, or their own 
juices, if containing no alcoho , or containing not over 10 per cent of 
alcohol 20 per cent ad vaJorem; if containing over 10 per cent of alco
hol and not specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad valo
rem, and in addition 2.50 per proof gallon on tbe alcohol contained 
therein in excess of 10 per cent. 

I call it to the attention of the gentleman, and I wish that 
the gentleman would have it looked into. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I re
call that the committee did differentiate between pineapples 
that were not sweetened and those that were sweetened. It is 
in the . bill somewhere. 
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.Mr. l\IANN. I am not disposed to say to the. gentleman that 

it is not in the bill, b~ause I accept his statement. However, I 
have examined the bill carefully for the purpose of endeavor
ing to aseertain what the rate would be under the bill for pine
apples preserved in their own juice with a slight addition of 
sugar. I do not find any paragraph that seemed to cover it. 

l\Ir. UNUERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, unless there is to be 
some debate on some of the remaining paragraphs in this sec
tion, I would like to finish it to-night. If there is to be debate, 
I will move ·that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. MANN. My impression is there would be some debate on 
paragraph 225. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to offer an amendment to paragraph 
223. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit· 
tee do now rise. · · 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. GARRET!' of Tennessee, Chairman of the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
3321-the tariff bill-and had come to no resolution thereon. 
ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOB HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr . .ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bill: 

H. R. 2973 . .An act making appropriations for certain expenses 
incident to the first session of the Sixty-third Congress, and for 
other purposes. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a . question of per
sonal privilege. In the Evening Star newspaper this afternoon 
appears an artiCle entitled "Lafferty ends sp~h with loud 
applause-the Representative from Oregon takes advantage of 
leave to print"--

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order there is 
no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. Eviden,tly there is no quorum present. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 11 o'clock and 
6 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
May 2, 1913, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
1 . .A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with. a 

letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on examination and 
survey of Newport Harbor, Cal. (H. Doc. No. 42); to the Com
mittee · on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with 
illustration. ' 

2 . .A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineei·s,. i·eport on examination of 
Matawan Creek, N. J., with plan and estimate of cost of im
provement (H. Doc. No; 43); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustration. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill° (H. R. 4541) to consolidate the \·et
erinary service, United States Army, and to· increase its effi
ciency; to the Committee on .Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSS ot West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4542) au
thorizing the Secretary- of War, in bis discretion, to deliver to 
the town of Ripley, State of West Virginia, ·for the use of the 
Carl Shatto Post, No. 28, Department of West Virginia, Grand 
Army of the Republic, two condemned bronze or brass cannon 
or field pi~es; to the Committee on .Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 4543) to amend sections 4924 
and 4927 of the Revised Statutes, relating to patents; to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: .A bill (H. R. 4544) to reserve 
certain lands and to incorporate the same and make them a part 
of the Caribou National Forest Reserve; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4545) to amend an act 
entitled ".An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating 
to the judiciary," approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. Sll\IS: A bill (H. R. 4546) to abolish the Commerce 
Court, and for other purposes; to the Commttee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOGUE: A bill (H. R. 4547) for the preparation of a 
plan and the erection on ground belonging to the United States 
Government, in the city of Washington, of a memorial or statue, 
to be furnished by the State of Pennsylvania, of Maj. Gen. 
George Gordon Meade; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. DIFENDERFER: A bill (H. R. 4548) to prevent a 
combination of firms or individuals from conspiring te raise, or 
raising, prices of supplies furnished the United States Govern
ment, or combining to put up prices for structural work, and 
providing penalties therefor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. L.A. FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 4569) to amend section 
4 of the interstate-commerce act; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: .A bill (H. R. 4573) authorizing the 
President to appoint an additional circuit judge for the fourth 
circuit; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution (H. Res. ~) to authorize 
the expenditure of balance of fund authorized under H. Res. 
587 adopted June 18, 1912; to the Committee on .Accounts. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: Memorial of the Legislatme of 
Alaska Territory, petitioning Congress to provide for the build
ing of a bridge across the Chena River at the town of Fairbanks, 
Alaska ; to the Committee on Military ·.Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska Territory, pray
ing Congress to provide for the immediate development of the 
coal and railroad resources of Alaska; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

.Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
praying Congress to authorize the city of Juneau, .Alaska, to 
issue $50,000 school bonds; to the Committee on the Territories . 

.Also, memorial of the Legislature of .Alaska, praying Congress 
to provide a salary for commissioners, justices of the peace, pro
bate judges, coroners, and r~orders in .Alaska Territory; to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of .Alaska Territory, praying 
for the repeal of the law of Congress taxing railroads in .Alaska ; 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, 4ND .MEMORIALS. to th.e ·Committee on the Territories. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska Territory, praying 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: Congress for a survey and to build a breakwater at the harbor 
By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: .A bill (H. R. 4536) to of Snake River, Nome, .Alaska; to the Committee on Rivers and 

reopen . the rolls of the Choctaw-Chickasaw Tribe and to provide Harbors. 
for th.e awarding of the rights secured to certain persons by the Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska Territory, praying 
fourteenth article of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, of for a reduction of the excessive telegraph and cable charges of 
date September 27, 1830; to the Committee on Indian .Affairs. the United States military telegraph and cable lines in .Alaska; 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4537) prescribing to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
· offenses committed in the United States .Army and fixing the .Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska Territory, :Qraying 
punishment thereof; to the Committee on Military Affairs. for the repeal of the statute entitled ".An act extending the time 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4538) prescribing offenses committed in in which to file adverse claims arnl institute adverse suits 
the United States Navy and fixing the punishment thereof; to against mineral enh·ies in th.e Territory' of .Alaska," approved 
the Committee on Naval .Affairs. June 7, 1910; to the Committee on the Public Lands . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4539) providing for a survey for a military .Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska Territory, praying 
and post road from the city of Washington, D. C., to th.e Naval for better mail service in that Territory; to the Committee on 
Academy at the city of .Annapolis, .Md.; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMS: .A bill (H. R. 4540) making appropriation for .Also, memorial of the Legislature of .Alaska Territory, praying 
payment of certain claims in accordance with findings of the Congress to provide an appropriation to pay the deficiency in 
Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts . ap- the mileage allowed members of the Alaska Legislature; to the 
proved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known Committee on Appropriations. 
as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, and under the provisions By Mr. HAYES: Memorial of the Senate of the State of Call
of section No. 151 of_ the act approved March 3, 1911, commonly ·fornia, favoring the Lever agricultural education extension bill ; 
known as the Judicial Code; to the Committee on War Claims. · to the Committee on .Agriculture. 
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PRIVATE BILLS Al\1D RESOLUTIONS: 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 4549) granting a pension 

to Edwin V. Butler; to the Committee on Pen ions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4550) granting an increase of pension to 

Augustus Fortney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 4551) to authorize the Presi

dent to appoint Archy Wright Barnes an assistant paymaster 
in the United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affuirs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4552) grant
ing a pension to Annie Neate; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 4553) granting an increase of 
pension to James Frank Sanderson; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

By l\fr. HULINGS: A bill (H. R. 4554) granting an increase 
of pension to William V. Thompson ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 4555) granting a pension 
to John L. Churchill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4556) for the relief of May Stanley; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4557) granting an increase 
of pension to John Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4558) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah J. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4559) granting an increase of pension to 
John Carley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 4560) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Tuckerman; to the C-0mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4561) granting an increase of pension to 
John Herr: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 4562) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4563) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry L. Vance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 4564) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Ernst; to the Committee on Invulid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4565) granting an increase of pension to 
Baker Woodrufi'; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4566) granting an increase of pension to 
J ames Hackett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN: A bill (H. R. 4567) granting a pen
sion to William Feavel ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 4568) grant
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth Comstock ; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
· By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 4570) granting a pension to l\Iar

garet Bretney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4571) granting an increase of pension to 

Stephen G. Lindsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4572) granting an increase of pension to 

Ludlow Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 4574) granting an in

crease of pension to Linda S. Anderson; to the Committee on 
P ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4575) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis 
E. Parson , deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARLIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 4576) for the 
relief of George A. Nowland; to the Committee on Claims. 

By-Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4577) granting a pension to 
'.Noah Smith; to the Oommittee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Und~r clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of sundry citizens 

of Missouri, against the income tax on mutual life insurance 
companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition of the Pennsylvania Congress of 
Mothers and Parent-Teacher Association, Philadelphia, Pa., pro
testing against any change in the present national system of 
,forest control; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also (by request), petition of J. H. Atkinson, Fulton, Mo., 
and Webb Strange, protesting against including mutual life 
insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on 
lWays and l\leans. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of sun.dry citizens of Ohio, 
against the income tnx on mutual life insurance companies; to 
the CommittC'e on Ways and l'.\1eans. 

By l\lr. SinmOOK : Petition of A. W. Barnett and 4 other 
merchnnts of Doyle i:own, Ohio, fa>oring the 11assage of legis
lation to co!11pel concerns selling good direct to the consumer 
by mail to contribute their portion of the funds for the develop-

~ent of the !~Gal community, county, nnd Stnte; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Al>in Rich, Wooster, Ohio, and J , W. Lytle 
Uhric)?.sville, Ohio, prote ting against including mutual life in: 
surance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BALTZ: Petition of Thomas L. Fekete, jr., and Milo 
R. Clanahan. St Louis, l\fo., protesting ao-ainst including mutual 
life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. BUCHANAN of Illinois: Petition of sundry trade
unionists of Chicago, Ill., protesting against the removal of the 
duty on Philippine tobacco and cigars; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
~Y l\fr. B"!JLKLEY: Petition of the city council of ·c1eveland, 

Ohio, favorrng Government ownership of the telegraph and 
telephone; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By l\lr. Bl:JitNETT: Petitions ot sundry citizens of Alabama, 
against the income tax on mutual life insurance companies· to 
the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. ' 

By l\Ir. BUTLER: Petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, 
favoring the retention of the present tarifi' rates on laces and 
lace curtains; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill 
(H. R. 4528) for the relief of the estate of Perry P. Benson ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURRY: Petition of the Trades and Labor Coun<!D 
Vallejo, Cal., favoring the passage of legislation to extend th~ 
eight-hour law to include labor used by those who recei>e Gov
ernment grants and franchises; to the Committee on Labor. 

B! l\Ir. D~E: Petition of sundry citizens of Brooklyn. N. Y., 
agamst the mcome tax on mutual life in urance companies· to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. ' 

Also, petitions of Henry Lotz and Schmidt & Co., of New 
~ork, N. ~·· against the reduction of the duty applying to the 
1Ithograph1c trade; to the Committee on Ways and .Means. 

Also, petition of the Linnrean Society, of New York, N. Y., 
favoring the feather provision in Schedule N of the tarifi' bill· 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. ' 

Also, petition of the Progressive Knitting Works, of Brook
lyn, N. Y., a.gainst the reduction of the duty on the sweater, 
coat, and krut-goods industry; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

A!so, petition of the Sherer-Gilbert Co., of Chicago, Ill., 
agarnst the duty on safi'ron ; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

A.lso, petition of the Montague Castle-London Co., of New 
York, N. Y., against placing stained. glass on the free list · to 
the Cominittee on Ways and Means. ' 

B! M~. GO~DFOGLE: . Pei:!tion of Irvy Card, protesting 
agamst including mutual life msurance companies in the in
come-tax bill; to the Committee on Way and Means. 

Also, petition of Mary Schwaner and E. Scott of ·New York 
N. Y., protesting again t the placing of Bibles o~ the free list: 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. ' 

Also, petition of Baer Bros., New York, N. Y., protesting 
against the proposed change in the tariff on bronze powder· to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. ' 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petitions of sundry citizens of the 
hrenty-~rd .congressional district of New York, against taxing 
mutual hfe rnsurance companies; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. ~RIFF:rn:: Petition of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., agamst the mcome tax on mutunl life insurance com
panies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES : Petition of the Railroad Commission of the 
State of California, favoring the passage of legi lation making 
an appropriation of $4,500 for blanks for the use of the Inter
state Commerce Commission; to the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Pneumatic Tool Co. and 5 other 
companies of San Francisco, Cal. ; the Stewart Dawe Shoe 
Co.; the Pacific Wire Rope Co., of Los .A:ngeles Cal. ; and the 
Holt Manufacturing Co., Stockton, Cal., protespng against the 
proposed. reduction of the tariff on sugar; the Committee on 
Ways and Means. t 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of W. J. Mulligan, of the National 
Fuse Co., San Francisco, Cal., favoring a reduction in the tariff 
on safety or blasting fuses; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLEl: Petition of the Na vi Chamber of 
Commerce, Hawaii, again~t the reduction of the duty on sugar; 
to the. Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KETTNER: Petition of the Railroad Commission of 
the State of California, favoring an item of $4,500 in the ap-
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propriation bill for blanks for the Interstate Commerce Com
·mlssion · to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the 0. E. Floating Society,, Sa~ Diego, qa.1., 
fa orlng an increase in the number of chaplams m the United 
States Navy an<l to protest against a change in naval code 
r garding churrh pennant; to the Committee on Naval A:11'.airs. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Petition of sundry citizens 
of the fifteenth congressional district of the State of Pennsy l
vania protestina- against including mutual life insurance com
panie~ in the in°come-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LEVY: Petitions ot sundry citizens of New. York, 
against the income tax on mutual life insurance comparues; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Republican Club ?f New York 
ity, favoring the passage of House joint resolution No. 1, to 
nfranehise the women of the United States; to the Committee 

on the Judiciary. . . 
.Also, petition of Sherer-Gilbert & Co., of Chicago, ID., agamst 

the duty on saffron; to the Committee on Ways and Means .. 
.. '\Jso, petition of the National Business Congress, f~vormg 

reform in banking and currency laws, etc.; to the Comnuttee on 
Ilanking and Currency. _ 

.Also, petition of the National Business League of America, 
favoring the retention in the Consular Service of efficient offi
cials, etc.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also petitions of Miss Sarah Thomas, Hilda Nielson, and 
H. K. 'Jedidian, of New York, N. Y., against placing of Bibles 
on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Iso, petition of the American Duralumin Co., of New York, 
N. Y., against an increase of the duty on duralumin; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

.Also, petition of the Montague Craft-London Co., New York 
City, against placing stained glass on the free list; to the Com
mittee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

Also, petition of the Butler Ward Co., of New York, N: Y., 
again~t the reduction of duty on bound books; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means .• 

.Also, petitions of Austin Nichols & Co. and the Standard 
I mporting Co., of New York, against assessment of fee for filing 
protests against assessment of duties by collector of custorus; 
to the Committee on Ways nnd Means. 

Also petitions of manufacturers of pianos of New York, 
against the proposoo 20 per cent duty on ivory tusks; to the 
Committee on Ways and l\feans. 

Also, petitions of sundry workers in the fancy feather b·ade, 
against the clause prohibiting importation of aigrettes, etc.; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

.AJso, petitions of 2 members of National Audubon .Society, 
favoring the clause prohibiting importation of aigrettes, etc.; to 
the Committee on Ways and ~eans. 

By Mr. O'IlRIEN: Petition of William :Qennith & Co., New 
ork, N. Y., favoring the placing of brier root or brierwood and 

amber or nmberoill on the free list; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

.Also, petition of Frank Wacker, BroQklyn, N. Y., protesting 
against the reduction of the tariff on lithographic goods; to the 

ommittec on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of Madison K. Finley, BrooklYJ?-, N. Y., protest

ing against the placing of Bibles-on the free bst; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

.Also, petition of Miss Mabel Clark, Brooklyn, N. Y.; Abar
temie Eberle, Ludlow Griscom, and other citizens of New York, 
N. Y. favoring the passage of the legislation prohibiting the im
portation of the feathers and plumes of wild birds for millinel'Y 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Meuns. 

Also, pe_tition of '£homas F. McCook, Lowe~l. M. Palm~1', 
Joseph Kemmere, F. L. Higgins, F. L. Thomas, William 1\1. Reid, 
Daniel A. Dolan, John J. King, Harry E. A. Gibbs, Morris Alt
bulcr, and Joseph H. Scannell, of New York, protesting against 

including mutual life insurance in the income-tax bill; to the 
ommittec on Ways and Means. 

so, petition of Andrew Werth, Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting 
against the placing of a duty of 15 per cent on books; to the 

ommittee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of sundry citizens of the thirtieth 

district of New York, against the income tax on life insurance 
ompanies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By M1'. WALTERS : Petitions of C. F. Hager and others ot 
Pennsylvania, against the income tax for mutual life insuran e 
ompunies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By M1·. WILSON of New York: Petitions of sundry citizens of 
x ew York, against the income tax for mutual life insurance 
c-0mpanjes; to the CommHtce on Ways and Menns. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRID:iY, May 2, 1913. 

The House met at 11 o"clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offere<l the fol

lowing prayer. 
Once more, Almighty God our heavenly Father, source of 

every blessing, we come to Thee for inspiration, wisdom, 
strength, guidance, that we may go forward without fear doing 
whatsoever Thou bas given us to do. And let us not be weary, 
in well-doing, for in due season we shall reap, if we faint not, 
the fruits of righteousness, peace, and joy in the Holy Ghost. 
Amen. · 

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

JOINT SELECT COMAIITTEE ON USELESS EXECUTIVE PAPERS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following appoint
ment in the House end of the Joint Select Committee on the 
Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 

-The Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. Talbott of Maryland and Mr. Kelley of Mlchignn. 

PANAMA CANAL TOLLS LEGISLATION • 

Mr. DOREMUS. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose cloes the gentleman from 

Michigan [l\Ir. DOREMUS] rise? 
Mr. DOREMUS. To ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to 

insert in the RECORD a paper prepared by Ilon. Richard Olney, 
Secretary of State under Grover Clevelanrl, on the question of 
Panama Canal tolls and the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, recently 
read in this city at the annual meeting of the American Society, 
of International Law . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [l\Ir. DoRE
Mus] asks unanimous ' consent to print in the R.Eco&o a paper 
prepared by ex-Secretary of State Hon. Richard Olney on the 
question of Panama tolls. Is there objection? 

l\Ir. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would Uke to ask the gentleman from ~Michigan why he does 
not have that printed as a document? 

Mr. DOREMUS. Well--
Mr. HARDWICK. How much will it cost? Mr. Speaker, re

serving the iight to object to its being printed as a document, 
I do not object to its going in the RECoRD-

The SPEAKER. Nobody asked to print it as a document. 
Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman was stating his request. 
The SPEJ.A.KER. The Chair did not hca1• the gentleman 

change it. 
Mr. DOREMUS. I have not changed the request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani

mous consent to print in the RECORD a paper prepared by Hon. 
Richard Olney, ex-Secretary of State, on Panama Canal tolls. 
Is there objection? [After n. pause.] The Chair hears none. 

-The paper above referred to is as follows: 
PANAMA CA~AL TOLLS LEGISLATION AND THE HAY-PAUNCEFOTlil TREATY. 

"In construing the Ilay-Pauncefote treaty it is necessary to 
remember ·that there have been several different phases of 
American opinion and American policy touching the ownership, 
construction, maintenance, and use of the canal. The canal has 
always been conceived. of as a work of world-wide interest and 
importance, which all nations without exception or discrimina
tion should be able to use, subject, of course, to all rights o~ 
the owner of the canal, including that of charging reasonable 
tolls. Among the earliest cleclarations of policy QY the United 
States Government, perhaps the earliest, was an intimation that 
the work should be accomplished, not ' by tbe support and unas
sisted efforts of any one power,' but 'by common means and 
united exertions '-whether of all civilized powers or of Ameri
can powers exclusively is not perhaps clear. Secretary Clay's 
idea. that the canal be built by a combination of the powers 
interested seems never to have taken any real root. 

"This first phase was succeeded by the view that the canal 
should be built by the State owning the route of the canal or 
by a company or association having from the State the necessary 
concessions for that purpose. The United States was to assist 
by appropriate gonranties, and by the treaty with New Granada. 
of 1846, in consideration of New Granada's granting citizens of 
the United States equal treatment with citizen of 1Tew Grunau.a 
as respects any mode of transit across the Isthmus, the United 
States guarantied the perfect neutrality of the Isthmus and 
also New Granada's rigbts as sovereign and owner of the 
Isthmus. . 

"A third phase of American opinion and policy appears four 
years later in a treaty then made, with Great Britain. The 
Uniteu States was moTed to enter into it by yarious considcm-
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