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TEXAS. 

SENATE. 
WED1'"'"ESDAY, August 9, 19~~. 

(LegisiaUve day of Thursllay, August S, 1922.) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the eA"J)iration of the 
recess. 

THE TABIFF. 

The Senate, ns in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
8i<leration of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide revenue, to regu­
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus­
tries of the United States, and for other purposes. 

::Ur. CURTIS. l\fr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call 
the roll. 

The l·eading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
tmswered to their names : 
Ashurst 
Rall 
Borah 
BrandegPe 
Bron sard 
Bur::ium 
Calder 
Cameron 
CaJ>per 
Colt 
f'ulberRon 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dial 
DilliJ1gbam 

Ernst 
Frelingb uysen 
Gerry 
Glas 
Gooding 
Bale 
Harreld 
Barris 
Heflin 
.ToMs, Wa b. 
K('ndrkk 
Keyes 
Lodge 
McCormick 
Mccumber 

M r Kinley 
111l'Le:rn 
McNary 
Mose 
XIsel's 
New 
Newberry 
~Orbeck 
Orldie 
Ovl>rman 
PC'pper 
PomArene 
Rnnstlell 
Ra\ son 
Sheppard 

Sbortrjdge 
Rimmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Town end 
Trammell 
Wadsw~rth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Warren 
Watson, Ga. 
Watson, Ind. 
WUlis 

Mr; CURTIS. I wish to announ~e that the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] is absent on account of a death in his 
family. 

Mr. Ol3JRRY. I wish to announce that the junior Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] is unavoidably absent. 

The PRESlDE..~T pro tempore. Sixty Senators have an­
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. S'rERLING. I submit an amendment inten(led to be 
proposed to section 315 of the pending bill, which I ask may be 
printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Th~ amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. The Senate under the unanimons­
consent agreement will p1·oceed to the consideration of the 
committee amendment, being ·pru·agraph 1427a -0n page 192, 
which will be read. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 192, after line 2, the 
committee proposes to insert a new paragraph to read as 
follows:, 

PAn. 1427a. Hides of cattle of the bovlne species, raw or uncured, 
or green er pickled, 2 cents per pound; dried, 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. WALSH of :Massachusetts. ·Mr. President, my objections 
to the levying of. a duty upon hides and the consequent le1---ying 
of compensatory and protective duties upon leather, boots aud 
shoes, and other leather manufactures, briefly stated, are as 
follows: 

FirM. The benefit to the cattle raiser is negligible, as the 
duty on each hide, even H effective in increasing the price of 
cattle, Will amount to only 1.65 per cent of the value of the 
~m~ ' 

Second. Whatever benefit will inure to any indtvidual or 
group of individuals by reason of a duty on hides will be chlefty 
to the packei·s, .as they handle 65 per cent of the domestic bide 
production, which also constitutes the best quality. 

Third. The benefit to the farmer from the tax on bides by 
the possible insignificant jncrease in the value of cattle which 
he may rec:eiye through the generosity of the paekel's wm be 
more than offset by the increased cost which he will have to pay 
for boots and shoes, harness, and other leather manufactures. 

Fourth. The domestic manufacturer of boots and shoes has 
absolutely no foreign competition; therefore a protective tlut,v 
on boots and shoes, except for the duties on hides and leather, 
is unn cessary and will be ineffective. Of course, the duty on 
hides wm increase the cost of production, which the consumer 
will have to pay. 

Fifth. The increased cost of boots and shoes and other leat:ber 
manufacture by reason of the duty on hides will result in 
reducing and resh·icting the expanding e:x:port business _de­
veloped by shoe and leather manufacturei-s. 

Sixth. The increased cost to the consumer and purchaser of 
sh e and other. l~ather products will result in an unnecessary 
and indefensible drain of $110,00'0,000 on the public for the 
benefit of the few engaged in the packing business. 

SHenth. Many of the progressive farm organizations and 
practically all manufacturers of boots and ,hoes desire and have 
petitioned for free hides, leather, and boots and shoes. 

Eighth. It will tend- to break up if not -0.estroy the independent 
tanning industry and extend the packers' growing monopcly of 
tbe tanning business. 

Ninth. The general public welfare would seem to dictate a 
policy of free hides, free leather, and free shoes. 

Mr. President, two-thirds of the domestic hides are marketed 
by the packers, and these so-called packer hides are of the 
better .grade becau e of the more efficient manner in which tbey 
are removed. The packers do not buy hides from the cattle 
raisers. They buy cattle on the hoof, and hides are one of the 
by-products. 

The amount which pack-ers charge up as the proportion for 
hides in estimating the cost of cattle is an average <Ji 11 per 
cent. A duty M 2 cent per pound on hides at a I>rice of 14 
cents per pound is equivalent to 15 per cent ad valoretn, am.: <.:an 
only increase the price of cattle on the hoof 15 per cent of 11 per 
cent, which is 1.65 per cent of the total value of the cattle. 

In view of the fact that the dnty will amount to such an in­
significant increase in the value of the cattle, it is almost cer­
tain th.at it will not be reflected in an increased price of cattle 
to the cattle · raiser. Even if fully reflected it would only 
amount to. an a\erage of $1.35 per head of cattle at an a-ver ge 
price of $80 a bead. 

It is very certain, however, in view of the l:lrge volnmP of 
bides C(}ntrolled by the packers, that the duty will he reflected 
in the inltrea. ·ea price of hides to the tanners and manufac­
turers. 

It wonld seem, therefore, that the argument that the farm~-r 
will receiYe an increased pr~ce for his cattle--and it is the only 
argument advanced in favor of the ta.riff on bides--i 1'l1ost 
fallaci-0us. I'ndeed., many progressive and well-informed farm-
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ers, fuUy realizing the effect of a protective duty on hides, do 
not favor such a tax. 

_ It may be urged that the packers have large packing plants 
in South America, and because they import hides they will not 
receive any special benefit from this duty. The fact is that the 
packers import only a minor portion of the total volume of 
hides that are imported. As they control about two-thirds of the 
entire domestic production, the best class of domestic hides, it 
can be easily seen that they are in a position to make the duty 
effective by increasing the domestic price to the amount of the 
tariff. Whatever duty they will be obliged to pay upon their 
imported hides will be more than offset by the increased price 
of the domestic hides. Indeed, rather than the farmer receiv­
ing any benefit from the increased price of domestic bides, the 
packers will be in a position to use the increased revenue on the 
domestic hides to offset the duty which they will be obliged to 
pay on their imported hides. 

Uncler all the circumstances it does not seem poseible that 
the cattle raiser will receive by reason of a duty on hides any 
appreciable increase in the price of cattle which he sells to the 
packers. · 

But assuming that he does, in view of the fact that the farmer 
must buy for himself and family boots, shoes, harness, and other 
manufactures, how is a duty upon hides, which at most will 
only increase the price of cattle 1.65 per cent, going to be of any 
permanent benefit to him? 

COST OF DUTY TO THE PUBLIC. 

)fr. Pre ident, the duty on cowhides affects several branches 
of the leather industry-the shoe industry and leather used in 
harness, bags, upholstery, and belting. Experts of the Tariff 
Comm is ion (see Appendix A) have estimated that the proposed 
duty of 2 cents per pound on hides will result in an increase of 
25 cents per pair in the price of shoes made of cowhide in upper 
and sole and an increase of 15 cents per pair in the price of 
shoe made with uppers of leather other than cowhide, and not 
therefore dutiable, but with cowhide soles, heels, and welts, 
which are dutiable. 

According to the census of 1919 the production of shoes in­
cluded 107,359,294 pairs made of cowhide uppers and soles, 

- which at an increased cost of 25 cents per pair would amount 
to $26,839,824 to the consumer. The census for the same year 
records a production of 214,718,589 pairs made with uppers of 
leatheL· other than cowhide but with cowhide soles, heels, and 
welts, which at an increased cost of 15 cents per pair woulcl 
amount to 32,207,788 to the consumer. Adding these two 
amounts together, we find that the total annual cost of the duty 
on hitle -based upon the production of 1919-would be to the 
ultimate consumers of shoes $59,047,612. 

Since about 6 per cent · of the shoe output of this country is 
exported, it would be more accurate to deduct 6 per cent of 
this amount, or $3,542,856, leaving a remainder of $55,504,755 
as the annual increased cost of shoes to the American public as 
a con equence of the proposed duty on hides. 

But it must be borne in mind that the Senate bill levies duties 
ali>o on leather of various kinds, other than cowhide leather, 
wliich, if effective, will make the cost of these leathers higher 
to the manufacturers of shoes than those made chiefly of cow­
hide. 

Thus, Mr. Pre ident, when we have been talking about the 
increased co t of 25 cents per pair on shoes by reason of the 
duty upon hides -we haYe had in mind only shoes made chiefly 
of cowhides. 

When we come to consider the cost to the consumer of shoes 
made chiefly of kid, Russia calf, patent colt, patent calf, and 
kangaroo we must add the protective duty levied upon the 
various kinds of shoe leathers, and that means that on shoes 
the uppers of which are made of these skins and whose soles 
are made from cowhides the protection which the manufac­
turer 1 given is 6 cents per pair, while the i:haterials bear a 
<lntv u follows: 
In shoes made of- . Cents. 

~~~,"~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ II 
. I ha>e stated heretofore that shoes the uppers of which 
are made chiefly of cowhides .are in value about one-third of 
the total production, but in pairs amount to fully one-half. 

It i · to be noted, therefore, that fully one-half of the shoes in 
u ~e by the American people will bear a tax to the consumer, 
if the duties on leather are effective, much greater than 25 
cent per pair, and probably will average 40 cents per pair, as 
i;tatecl by Congressman HAWLEY, Republican member of the 
House committee that drafted this bill. 

In view of this expose, how absurd is the claini that a pro­
tecti Ye tariff is for the benefit of the workingmen of America, 

when the leather used by the shoe manufacturers bears a tax 
of from 24 to 40 cents J;>er pair and the finished shoe can be 
imported for a tax of only 6 cents. 

The duty upon harness and saddlery in the pending bill is 
35 per cent ad valorem. Harness is made entirely of cow­
hlues and so is a great part of saddlery. The combined produc­
tion is estimated as valued at $84,000,000 in 1919, and on this 
amount the duty of 85 per cent in the pending bill will increase 
the cost of harness and saddlery about $29 400,000. 

The domestic production of miscellaneous leather goods in 
1919 was valued at $53,000,000, and at a 40 per cent duty, as 
provided in the pending bill, the increased cost would be 
$21,200,000. . 

Therefore, the aggregate cost to the public of the duties on 
hides, leather, boots, and shoes will be about $110,000,000 with­
out any allowance being made for the increase by reason of 
the duty on leathers other than that of cowhide. Estimating 
the farming population at about 30 per ·cent, the portion which 
the farmers will have to pay will be $33,000,000, again exclud­
ing the increased cost of those shoes made of leather other than 
cowhide. 

On the other hand, what can the farmers at most hope to 
receive from the increased costs which the public will ha>e to 
pay? There are slaughtered annually about 12,000,000 cattle, 
of an average value of $80 per head, making a total value of 
$960,000,000 recei>ed by the cattle raiser . An increase of 1.65 
per cent in the price of cattle to the cattle raisers, as urning 
they will receive the full benefit of the proposed duty on hides, 
will amount to $15,840,000, and of course only a small per­
centage of the farmers of the country are engaged in the rai..;ing 
of cattle. 

'l'hus we find that the farmers, who can only hope to receive 
at the most $15,840,000 in increased prices for their cattle as a 
result of the propo ed duties, are certain to be taxed consid­
erably more than $33,000,000 for the leather product they 
require. 

THE FI~A~CE COMMI'ITEE'S ESTIMATE IXCORRlllCT. 

l\fr. President, of course this estimate will be que ·tioned; 
in fact, on 1\fay 17, in addre sing the Senate, the enator from 
North Dakota, chairman of the Senate Finance Committee, 
made the f ollowlng astounding statemeii t : 

Mr. President, there i one thing in relation to the tariff upon hides 
which the American people generally do not understand. • • • 

There is a aeneral impression that if a duty of 2 cents per pound on 
raw hides or 4 cents per potmd on dried bides shall be imposed the price 
of all shoes will thereby be increased. The country does not generally 
understand that the shoes that the American people wear are not made 
of cowhide· nothing but the heels and oles are of cowhide. •· * • 

I think that practically 99 per cent of the shoes that are made and 
worn in the United States have for their uppers calf~kins or some o.ther 
material. The only part that ls taxed or affected by reason of the 
tariff is the sule and the heel: and I do not think that that will, as a 
rule, add more than 8 cents on a pair of shoes-

And so forth. 
It eems incredible that the chairman of the Finance Com· 

mittee would make uch a statement in the light of the well­
known and easily obtainable facts. He evidently i wholly mi -
informed on this subject. Of course, such a statement repudi­
ates and invalidates the whole hide and leather schedule of this 
bill. If the information on which the committee acted is that 
the duties levied on hides and leather will affect only the uppers 
of 1 pe·r cent of the shoes manufactured in this country, it is 
evident that the committee did not write the leather chednle, 
or if they did they did it without obtaining any accurate infor­
mation as to the very great extent and importance of the u ·e of 
cowhides in the manufacture of shoes. 

It seems almo t asinine to have to controvert such a state­
ment, for, in addition to this duty on hides, the paragraph le\y­
ing duties upon leather fastens a tax upon every pair of sho . 
made in America. 

The duty upon hides affects chiefly shoes made of cowhide, 
which constitute over one-half of the total production, instead 
of 1 per cent; but the leather duties will put a tax upon every 
kind of leather, which, of course, means that the ·hoe manu­
facturers will have to pay more for every kind of leather used 
in shoes if the duties become effective. 

If the Senator doubts my statement about the crass inaccu­
racy of his statement as to the general u e of cowhide for upper , 
I could submit letters from leading manufacturers (see Appendix 
B), numerous references and discus ions of the subject by the 
Tariff Commission, and an authoritative statement from the 
Tanners' Council, which represents the active member · of the 
leather trade, giving accurate figures showing the >arious kinds 
of leather produced in the country during the six months from 
October 1, 1921, to April 1, 1922. 

These figures show that there was made during that perio<l 
and used in the Un!ted States-exports having been deducted-
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194,209.557 feet of IJe§.tber made from cowhides and 163,315,049 
feet of leather made from calf, kip, veal, kld, and goat skins. 
Over 54 per cent of the leather made was cowhide. 

THE .DUTY ON BBOES AN ABSURDITY. 

The absurdity of a protective tariff on boots and shoes based 
upon the tlteo1·y of meeting the difference between the manu­
facturing costs in America as compared with the foreign 
manufacturing costs, which is claimed by Republicans to be 
their thee>ry of protection, can be ful1y appreciated when we 
realize that there is practically no importation of boots and 
shoes made of cattle hides. Indeed, we are exporting very 
heavily, for \Ve are making shoes so cheap and so superior in 
America that we are m~eting all foreign competition. 

'l"'he shoe and leather industry originated and developed in 
New England and has proved one of the g1·eatest stel)s for­
ward, industrially, that has characterized this era of industrial 
progress. Perhaps many of this body ba ve not in mind the 
fact that until New England inventive genius .developed the 
modern shoemaking machinery the old-fashioned hand methods 
of making shoes prevailed throughout the world. When the 
" forty-niners " left the East for the gold fields of California 
shoes were being made everywhere substantially as they were 
being made when Colnmbu-s disrovered America. The process 
wa. so low and expensive that very few of the people were 
properly shod. Tbe making of shoes by machinery in large 
factories 9.s now condllcted in all the advanced countries of 
the world i-s wholly the result of American initiative and 
American invention, and the cradle of the art was in Plymouth 
·eounty, '.Mass. · 

In eonsequence of the achievement of these American shoe­
makers the people of the United States have been better shod 
and at n less co t-though during and following the · war the 
p~ices became exorbitant-than any people in the world, and 
to-day the manufacturing countries of the Old World have 
1ulo.pted our methods and our machinery and are sharing in the 
blessings that have been provided for them by the shoemakers 
'<If New England. 
' At the t>resent time the New England method of making 
flhoes has spread itself very generally over the whole country. 

Shoes are now manufactured in many different States, Penn­
;sylvania, Ohio, Missouri, Wisconsin, and New York being the 
lar(l"est producers outside of New England, so that it is true 
that, while every part of the country is interested to oppose this 
mi. cbievous tax, to New England and the shoe and leather in­
du tries centered there it is of supreme importance. Besides 
supplying the home market, the manufacturers of shoes and 
leather in all sections of the eountry have built Ul> a very 
consi-derable export trade in their commodities. At this time, 
when some exchange of goods with our foreign neighbors 
s.eems to be ab olutely es ential to the welfare of the world, 
an~· tbing that interfe-ras witl:l tbe business already established 
or hiuders its development is clearly against public policy and 
slJ.ould not be encouraged. That the proposed tax on bides will 
produce this result is beyond question. 

THE SHO'l!l 1NDUS'l'BY UNEXCELLED IN EFFICIENCY. 

~Ir. President, the shoe industry in the United States leads 
the world in efficiency, in quality, and in volume o:f output. 

·.rhe points of leader bip in the shoe industry in the United 
Sta:tes may be summa1·ized as follows : 

1. Better machines. 
2. Leadership in styles. 
3. Superior organization. . 
The foreign industiw's only aclvantage is its lower wage scale. 

But shoe operatives in the United States are admittedly much 
more efficient than labor in foreign factories. 

It i not out of place to call attention at tl1is time to the fact 
that there is probably no industry in this country outside of 
some branches of the steel industry where higher wages are 
pa.id. 

Census statistics indicate that wages in the shoe industry are 
among the very highest paid in the country. It is also undis­
puted that women operntives in the shoe factories are paid 
bigl1er wages than in any other inuustrial occupation in which 
women are employed. 

The hours of labor, sanitary conditions, and general living 
conditions in the commlmities where the shoe industry exists 
are unexcelled in any other industrial community. 

It is significant that this industry has, with practically no 
tariff protection, developed into one tllat provides .more com­
forts and better conserves the health of its operatives and pays 
much higher wages than the industries which have enjoyed for 
years high protection. 

It is also to be noted that the absence f protective duties 
has kept the industry upon a strictly competitive basis and, 
unlike many other industries, free from moDopolistic coBtrol. 

' 

TAX j)N HIDES WILL Dl!:STROY FORmIGN MARKET. 

Shoes can not be made from taxed hides as cheaply as from 
free hides. The foreign markets for shoes which have recently 
been acquired by our New England merchants and manufac­
turers were formerly in the possession of the English and 
German manufacturers. The ease and completeness with which 
they will recover these markets if we tax our manufacturers 
out o:t the business is not a pleasant thing for the American 
people to contemplate. At a time also when industries are -idle, 
many of our people are unemployed, and the public generally 
is refusing to buy in normal quantities to meet the necessities 
of life._ for the reason that prices are still too high to co1-re­
spond with their income, it is a very serious matter to levy a 
tax which will increase the cost of shoes for every family in 
every commnnity and in every State in the Union. 

This tax, if levied, would increase the cost of the manufac· 
tnrers' raw mriterial by approximately thirty millions of dol­
lars. I am figuring that the imported hides, amounting 
to millions of pounds, would, of course, pay the tax, while the 
holders of hides in this country would naturally market them 
on the basis of the fo1·eign price With the duty added. There 
can be no question as to this result. This is what the tax is 
pot on for. The proposers of this tax claim that by it theY. 
can increase the price of hides, and so make the animal bearing 
the bide of greater value to the farmer. I believe this 
theory is a mistaken one, and the tax will ultimately result to 
the farmer's disadvantage; but assuming they are correct, it is 
clearly beyond dispute that they are going to increase the cost of 
the raw material of the shoemaker by many millions of dollars. 

It is obvious, then, that in addition to the loss to our mer· 
chants of their export business the people of the country must 
be taxed many millions 'for their boots and shoes. A share 
of thls amount added to tbe daily cost of living of every family 
and bearing more heavily on the poor than on the rich creates a 
condition which the Senators advocating this bill will have hard 
work to justify. They should show first that it protects some 
struggling infant industry that without its help would perish. 
They can show no such thing. No man in this country ever em­
barked in the business of raising or producing hides. Hides are 
tl1e by-product of tile cattle-raising industry. 

Mr. President, the proposal to tax hides is an imposition on 
the American public. By this duty the leather industries of the 
country would be seriously crippled, the workmen of the coun­
try would be deprived of needed employment, and the people of 
the counti·y would sustain a tremendous loss through their 
family expenses, and all for the benefit of some intangible, un­
known beneficiary. Such a proposition is so uneconomic as to 
be preposterous and does not deserve the serious consideration 
of this body. 

Mr. President, a protective duty levied for the benefit of tbe 
manufacturer of boots and shoes is camo-u1lage. It can not be 
effective. It is a fake. There are no imports 'and the dome tic 
business is on a competitive basis. 

The duty on hides, however, Will be effective. It wlll he 
effective :first to the manufactUl'er who will have to pay more 
for the hides that are used in the manufacture of shoes aml 
ultimately it will be effective to the consumer when be purchases 
shoes; it will also be effective in crippling the tanning industry. 

Instead of levying an ineffective protective duty for the alleged 
benefit of the manufacturers, if Congress really wanted to help 
the shoe industry it would provide for free hides and lower 
the duties on the other materials used in the manufacture-of 
shoes instead of placing a duty on hides and increasing all 
other duties. 

EFFECT ON TAN~ING INDUSTRY Oi' DU'l'Y ON HIDES. 

Mr. President, the tanning industry, which this duty on bides • 
will seriously affect, is divided into two groups, (1) the packer 
tanners and (2) the independent tanners. 

The independent tanning industry is one of the oldest indus­
tries of this country. The industry has been so well managed 
11.nd has progressed to such an extent that we have developed 
.a very extensive ex:port trade of tanned leather, especially kid. 
The reputation of the American tanning industry for superior­
ity of workmanship has become recognized throughout the 
world, and this has been due to the initiative and enterprise of 
the independent tanners. 

It is estimated that there are about 700 of the so-called inde­
pendent tanning establishments scattered throughout the coun­
try, principally located in the vicinity of Chicago and the 
Atlantic seaports. Most of them are small concerns employing 
comparatively few emplQyees ; but among them are two large 
compa11ies that have been organized by combining srnalJer <'on­
cerns. These two compaDie -the AmPrican Hide & Leather Co., 
which tans upper leather, and the United States Leather C@., 
Wbich tans sole leather-are in active competition with 0each 
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other 
1

and an other tanners. Throughout the entire industry 
there is genuine. competition without any suspicion of combin­
ing to control price or to stifie competition. 

About 15 years ago the packers of Chicago entered into the 
business of tanning hides, which was undertaken to give them 
a more compJete control of the hide market; that is, when they 
could not obtain a price as high as they thought they should 
receive they could tan the hides. This branch of the packers' 
busines ha rRpidly developed owing to the packers' control of 
the tanners' raw material. The hides that are taken off in their 
o"\\-n establishments can be tanned or sold as best suits their in­
terest, while the independent tanner must go into the market 
and buy either the high-priced hide from the packers- or buy 
the inferior hides from the local cattle slaughterer . It is 
Rpparent, therefore, that the packer tanners have a decided 
advantage by rea on of haying control of the higher grades of 
raw material. 

To what extent the packers are able to inftuence and control 
the tanning busines can be appreciated when we nnderstand 
that 60 per cent of the hides produced in America are taken 
Clff by the packing 110u es. In addition to this their subsidiary 
flgeucies throughout the country buy hides that are taken oit 
locally. The advantage of the control of tbi raw material has 
enabled them to expand rapidly and exten i'rnly their tanning 
industry. It is estimated tbat they now tan at least 50 per 
cent of the heavy leather of the country and from 20 to 30 
J)er cent of the lightt>r leatllers used for up1)ers. 

The brief of the National Boot nncl Shoe Manufacturer ' 4s­
ocia tion on "Free hide in ·relation to leather and hoe indus­

trie " confi1·m the e a sertions : 
Yery briefly stated~ the situation is this: The packer come into the 

po se. :'!ion of his hiaes when he buys his animals for beef, and the 
pl'lce paid for the bides i , of course, the same as paid for the re­
mainder of the carcass. 'Ihc price of the complete animal is invaria-
1..lly less than the price of the bide. C01requently, If steer are bringing 
1:! cents a pound on the hoof, th<' hide co. ts the packer 12 cent , while 
tlle market prire of the hide at that moment may be lG cents, and the 
independent tanner mnst purch:i. e it at 16 cent . H the packer sees 
tit to charge up the e hides to his own tanneries or tanning accounts, 
he can charge them at nny price he sees fit, and the loss, if any, in 
tlie price of the hille may be distributed over the price of the other 
parts of the animal when• competition may not at the moment be so 
C'los<'. Under uch conditio11s the temptation to manipulate the market 
i irresiRtible. 

It prices of blues are low and the demand inactive, the packer can 
di spose of his hides readily to his own tanneries and stock the tan­
neriei: of other tamwr who will tan for him at a fi..x:ed price per 
pound. When trade becomes more acth·e and there is a demand for 
ltille:.;, he can put up bis \)rice and force his competitor, the independ­
<'nt tanner, to pay materially more than hi bide stand him in his 
own tanneries. When tbe leather is fini heel h e can undersell his com­
petitor and make a round profit on the tram>action, while the situa­
tion of bis competitor, a far a , profit is concerne<l. i hopeless. 

The Federal Trade Commission, speaking on thi. subject, 
, aid: 

'This situalion raise a serious question as to bow tar this extensive 
encroachment on a basic indu try in which they virtualJy control the 
raw material ls safe for the public interest. They can place every 
tanner using the more de irable grades of bide , particularly the heavier 
hide. , in a position of paying the price that they mar a:::k or of taking 
the risk of encountering further competition in the leather industry 
from them. They may not be able to put a tanner oat of bnslnes at 
once, but they have the power to do it if they are so disposed. 

l\lr. Pre ident, the development of the tanning business 
among the packer ~ ha be.en so great that it is safe to ay that 
in tlle year 1921 an independent tanner could hardJy be found 
who wa not tanni11g hides for the packt;rS. 

In nddition to this very great adYantage enjoyed by the 
packer tanners over tlle independent tanner , the levying of a 
tarlfr duty on hides will still further handicap, if not ruin, 
the independent tanner ~ . 

The paek<'r · will not be injured by the tariff, becnu e they 
• lll'Yer -buy hides and will not ha>e to pay any duty. The inde­

P rnlent tanners buy all of their bide and will ba·rn to pay 
the world price plus the duty. 

The only way the packer can l>e affectell would be by a re­
flection of the duty upon hideN in increasing the price of cattle; 
\Jut as the packer controls the price of cattle on the hoof, the 
lerying of a tariff duty would be without effect so far a he is 
concerned .. 

\rm th<> proclnc r benefit by this duty upon 1.J.ide ? This 
qu<' tion has been di cus ed pro and con and many div-ergent 
opinions have been expre"'sed, but t.he be t answer can be 
fonnd in the brief of the A.merican Farm Bureau Federation, 
tilecl with the ...,ennte Finance Committee (page 4491 of the 
J1enring ) : 

Cattle production need timulat ion, but tlle increa ed return from 
lJ per cent on 6~ per cent ot the weight of the animal i so small as 
t o be of no importance as a mean of increasing cattle production. 
'l' h cost to consumer ot leather products would more than oft ·et the 
increased return to hide producers even it all tbe increased price was 
pnfi cd on to the producers, or which · there is no assurance. Therefore 
W <' believe that bldt'"B, lrather, and leather products should remain on 
t lH' free lls t. 

As evidence that there is nnd ha been in the past no genuinf' 
competition between packers in fixing the prlce of cattle, the 
report of the Federal Trade Commission for 1919 or the re­
vi Nion of that report for 1921 may be cited, wherein it WR 
demon trated that packers fixed prices at the different yard 
nnd that the prices were all uniform. 

It requires no mental acumen to under tancl that tbe effect 
of le-vying the propo ed duties upon hides means a den th blow 
t-0 the independent tanning industry and another tep to extend 
and tabilize the packer ' monopoly by clinching their hold upon 
the tanning indu, trr and consequently placing the Ame1ican 
leather industrr at their mercy. 
RAMIFICATIO~S OF . rA CKERS IN CONTROLLI~Q THE MARKET r1HCE OF 

CA1"1'Lll: AND SIIEllP. 

There is a growing belief in the country that the packer have 
been loaning lnrgt> sum:;; of money to sheep and cattle rai er" 
th1·ough the commi ion dealers that buy the cattle and heep 
from the raisers for the packers. Evidence is available that 
thi method 'i in 011erntion between the puckers nnd heep 
raiser , and there L little doubt but that the ~ame method i 
being practiced in tlle cattle industry. 

To ,ybat extent the American public i~ at the mercy of. t11e 
packers can be apprecia.ted when we realize that their ramlftca­
tions run from the fina,ncing of the stock rui ers to the market­
ing of the tanned hide to the shoe and leather indu trie of the 
country. Indeed they haV"e even gone so far as to threaten to go 
into tile manufacture of hoe and other branches of leather 
manufacturing. 

Are the representatives of the American people to aid the 
Packers' Trust to strangle all tbe tanning, leather, and other 
kindred industrie of thi country by levying tariff dutie on 
hides? Is there to be no check placed on the tendril.. of tltis 
octopus reaching out to de troy or corral all the little tanning 
and leather plant located in all parts of the country? 

The urvirnl of the independent tanning industt·y and the in· 
dependent leather manufacturers of tbi country depend more 
than anything eLe upon tlle privilege of purchasing hides and 
leather whereV"er they please, in a free, open, and competiti've 
market. The placing of a protective tariff duty on hides,· plus 
the other adrnntages which the packers enjoy by rea~on of their 
control of tile domestic supply of hides, will put the packer in 
an impregnable position to create a tanning and leatl1er good 
monopoly. A vote for a duty on hide i~ a vote for the packers­
a vote against the interest and prosperity of the tanning, boot 
and shoe, and leather industries us heretofore conducted, and 
an invitation to the packer to exploit, crush, and destroy the 
numerous small and independent industrie competing with 
each other in the tanning of hide · and manufacture of leather 
product . 

EFFECT ON SHOE INDUSTRY OF DCTIJlS O::i OTHER LlCATHE.RS. • 

Mr. President, it i apparent from -an examination of the 
duties levied in the Senate bill on the variou kind of lenthcr 
and the compen atory and protective dutie levied in thE> inter­
est of the shoe manufacturer, as well as the tatement made 
by the chair~an of the committee in discussing the tariff on 
hides, quoted aboV"e, that the committee was without any ac­
curate information ot· peciftc knowledge of the boot and hoe 
indu try. 

The only duty levied for the benefit of the manufacturer of. 
boot and shoes is a follows: 

Boots and shoe , made wholly or in chief value of leather mnde of 
hides of cattle of the bovine species, 12 cen ts per pair and 5 per cent 
ad valorem; all other boot, and shoes made wholly or in chief value 
of leather, not specially provided for, 6 cents per pair. 

Thi means that the heavier shoe", worn largely by workmen 
and mechanics, are protected in proportion to the duty on the 
material from which they are made, but the duty of 6 cent per 
pair on all other shoes cover the ·hoe made of calf, kid, patent 
leathers, kangaroo, and other kinds of fine upper leathers from 
which the more expensive shoe are made and in which the 
labor cost is very great.. These hoes are protected by a tariff 
of but 6 cents per pair, which we a sume is compensatory for 
the increased cost to the manufacturer becau. e of the increased 
cost· the bide tax puts npon, the ole leather u eel in thi cla s 
of shoes. 

It is to be noted, however, that hoe made of patent colt 
patent calf, nu. la calf, kid, kangaroo, are given no com­
pensatory duty except in o far as the 6 cents per pair cover 
the compensatory clnty by reason of the duty on the cowhide 
u ed in the soles. 

Yet the Senate bill , in addition to a duty leV"ied upon cow­
hit.le in the sole, fixes a duty upon all other kind" of kins u ell 
in the rnanufactui-e of hoes when they are imported a leather. 

These dutle · levied on finished leathers other than cowhide 
woul<;l, if effective, increase the cost of thi cla · of shoes from 
18 cents per pail' to 34: cents per pair. 
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In other word , the manufacturer of shoes made of these Inc1·ea e of ta.ritr duties uvo11 materials used in manufactu,·c of s7wrs-

leather · i!iu.st bear n protective duty ranging from 18 cent to Continued. 
3-! cent and no compensatory duty at all bas been proYided. 

Of course. the manufacturer will not suffer unless serious for­
eign competition develops, but his cost of production will be in­
crea"ed and he will pass this cost on to the consumer. 

It would eem as if what I have already said would be suf­
ficient to consign this entire schedule to oblivion, but unfor­
tunately this is not the end. 

An examination of the bill shows a long list ot articles used 
in the manufacture of leather and shoes on which existing 
tariff rates haYe been increased. Included in this list are the 
hides and leather to which I have already referred, but, in 
addition, there are many other items, such as cotton drilling, 
rubber heel , slloe pegs, shoe buttons, cement, etc. 
TAR1FF DUTI»S INCREASED UPO!'I MATERIALS USllD IN MANUFAC'l'URll OF 

SHOES. 

Mr. Pre .. Jdent, the shoe industry ls another illustration of 
the extent the industries of the country are to be burdened by 
increased tariff dutle upon materials used in manufacturing 
their finished product. 

Fifty commodities used in the manufacture of shoe are 
taxed. Twenty-five of these commodities have hHetofore been 
on the free list, but under the pending bill are to be placed 
upon the dutiable list. The Tates on 25 other articles used by 
hoe manufactlirers wWch are already on the dutiable list have 

been Increased on the average of 92 per cent, three rates have 
been increased 200 per cent or more, eight rates have been in­
cren ed 100 per cent or more, and eight have been increased be­
tween 50 and 100 per cent, leaving only six increases of 50 per 
cent or less. 

In view of these increased duties on the materials necessary 
in the manufacture of shoes, who dare to predict what will 
become of this industry? Surely the export business will dis­
appear, for the foreign trade will .not pay the advance in prices 
neee itated by the increase in the cost of production ; and of 
counm the price of shoes in this country will be very materially 
advanced. -

The following table contains some of the principal materials 
used in the manufacture of shoes and indicates the increased 
rate of duty levied in the pending bill: 
Jnc.reaae of tariff av.ti.es upon materials used in manufactttre of shoes. 

Commodity. Senate rate. Present rate. Increase over 
present rate. 

ole leather .••.... 3 cents per Free .......... 3 cent$ per 
pound and 5 pound and 5 
per cent ad per cent ad 
valorem. valorem. 

Calf and veal 15 per cent ad ..... do. . • • • • • . 15 per cent ad 
!~J1tes~:d.ed valorem. valorem. 

Patent, of cattle 7t cents per ..... do . . . . . . . • 7f cents per 
bide . square foot square foot 

and 1.3 per and 15 per 
cent ad va- cent ad va-
lorem. lorem. 

Pat~nt, not or 5 cents per ..... do ..•..... 5 cents per 
C3ttle hides. square foot , square foot 

and 15 per and 15 per 
cent ad va- cent ad va-
lorem. lorem. 

Upper leather, 2t cents per .... . do........ 2; cents per 
n. s. p. f., of square foot square foot 
rattle tildes. and 15 per and 15 per 

cent ad va- cent ad va-
lorem. lorem. 

All other upper lu per cent ad •.... do . ....... 15 per cent ad 
leather, n.s.p.f. valorem. valorem. 

Cotton drllling ...• 20 per cent .... l()...12lpercent n - 10 per cent. 
Heel , wood. . . . . . 25 per cent ad 15 per cent ad 10 per cent ad 

valorem. valorem. valorem. 
Heels, rubber .......... do ..•.•..• 10 per cent ad 15 per cent ad 

• valorem. valorem. 
Shoo "()('lgs .............. do........ 15 per cent ad 10 per cent ad 

valorem. valorem. 
Blackings, paste, ..... do .......•.. • .. do ..•... , •..... do ....... . 

and polisli. 
Shoe buttons..... 45 per cent ad ..... do.. . . . . . . 30 per cent ad 

valorem. valorem. 

Percent of 
increase. 

Removed from 
free list. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

75-100. 
66~. 

150. 

66~. 

66~. 

200. 

Leather welting.. 40 per cent ad 30 per cent ad 10 per cent ad 30. 
valorem. valorem. valorem. 

Shoe-machine $1.15per1,000 Free .......... $1.15per1,000 
needles . and 40 per and 40 per 

cent ad va- cent ad va-
lorem. lorem. 

Cement.. ........ . 20 ~r cent ad 10 per cent ad 10 per cent ad 
\'alorem. valorem. valorem. 

Cut hoe stock, 
leather (box 
toes, heels , 
counters, shanks, 
sole_, etc.). 

5 J>l.'r cent in Free. . . . . . . . . . 5 per cent ..... 
addition to 
the duty on 
tho leather 
from which 
It Is cut. 

Cod ii.. .... . ... . 12~ cent per ..... do ........ 12~ cents per 
gallon. gallon. . 

Removed from 
!ree list. 

100. 

Removed from 
free list. 

Do. 

Commodity. Senate rate. Present rate. Increase over Per cent or 
present rate. increase. -

' 
Menhaden oil ..... 5 cents per gal- a cents per gal- 2 cents per gal- 66a. 

Ion. Ion. Ion. 
Sodoil ........... ..... do .. ...... ..... do. : ...... ..... do ........ 66i. 
Degras, crude ..... ! of 1 cent per 1 of 1 cent per l of 1 cent per 100. 

Currier's knives 
pound. pound. pound. 

3 cents, 10 25 per cent ad ..................... 90. 
and shoe knives. cents, or 20 valorem or 

cents each 30 per cent 
and 55 per ad valorem. 
cent ad va-

Castor oil.. ....... 
lorem. 

4! cents per 12 cents per 24 cents per 200. 

Cott~nseed oil .... 
pound. gallon. gallon. 

2 cents per Free .......... 2 cents per Removed lrom 

Linseed oil ...••.. 
pound. pound. Cree list. 

3! cents per 10 cents per 13 cents per 130. 

Extracts .......... 
pound. gallon. gallon. 

25 per cent ad Free .......... 25 per cent ad Removed from 

Hides of catt~ 
valorem. valorem. free list. 

2 cents per .. .. . do .....•.. 2 cents per Do. 
~reen or pickl . pound. pound. 

Hides of cattle, 4 cents per ..... do .....•.. 4 cents per Do. 
dried. pound. pound. 

CONCLUSION, 

Mr. President, if you think the manufacturers of boots and 
shoes are deceived or misled by the picayune protective duty 
you propose to levy upon boots and shoe , and will accept with­
ou~ a prote t the high dutie on the materials they use, you 
evidently have not a very high estimate of their intelligence 
and spirit. 

If the interest of the dolllestic consumer doe not concern 
Congress may I again urge that we do nothing here to destroy 
the large export. business which has been built up by this in­
dustry-an export business amounting during the first nine 
months of 1921 to about $22,000,000. · 

How little this industry needs protection from foreign com­
petition may be fully comprehended when we realize that 
forty-four times as many shoes are exported as the total im­
portation which was iess than $500,000 in value in 1919 as 
compared with a total domestic production of over $1,000.· 
000,000. 

Of course, the higher the cost of production the less likely 
the American manufacturers will be able to increase, or indeed 
hold, their former export business. 

Mr. President, the manufacturers of shoes very frankly and. 
I believe, patriotically ask that they be given free hiues ia 
order to further-expand and develop the shoe industry. They 
ask for no protective duty. Above and beyond the interest of 
the manufacturers or packers or cattle raisers is the .American 
public, and they unhesitatingly and emphatically demand thnt 
no duty be levied on hides, leather, or boots and shoes . 

.l\:fr. President, I ask unanimous consent to insert as an ap­
pendix to my remark ·, in 8-point type, a memorandum ·11ow-
1ng the additional cost of boots and shoes, and so forth, if the 
proposed duty on hides shall be adopted ; and al80 certain let­
ters bearing u_pon the subject under discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it i.· ·o 
ordered. 

APPENDIX A. 
ME~lORANDUM PRllPARJl:D BY EXPERTS SHOWING THE ADDITIONAL CO ' T OF 

BOOTS AND SHOES DUE TO THll DUTY ON HIDES, DUTIES ON TAN~1:SG 
MATERIALS, AND ADDI~IONAL INTEREST CHARGES FOR CARRYING ""IIIDl!lS 
AND TANNING MATERIALS AT HIGHER PRICES. 

The number of boots, shoes, and slippers made in the United 
States in 1919 was 330,644,202 pairs. Of this number, 8,566,321 
pairs were slippers. Deducting the number of slippers, the total 
number of boots and shoes was 822,077,881 pair" It is esti­
mated that of this number one-third had uppers made of cow­
hide leather. The data given by the Census Bureau did not 
show the cost of the different kinds of material which go into 
the manufacture of boots and shoes; consequently the estimate 
is based on the census figures for the upper leather mapufac­
tured in this country in 1919. The units of quantit;v are not 
all the same, and therefore the value of the leather produced 
was taken as the basis of the proportion. The total value of all 
kinds of upper leather made in 1919 was $425,76 ,1:-1. The 
value of upper leather made of cowhide, the greater part of 
which was the so-called "side upper leather," wa $142,~76,588, 
of 33 per cent of the \alue of all the upper leather made. 

The duty on green hides has ueen fixed at 2 cent· pE>r pountl 
under the present bill. ThE> compensatory clut~· on ·hoes made 
in chief :value of cowhide ha been placetl at 12 ceuts a pair. 
because it takes about 6 pounds of hide to lll'Odnce tl.1e leather 
used in making one pair of shoe . The compen atory dut~· on 
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f;J1~ macle in chief value of leather other than cowhide has 
been placed at 6 cents a pair. The valne of.. the upper is usually 
about the same as the value of the sole, including th~ inner 
sole, welt, and heel. The compensatory duty on shoes tnade in 
chief value of leather other than that made of cowhides is 
compensatory for the increased price of the sole due to the duty 
on cattle hides. 

The average hide which is used for shoe leather weighs about 
60 pounds green. The additional cost per hide on account of 
the duty should tl1erefore be :figured at $1.20. Since 6 pounds 
of hides are necessary to make one pair of hoes, on the average, 
the number of pairs which can be obtained from a hide is 10. 
The additional cost per pair would therefore be 12 cents, the 
amount fixed as compensatory duty. It is true that only the 
better part of the hide can be used for soles and in the case of 
the lighter cowhide for uppers, but the offal.-i. e., waste- parts 
from around the edge of the hide-can be used for inner soles, 
heels, and so forth. All parts of a hide are therefore suitable 
for some pai:t of a shoe. The cutters of boot and shoe stock 
utilize every part of the hides which they cut. It is accurate 
to say, for example, that a thousand pairs of shoes ca.Ii be made 
from a hundred hides. It is just as n~arly correct to :figure. in 
this way as it would be to figure the cost of first-class soi.es or 
uppers and to deduct therefrom the amount received fo1~ the 
offal. 

We have as a basis, therefore, an additional cost of r? cents 
per pair of shoes with both the upper and sole ma.de of cowhide 
and 6 cents per pair as: additional cost on account of· the duty 
on shoes with only the soles made of cowhi<le. A certain amount 
must be addad to this for the additional interest charge for 
carrying the hides, leathe1· and shoes at higher prices. Tl\e 
hide will cost $1.20 more on account of the duty. The tanner 
carries the hide in stock for about six months before he sells 
it in the form of leather. The interest on this additional cost, 
figured at 6 per cent per year, is $0.036. He must sell the 
leather therefore for $1.236 extra. ltlvery leather merchant to 
whom be· sells· leather must :figure inte~e't for six months, at 
the same annual rate, because leather is usually carried for that 
length of time bef-0re it is made into shoes. This makes the 
additional cost to the shoe. manufacturer $1.273. The shoes- are 
usually carried in stock by manufactureu or dea:ler for six 
months before being sold to the consumer, entailing another in­
terest charge: The additional cost of the hide when it is finally 
sold to consumers in the form of shoes is t11erefo1•e- $L31. The 
additional cost on account of th& duty alone has already been 
flglued at $1.20, so th"Rt the extra amount due to the interest 
is $0.ll, or L1 cent per pair on shoes made entirely of cowhide 
and' :fi:fty-:tlve one-hundredths of 1 <tent per pair on shoe111 which 
have soles of. cowhide and uppers of some other kind of leather. 

The inter~st element must also be considered in connection 
wl th the cost of tanning materials. Tlle tanning materials 
used in the manufacture o:f sole leather cost about 3! cents per 
pound of leather. This includes the tanning extract, oils and 
greases and n.ecessary dyestuffs-which are not used in the 
manufacture of sole leather but are used in the making of 
most kinds of upper leather. Oils, greases, and tanning ex­
tracts were free under the act of 1913. Oils and grease , such 
as are used in lIUl.Ilu.facturlng leather, are dutiable under para­
graphs 49 and 00 of the present bill at 20 per cent ad valorem. 
The duty on tanning extracts-- i-g- 25 per cent ad valorem under 
paragraph 36. The duties on the di:l'f-erent kinds of dyes vary 
considerably, but on some kinds ls considerably in excess of 100 i 

per cent. 
There are 8 square feet of upper leather in the average pair 

of shoes; at 2 cents per square foot the cost of the materials- in 
the uppers of a pair ot shoes would be 6 cents. TheTe are 2 
pounds of- leather in the outer aml inner oles, heels, and welts 
o:f the average pair of. shoes: .Army field shoes and heavy wor~ 
tng shoes weigh about 4 pounds pet" pair. At 3! cents per 
pound of leather, the cost of the tanning materials. in the soles 
of the average pair of shoes is 7 cent • Adding together the 6 
cents for the uppers and the 7 cents fo.i• the soles, the total 
value . of the tanning extracts, oils, greas s, and dyestuffs:. in a 
pair of shues ls 13- cents. The cost of these materials will• be 
increa ed about 25 per cent by the dutie. mentioned· above, or 
Bl cents· per pair of sho . This increase is tile same on shoes 
~'itl1 uppers made of- cowhide as on- shoes with uppers of some 
other kind of leather. 

'· 
leather the fifty-five one-hundredths of 1 cent per wir for in­
terest charges and 31 cents per pair for additional costs of 
ta~ing matf!rials, the result is 9.8 cents additional cost pet 
pair. 

. It Is a well-known fact that the prices of shoe are increased 
by gradatiQns in which multiples of 5 cents are frequently u~ed, 
the cheaper sh<!es usually increasing- about 5 cents, 10 cent , or 
15 cents per pair and the better shoes by 20 cents or 25 cents or 
more per pair. It is not probable, therefore, that shoes made of 
cowhide would increase by e:mctly 16.35 cents per pair, or that 
shoes with uppers made of leather other than cowhide would 
increase by exactly 9.8- cents per pair. It is more likely that 
shoes of' the first-named variety would increa e 20 cents per 
pair and shoes of the second-named variety would increa e by 
about 15 cents per pair. There are certain other elements of 
cost which have not been included, as, for example, increased 
interest charges for carrying tanning materials at higher prices, 
increased cost of thread due to' high duties, and so foTth. 

If the 107,359r294 pairs of shoes made chiefly of. cowhide were 
to be Increased in ~rice by 25 cents per pair, the aclditional price 
per year paid by consumers would be $26,839,824. If the 214,-
718,5&7 paiTs made in chief value. of leather other than cow­
hide--that is, having cowhide sole~ heels, and welts and uppers 
of calfskin., goatskin, and so f-0rth-were to be lncrea ed in price 
by 15 cents per pair, the additional cost to the consume . would 
be $32.,207,788. Adding these two amounts together, we find that 
the total annual cost of the duties t-0 consumers of shoes would 
be $59,047,612. 

Since about 6 per cent of the shoe output of tbi country is 
exported, it would be more a~curate to deduct 6 per cent of this 
amount, or $3,542,856, lea"\"'lng a remainder of $55,504,755 as the 
increase in annual cost. If the shoes made in chief value of 
cowhide leather should be increased in price only 20 cent p r 
pair and the balance of the. domestic production only 10 cents 
per pair. after making deduction fo~ the 6 per cent of the output 
-which is exported, the total increase in cost to consumers would 
be $40,367,095. 

APPJJlNDIX B. 
INTEBNA'l!IONAL SHO» Co., 

Mr. f'HARLEfl H. Jo~Rs, 
St. Loui3, Mo-., JmUJ 6, 1922.. 

'Phe Oo11imonwe<Jlth Shae & Leather Oo., Boat.on, Ma s. 
DEAll MR. JoNFS~ As you know, our company manufactures. a gc-neral 

line of shoes, both dress and work shoes, for men, boys, women, girl , 
!lnd children. Our production. is probably the most representativ in 
America to meet the universal demand and consumption of shoes. 

We are operating a lar::e number of factories and seve tanneries, 
three of which are upper leather~ four sole leather. These tanneries 
are operated exclusively on cowhiaes. 

Based on our actual upper-leather requirements for last week, whlch 
was a normal week with all of our t'actori03- in operation, our consump­
tion of upper leather was as follows: 

P-er cent. 
Cowhides (sides) ------------------------------------------- 53 
All other upper leathers---------------------------------- 41 

E timating that outsoles, insoles, counters, heels, etc., require foot­
agP equal to that consumed in uppers, the percentage of shoes made 
from cow and steer hide or cattle hides weighing- more than 25 pountls 
would be approximately-

Per ent 

1~;v:~:: 1eatliers·=====================~================:::: ~~ 
I bopP. the above figures may be of service to you. 

Yours truly, JJ'. C. RAND. 

FARM: BtlREA.U ll'EDER.ATION BRIEF. 

In the last paragraph of this bl'ief, found on page 4403, they sum up 
the eituAtion in the following words: 

"Cattle production needs stimulation, but the increased return from 
15 per cent on 6~ per cent of the weight of the animal i so small as 
to be or no importance as a mean& of increasing cattle production. The 
cost to consumers of leather- products ould more than offset th in­
creased return to hide producers even if all the increased price was 
pa~sed on to the l?roducers, of which there is no assurance. Therefore 
we believe that hides, leather, and leather products should remain on 
the free list:" 

THE Co11n.10NWEALTR SHOE & LEATHlilR Co., 
Boston, April 23, 191!2. 

Hon. DAVID I. w A.LSH, 
Wa.-;T!ington, D. O. 

DE.AR MR. W .A.LSH : You probably have In mind the many and some­
what bitter attack.s that have been made on the she and leather in­
dustry in consequence of the bigb price of shoes during the war. I 
know of no subject that bas been more seriously misrepresented. Shoes 
were high, of course, but not as high in proportion a.s most other com­
modities. 

Adding together the 12 cents additional cost per pair of shoes 
with uppers of cowhide due to the dutyi of 2 cents per pound· on 
Mde , the 1.1 cents on account of interest charges fo-r carrying 
leather and shoes1 the bides at higher · prices, and the 31 cents 
pe1· pair on account of the duties on tanning materials, and the 
r sult is J'i.35 cents additional· per pair. Adding to· the original 
ES cents per pair on shoes with _uppers o~ other than• cowltklEJ 

If you wish to enlarire somewhat upo.n the fairness with which the 
' shoe manufacturera of New England have t'reated the public during the 
boom in pt>ices which occurred in 1918 and 1919 it would be well to 
point out that the finished calftikins, which- are used -very largely for 

1 the uppers of men's and women's medium and :fine Rhoe., increased in 
I price from 30• cents per foot in 1914 to $1.50 per foot in July, 191\). 
The high price amounted to fi...-e time. tbe normal price. j You wUl also find that the averag~ p1·ice of Chicago native steer bi1Jes 
tor the entire p:riod' when the tart.tr wati on before, namely, from l~U7 
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to 1908 was 12.7 cents per po.und. These were quoted in August, 1919, 
at 54.3' cents per pound, the high P.rice being four and one-half times 
the avel'age price for . the whole tariff period. 

At the same time you may state that shoes advanced in no case 
beyond three times their normal price; that ls, a man's tine shoe that 
sold at 1·etail for $5 was sold for a very brief period at $15. Thts was 
the extreme advance on any class of shoes, so far as I have ever heard. 
Men's working shoes advanced to twice their normal price, from $2.50 
to $5, so that if the facts were fairly appreclat.ed 1t would be seen that 
hide , which have been characterized by the Fmance Committee as the 
" farmer's finished product," advanced in a much greater percenta~e 
than the finished shoe of the New England manufacturer. And still 
the Congres has passed exclusively for the benefit of the farm1>or an 
emergency tariff bill, and ls now considering a schedule on agricultural 
products calling for protection, ranging from 28 per cent on wheat up 
to 45 per cent on corn, and similar rates on all other grains, as well 
as heavy duties on fresh beef, live sheep and goats, fresh mutton and 
lamb, butter, milk, beans, potatoes, flaxseed, and everything else the 
farm produces. 

'l'he claim will probably be made that the farmer wa bard hit and 
sufl'.ered more than other classes of producers. Neither is this, I be­
lieve, borne out by the facts . The enormous number of failures in 
business, together with the statements continually being tiled, of the 
large t manufacturers and producing companies, showing los ·es of 
million. and millions of dollars in consequence of the sudden shrinkage 
of value" is a complete and sufficient answer to this claim. 

It appears from the publication of the leading mercant ile agencies 
that the failures in the shoe and leather trad have increased enor­
mously. The month of January is the critical month in eaeh year. 

In °1918 there were 101 in January; 19HI, Gl in January; 19.:20, 
53 in January; 1921, 353 in January; and 1922, 626 in January. 

It will appear from this that there have been more failures in Janu­
ary, 1922, in the shoe and leather indu try than in the whole four 
previous years. Among the larger manufacturer s there were embarra:s­
ment~ reported for January in 1918 amounting t o 33; in HH!), 18; in 
1920. 38 ; in 1921, 86. 

This again tell its own story. 
The Rhoe and leather trade, in consequence of conditions for which 

it wa in no way responsible, ha suffered a se>erely a the farmer. 
There is no community in which there is not some bu ·ine ·s wreck, 

brou.i::-ht about by present conditions ; and still our wi e lawmakers in 
the Finance Committee propo e to put a tax on our bide , an addi­
tional tax on tanning materials , a tax on leather of all kind.;, and 
protection of 6 cents a pair on men's fine hoes, on which the labor 
cost in this country will amount to between $1.20 and $1.75. One of 
the most ardent advocates of protection in the , hoe trade, when he saw 
that schedule, remarked, "To bell with their' protection; I would 
rather have everything free." 

It is obvious that such a protective duty as that on the onl~- cla s 
of shoes that is at all likely to come into this country is so ridicn­
lousl~- inadequate as to be ludicrous. It seems as if the Finance Com­
mittee had deliberately tried to penalize the only American industry 
that has produced for the American people d1eaper good>: and better 
goods tllan can be bought abroad, and ha..· . ked no corresponding 
protective duties. 

Yours very truly, 
CHAS. H. Jo_-E.s. 

P. S. : I have asked Mr. E. A. Brand, ~cretary of the tanners' 
council, to inform :.rou in relation to the increased duty on tanning 
materials. · 

THE 1\ATIO~AL 8aoE TR-WJ:LlilRS' Asso u:rro:'i" ( I - .) , 
Bo8ton, Ma .q.q_, .April 1£, lfl1!2. 

Hon. DA>ID I. WALSH, 
United ;dates Sena.te, Washi11ptcm, D. 0. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: We wish t o call :vour attention to the proposed 
duty of 15 per cent on hide , and wish· to expre s our opinion on the 
same to the extent that we feel it will be detrimental to the interest 
of the shoe industry and thereby increase the co~ t of footwear to the 
public. 

For that reason we would be plea~ed i! you would give thi your 
positiye attention, that the C'ame be not favorably pa ~ed through any 
influence of ~·ours. . 

Yery truly yours, _ T. A. D F.L .iY. Secretai·y. 

LYNN, MAS ., Marclt 29, 19~. 
Sena tor D.l. HD I. w ALSH, 

~e11ate Office Bt1ilcU.ng, Wa.shi1ioton, D. C. 
D EAn Mn. SENATOR: I am in~tructed to inform you that thb organiza­

tion i strongly oppo ·ed to proposed duty of from 1'i per cent to 20 
per cent ad valorem on the hides of cattle imported from foreign coun­
trief.l. We believe that this country will never produce officient bide 
for it tanning industry and that the imposition of any duty on bides 
place upon the American tanner a erious handicap in his competitive 
bu>ing of foreign hide with the tanners of other nations. We further 
beiine that such a duty will seriously and injuriou ly affect our com­
merc·e with foreign nations, particularly those of South America , and 
largPly decrease our export trade. It will haye a tendency to destroy 
the husiness of independent tanners and throw the control of the 
tanning indu ·try of the country into t he control of the large packers. 
In om· judgment, it will not result in any pnceptible added price to 
the farmer for bis cattle but will result in a largely increased price 
which he will have to pay tor the variou · leather product · which he 
himself u es. We still further believe that it will inflict upon the 
America n public a substantial increase not only in the cost of shoes 
bot all other leather products, and bearing in mind how closely 
l\fo;:,.:achu etts is allied wlth both shoes and leather, we hope you can 
see your way clear to oppo e any effort to place a duty on hides. 

Yery truly yours, 
LYNK CHA)IBER OF COMMERCE, 
W. H. DAY, Jr., Secretary. 

- -oarll ABINGTO~, 'YASS., March so, 19U. 
&nator DAVID I. WALSH, 

WasMngton, D. C. 
1\( '[ DE- R SENATOR WALSH : It ts disappointing that we feel it neces­

Ar:r to take up your time wlth matters of legislation, but we can not 
belp feeling that the tarttf l.llll, relattve t<> hides and skins, i~ merely 

a project to favor especially the packing intere t:. and to raise the pricf' 
to the public on shoes and manufactured leather goods. 

Shoe· manufacturers have been cutting every possible point for the 
purpose of putting shoes on the market at a low price and mauy of them 
have lost very heavily, cutting into their surplus and capital in an en­
deavor to get their prices down to where the public felt they should be. 

Very few people have suffered due to the fact that hides of cattle 
have come into this country free, but millions of people have profited 
because the free hides of cattle made it po~ Ible for thPm to obtain 
cheaper footwear. 

We feel that we can compete with foreign mark.ft in upplying thii; 
country with boots and shoes with hides of cattle on the free list, and 
the 10 per eent duty on boot and Bhoes made wholly or in chief value 
of leather made from hide of cattle of the bovine species would not 
in any way compensate for the duty on the hides of 15 per cent. 

Paragraph 1601, which places boots and shoes not made from hide!'! 
of cattle of the bovine spe'.!ies on the free list, makes it very probable 
that boots and shoes made from hides of cattle will be so doctored that 
it will be impos ible to tell them fr.:lm the othP.r boots and shoes upon 
their entry into thl · countt·y, and consequently there will be a tre­
mendous amount of fraud practiced in introducing boots and shoe 
made from hides of cattle. 

As thi appears to be an attempt at class legislation may we urge 
you to protest vigorously against the pas age of the bih in question? 

Wit h many thanks in advance for your courtesy, may I remain, 
Yery truly yours. 

AUSTIN S. KIBBEE. 
General Manai]et- of Lew~ A.. Orosseft Co. 

Hon. D-H"ID IG~ nus W..tL H, 
BOSTO~, April 2l1?, 1!.122. 

Unitr<l tates • e.nator fro111 Massa,c1iusetts, 
Washingto11, D. 0. 

DEJ.11 'IR: I beg your indulgenc-e -in calling your attention to the 
p1·opo8ed hide duty of 15 per cent, which I understand is proposed to 
incorporate into the new tariff bill . The writer believes beyond doubt 
that tbi- ts most unjust und that the only one that will benefit by the 
1mpo Uion of uch a duty will be the large slaughterhouses who, the 
writer has not the slightest doubt, will immediately advance their 
prices very matf~rlally when such a law might become in force and 
that inevitably it must advance the cost of shoes and all articles in 
which leather i~ used in the manufacture. 

It appeals to the writer RS strictly a class legi lation in favor of 
a few and disttncttv against the interest of the country and the public 
fufl~en~:o{g· d~fe~t ~~e ':~~~: earnestly hopes t~t you will use your 

Hoping you may give thi " communication your favorable consider· 
atlon, I beg to remain 

Your re pectfully, T. F. Ru SELL Co. 
T. F. R P SSELL. 

Ilon. D_o.vrn I . WA.LSH, 
BROCKTO.-, MAS "· A.prn 6, J92i>. 

[ ' nited States Senato,., •WIJ8hi.ngton, D. O. 
DEAR SE-·ATOR: It has come to the attention of the shoe workers of 

the city of Brockton that there, is a possibi1;ltY of the Senate imposing 
a tax on hides in the tarifl'. bill now pendmg before the Congress of 
the United .~tate . ._hoe manufacturers in Massachusetts have con­
sistently opposed a duty on hides, believing that such action would con­
stitute a serious handicap to t he shoe industry of this section. 

Anything that affects shoe production and burdens it in any wa:v 
. eriously affects the standard of home living of wor.kers engaged in the 
hoc industry of Massachu ·etts. For many years employer and em­

ployee have joined in oppo. ing a duty on hides, believing that such a 
tax would prove. harmful to the best Interests of each. Employers' 
as-·ociations in the shoe industry and labor organizations among the 
employees have believed in the wisdom of opposing such action for 
many years. The}'. have merged their opposition to such a measU1'e on 
the ground that it would prevent the best progres and development 
of the shoe indu try in this State. 

Conyinced of the wl dom of these reasons, we urge you to exercise 
your great influence in preventing the fixing of a tariff duty on raw 
hides. 

The Joint ..:hoe Council No. 1, of the Boot and Shoe Worker ' Union, 
of Brockton , repre.sents 13,000 men and women employed in the shoe 
factoriPs of this city. Its action on this matter is di tinctly repre-
entative and it i authorized to speak with authority on questions of 

this kind. At u~ meeting held on April 5, 1922, it wa unanimously 
voted tc. ask ~'OU to place your vote and influence on record again t 
tbP impo ·ition of a tar.itr tax on raw bides. 

\ery truly your , 

Hon. D.HID I. WAL~ H. 
Was1tington, D . 0. 

PATRICK O'BYRNE, Prestdent. 
JAM»s O'CONNELL, Rec.retary. 

BOSTON, .M SS., Marci• 11, 19~. 

DEAR SIR : Representing the center of the world's leather market, 
you have no doubt given thoughtful consideration to the pending tarift'. 
Iegi.lation affecting thi~ i.tldustry. . 

Without going into detailfl aa to the extremely difficult period that 
tanners are going throU1.5h to-day, we are writing just to emphasize 
the importunce of you, as a Senator, taking a definite stand for free 
hides when that item of the pending tariff bill ari es in the Senate. 

The tariff on hides is but a repetition of former attempts to close 
the world's markets to our industry and penalize the consuming publi<'. 
Refer, if you will, to Blaine's letter to Hon. William McKinley, elated 
April 10, 1890, on this question, which to our mind i.s an intelligent 
review of the situation even as it exists to-day. Remember, al~o, the 
measures to which ex-P1·esident Taft was forced. 

Is President Harding to find himself confronted with making deci­
sion on vital i sues, such as this, because Members of the Senate are 
not willing to take an open stand. We think there are men of l>road 
vision ill the Senate, unblinded by the plea of private interests for 
tariff or profit to the few, who will strongly support a measure of profit 
to no one group but of benefit to the entire Nation. 

The tanning industry believes you to be the man to take the lead in 
a clear-cut, intelligent fight to place hides on the free list. Tariff on 
hides means the complete ellmination of independent tanners iu this 
country and the control of the leather industry by the packer<;. Thi<; 
can not 1.1<: denied_ .Are you willing tbl.s should hnppen? 
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!You pien in Congress, reprnsenting thle ·Nation, a.re pa.sstng through 
n period when individual, group, .sectional, .and party 1.utfil'&rts must be 
s11bmergP.d by measures ot national .and world benefit. Tbe industries 

f the United States now as never before depend on the contlIW&lls 
xcha.nge of merchandise in the world's markets unhe.mper.ed by tarlfl'. 

The world economic cond.ltions demand tl:IJ6,. and .shutting this co.untry 
up behind a high tarlfl' wall is but postponlnit the world adjustment for 
trbich there is such a dire need. 

Review the past few years and imagine, If you eau, the ootriment to 
the tanning industry which would have resulted with a -hide tariff 
excluding llB fl'om operating in the world's hide markets. Tlbese mllr­
kei.s must be kept ol,)en, in which to obtain our raw materials <and ln 
:which to sell <>ur finished product. We as an industry are willing to 
compete with the world's t&nners when able to operate in an open mar­
ket, and we firmly take our stand f~r :free bides, .fl'ee leather, .and 
t1·N> shoes. 

It behooves you to give this serious thought, and as our representa­
tive from this district, we request from you .a definite statement as to 
tbe e:mct ·stand you are plannin& to take on this issue. 

Yours very trul.Y. 
KISTLER LESH & Co. (INC.). 
H. Fn11omrucK LllsH, :Presiden-t. 

'BosTo::-., MAss., Septe11t-ber fl, 1921. 
Ilon. 'DAVID I. W.u.s11, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
D.1:.m MR. WALSH : Free hides are essential to the life of the inde­

pendent tanners. An import duty on hides would not do justice to t.ne 
best interests of the public for the -reason that it would reflect in in­
creased <>sts of .finished leather shoes, and harness. · 

TbP bide market is world wide in scope. In the United States the 
slaup:hter of cattle hides does not ex~ed 60 per cent of the require­
ments of the dome •tic taD1lers. The remaining 5Q per cent must be 
imported, :and s:bould therefoTe be ·admitted free ·of duty. A duty on 
hJdPs wm .not help the -farmer. A ta.riff on bides could not make cattile 
rat. inll more pro1ltable In this country ; instead, it will allow the 
domes.tic packer ilo increase the price of his bid s. Independent tan-

er -are finding it difficult to get their upply o! hides at home so 
they are compelled to go into foreign markets for a large percentage of 
their supplies. lnasmurb e.s tannin~ pack~rs u e a large portion {)f their 
own bide . Now, if the indepenaent tanners have to pay -a du:ty on 
bides they can not compete with tanning packers, and it ts then just a 
que tlon of time until an small tanners have to J?O out 'Of business. 
~'ree bides are, therefore, the only salvation of the independent tanner. 

Two-thirds of all the domestic hides that go to the tanners come 
from the slaughterhouses of the Packing concerns. 

Hid are a bru:iic Taw material, and it must be remembered that 
hideR are a by-product and cattle are not raised for the bide t.hey will 
prnduce and the farmer will not I"ecelve one cent more for bis cattle 
uue to a duty being p1,1t on hides. 

... tariff on cattle hidfls is eeonomically unsound. 
W.hen we set up a tariff of this kind we pl'otect only the packer; in 

short, a tariff on cattle bides ls fundamentally wx·ong and against the 
best interests of this country inasmuch -a~ the public -would be taxed 
with this additional burden in the fi.ni heel product. .At th1B time the 
whole Nation J looking for relief from excessive high prices. 

We ummarize briefly why hides hollld be free: 
IL llides .:are a by-product; a 2-,000-pound steer yields a 60-pound 

bide. 
b. C::ittle are bought and sold on the basis of beef value. 
c. Higher prices for hides never have cau d higher prices for cattle. 
d. Ta.riff .on hides would not protect --the farmer . 
. -e. Tr.x hid~ and hoes will cost more. 
t. Domestic ·supply of hides is 150 per cent to"O SJJl.all. 
,g. Tanners import 50 per cent of the hide· they tan. 
. b. b~oreign hides needed to keep tanners and hoe factoriPs running. 
i. Sixty-six per cent of the domestic hide a.re produced by packing 

('()ncerns, 34 per cent by farmers. 
;t. Hide tax will help nobody, but •hurt everybody. 
'we lncerely trust that you will agree with our po ition a.nd that we 

~ill have your a istance hl this imJ>{)rtant matter. We would like to 
have :m expre sion from you as to your ll<>Sition in this respect. 

Vel'y truly yours, 
Llli'S & McVITTY Co., 
;J A.Mas P. MAHE.a, M a:nager. 

During the speech of Mr. W A.LSH of l\Iassachusetts, 
The PRESIDENT pm tempore. The time of the Senator 

from l\fassfl.chusetts has expired. 
l\Ir. l\IcOUMBER rose. 
Mr. W .A.LSH of Massachusetts. Does the Senator object to 

my continuing? 
Mr. McOUMBER. Oh, no. 
Mr. W .ALSH of Mas acbusetts. I will say to the Senator that 

I d.esire to discuss two paragraphs together so that I need 
not take the tloor later. Of course, I can, if desired, stop now 
anu when the paragraph on leather and boots and shoes is 
reached renew my discussion, but I thought ·it would save time 
and ue more enlightening to the Senate to discuss the duty on 
hides and leather and boots and .shoes at one time, because they 
are all interl<>c.ked. It is possible to have all the discussion 

- take place at one time and then have a vote on the two p-ara­
grapb , one following the other. 

I jntend at the proper time to make a motion to put hides 
upon the free list. I think the best way, however, is to have 
a vote upon the committee amendment and, if that is rejected, 
place hides upon the free list. That is tile simpler and better 
wAy. The test vote is whether or not the Senate proposes to 
accept the committee amendment. I can now discuss the sec­
ond paragraph. I ask unanimous consent that I may l>e per­
mitted to make my ugument now ·.on paragraph 1431. 

Mr. McOUMBER. I think there can be no _objection to the 
Senator discussing .one paragraph right afte1· the other and 
~aking an hour on each if be so desires. 

The tPRESIDENT pro tempore. The unaihtmous-consent 
agreement provides--

1\Ir, WALSH of Massachusetts. I do .not want to press the 
matter, but I 'do not see why .it is -not :going to expedite , busi­
ne~s to discuss t<>~tber •two or three paragraphs, rather than 
have one paragraph taken up at a time and spend an hour 
<>n 1t and then ha"Ve another paragraph come up, -and have t.OO 
discussion largely repetition. The purpose I have in mind i"' 
to confine my whole discussion to these two paragraphs antl 
then not say anything more and have the vote upon them. 
You can not di cuss hides without discussing leather and you 
can not discuss leather without <liscu sing boots and shoes 
and the duties upon them. 

Tbe PRESIDETh4"'T pro ternpore. The Senator from Massa­
chusetts wlll appreciate, however, the very difficult position 
in which the Ohair ls placed. A unnnimous-consent agreement 
has been entered inoo which it is impossible literally to en­
force, so the Chair is doing the be t be can to give the unani· 
mous-consent agreement a reasonable interpretation. 

Mr. W .ALSH of l\1assachus tts. I ask unanimous consent 
that I may proceed at this time to discuss paragraph 1431 
under the rule. 

The PRESIDE.NT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCUMBElR. I understand, <>f course, that the Senator 
from .Ma saebusetts may occupy an hou:r in the discussion -of 
any one of these paragraphs, but after they shall have been 
discussed, if we give unanimous consent to go from one to the 
other and for the Senator i:o discuss th~m 'Consecutively it will 
not be granting to the Senator an extra hour on these ched­
ules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Ohair can not antici­
pate that contin.oooency. The Senator from Mas achusetts ~ ks 
unanimous consent--

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Of course, I can pursue this 
eourse : There are five paragraphs, -and I can take an hour on 
each paragraph and go over the same thing again and again. 
It seems to me that these paragraphs align themselves into tw-0 
natural divisions--bides and leather and boots .and shoe be­
ing in one class, and, second, gloves, harne s, and other lMther 
goods-and that, therefore, two argument-s would cover the 
entire subject. Gloves involve an entirely different question 
from hides; they are made from a leather which is entirely 
different from cowhide leather. I will try to save time by 
arguing the two paragraphs on hides .nnd leather a.t once, 
and then, ·so far as I am concerned, I shall say nothing further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The matter is not open to 
debate. The Senator from Massachusetts a.sks unanimous con­
sent that he may discuss at this time paragraph 1431, as the 
Ohair understands. Is there objection? IJ.'he Ohair hears none . 
The Senator "from Massachusetts bas now an hour ·on para­
graph 1431. 

Mr. WALSH of l\Iassac.husetts. 1 .appreci te the courtesy 
extended me by the Senate, but I am not going to take an hour. 
I shall be able to finish in 15 minutes, l am sure. 

.After the speech of Mr. WALSH of l\las achusett . 
Mr. :MoCUMBER. 1\Ir. President, I find it exceedingly diffi­

cult to follow the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WAL.SH] in 
his <liscu sion of any of these schedules. I have no difficulty 
in finding from the Senator's argument what be is against; but 
what I should like to ascertain, if possible, is what he is for. 

The Senator recognizes the necessity of raising funds to meet 
the appropriations that are ma.de each year by Oongre I 
know of nothing that has been proposed that the Senator does 
not object to. I wish he would suggest in some -0f his a rgu­
ments ju t how he would raise the funds to carry on the Gov­
ernment of the United States. He bas told us how to tear -down 
a structure. He has not informed us how to erect one. He has 
shown us what he considers defects in thi ~ bill. He has shown 
no real remedy for tho e defects. 

I will admit that every tax is onerous. I will admit that 
every to riff is an imposition upon the publi<!, who have to pay 
that tariff in some form; but I really would like to fintl ome 
way in which we could carry on the Government without any 
taxation and without levying any duties. In every one of tbe 
schedules the Senator from Massachusetts has followed ODP line 
of phllo ophy, and that bas been that if we levy a duty at tbe 
source, of cour e it is reflected many times over before the 
article upon which the duty is imposed reaches the ultimate con­
sumer, and therefore, if we crulect one dollar iu uuty, it is 
reflected in three or four or five dollars to tbe ultimate con­
sumer. 

"l\Ir. President. is not that trne H yo\1 'levy a ·tariff for revenue 
only? Is not the philo ophy exactly th ~we, ruu.l is not Ute 
Senator driven by his process of consideration to the ultimate 
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result that the.re should be no dnty levied upon any- B.1lticle for higher th-an it otherwise- would be? li you will get the profits 
revenue or for any other purpose 1 Where there is one importer In the manufacture of a pair of shoes you will find that that 6 
of fabrics there are 10,000 people who must buy those fabrics; cents is absorbed: many, many times over. It will not affect the 
where there is one-importer of the raw material there are 10,000 price. What will affect the price? Ability to purchase. What 
people who must purchase that raw material; and therefore the will tile trade stand 1 So much for a pair of shoes. When they 
Senator would be forced by the logic of his own arguments to get too high, people will wear their old shoes a little longer, ancl 
vote against a tariff duty upon any product. Ile would be com- then the price of shoes has to come down, or there will cease to 
pe11cd to favor a direct sales tax, so that whatever is paid is be a lively and a healthy movenuwt in the shoe line. That is 
paid by the ultimate consumer and is paid but once; or, in lieu true of every other product. To show you tbat it is measured 
of that, he would have to go to the system of direct taxation, by the ability of the public te pay rather than the mere cost of 
and the Senator is not in favor of any of them. Consequently, the leather that is in those shoes, o:r the cost of the hides, let 
I am at a loss to know what he is in favor of as a means of me-call your attention to the fact that in 1919-I think that was 
raising revenue to carry on the Government. the high point-when raw hides were worth about 19 eenta a 

Tlle Senator's argument is like a double-edged sword. He pound, shoes, of course, went up very high. The- price fell to 12 
says that the price of a steer is not affected whether there is a cents per pound, practically the pre-war price; but has anyone 
duty on the hide or whether there is uot any duty; that the bought a pair of shoes-at ·the pre-war price? Hides have gone 
producer of the steer is at the mercy of the packer. Following down, and gone down to about pre-war prices, but we all know 
the line of his argument, a packer will pay just as much for a that shoes have not gone down to anywhere near pre-war prices. 
steer without a hide as he will pay for- one with a hide. Follow- Mr. LENROOT. Does' the Senator think that other costs of 
ing the philosophy of his argument, a packer will pay just as production have gone down to pre-war' figlll'es 1 
ruuch for a steer that has not a pound of tallow inside of him Mr. McOUMBER. Not quite. 
a he will pay for one that has 50 pounds of tallow inside of Mr. LENROOT. Anywhere near? 
him. There is nothing in the argument that the farmer will get l\fr. McCUMBER. Yes; as to some things. In the production 
no benefit. If the duty has the effect of raising the price of ot a pair of shoes, nearly everything is machinery. The machin­
raw hides 2 cents per pound in the United States, the farmer ecy has not raised its scale of wages. The man who operates 
will get on the average $1.35 more than he is. getting no-w for one of a dozen machines which are grinding out ready-made 
a hide. shoes may have had his wage raised to some extent~ but the 

I am not arguing what effect the duty is going to have upon machine producing those shoes has not raised its wage one 
the price of sfioea or harness, but simply the one question, .first, penny, and the principal item in tl'le cost of making shoes is not 
Will tlie farmer get a benefit? If he gets no benefit, it will be the labor But the material from which they are made. 
because the importer absorbs the added p:rice of- the hide by Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator take the position that 
reason of the tariff, that is all; and if that be true, then we the cost of production has nothing to do with. the price of the 
get the revenue from the foreign importer, and. we are paying product? 
nothing for it. I will go further than that, however, and ad- Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator should not ask me a question 
mit that it will undoubtedly: to some- extent raise-the price- of of that sort. 
the hide. Mr. LENROOT. The Senator stated, as I understood him, 

Now, :Mr. President, I want to consider the question of that the price paid by the· consume? depended. wholly< upon abH­
whether or not the duty on hides will affect the price of a pair ity to pay, and if that be true, does the Senator take the posi­
of shoes. Of course, while there are comparatively few: men tion that the cost of manufacturing shoes might be one-quarter 
who skin steerS', there are 110,000,000people in the United States what it is, to-day, and yet the price of the shoes to the con­
who wear shoes; and tr we are to adopt the philosophy of the sumer be the same 1 
Senator from Massachusetts we should give no tariff upon hides, Mr. McCUMBER. Mr~ President, I do not Jmow, and the 
and under the same principle we should have no duty for reve- Senator does · not know, whether the~ would be sold at a lower 
nuc or otherwi'se upon any article which is c-0nsumed by a price than the p~esent price if it cost a ha:lf or a quarter to 
greater numbe~ than the- same article is produced by in tlie produce them what it does t0<-day. I assume the price would 
'United States. go down the same ~xtent if they. could be prod·uced for such an 

I want, first, to call attention to the fact, which most people abnormally lo:W- price. But I do say that if you reduce the 
do not understand, that a calf:<skin is not a. hide according to - cost of producmg. !our shoes 10 per cent to·day th.e p~ice to the 
the co.nstruc:fJion that.has been. givell! foP many yeari:t to the hide final purchaseF will n.ot go down 10 per. cent. I thmk I can 
schedule. If a hide weighs more than 25 pounds it is a cow- make that figure ~O per cent and say .it would· not affect the 
hide. If it weighs less than that it is a c:a.lfsR:in, an<f daes not ~etan price.of a pall" of shoes, and that is what the purchaser is 
come under the- definition of hides. mterested m. 

:LU LODG'Cl: Th s t h f 1- j I have here a statement which I want to read-into the RECORD 
r. . ..i;i- e. ~a or as re erred to revenue. ust It is a very ca:xeful estimate by an· expert of the' Government of 

want to mqmre of him ~ anlr estimate has been made of the the efl'ect of a tarift of 2 cents a pound upon the raw hide the 
amount of rev~ue on hides 1 Of. course, he would have to green hide, and: it ts de:finltely and fully worked out fo~ the 
take _also the estunate of the reve~ue on.. boots and shoes. purpose· o:f cietermfuing whether or· not it increases the price of 

1\Ir. l\IcCUl\IBER. We W?uld srmply have !o get the number a pair of shoes, as stated by- the Senator from Massachusetts. 
of pounds, and 1 have· not it _here, to deter~e just what the It was given in ev:idence but a very shcn·t time ago that a 
rtn·~nue would be upon the hid$ wWch are lillpurted into the farmer in the State of Idaho, whose Senators must be ac­
Umte~ States. ~bout 55 per cent of all. of the hides ~at are quainted with the facts, took the hide of a steer to. market and 
used. m the Umted States, both calfskin and otherwise, are got for it halt the price he had to pay for ai pair of shoestrin!!S 
produced here, and ab0t1t 45 pe.r cent. ~e impor.ted. made: out of leather. This statement reads: '"" 

Mr. LODGE. The. Senator puts the unport.a.tions as, high as 
that? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is the Ta~iff. Commission's report. 
Mr. LODGE. That ought to be correct, of course. 
Mr. l\IcCUMBER. About 45 per cent. The expert informs 

me that it would amount to about $15,000,000 in duty. 
Let us remember, second, that the shoes which are· worn by 

the American people are not all composed of cowhide. Prob­
ably ninety-odd per cent of them, at least, have uppers of calf, 
anfl the rest is sole leather, which is made. of hide&. 

The leather in a pair of shoes will not amount to more than 
1.5 pounds for the soles and 1.3" pounds for the other parts of 
the heavier leather that is used; so that not more than 2·.s 
pounds of the leather th.at goes into an ordinary pair o.f men's 
aboes will bear this ta!xatfon of 2 cents per- pound. That will 
bring it, when we have carefully considered the number of 
pounds of the raw hide. that will make. the 2.8 pounds· of leather, 
to about 6 cents, a little Iess than 6 cents on a pair of shoes 

Does anyone ha vlng a sane mind and knowing anything. about 
the retail price of shoes believe for a Single moment that. this 
matt~ of duty of 6. cents upon. the Leather which goes into- those 
shoes is going to fix: the price of the pair ot shoes· just 6 cents 

METHOD OJI' DFrlllRMINING THlD COMPl!ffiSA.TORT DUTT ON BOO'rS AND SHOES. 

From data submitted by a prominent tanning company with a cut­
stock department. the estimate of a'vera~e number of pairs of soles for 
shoes per whole hide is 35. On the basis of average weights and yield 
of domestic and foreign green a:nd dry salted hides the average wei~ht 
of sole leather per bide is approximately 40 pounds. This. would gi.ve 
an. average of 1.2 pounds of outer sole leather per pair of shoes.. 

The average amount ot upper leather per pair of shoes is 3i feet 
for men's shoes and 3 feet for women's shoes. In addition to the sole 
leather and upper leather other leather is required for welting in­
soles, counters, etc. This other leather represents oIL an average from 
20 to 25 per cent of the total leather of a shoe. 

Another large manufa.eturex figures on about 31 feet of upper leather 
and 2~ pounds of sole leather for men's work shoes and makes no extra. 
allowance for welting, insoles, counters, etc. Upper and sole leather 
figures are sopi>osed to be large enough_ to take care of the remaindei:. 

On the basis of 85 square feet of upper leather per 100 pounds of 
hides or skins and assuming 3.i f.eet of upper leather necessary for 
one pair o! men'!> shoes, 3.8 pounds of green hides would be necessary 
for upper~. Then, taking 1.2 pounds. of outer sole leather, on the basis 
of 80 per cent yield', the amount of green hide necessary for the sole 
would be 1.5 pounds. As the sole and uppers reQresent 80 per cent ot 
the total hides and skins in a shoe, the total amount of raw stock for 
th~ entire- shoe would be the equivalent o.f 6i pounds of green hides or 
skims. Tbiir may- be taken for a man's ordinary shoe. To average 
men's; women's, and children's high and low cut sho.es together 6 
pounas would probably be a fair figure for all the. hides or skins in a. 
p~ir ot shoes. 
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Leather and raw stock necessary to make one pair of men's shoes. 

Kind. Amount of leather. 
Yield ofleather Amount of 

from lOO raw hides 
ci=~~ ~:t:s. or skins. 

¥~~-e_1°::.:::::::::::::::::::::: ~2 s~~~~~~t::.::::::: gg ~%~3sr.~t-: 
Vl el ting, insoles, counter, etc. . 20 to 25 per cent of .•.•...•..••.... 

total required, or 

Pound3. 
3.8 
1.5 
1.325 

about 1.3 pounds. 

Total .•••••.•.•.•••••••• ························!················ 6.62-5 

So the sole leather which would go into that pair of shoes 
would amount to 2.8 pounds, with a calfskin upper, and at 2 
cents per pound the duty would amount to the enormous sum 
of a little less than 6 cents upon a pair of shoes. 

We have some evidence upon the subject of the change of 
a rawhide into a pair of shoes which I think· ought to go 
into the RECORD. I will quote from a statement of Frank B. 
McClain, vice president of the National Livestock Exchange, 
Chicago, Ill. He said : 

Take the subject ot leather goods, for instance. A pair ot tihoes for 
bis 4-year-olcJ child cost1> blm more than he receives for the bide of a 
1,300-pound steer that he slaughters tor his family use or divides the 

casc:::ti: M~U~E~ei~~~~r.hide will make how many pairs of those 

sh~i~.? :McCLAIN. Tile hide of a 1,300-pound steer when green will 
weiah 75 pounds. When salted and ready for the tanner the same 
hid~ will weigh 65 pounds and will make from 40 to 45 P?Unds. of 
flni hed leather. A pair of shoes for a 4-year-old child will weigh 
(made of leather) not more than 6 ounces. 

Senator MCCUMBER . .About 3 or 4 ounces? 
Mr. McCLAIN. Certainly not more than 6 ounces. . 
Take the cost of a set of harness for one horse. Why, it represent-e 

the value ot the hides of a fair-sized drove of steers. Is there any 
equity Jn that? . . 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I do not believe 
that what has come to be called "normalcy " or " dawn of the new 
day " can be or will be arrived at until the dollar of the farmer bu_ys 
as much of the things he must have as the dollar that buys from brm 
the things that be produce-e. 

That is a pretty good philosophy, but we have never yet fol­
lowed it in the United States. 

Therefore, to correct social and economic llls we must have a 
common denominator ; we must put producers of all commodities essen­
tial in our living on a parHY, whether that commodity comes from 
the soil the loom, the lathe, the furnace, or the factory. 

All of the arguments for and against placing bides on the free list 
can be stated concisely. On the one hand we have far more than a 
million live-stock producers urging a duty on bides. On the other 
band we have perhaps a thousand manufacturers of shoes requesting 
that hides be placed upon the free list, in order, no doubt,1,. that t~ey 
may continue their plunderin~ practices of 1919 and ll120, which 
practices embraced the manufacturer, the jobber, and the retailer 
alike and were a "stick up," compared with which train robbery was 
equally respectable, more hazardous, and less profitable. They were 
not content to be Robin Hoods and take only from the rich or well­
to.-do; instead, they were Captain Kidds and plundered. all, tak1ng 
th<>ir toll even on the footwear of the day laboo-er's little children. 

Then again, we have that vast army composed of the general public, 
who are the consumers. If the result of placing hides on the free list 
would be giving the consumer cheaper footwear, the argument of the 
llve-stock producers might have less etJectiveness, but experience has 
demo.nst1•ated that cheap hides do not mean cheap shoes. As proof of 
this, I submit to you gentlemen that hides are to-day and have been 
throughout the year 1921 not only down to pre-war prices but actually 
below pre-war prices. 

I do not want to bore you with statistics, nor will I submit to you 
evidence from sources prejudiced against the hide, leather, and shoe 
busines ; instead, I wm present the statement of a publication which 
Js certainly favorable to the leather and shoe busine s, because it is 
their trade organ, and the name of that publication is the Hide and 
Leather .Journal. The said Hide and Leather .Journal, under date of 
August 20, 1921, presents the following comparisons in hide prices 
during the weeks ending August 20 in each of the 10 years from 1912 
to 1921 (which table of prices I submit as part of my remarks). 

Without reading them, because they are further commented 
upon, I ask to have these two tables inserted as a part of my 
remarks at this point. They will be found in the tariff bearings 
&.t pages 4461 and 4462. 

There being no objection, the tables were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
Comparative prices of Ohfoago packer hides fot• 10 years, week ending 

August t.O. 
[Hide and Leather, Chicago, August 20, 1921.] 

Spready !6ti~ 
steers. steers. 

Heavy 
Texas 
steers. 

Light 
Texas 
steers. 

Extra-
llght Butt 
Texas brands. 
steers. 

-----------·---- -------- ----· ------
Cents. Cents. Cents. Ce'11ts. Cents. Cents. 

1912 ......•....... ·••·· ..... 21 -22 191 17~ 171 16t-16t 17! 
1913 ... ····················· 19t-20l 19 18! 18! 17!-17f 18 -181 
1914 ... ····················· 21!-22t 21 20 19t 19 19!-20 
1915 .•...•.....••...•••..... 27 -28 Zl 23t-23i 23 22! 231 

I 

Comparative prices of Chicago packer hides for 10 years, etc.-Continued. 

Heavy Heavy Light Extra· 
Spready native Texas Texas light Butt 
steers. steers. steers. steers. Texas brands. 

steers. 

---,_ ------
Cents. Ce'Tlis. Ce'Tlis. Cents. Cents. Ce'Tlis. 

1916 .•••.•••••••••••••••.••. 27-28 25i-26 23t 231 231 
31-m 1917 .......•...••••.•....•.. 34 -35 30 -34 32 -321 29 26 -Zl 

1918 ... ····•···•···•••·•·•·• 31 30 28 27 24 28 
1919. •·•··•··••··••••··•···· 54 52 -53 48 ~ 50 48 
1920 ....•••..•....•••....... 39 -40 28 -29 25 -Zl 24 -26 23 -25 23 -24 
1921 ..•..•.••...••.••....••• 171 14 14 13 12 131 

OUT OF SALT. 

Colo- Branded Heavy Light Native Branded 
rados. cows. native native bulls. bulls. cows. cows. 

' ---------
Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 

1912 ..•.•.•..•••.•..•....•. 17 17 17i-18 17l-17i 15-m 12 -13 
1913 .......... ····•··· ..... 17i-18 17t 18 18 14 -lq· 
1914 ..........•............ 19! 18t-19 19 -19! 20 15f-17 151=16 
1915 ... ···················· 22t-gt 22t-22t 26 25 21 -21! 16 17 
1916 .............•......... 23t 25 24t-25 22 17 -18 
1917 ... ·········· ······· · ·· 30 -30! 26t-Zl 29 -33 29 -32 27 -28 23 -231 
1918 ...... ······· .......... Zl 23 28 24 211 19 
1919 ..•.... ·······•·•······ 48 50 53 61 43 41 
1920 .. ·······•············· 22 -23 22 -23 30 -32 25 23 -24 18 -20 
1921 ....................... 121 ll 13 12 8! 61 

Comparative prices of Chicago count.Y.y hides for 10 years, week ending 
August zo. 

1912 .... 
1913 .... 
1914 .... 
1915 ..•. 
1916 .... 
1917 .... 
1918 .... 
1919 .... 
1920 .... 
1921. ... 

[Hide and Leather, 

Heavy 
steers. 

Cents. 
15 -15} 
15H6 
16 -17 
20-~ 20 -20. 
26 -28 

28 
42 -45 
19 -20 
7!- 8 

Heavy 
cows. 

Cents. 
15H5t 
15~-16 
16t-17 
19 -20 
19 -19! 
24 -26 

2.5} 
40 -42 
16 -20 
7 - 71 

BWis. 

Cents. 
15H5l 
151-16 
17 -17! 19 -19 

19 
24 -23 

22 
4.0 -43 
14 -20 
6 - 7 

Chicago, August 20, 1921.] 

Ex­
tremes. 

Cents. 
151-16 
16 -16; 

18! 
19r20~ 
21 -221 
22 -Zl 

22 
50 -53 
14;-21 
9!-10! 

Cen.t.Y. 
121=121 
13 14 
13H4l 

17 
17t-18 
21 -21; 

17 
32 -34 
15 -16 
4l- 5 

Cents. 
12H3 
13t-15 
14 -17 
17 -1~ 
17!-l 
20 -21 
15 -16 
36 -38 
12 -13 
4-5 

Calf· 
skinB. 

Cenl.S. 
18~ 22 
17 22 
20 - 25 
20 - 25 
29 - 38 
30 - 45 
34 - 44 
70 -100 
20 - 371 
14. - 20 

l\fr. McCUMBER. I read further : 

Kips. 

Cents. 
1i18 
1 . 18 
1~19i 
19t-Zl 
22-~ 
Zl -4 
24 -'D 
50 -6'Tl 
15 -30 
12 -17 

Senator McCUMBllR. Do you desire to 
from the Hide and Leather Journal part 

make the table you submit 
ot your testimony and have 

it inserted in the record? 
Mr. McCLA.rN. I do; and in connection 

to your attention that in 1912-
with the same, let me call 

That was before the war-
heavy steer hides sold at 19§ cents; in 1913 they sold for 19 cents J 
in 1914 they sold for 21 cents; in 1915 they sold for 27 cents : in 
1919 they sold for l53 cents; and to-day, in 1921, the maximum price 
at which they are selling is 14 cents. 

That is, as against 19! cents in 1912 and 1913. 
Let me further call your attention that in 1912 light native cow· 

bides sold at 1 n cents; in 1913, 18 cents; in 1914, 20 cents; in 
1915, 25 cents; with the price steadily increasing each year until 
1919, when they sold for 61 cents; and to-day the ma:x1mum price 
at which this same grade of bides is selling is 12 cents per pound. 
(These prices apply, of course, to salted hides.) Are shoes lower in 
price than they were in 1912, 1913, 1914, or 1915? It goes without 
saying that the answer is "No." On the other hand, hides are lower 
and very much lower as the statement of the Hide and Leather .Jour­
nal sets forth. What, in the name of God, I ask, do they make shoes 
from? Do they make them from wall paper, burlap, or leather, or 
what? If they make them from leather, and they tell us they d~ 
the wearing qualities of some of them seem to indicate they don't-­
the public certainly are justified in securing shoes for less than the 
prices at present charged for them. 

I admit that there has been a reduction in the price of shoes to the 
public during the present year as compared with the prices of 1920. 
Manufacturers and retailers tell us that the reduction in prices has 
been 40 per cent, but investigation seems to indicate that the state­
ment of the manufacturers and the retailers in this matter is somewhat 
exaggerated. 

Again he was asked : 
Senator MCCUMBER . .Assuming that there are 2§ pounds of l~atber 

in a pair of men's hoes, to what extent would a 30 per cent tariff on 
hides-

That is double what the tariff is now-
increase the price of that pair of shoes? Have you made any com­
putation of that? 

Mr. McCLAIN. It is not hard to figure out, taking the weight. of 
finished leather that a 65-pound or 70-;pound alted hide w1ll yield 
and divide the same with the average weight of a pair of men's shoes, 
and as well with the average weight of a pair of women's shoes, which, 
of course, will be lighter in weight than the shoes of the male. 

Senator MCCUMBER. The object of my que tion is to ascertain 
whether there would be enough in the tariff you suggest to increase 
the cost of a pair of shoes 5 cents? 

Mr. McCLAIN. Hardly that much on children's shoes. 
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Senator McCuMBim. I have made -such estimates myself, and I do 

not think there would be a _difference of more than 4 to 5 cents. 
Mr. McCLAIN. A tariff ~f 30 per cent on hides W'{)uld not increase 

the cost of a pair of adult's shoes (averaging ·men's shoes and women's 
shoes) more than 7 cents. 

Now, if we cut that in two, his average estimate would be 
about 3' cents on a pair of shoes. 

Now, 1Ur. President, it seems to me, taking into considera­
tion the state of agriculture in this year of 1922, taking into 
consideration the very bad conditions of the cattle raiser, 
when he is buying everything at .a cost ranging from 50 to 150 
per cent higher than he paid in 1912 and is selling the hides 
on his cattle for not more than 75 per cent of what he Te­
ceived in 1912, that the American people can well assist him, 
if this will assist him, in getting the little $1.35 more for the 
~ide of a S-year-old steer, even though it does load upon the 
American public an additional cost of 3! cents upon a pair of 
children's shoes or the enormous sum of 6 cents upon a pair of 
men's shoes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BROUSSARD in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the committee amendment on 
page 192 proposing to insert paragraph 1427a. 

Mr. WALSH of 'l\fassachusetts. On that I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. JONES of ·New 'Mexico. Mr. President, the paragraph 
which we are now discussing is 1427a. It levies a duty of 2 
cents per pound upon green or pickled hides of cattle and 4 cents 
per pound npon dried hides. The modesty of this duty must be 
apparent ·to everyone. 

We have just listened to e. ·very learned address from the Sen­
·ator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBEB], the chairman of the 
committee, in which he has described to us the very small 
amount by which the price of snoes should be approximately 
increased by reason of this very small tariff upon hides. I 

•JShould be astonished, when the -vote is cast upon this paragraph, 
if anyone who has 'heretofore been voting for duties upon im­
ported articles should cast his vote against this paragraph. Not 
a single argument has been made in ·favor of a single duty in 
the bill whicb, can-.. not be applied to this ·paragraph. That it is 
an essential industry no one can deny. That the ind11stry ·is in , 
a depressed condition no one can deny. ·That the supply of ani­
mals to produce the tfood for this country is at the present time 
just about the number required to meet the necessities of the 

·country no one can deny. The relative supply is decreasing 
from day to day. The time was -when this country was a great 
exporter of beef products. That time is just about disappear­
ing. There are small importations of meat into this country, 
but the supply of beef cattle is constantly on the decrease. 'Just 
prior to the war, in 1913 and 1914, acrording to the re-port of 
the Tariff Commission, we had just about reach-ed the point 
where this country would have to import beef 1f it met the 

·supply demanded by our consumers. During the war, owing to 
the necessities and the increased prices of meat, the number o'f 
beef eattle in this country increased, but since that time the 
number in this country has decreased about 2,000,000 'head. 

While the population of the United States has been increasing 
the relative or proportionate number of beef cattle has been 
decreasing. We have not now a sufficient ·number to meet the 

·demands of the American peQple for beef. The industry, of 
·eourse, must be considered as a whole. The hide is just as 
much a part of the producer's prod.net as is the meat. There 
can be no question about that. It is true that one could not 
grow the hide without growing the meat. On the other hand, 
'One could not grow the meat without growing the hide. 

Mr. President, recognizing this as an essential industry, one 
which .must be carried on for the good of the country, then let 
us apply to that industry the same principles which have been 
applied from time to time by everyone who has been supporting 
the duties in this bill. Time and again we have been told that 
we should impose a duty upon an essential industry equal to 
the difference between the cost of ·production in the United 
States and abroad. If we · examine that question we find that 
in this instance the duties are not only justified but, if anything 
could be said against them, they are decidedly too low. 

In the first place, during the last 10 years the cost of produc­
tion of beef cattle in the United States has greatly increased. 
The cost of land, the cost of pasture, the cost of labor, the cost 
of everything which the producer must buy has increased, nnd 
the business to-day is almost in the throes of desperation. l 
do not believe there is a cattleman in the United States who is 
making any considerable profits at the present time. The west­
e1n ranges have been disappearing ; the lands have gotten into 
private ownership ; taxation has increased; and every cost 
which the producer must incur has greatly risen during the last 
8 or 10 years, and is continually increasing. • · 

The hides which are brought into this country from abroad, 
~hiefly from Argentina and other .South .American countries, 
come to us from ranges which cost the producer but little. No 
one bas undertaken to state upon the floor that there is not a 
vast difference between the cost of the production of meat prod­
ucts and hides in the United .States and in Argentina. So we 
have these elementary principles admitted: First, that this is 
an important industry; and, second, that there is a vast dif­
ference in the cost of production here and abroad. Many times 
we have heard it argued here that those are the only elements 
which should be taken into consideration in levying a tariff. It 
is admitted by Senators; and if we are going to put a tat"ift 
upon other articles for those reasons, I would ask anyone who 
has supported ·those taxes why he does not support this? 

It is not a question here of whether there .shall be free trade 
generally, whether there shall be a tariff for revenue or a 
tariff for protection; but the pending bill is based-at least, iit 
is so pretended-upon the principles which I have stated. If 
Senators are going to apply them to the great bulk of the 
articles which are produced in the United States, I ask why 
they should not be applied in -this case? 

Merely to .give a little idea of the state of the industry. I 
will now read a coupl~ of paragraphs from a speech made by 
the Senator froni Wyoming [Mr. KENDRICK] on June 28 last, 
in which he said : 

In 1900 we had 50,000,000 beef cattle. In 1910 we bad 41,000,000, 
and because of the increased activity and encouragement that pro­
ducers had to redouble their efforts eontingent up-0n 1:he -war and 
aft:er the war, there was an increase of about 2,000,000 head, making 
43,.000,000 Jn 1921. These figures are better understood when we 
consider them in connection with the fact that during the inter­
vening tim~ from 1900 to '1920, as I recall the figures, our population 
had increa e.d about 20,000,000, which suggests a very rmicb smaller 
per capita supply of beef products. In 20 years we had increased our 
population 20,000;.000 people and we had decreased our number of 
beef cattle about ., ,000,000. 

As another illustration of how the industry has been affected by 
th.e reconstiruction pedod, I want to give a few figw·es in refereu.ce to 
the decline in the value of tb.e product. In 1921 the meat animals, 
a-s marketed through ·the central markets <>f ·the country, retmned to 
the p-roducers $1,968,000,000 as against $2,913,000.-000 in 1920. show­
ing .a shrinkage in ·the income of li;e-stock producers of nea1·Iy 
$1,000,000,000 that year. The cattle producers contributed about 
$447.000,000, swine producers $460,000,000, and the sheepmen $'&7,-
000,000. 

There is not any doubt about the facts. There is no ques­
tion here about prices. Time and again we have levied duties 
under the present bill upon hundred.a and ·thousands of -articles 

·the prices of which .to~day in 1 the American market are 50 
. per cent .and · J:,'Ometimes 100 per cent higher than those which 
obtained prior to the war. In fact. as I stated on yesterday, 
the average prices to-day of manufactm~ articles in the 
United States are 72 per cent above the prices of 1913. When 
we come to the prices of beef and hides we .find that as to meat 
the price is .but little above the pre-war p_rice. When we take 
the price of hides, however, we find that it is away below the 
pre-war price. If anything could be said in .fa. vor of levying 
additional duties or of levying duties at all upon the products 
which are selling 72 per cent above the pre-war prices, I ask 
Senators how they can justify themselves in refusing to vote 
for .a duty upon an essential ,commodity which is selling for 
one-third less than it was prior to the war? 

.Mr. President, I have listened with attempted patience to 
the ai;gu.ment which bas been advanced as to the increase of 
prices on finished .articles .as a reason for not imposing this 
duty. It must be apparent to everyone that the increase would 
be small, but I _agree that there would be an increase. How­
ever, is not that true of every other article mentioned in this 
bill on which a tariff has been levied? The duties on clothing, 
glassware, earthenware, chemicals, ,paints, metals., and all classes 
of metal production have been increased. Why was that done? 
Because it was either desired to increase the price or else main­
tain a high price which already existed. How can anybody jus­
tify his action who has voted for such duties upon a11 those 
products and then turn around and vote against a little in­
significant duty upon hides'? 

The Senator from New Jersey has insisted here day after 
day upon hlgh duties upon everything produced in his State 
by manufacturers. He has done so because he hoped to in­
crease prices or maintain existing prices. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President--
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I should like to ask the Sena­

-tor or anybody else who is going to vote against the duty on 
hides how he can reconcile his vote, which I understand he 
will cast, upon this subject with his vote upon the others? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1\fr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER ( l\Ir. CAMERON in the chair). 

Does the Senator from New Mexico yield to the Senator from 
New Jersey~ 
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Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, the Senator is un­

fair when he states that I have asked for higher duties on the 
products of New Jersey simply because I wished the indus­
tr;es of that State to make excessive profits. That is not true. 
I have insisted on proper rates, as I believed them to be, in 
order that the industries might be properly protected, not that 
they might make extortionate profits; and there is nothing 
in my attitude on this floor or in the committee which would 
merit such a conclusion by the Senator, and he knows it. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, may I ask the 
Senator from New Jersey, then, if be thinks that this would 
be an unwise duty to put on hides? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I do not think a 
duty on hides will help in any way whatsoever the raiser of 
cattle or live stock. I do not believe that hides enter to any 
extent into the return to the farmer. The question as to hides 
is one that relates, in my opinion, entirely to the meat products, 
and I do not believe a duty on hides will benefit the farmer in 
the slightest degree. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, the Senator will 
have a very difficult task to convince the farmers of the country 
of the reasonableness of what he has just sa~d. r think I may 
state, also, that in many instances under this bill we have been 
told that the prices would not be increased, and :that the pro­
ducers would not get the benefit, but Senators have insisted 
upon the duty just the same. 

Mr. President, what the Senator from New Jersey has just 
said is undoubtedly intended to embody the argument which 
bas been made here regarding the control of this product by 
the packers of this country. I wish to say that if it is con­
trolled by the packers, that situation should be dealt with in an 
entirely different manner. If there is a trust here which con­
trols the meat product, the meat supply, the hide supply, the 
Attorney General should be advised of it; it should be dealt 
with under the antitrust laws of the country; but no man can 
stand on this floor and sustain the argument that in the absence 
of a trust the producer will not get the benefit of a duty on 
hides. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 

Mexico yield to the ·senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. J_,ENROOT. I should like to ask the Senator, then, if 

he is as willing to vote for a high duty on a product that is 
controlled by a monopoly as he is for a product that is inde­
pendently produced? He says that the remedy is in another 
direction. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I have made no 
statement that I intended, at least, to be understood in that 
way; but what I have said is that in this bill we are n?t legis­
lating with respect to monopolies. It is absolutely derued that 
there is any monopoly. 

Mr. LENROOT. But in the consideration of a duty, does the 
Senator take no account whatever of the fact, if ,it be a fact, 
that a commodity is controlled by a monopoly in this country? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, that is, of course, 
a hypothetical question; and I am very glad to say that if I 
knew that there was a monopoly that controlled any product 
I would not be in favor of increasing the duty upon the article 
produced by such a concern. 

Mr. LENROOT. But the Senator has just said that if the 
beef packers are able to get all the benefit, and not give the 
producer any of it, that is a matter to be dealt with in another 
direction. If it is true of the beef packers, why is it not true 
of every other monopoly? 

l\Ir, JONES of New Mexico. I do not say it :is true of the 
meat packers. I have not made that statement, and I do not 
believe that the Senator from Wisconsin believes that that is 
the fact. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin if he believes that 
there is a packers' trust in this country? 

l\Ir. LENROOT. I was simply calling attention to the Sena­
tor's argument. Referring to the statement of the Senator from 
New Jersey that the cattle growers receive no benefit from the 
duty because of the beef packers, the Senator said in response 
to that that if that be true the beef packers should be dealt 
with in another way ; and if the beef packers should be dealt 
with in another way, why should not any other monopoly be 
dealt with in another way, having no relation to tariff rates? 
I do not agree with either statement, of course. 

1\Ir. JONES of New 1\fexico. Mr. President, that raises purely 
a hypothetical question which I do not care to dwell upon and 
take time in discussing. 

Mr. LENROOT. If the Senator will yield again, I should 
like to ask him a question growing out of his question to the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I gladly yield. 
Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator from New Mexico inclorse 

the Republican theory of protection? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I think that is 

wholly aside from this question. 
Mr. LENROOT. Oh, I think that is a fair question. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I will state to the Senator that 

I do oppose the Republican theory of protection, if this bill is 
an expression of it. · 

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator has voted for high protective 
duties for the products of his own State. He has voted gen­
erally, I think, against protective rates for other products. I 
think that is a fair statement, is 1t not? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do not think it is. 
Mr. LENROOT. I wish to be entirely fair to the Senator. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. In all of the amendments I have 

proposed to this bill the Senator must have observed one thing­
that I never proposed a single amendment or advocated a single 
measure which, in my judgment, would have injured any of the 
essential industries of this country. 

Mr. LENROOT. That is quite aside from the question ; but 
the question I wanted to ask the Senator was this: Suppose he 
had been successful in reducing all other rates to the level of 
the UndeJ'WOOd law, but had been successful in increasing all 
rates which he favored, would be then vote for the bill? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I certainly would have. 
Mr. LENROOT. So, then, the Senator would vote for protec­

tion to his own industries which he would deny to others? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, the question was 

broad and my answer was equally broad, and, I think, unfor­
tunately so. There are many duties in the Underwood bill, in 
the existing law, which are too high, and which are not neeued 
by any of the industries for any kind of reasonable protection. 

Mr. LENROOT. I agree with the Senator upon that. May I 
then put the question in another way? If the Senator could 
reduce all duties that he thinks ought to be reduced, and yet 
increase upon the basis of a protective principle the rates upon 
hides, upon wool, and upon other things that the Senator has 
voted for, would he then vote for the bill? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I will answer the Senator in 
this way: If I could have the arrangement of the rates, I cer­
tainly would vote for the bill; and I want further to state that 
there is no such thing as a free-trade tariff. Any tariff is an 
obstruction, pro tanto, upon imports, and where there is a 
similar commodity produced in the United States it is, pro 
tanto, a protection to that industry; and under the existing 
law, the so-called Underwood-Simmons law, the tariffs are 
levied in great measure, I would say to the greater extent, upon 
articles which are produced in the United States and which 
compete with foreign articles, and in every such case that duty 
is a protective tariff, if you enjoy that phrase better than any 
other. It can not be escaped; and when the time came that 
this country took off its duties upon tea and coffee and other 
articles which were not produced in the United States and 
retained them upon articles which were produced in the United 
States in competition with foreign articles the idea of a tariff 
solely for revenue disappeared. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator an­
other question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico further yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. I yield. 
Mr. LENROOT. Would the Senator vote in favor of a rate 

of duty upon a given article which would produce the largest 
amount of revenue from that article? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If the Senator will do me the 
honor to read the address which I delivered in the Senate yes­
terday morning, I think a great many of the questions that 
apparently are troubling him now will disappear. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I want to say that my ques­
tions were propounded in the hope that we would be able to 
welcome the Senator from New Mexico to the Republican theory 
of protection, but from the Senator's answers I am very much 
afraid that he is against the Republican theory of protection 
generally but is in favor of it for the industries of his own 
State. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If the Senator will do me the 
honor to read the address which I delivered yesterday morning 
I think he will discover that it is my opinion that the Repub­
lican Party has no theory of protection. The Senator will dis­
cover that there is no single theory of protection running 
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through this bill. W en the v ry first -item in the bill .camQ 
up for consideration that fac t was m~de perf~ctly apparent. 
You talk about a tariff levied for proteetion on the theory of 
the difference in the cost of production at home and abroad. I 
say that you have not applied that doctrine to more tha_n a very 
infiuitesimal number of the items mentioned in this bill. You 
have no theory of protection, if this bill is an expression of 
what mu think that theory is. 

'Ihe ~ Senator from Wisconsin time and again has stated on 
this floor as to many items that they did not conform, to the 
Republican theory of protection. 

::\Ir. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield fur­
ther·r 

lir. JONES of ~ew :Mexico. I gladly yielo. 
::Ur. LE~IlOOT. The Senator certainly has not understood, 

from uny que tion I asked, that I was defending the rates in 
thi. · bill. I was talking about the different theories, the Re­
publican theory and the Democratic theory of tariff duties. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I assumed that the Senator 
from Wisconsin represented and expressed what he thought 
wa:-; t lle Hepublican theory of protection. 

)fr. TRAl\IMELL. Mr. President, will the Senator yielu? 
~Ir. JONES of New Mexico. I yield. 
Mr. TRAMMELL .. Did not the Senator from Wiscon in 

al o say, 8ome two or three weeks. ago, that unless the bill was 
re-formed he would not vote for it? 

~Ir. JONES of New Mexico. I believe I remember that tate­
ment made by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. LENROOT. I did not catch the statement of the Sen­
ator from Florida. 

Mr. TRAl\llIELL. I understood the Senator f~om Wi ~consin 
to say in discus ing the bill here some two or three weeks ago, 
that if it was not re-formed he would not support the bill. 

l\lr. LENROOT. The Senator correctly understood me. I 
did state that. 

Mr. J01IBS of New Mexico. .Mr. President, after we heard 
that theory announced-the difference in the cost of produc­
tion at home and abroad-the Senators supporting this bill 
were forced to abandon it and say that they had never 
attempted to ascertain the cost of production at home or 
abroad as to a single item in the bill. That is your supposed 
Republican protective theory; but there is a confession from 
every Senator on the other side of the Chamber that that 
theorr ha.. not been applied to the rates in this bill, and I 
imagine the Senator from Wisconsin is going to vote for it 
wifu all of the iniquities which he himself has pointed out. 

After being driven from the theory of the difference in the 
cost of production at home and abroad, they then undertook 
to tell u something about difference in prices, and they sent 
out the Reynolds commission to ascertain that difference in 
price·. They came back here and reported that as to a 
number of items the price of the foreign article in this market 
was higher than the price of the domestic article ; but, not­
withstanding that, you proceeded to increase duties upon them. 
Where is your Republican theory of protection as manifested 
inthlsbill! . 

But, Mr. President, what I wanted to emphasize wa this: 
Whatever theory of this bill may be adopted by any individual 
supporter of the bill, whatever your theory may be, I ask you 
how you can apply it and not put a duty on hides. No . one 
on the other side of the Chamber has yet undertaken to answer 
that que~tion, and I submit there will be no satisfactory 
an ·we1· to it from any side of this Chamber. 

Senators talk about increased costs. Do you not increase 
the costs of everything else? Do you hesitate to admit that? 
If the purpose, as I have said, is not to increase prices or main· 
tain increased prices, then I ask you what in the name of 
heaven are you doing this thing at all for? 

Mr. President, I did not intend to discuss this question at 
any considerable length. It seems to me that a simple, short 
statement would convince any man who expects to vote for 
this bill on its final passage that there should be a tariff duty 
on hides. A number of different theories have been stated, 
but I ~ ubmit that any theory of protection, whatever it may 
be, upon which any Senator expects to vote for thid bill, if 
applied to this item, will force that Senator to vote for a duty 
on hides. 

As to the producer of hides, you have increased the dutieR 
upon substantially everything he must buy. You have increruied 
them upon all of his hardware, you have increased them upon 
his tableware, upon his kitchen ware, upon his clothing of 
every conceivable kind, class, or design. You do not hesitate to 
do that. Clothing they must have, as well as shoes. I ask, 
what difference does it make if you raise the pdce of the 

clothing which covers the body ancl contend that the shoe 
which cover the feet should not ineet with like treatment? · ID 
discussing the duties on a number of articles it has been said 
that the amount was small, and that was given as an excuse 
for levying duties. I remind Senators that, measured even by 
that statement, t.hey will have to put a duty on hides. 

Mr. President, I do not know what the vote upon this item 
is going to be, but I do ask those Senators who expect to vote 
for the bill how they are going to reconcile their consciences 
to voting again t this paragraph. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I do not expect to occupy 
very much time in the discussion of this amendment, but I 
do want to say a few words· preliminarily with reference to the 
attitude of Senators upon the other side of the aisle. 

I want to commend the Senator from New Mexico for his 
frankness in stating the position he occupies upon this bill, 
and I wish that other Senators who, like himself, have voted 
for hlgh duties upon the products of industries in their own 
States and \Oted against protective duties throughout the rest 
of the bill would be as frank as he has been. I have thought, 
from the Senator's statement, that the inevitable conclusion 
was that he had discarded the doctrines of the Democratic 
Party of either free trade or a tariff for revenue, and that he 
really and sincerely believed in the Republican theory of a 
protective tariff. 

I asked the Senator whether he would vote for the bill if he 
could get a decrea e in all of the duties in this bill against 
which he had voted and 'could get an increase in all of the 
duties for which he had voted, those duties being based upon 
a protective theory, and he said yes. Of course, that meant 
ju t one thing, that the Senator from New Mexico was a Re­
publican, upon the protectionist doctrine, for industries in his 
own State, but that he was a tariff-for-revenue Democrat for 
the industries of every other State. No other conclusion was 

-po sible. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. l\lr. President, of course I am 

ill the Senate Chamber, and I should not sit quietly by and 
permit the remarks of the Senator from Wisconsin to pass 
without some reply. 

Mr. LENROO'l'. I yield for that purpose, because I do not 
wish to be unfair to the Senator from New Mexico. 

l\Ir. JONES of New l\Iexico. I should not be considered as 
acquiescing in the 'tatement the Senator has made, and I 
want to di claim any acquiescence in his conclusions as to 
what my position is. 

Mr. LENUOOT. We will let it go at that. Other Senators, 
like the Senator from :Kew Mexico, have defended their votes 
for rates even higher than those proposed by the Committee on 
Finance it elf upon the statement that industries in their own 
States were vitally involved, and they have attempted to ex­
cuse them elves by .,aying that if we were going to ham the 
theory of protection in this bill, they proposed to have that 
theory uniform and vote for protective duties for their own 
industries, but that they intended to vote against the bill. 

What I want to commend the Senator from New Mexico for 
is that he has been franker than his Democratic colleagues, 
and he has honestly stated that if he could get protective duties 
for his own State and Democratic duties for other States, he 
would vote for that kind of a bill. 

Mr. JOr' ES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I desire again to 
dissent from the statement the Senator from Wisconsin has 
made. I llave said nothing which was at least intended to even 
imply or hint at the statement which the distinguished Senator 
hns just made. 

l\Ir. LENROOT. Did not the Senator state, in response to 
my question, that if thls bill carried the duties which he has 
been voting for-like the proposed duty upon wool, like the pro­
posed duty upon hides, and the duties upon certain minerals 
the Senator has voted for, if I recollect correctly-and if he 
could have his way with reference to lowering duties throughout 
the rest of the bill, he would \Ote for the bill? Did he not state 
that to me? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I think that is substantially 
what I said. 

Mr. LENROOT. Then there is no disagreement between us. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If you will let me write tile 

duties in the bill I shall vote for it. 
Mr. LE1."lROOT. Very well, then. But the Senator has justi· 

fled voting for high duties on the products of industries in his 
own State because he said the Republicans were voting for 
high duties upon other products, and if they were going to do 
that in the case of other products he was justified in doing it 
for his own State. Now he says that if. we wipe out all those 
high dut~es for other States, and will give him his high duties 
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for his own State, then, instead or voting against the- bill, he 
' m ·vote for it. r clo not Uiink there cm be any misunderstand­
ing between us, and I understand that there are about 18 Demo-
ratic Senators who occup.y exactly· that position: All I ask 

is that if a Democratic Senator st'ands. for protective- duties fur 
industrie. in his own State he should' stand for protective duties 
ou industries of other States; that is alt 

l\Ir .. J01'.TES of New MeJ..'ico. Mr. President, I simply reply by 
making practically· a restatement of what· r said in my opening 
r emarks, that whenever a tariff duty is levied upon any· article 
imp<Jrted into the United Stateg; and a comparable article is 
produced in the United States, that duty is, pro tanto, a prutec­
tive tariff. 

~Ir. LENROOT. Exactly·; I agree with the ffenator to that 
extent. 
· :Mr. JONES- of'New M~xico. As to eve1-y Item in the existing 

Jaw putting a duty upon any' importations, Where there is a 
comparaHle article produced in the United States, it i a pro­
tective law. 

ID. LENROOT. Exactly; to that extent. The- Senator must 
also agr~. however, that the higher the rate tl1e less tl:ie reve­
nue; 1n a great many ca es, and that if' you are standirrg upon 
tlle Democratic theory, you can not go beyond' a rate which 
will produce the greatest amount ofl revenue from the given 
commodity. 

3Ir. JONES of New .Mexico. Mr. President, I would like to 
remind the Senator of one other thought in connection witli his 
question. He has referred to the rates in tlie existing law. In 
a general an wer to the Senator's' inquiry some· little time ago 
J1 said that I would supp-o-rt the- present rates-, an<I my answer, 
of course, was a general answer, based· upon tlie proposition 
that' under the existing law there ls not a single industry in t11e 
United States which is being injur-ed' to any measurable extent 
by importtltions from abroad. 

:Mr. LENROOT. Under the Underwood law? 
Mr. JONE of New Mexico. Yes; under the- present law. I 

ask tlle Senator to point to a single· industry in the United 
States of any mat'erfal consequence which is being Injured 
to-day by reason of extensive imports. 

Mr. L~~OOT. Mr. President, surely. the Senator from New 
M~ico, having made a thorough· study o-t tlie pending> bill, must 
have- forgotten this morning all of ' h:iS previous studies, because 
a most cursory examinatiorr of imports, and exports and the 
reports of the· Tariff Commission. must convince any Senator, 
Democrat or Republican, that there are many industries in- the 
United" StateS' which are fieing eriuusly injured by reason of 
excessive imports, and' in some cases factories- are entirely 
closed down. 

Mr. J"01ffiS of New l\foxico. Ot course, we can not settle t:he 
question here and now, but I want to have it go out as1 my· state­
ment, after all the study I' have made of this' question, that the 
stlttements of the Senator from Wisconsin are unjustified by the 
facts. 

Mr. LE1\1ROOT. l\fr: President, r hold in my hand a pair of 
German gloves, whicli are being imported into this country 
tu-day for half of wliat they can be made for, and the factories 
in tliis countryi are closing· down. Does· the Senator talte into 
account any such eviden<!e as that? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. r dld not understand to· what 
aTticle tlie Senator refers. 

l\lr. LENROOT: I hold in my hand a· pair of ladies' gloV'es, 
the invoice price ot which is $B.56 a dozen pair; or about 30 
cent's a pair: Does the Senator seriously say that' the importa­
tion of that glove is not interfering with or injuring American 
industry? 

l\fr. JONES of NeW' Mexico. Mr. Presidenr, the• story about 
gloves is· somewhat lengthy, out the Senator upon &xaminatlon 
.of: the- question will' ftnd that it does. I do no~ Y:now tlie class 
of glove he has exhibited; but I assume' it' :ls a high-grade glove. 

Mr. EENROOT. It is. 
Mr. JONES of New· Mexico. I do not know where it was 

JDade. 
Mi•: LENROOT. It was made in Germany. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. With regard to that high-grade 

kid glove ma:de in Germany, the facts aTe that in· this countryi 
we hav~ never been able to produce· that quality of ltid glove 
at a reasonable price. 

Mr. W ADSWOivrH. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Wisconsin permit me to answer tlie• Senafur from New 1\.fexico? 

Ml'. LENROOT. Certainfy. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I hav in my hand! two paim of! the 

very kind of glove which· the enat.or from Wiseonsin has ex<­
bil),itled and wbieh are made in tbi country. 

Jll. J{)NES- o:fl New Me:rleo. <J.b, y~; tlley a~ made· hwei, 
but I said at a reasonable price. 

'. Mr. WADS.WORTH. · The Senator probably forgets that 
men's gloves have had· a higher rate of protection than women's 
gloves: I the same rate of protection were gjven to women's 
gloves that is given to men's gloves, we could' make the women's 
gloves here just as well. When a higher protection was given 
to men's glOves, we showed our ability to make them and re­
duce tfie price; With the same tactics employed with reference 
to women's gloves, they could Le made here as wen as the men's 
gloves and the price would' tre reduced accordingly. We ha ye 
never liad a chance to- make the women's glbves. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, r know the Senator from 
New Mexico made that- general statement 1n good faith but I 
know that if he• will i:efresh his recollection. and study, as I 
know he has studied, the imports, be will reme:mtler that there 
are many articles as to wliich tlie imports are very excessive 
and where the American industry, unless tliey have some re­
lief, will be- very seriously injured. I think I can fairly say 
that because, Republican as I am, I have stood upon this :floor 
and ' propose to stand here until the tari:tr bill' has be _...i finauY 
disposed of, fighting agafust what I believe to be excessive rates. 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, another point 
which sboold not be overlooked in this connection is· the fact 
that the pair of gloves which' the Senator produced came :from 
Germany. We all know that, owing to the rapid decline in the 
gold value of" the German· mark, many shipments or commodities 
from Germany were made at excessively low prices. 

But r want to remind Senators· that' if the tariff bill is to- be 
framed upon conditions in Germany the foundation ls one of 
sand. Everybody knoWS' that" Germany-ls in an industrial col­
lapse; that she has not since the war been able to· produce mo1•e 
than 60 per cent' of what she was producin-g· prior to the war, 
and her- exports a-re only 40 per cent; and: that' of those exports 
altogether there came· to tlie shores:- of America• only 7.1 per 
cent Yet because of' that unfortunllte· condition in Germany 
it is proposed to distmb business industries of whatever chm"" 
acte1~ all over- the United States. Tlie· Republicans liave built 
up these duties fiy· reason of' that unstable, uncertain· found~ 
tion which is claimed· to exiSt in· Germany. 

Mr. LENROOT. .A:ll r llave- to say in response to that sug­
gestion is that if a man dies- o:t' a disease he- is not very much 
interested in tlie post-mortem, to- ascertain wllat caused his 
death. 

Now, Mr. President,. to get down to. the question before tl1e 
Senate, the S.enator from New Mexic<J [Mr. J"o~s], in opening 
liis remarks,. stated:- that· whateve:c. contention might be nm<le 
as. to whether the fumer would receive the benefit from a 
tariff' on hides, the fact was that the farmers were all insist­
ing. upon having it. The largest farm organization in my ec­
tion of the. co.untry is the American Farm Bureau, and ·I am 
going to read the dosing paragraph or tlteir brief' sulhnit'ted to 
the Finance Committee· wherein they- said: 

'.!!he co:st to co:nsumers- o:t. leather prodn~ts .would more than offset 
the increased return to hide, groducers even ff all tlie incr.eased p1•tce 
was passed orr to the produ-cers~ at- which there ls no as ur:.mce. 
'l!here!'"ore, we bell~e thatt hides; leathel\ andt leather products boul.tl 
remain on the free list. 

The American' Farm Bureau is a veyYJ respectable farm 
oruanization with a v01-y large. · membershiP. It does happen, I 
mow; to be constituted' almoBt wholl 0:1' small farmers and 
pe1·haps bas rro membership ot the large ca.t:tm: growers; witli 
their thousands and tliousands- of cattl . 

Now, Mr.: President'1 I! am opposed: tu tlie duty on' hides, :fir t, 
because I am convinced that so far· as the• a-ve:rage farmer · 
concerned, if th-ere be any-- benefit accruing- to the. farmer-­

M'r. BURSUM. l\!'r. President--
Mr: LENROOT. Just' a momenti If ' tliere be an-y incTea P 

in the' price of hides th·e cost: to the farmer :tn the shoes and 
leather products that he muet lmyl will- be· veryi mu:chl goouter 
tllani an-y possible increase- in price that he may· receive for his 
hides. 

The PRESIDENT r>ro tempore. Does the' Senator from Wis-­
consin yiel<Pt<r tI:re Senator- ftom' New Mexico? 

Mr. LENROOT. r yield. 
Mr. BURSUM. The Senator from Wisconsin stated that 

some farm bureau favors :free- hides: May I! ask tlle s~matt>r 
what fa.rm bureinr tflafj was?1 

Mr. LENROOT. I quoted from a brief filed with the Senate 
Flhance' Committee , by the American. Farm Bureau Federation, 
ofl which Mi'. :ID:>ward: IS' president, and1 ot which Mn. Gna:y 
Silv.er; whom I trliink eveey Senator knows, is secretary, h 1ng 
headt}uartier in Washington. It; is pe:rhn:ps the· most acth 
farm organiY.ation that thel'e is in l<Joking refteD tb.e intere ts of 
tfie farmers in legislation. 

:°Ml": BURSUM: We· ha..ve a- farm bmeau in my State, and n.o 
such request bas been made by it. 
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Mr. LENROOT. That may be; but this ls the national fed­

eration about which I am talking. I am not talking about 
some little organization that the Senator may have in New 

·1\Iexico. 
l\Ir. BURSUM. If the Senator please, I would advise him 

that New l\Iexico is a part of the Union. 
l\Ir. LEI\TROOT. I understand that; but-there are more mem­

bers of this farm bureau in one county in my State than there 
are in the entire State of New Mexico. · 

Now, Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator from New 
Mexico, if I may trespass upon his good nature, whether he is 
in favor of the proposed 5 per cent duty upon shoes? 

1\Ir. BURSU:M. Is the Senator inquiring of me? . 
l\Ir. LENROOT. Yes. Is the Senator from New Mexico m 

favor of the committee amendment imposing a 5 per cent duty 
upon hoes? 

Mr. BURSUM. I "\\ill say to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that for the present it would be advisable to stick to the sub­
ject pending. We are just now discussing the duty on hides. 

l\Ir. LE~"ROOT. So the Senator from New Mexico declines 
to fl.DSWer whether be is in favor of the 5 per cent duty upon 
shoes which is proposed by the committee. 

Mr. BURSUM. Whenever we get to that proposition and the 
matter is up for action, the Senator from New 1\Iexico will not 
hes;tate to state his position. 

~Ir. LENROOT. But the Senator declines to express him­
self upon that subject now. I commend the Senator from New 
Mexico for his discretion because I understand very well that 
the reason why the 5 per cent duty is proposed upon shoes, in 
addition to the compensatory duty, is the hope of those back 
of the proposition, representing primarily the cattle range 
States, that they will be able to get the votes of New England 
Senators for. a tariff upon bides in return for their \Otes for 
a 5 per cent duty upon shoes. The Senator from New Mexico 
well understands that if he should say now at this stage of 
the controversy that he is opposed to u 5 per cent protective 
tariff upon shoes he would not be nearly so likely to get the 
votes of New England Senators for a tariff upon hide . So I 
commend his discretion. 

l\fr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis­

consin yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 
1\Ir. LENROOT. I yield. 
l\fr. JONES of New Mexico. ·The Senator was rather criti­

cising some of us for voting because our constituents live in 
a cattle-raising State. 

Mr. LENROOT. No; the Senator misunderstood me. I did 
not. What I have criticized was voting on one principle for 
indu tries that the Senator's constituents wanted and voting 
upon another principle against duties that other constituents 
want. That was my criticism. 

l\lr. JONES of New Mexico. The Senator from Wisconsin 
ha· just referred to the fact that a farm bureau of his State 
does not want a duty on hides. I ask him upon what principle 
be i voting against the duty on bides? 

Mr. LENROOT. If the Senator will have just a little pa­
tience, I assure hini be will find out. I referred to the 
National Farm Bureau, with organization headquarters iri 
Washington, which, representing the national organizations, 
took its position before the Finance Committee. Now, answer­
ing the Senator's que 'tion, I run opposed to the duties upon 
hides, first, because, so far as the average farmer is concerned, 
so far as 99 per cent of the farmers of America are concerned­
conceding for the moment that the duty would increase the 
price of hides-the price that they will have to pay for shoes 
and other leather products which they must buy will be a great 
deal more than the benefit they will receive from a tariff upon 
hide . 

Mr. PO~fERENE. Mr. President--
Mr. LENROOT. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 
l\lr. POMERENE. The Senator has indicated that if this 

duty were placed on bides, of course it would tend to increase · 
the cost of shoes to the consumer. I agree with that proposi­
tion. Ha the Senator's investigation gone to the extent that 
he would be willing to make a statement as to what the average 
increase would be per pair of shoes? 

Mr. LENROOT. I shall go into that later. If I do not 
remember it, I shall be obliged to the Senator if he will call 
my attention to it later, because I intend to discuss that ubject _ 
very briefly. 

In the second place, Mr. President, I am opposed to this 
duty because I am satisfied that the chief beneficiaries will be 
the packers of the United States and not the farmers, nor even 
the cattle growers; that there will be no substantial increase 

in the price which the cattle grower, even of the range States, 
will receive for his cattle. 

I am opposed to it, in the next place. because, giving this 
benefit to the beef packers of Chicago, the inevitable result will 
be to drive out of business the independent tanning industry 
of the country and concentrate it in the hands of the beef 
packers of the United States, who to-day ba\e a "Very large 
control of it. 

Mr. STANFIELD. l\Ir. President--
Mr. LENROOT. I yield to the Senator from Oregon. 
Mr. STANFIELD. I should like to ask the Senator. from 

Wisconsin what per cent of the hides the so-called Packers' 
Trust controls? 

Mr. LENROOT. About 65 per cent, I am told. 
Mr. STANFIELD. Does the Sena tor think the other 35 pet' 

cent would enter into combine with the packers and that the 
packers would receive all the benefits of the duties on' lildes.? 

l\ir. LENROOT. In the first place, as the Senator knows, the 
country hides are inferior in quality. I think he will agree with 
me on that as a general rule. 

Mr. STANFIELD. The country hide? 
Mr. LENROOT. Yes; which represents the other 35 per cent. 
Mr. STANFIELD. The Senator is undoubtedly aware thnt 

outside of the so-called packers' combine, which i · compo ed of 
four or five of the principal packing concerns, there is over 40 
per cent,•although the Senator said 35 per cent, of the industry 
in the hands of other not -associated with tlle so-called packer·' 
combine, if there be such a thing. 

It is a well-known fact, I wish to ·ay for the enlightenment 
of the Senator, that every time there is a fluctuation in the 
price of the by-products of the slaughterhou e, the by-product 
of cattle, sheep, and hog ·, the liYe-stock market fluctuates pro­
portionately, so that if bides go up, lirn stock goes up; if wool 
goes up or sheepskin go up, the li"rn-stock market goes up pro­
portionately. 

l\ir. LENROOT. I am not going to enter into that :field of 
controversy with the Senator. The Senator does know that 
practically every farm organization of the United States ha. 
asserted time and time again that the beef packer control the 
price and pay the farmer, pay the cattle grower, pay the sheep 
grower such prices as they choose to pay. It is ab olutely un­
der th{flr control. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I do not believe that the inve tigation ­
have revealed such a condition as that. 

Mr. LENROOT. I say I am not going to get into that field 
of controversy now. I simply make the statement, to which the 
Senator must agree, that that has been the position of the farm 
organizations. 

l\lr. STANFIELD. I can not agree with that, because o far 
as the live-stock organizations of the United States are Con­
cerned, 75 per cent of them are on rec<>rd as aying that uch 
a condition doe not exist. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President. that may be so of late--
Mr. STANLEY. Will the Senator yield to me? . 
l\1r. LENROOT. No; I wish to finish my statement. But a 

couple of years ago and for many :rears prior to that time I 
was very closely concerned with reference to that very subject. 
We have a National Livestock Association, and I talked with 
their president here year after year, and the members of that 
association did not agree with the statement which has been 
made by the Senator from Oregon. 

:Mr. STANFIELD. I will ay, then, that tbe Senator prob~ 
ably refers to one of the so-called national live- tock organiza­
tions, for the National Wool Growers' Association have always 
been on record denying that such a condition exi"ted; the 
Northwestern Cattle Growers' Association have alway been on 
record to the same effect and ha>e always inclorsed resolution 
of that tenor whenever the question was presented. 

1\lr. LENROOT. Yes; but there has been a very thorough in­
vestigation, as the Senator knows, by committee of this Con­
gress. I wish to say to the Senator that some of the method 
which were pursued in order to secure testimony favoral>le to 
the packers were not \ery creditable. However, I am not going 
into that now, for my time is running, and I have only a few 
moments remaining. . 

Mr. STANFIELD. Right in line with that thought I want to 
make one further remark, and that i that the packers, to whom 
the Senator clearly refers, are the largest importers of hides of 
any of those who are concerned in the leather business; so that 
if there is anyone, it seems to me, who would be interested in 
free bides· it i the packer, because he surely would want to 
bring his products from his slaughter and packing houses iu 
South America, Ausb·alia, and ~ew Zealand into the United 
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States free of duty. It is only consistent and rea onable -that 
he should. 

M1'. LENROOT. When the packer, utili21ng 85 per cent of 
the Wdes that ar produced in this country, can add 2 cents a 
p tmd to their price, he can wen afford to pay the additional 
dnty on the 35 m· 40 per cent of imported hides. or even on all 
the imported hides ; but to a very large degree the importers 
are the independent tanners, and not the packers. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I shourn like to remark to the Senator 
that the outside leatheT is largely controlled by the so-called 
large packer . That the Senator must admit. Does he mean to 
Bay that tbe large packe1·s turn their hides over to the 'inde­
pemlent tanners when they are engaged in the leather business, 
as be has asserted here? Is it reasonable that they would do 
nch -a thing? 

l\Ir. LENROOT. I have not the time to go into the question 
of the · control of the tanning industry by the packers. My time 
1 running short; I can not go into that. But I do give it as my 
profound conviction that the duty that is pi:oposed here upon 
hides will drive the independent tanners out of business in the 
United States and concentrnte control in the packing industi·y. 

Mr. Pre ident, I have wondered why it was that the com­
mittee in reporting their amendment imposing a duty upon 
biue. were not content to provide merely a compensatory duty 
on boot and hoes-and that I shall peak of in a moment­
but they also gave a 5 per cent ad -valorem protective duty. 
When one looks at the import of boots and shoe and examines 
the exports of boots and shoes the1·e can be but one conclusion, 
filltl that i that 5 per cent ad valorem duty was put on there 
a a bait to get votes for the tariff upon hides. I wish to call 
attention to the fact, because I want to know from tbe com­
mittee beforE:'I tbis debate is concluded how they justify put~ 
tiug a 6 per cent protective duty upon boots and shoes. 

Our total imports of boots and shoes for 11 months ending 
in May, 1922, amounted to 118,000 pairs, valued at $558,000. 
For the 11 months ending in May of 1921 there were 203,000 
pairs imported, valued at $775,-000. In 1921 our export of 
children's shoes a.mounted to 2,000,000 pairs, valued at 
$3,34:0,000; our exports of men's shoes during the same period 
amouutecl to 5,173,000 pairs, valued at $16,319,000; our e:lC­
port -0f women's shoes during the same period were 1,767,000 
pairs, valued at $5,016,000, or a total export of over. $25,000,000, 
as against impods of a little over half a million dollars ; and yet 
tbe committee have proposed a uuty of 5 per cent ad valorem 
upon shoes. 

Mr. STAl\""FIELD. Does not the enator think that that was 
.a poor method of attempting to trade for votes? If the shoe 
manufacturer does not need the duty, --why would the New 
England Senators or Senators from other shoe manufacturing 
States vote for a duty on llides? 

Mr. LENROOT. I think they used very poor judgment, be­
cause I do not believe they caught the New England Senators 
in their attempt. 

l\Ir. STANFIELD. Does the Senator think that they would 
have 'listeneu to the importunities of the cattle-growing ections 
nnd the fai·ming sections if they had made such a proposal as 
that to them? 

:\Ir. LENROOT. Well, Mr. President, I am reminded of a 
tatement which Senator Aldrich made in the consideration of 

the Payne-Aldrich bill. I am afraid I have it not ,at hand; 
but he very frankly stated that in order to get the duties fot 
New England. that be wanted be had agreed with western 

enators to stand for a duty on hides; that, although he thought 
it was wrong, it was necessary to mnke tbat combination. I am 
afraid tbe1·e are some people who thought that such a combina­
tion could be made now. 

Mr. STAl.~FIELD. I do not believe the SenatoT--
Mr. LENROOT. I do not mean that in the sense of being 

<'Orrupt or anything of that kind, of course not ; but the 
: nator knows as well as I do that there does exist on the 
floor of the Senate this feeling, "I have got to vote for duties 
which another Senator wants, even though I believe they are 
too high, in order to get the duties that I want for the in­
du tries of my own State." Does the Senator deny that? 

l\1r. STANFIELD. Yes; I do. I believe that it is the 
opinion of tbe consistent protectionist that the protective 
t riff i not a local que tion, and that if be is going to be a 
con istent protecti-Onist, h must grant protection to the in­
dustrie. or producers of another section whose interests are 
ojfferent from those in his section. 

Mr. LENROOT. I agree as to that. 
Mi·. STANFIELD. T-0 that _ tent, I think there are those 

who sub ribe to the interpretation sugg te<l b tbe Sena.to1·; 
but they do not \.ote simply for duties on tbe p1'0tluets of their 

.own secti<>ns ; they are bey0-nd voting merely .for protection for 
localities. 

Mr. LENROOT. But does the Senator think it is right for a 
Senator · if he believes a proposed duty involving another 
State than his own is too high that be should vote for that 
duty because he fears if he does n-0t there will be retaliatio?r 
upon him? 

Mr. STANFIELD. No; I do not believe that is rigl1t, ana: 
I do not believe that such a condition 11.S that exists here .at 
this time. 

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator has not been very familiar 
with the conditions in the Senate during the pa t few months 
if he does not know that condition does exist. 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I think, in all fairne -­
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis· 

consin yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
M1·. LENROOT. I yield. 
Mr. GOODING. I think, in all fairness, that the Senato-r 

onght to name those Senators who have tak,en that po itloo, 
and not make his -statement general. 

Mr. LENROOT. I am not going to name them. • 
lUr. GOODING. It ii!, I think, due to Senators here tbat the 

Senato1· from Wisconsin should give the names, becau e it 
seems to me that there has been one thing clearly demon­
strated here, and that is that there never has been any uncler· 
standing between what is called the tariff bloc -Of the 8enate 
and the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LENROOT. I am not charging that there has been any 
sueh agreement. 

Mr. GOODING. But it bas been charged u.pon this 1loor. 
Mr. LENROOT. I have not charged it. 
Mr. GOODING. It seems to me that time after tlme the 

votes have demonstrated that there 'is no truth in that chru·ge. 
Mr. LENROOT. I want to say that the Senator from Idaho 

is not one of the men to whom the statement I have made could 
possibly refei', because there has not been any duty which 
has been proposed during this entire debate that was too blgh 
to suit the Sena.tor from Idaho. 

1\fr. GOODING. Mr. President, I want to say in tbat respect 
that the Senator is entirely correct. 

Mr. LENROOT. Certainly; I knew I was correct. 
Mr. GOODING. I do not believe that, based on f-0rei1-'ll 

valuation, this bill is going to affor~ o far as that is con­
cerned, the degree of protection which should be afford d to 
some of the industries of this .country. 

Mr. LENROOT. I knew I was correct. 
~.fr. GOODING. The Senator is absolutely correct. 
Mr. LENROOT. So the Senator is completely ab olved fr m 

any possible imputation that he has been voting high duH s 
becau e he Wa.B afraid that he would not get the duties tbat l.le 
thought be ought to have in his own State. The sky is the limft 
for the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. President, I said to the Senator from ldaho that I ould 
.discuss to some extent ·what the cost of this duty would b to 
the consumer, and I am going to try to be extremely con er a­
tive. In tbe first place, the chairman of the ~romittee . tated 
"that the leather which is the product of bides now under con­
troversy only -entered into the soles and the heels of shoe . 
Mr. President, I can not put it in the RECORD, I am sorry to ay, 
but I hold in my hand something like a doz.en samples of leather 
that are the product of these hides. They are split leathNs 
in many cases. Here is a leather [exhibiting] which any Sena~ 
tor would be perfectly willing to buy and as to which he would 
make no complaint if he found that leather in a very expensi e 
shoe that be wore. It i not ti·ue that this kind of leather goes 
only into soles and heels; on the contrary, it is true as to 
practically all of the heavy working shoes used by the farmers 
of the United States in their daily work and by other lab ring 
men that the heels, the soles, the uppers, and all the re t of 
the shoe are made of the leather which is produced from tbe .. e 
hides. 

Let us see what tbe judgment ot the committee itself is upon 
the .question of the cost to the consumer by reason of this dutY. 
upon hides. For the purpose of this argument, Mr. Presi<l nt, 
J. am going to take the judgment of the Finance Committ:ee, and 
let us see where we will land. 

The Finance Committee, in the amendment that is pendin~, 
propo es that there shall be levied up-on boots and shoes, made 
wholly or in chief value at leather made of hides of cattle of 
the bovine species, a duty of 12 cents per pair. That is the 
judgment of the Fina.nee Committee as to the compensatory, 
duty tha.t must be allowed the mu:nuiactnrer of the shoe wher­
ever that shoe is made wholly of this ldnd of leatber--12 cents 
a pnir. The junior Senator fram No11:h Dakota [Mr. LADD], 



• 

1922. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENA:TE. 11119 
.in n speech made some time ag-0, very erroneously assumed 
that the compensatory duty that might be provided, whatever 
it was, would be the extra charge paid by the consumer. Of 
course, there is not a Senator but that knows that is not 
'true. Assuming the case of a heavy workman's shoe made 
altogether of this kind of leather, the committee says the manu­
facturer must have a compensatory duty of 12 cents a pair. 
IY ery well. Then the cost of that shoe to the manufacturer 
lJ.as been increased 12 cents, certainl~, on each pair. The 
manufacturer must have his profit, must he not? That 12 
cents a pair is a part of the manufacturer's cost of production. 
,What ls a reasonable profit for the manufacturer? I am 
going to be just as conservative in my estimates as one can 
possibly be, so that no Senator can rise upon this fioor and 
·say that I have placed my estimates too high. We will give 
the manufacturer a profit of 10 per cent. That would bring 
t}lis duty upon hides-1.2 plus 12-to 18.2 cents, would it not? 
Now we will assume that it does not go to a jobber at all­
~hich is not a fair assumption, but I am giving the estimate 
as low as it _possibly can be made-but it goes directly to the 
retailer. I think it is generally admitted that the retailer's 
margin will run around 50 per cent--not his profit, but his 
margin, out of which he has to pay all his overhead expense, 
the cost of .running his business, and his ·profit. Fifty per cent 
of 13.2 cents is 6.6 cents. That brings us up to 20 cents on a 
pair of these heavy, cheap workmen's shoes that. the farmer 
'uses and that the laboring man uses. I am sure no one will 
'"contend that that is .too high an estimate. 
' Mr. GOODING. Mr. tPresident--

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis­
COilBin yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. LENROOT. I do. 
Mr. GOODING. I am going to contend that it ls entirely 

too high. An addition of 50 per cent every time a merchant 
turns over a pair of shoes-and he turns over his capital in 
some cases, I think, several times a year-is entirely rtoo high. 
unreasonably high. It can be _properly called, in my estimation, 
profiteering. -. 

Mr. LEl'lROOT. Does the Senator say that the retailer does 
not mark up his ·goods 50 per cent? 

Mr. GOODING. I think in some cases he does; I think 
maybe that is true; and in some cases 100 per cent; and I 
notice that some of the department stores mark them up 3,000 
per cent. 

Mr. LENROOT. Who p~ys that-the collBumer? 
Mr. GOODING. I do not think there is any question of 

1 
doubt about the consumer paying .it; but you are ·not going to 
charge it up .to the farmer, are you? 

Mr. LENROOT. Who is talking about charging it up to the 
-farmer? I am talking about what this is costing the con­
sumer. 

lUr. GOODING. We are discussing .no.w the duty on hides. 
Mr. LENROOT. Yes; and I am talk1ng about what a duty 

on hides will cost the consumer. Does the Senator from Idaho 
' understand that? 

Mr. GOODING. Thoroughly. 
Mr. LENROOT. Very well. Does the Senato.r deny that 1t 

will cost the consumer at least 20 cents a pair? 
Mr. GOODING. I will agree .with the Senator that it may 

cost him that, but it ought not to; and if the Senate will do its 
1 
duty and stop profiteering in this country the consumers will 

,not have to pay the prices that they are paying for the necessi­
ties of life. 

l\Ir. Llll..~ROOT. The Senator can make himself a public 
benefactor, and monuments will be erected to his memory in 

:generations to come, if, after we Ji.ave concluded the .considera-
1 tion of this tariff bill, he can devise legislation and get it 
through the Congress of the United States that will stop 
profiteering in the United States. 

.Mr. GOODING. I will say to the Senator that I shall be 
,glad to help try, and I know I shall have the Senator's assist­
ance. 

l\Ir. LENROOT. The Senator certainly will. If he can de­
:vise a way to do it he will have my cordial cooperation. 

Mr. GOODING. I would suggest to the Senator that we 
start in and fill what penitentiaries we have in America, and 
'build a few more and fill them up, and we will stop it very 
quickly. 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes, Mr. President; but, unfortunately, 
Sena.tors can not fill penitentiaries. 

Mr. GOODING. They can make laws that will fill them. 
Mr. LENROOT. It requires juries .of the -United States, com­

r>osed of citizens of the United States, to find men guilty, be­
fo.i·e penitentiaries can be filled. 

Mr. President, I think it will have to be conceded, therefore, 
that the very least the consumer will have to pay upon a rough 
working shoe is 20 cents a pair by reason of this proposed duty 
upon hides. 

In the testimony of Mr. Frank B. McClain, vice president of 
the National Live Stock E.3:.change, Ohicago, he said: 

The 'Qllestion of a ta.r11r on hides not only has direct relation to the 
ranchman with hie tens of thousands of head of cattle, but, as well, 
has relation to the small farmer who keeps only one cow for hls family 
use. 

This gentleman, when he made that statement, spoke more 
truly than he realized. It has a relation to the farmer who has 
only one cow. It is the farmer who has only one cow that will 
contribute to the packers of the United States for this duty that 
is proposed upon hides. 

That is his relationship to it; and let us assume, Mr. Presi-

=\~~th~h~~~~ ~~~t;~~!~a.~ :r~J:: .!11:r;e~~ ~:: ~':: 
ator from North Dakota said that he expected that the benefit 
upon an average hide would be $1.20. Let us assume that. Let 
us assume that a farmer with a wife and five children does 
slaughter a cow, sells the hide, gets $1.20 more for it, and for 
that family of six he has to buy two pairs of heavy shoes a year 
or 12 pairs of shoes, that cost him 20 cents a pair more. For ~ 
benefit of $1.20, the amount by which yon increase the price of 
his hide, he has paid $2.40 in the increased price of his shoes; 
and that is a farmer, Mr. President, who, we assume, does have 
a hide to sell. What will you say of the millions who do not 
have a hide to sell? 

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President--
The PRESIDE.N"""T pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis­

consin yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 
Mr. LENROOT. I do. 
Mr. BURSUM. How does the Senator make out that tti.e 

average increase will be 20 cents a pairi 
Mr. I .. ENROOT. Was .the Senator in the Senate Ohamber 

when I wru stating how I arrived at that figure? 
Mr. BURSUM. Yes. 
Mr. LE~"'"ROOT If I did not make the Senator understand 

that, 1t would be hopeless for me to try to make him under­
stand it. 

Mr. _BURSUM. Certainly that would not hold good with 
children's shoes. The Senator knows very well that children's 
shoes and ladies' shoes are not, as a rule, made out of cowhide. 
There is very little of that class of material in th.at lkind of 
shoes ; and in the case of the .farmer who had a half dozen 
children, they -would not _likely be all grown-up men. If theY, 
were, they would probably be out at work for themselves. 

Mr. LENROOT. Is the Senator familiar with the committee 
.fUilendmen t? 

Mr. BURSUM. Reasonably so, I think. 
Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator know that the committee 

amendment reports a compensatory duty of 12 cents a pa.fr upon 
all shoes-men's, women's, and children's-made of leather from 
hides? 

l\.Ir. BURSUM. .I understand that thoroughly. 
l\1r. LENROOT. Does the Senator think the committee was 

wrong in reporting that duty? 
Mr. BURSUM. We have not gotten to that yet. It may be 

wrong, and it may not be wrong. Anyway, it does not neces­
sarily imply. that it would mean a raise of 12 cents. It does 
not necessarily imply that it would mean a raise of 20 cents. 
If we have competition in this country in the manufacture of 
these shoes the law of competition should apply, and if the 
shoes do not contain any of the leather contained in -coW'hides, 
why should they be entitled to a compensatory duty? 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator contend that the heavy 
working shoe, used by the mass of the people of this country, 
which the farmer uses in his dally work a.round the farm, is 
not made of this kind of leather? 

Mr. BURSUM. Some of them are; yes . 
.Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator say that the farmers 

of this country in their work upon the farm use shoes like the 
Senator wears? 

Mr. BURSUM. Well, we have different kinds of farmers. 
Mr. LENROOT. Yes; that is just the point, Mr. President. 

Wie have the Kind of farmer that may have a thousand head 
of cattle that wears shoes like the Senator from New Mexico 
and I wear all the time and buys only one or two pairs a year. 
Then we have the real farmer, who does the work himsel:l 
upon the farm, with his wife and five children, who may have 
one hide to sell during the year, but who has to buy .a dozen 
pairs of shoes during the year, most of them heavy shoes. 
Those are the two kinds of farmers we have. I am ratbe.r 
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looking out for the real farmer and not for the farmer that 
wears only the kind of shoes that the Senator from New 
Mexico speaks of. 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. LENROOT. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. GOODING. I do not understand that the committee 

amendment provides a duty of 12 cents a pair on all kinds 
of shoes. Does the Senator understand it that way? That 
is not the intention of the committee, I am quite sure. 

Mr. LENROOT. Twelve cents a pair on au shoes made of 
this kind of leather. 

l\fr. GOODING. Yes; of cowhide. 
Mr. LENROOT. I said that. 
Mr. GOODING. I did not understand the Senator to put 

it quite that clearly. 
Mr. LENROOT. If I did not, I beg the Senator's pardon. 
Mr. GOODING. Then the Senator figured it out on the basis 

of six in a family ; and, as has been well stated by the Senator 
from New Mexico [Mr. BURsUM], the wife, at least, on the 
farm will not wear cowhide shoes, nor the babies, nor the 
children. 

Mr. LENROOT. No part of the children's shoes is cowhide? 
Mr. GOODING. Possibly the heel. 
Mr. LENROOT. Well, there is no use in discussing it with 

my friend from Idaho. 
Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President--
Mr. LENROOT. I yield to the Senator from Oregon. 
Mr. STANFIELD. I should like to ask the Senator from 

Wisconsin if it is his idea that the manufacturer is going to 
attach the duty of 12 cents a pair on these shoes; and if so, 
how does he reconcile that with the statement he made a mo­
ment ago that our importations of shoes of that kind were 
negligible? 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I assume that when the Sen­
ate Finance Committee give a compensatory duty, as they did 
upon shoes, the assumption is that will be attached, because in 
so far as they are imported it must be attached, because it is a 
part of the cost. 

Mr. STANFIELD. But the importation is so small. 
Mr. LENROOT. Oh, no; the importation is not small. The 

importation is from 35 to 40 per cent of our whole consumption. 
Mr. STANFIELD. On the hides, yes; but I am speaking of 

tlie compensatory duty on shoes. Of course, the manufacturer 
will pass on the duty on hides. 

Mr. LENROOT. That is all the compensatory duty is for. 
Mr. STANFIELD. Yes; but the Senator added that to the 

duty on the hides-12 cents per pair. 
Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 
Mr. STANFIELD. It does not amount to that much. 
Mr. LENROOT. Then the committee is wrong if it does not. 

I am not. I am taking the judgment of the committee as to 
what the duty should be. 

l\lr. STANLEY. Mr. President, we can not hear the Senators. 
Mr. LENROOT. The Senator from Oregon says the actual 

compensatory duty does not amount to 12 cents a pair. I have 
said that I have tried to be so conservative that I have taken 
the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. STANFIELD. The chairman of the committee made the 
statement that it was 12 cents a pair on all shoes. 

Mr. LENROOT. Made altogether of this kind of leather. 
Mr. BURSUM. Made out of cowhide. 
Mr. LENROOT. Out of cowhide; yes. 
Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, I do not wish to ask a 

question, but I want to get this point clear, because I am fol­
lowing the Senator with a great deal of interest. As I under­
stand, this is a duty upon hides of the bovine species. It ap­
plies to a calfskin just as much as to a cowhide? 

Mr. LENROOT. No; I believe there has been a construction 
that it does not include calfskins. 

Mr. GOODING. Skins weighing less than 25 pounds are 
classed as calfskins and would not be dutiable under this act. 

:Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, a calfskin is not known as a 
hide, but as a calfskin. 

I see that my time has almost expired. I feel very deeply 
upon this. I believe that this duty, if it is carried into this 
bill, will injure every farmer in the United States, except pos­
sibly the man who has immense herds of cattle. That is the 
only class of people it can possibly benefit, and the benefits even 
to that class are doubtful in the extreme. So far as 99 per 
cent of the farmers of the United States are concerned, if this 
tariff on hides is carried into the law it will, in my judgment, 
cost them each year more than twice as much as any possible 
benefit they may receive from this tariff, and therefore I shall 
vote against the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as a protectionist I am in favor 
of protection without any regard to locality whatever, and I 
certainly should not attribute to any of my fellow Senators 
any desire to sacrifice one part of the country to another, be­
cause I have no desire myself for anything of that kind. But 
this question that is before us to-day is one affecting a great 
national industry. Cattle are not raised alone on the great 
ranges of the West; they are raised also by farmers who are 
scattered from the Atlantic to the Pacific. Boots and shoes are 
worn by everybody. Therefore the question involved here is as 
extensive as the boundaries of the Nation. 

Everyone who has ever given any attention to a tariff, whether 
it is a tariff for revenue only with incidental protection, or a 
protective tariff with incidental revenue, knows that there iS 
a frequent interlocking and crossing of different products; that 
is, that the finished product of one producer may well be the 
basic material of another producer. I think I may say that it 
is obvious, and must be accepted by everybody, that if you 
leave the most highly finished article in any industry free of 
duty, and impose a duty on the basic material used in that in­
dustry, the days of that industry are numbered. It will be 
taxed out of existence, and I do not know that anybody ever 
proposes that. 

There are other cases which are more difficult, cases in which 
the finished product, the highest product, has a protection by 
duties, and must have protection if it is to compete, under the 
American scale of wages, with the foreign manufacturer, and 
not infrequently those industries feel that the basic materials 
which they are obliged to buy ought to come in witbout duty. 
That has always seemed to me an illogical and unfair propo­
sition, though I think it has come before all of us many times 
in our experiences. 

Then there is the third situation, where the maker of the 
most highly finished product in the industry is entirely content 
that his product should receive no protection at all, provided 
he can have his basic material free of duty. I think that is 
both a logical and a reasonable proposition. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] stated that the 
other day very tersely in speaking of newsprint paper, that as 
the manufacturer of newsprint had no protective duty he came 
within the general class of industries making highly finished 
products, which asked for no protection themselves, and there­
fore were entitled to be relieved of duties on the basic mate­
rials of their industry. 

The basic material of an industry-for, strictly speaking, 
there is no such thing as a raw material-is one man's finished 
product which is used by another man in a much more highly 
manufactured product; but where the makers of the highest 
product of the industry, as I have said, are willing and con­
tent to have their production unprotected by duties, I think 
they are entitled to have their basic materials free. 

A manufacturer has no right to ask that everything that goes 
out of his factory shall be protected and that nothing that comes 
into it should bear a duty, but the man who is willing, as the 
maker of the highest product, to say, "All that goes out of my 
factory may go out unprotected by tariff duties, and I ask that 
everything that comes into it may also be unprotected by tariff 
duties," makes a fair proposition, and that is the case we are 
now discussing in regard to hides. 

If I thought that a duty on hides would be of any material 
benefit to the farmer I should be very slow and very reluctant 
to refuse to impose a duty ; but hides are a by-product. Cattle 
are not raised for their hides, and it is difficult for me to see 
how the farmer can get any benefit from a duty on hides. The 
statement of the Farm Bureau Federation which has been read 
here concludes by giving the reasons, and then says, "There­
fore we believe that hides, leather, and leather products should 
remain on the free list," is pretty good testimony as to the 
feeling of the farmers. The farmers in my State, of course, 
are all small farmers. We have dairy farms and what are 
called truck farms. I have yet to hear a suggestion from one 
of them that they desire a duty on hides or that they think 
there is any benefit to them in it. 

Cattle are sold by weight. The hide, I believe, is about 6! 
per cent of the total weight of the animal. The average farmer 
would get nothing, and the small farmers, perhaps with only 
two or three cows each, would in the aggregate probably have 
more cattle than all the great cattle raisers in the country. 

Who would get the benefit of the duty, if there is a benefit 
Jn it? Obviously it would come to those persons who possess 
the hides after they have been taken from the dead animals. 
So far as I can learn, the large majority of those hides pass 
into the hands of the packers. Those engaged in the next 
stage of the industry are the heavy leather tanners, and I 
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.judge of what their feeling is about it by the statement they 
have made in their brief here signed by 40 great firms,. which 
is as follows : 

The American t anner belteves t bat the reciprocal duty should be 
'Placed on leather to protect against the dumping of' foreign leathe-r 

1'JD this counh-y, but so absolutely essentlal does the independent tanner 
regard free hides as necessary to b1s continued existence, that t~ 
continue to have free bides he wjll accept tree leather. 

He wcmld rather have the danger and risk which come from 
·having free hides than to take the certainty of loss Which he 
see in the other direction, and he feels also that he would be 
peprived not only of the control ot the domestic hides, which 
has already passed to the packers, but he would likewise be 
oeprived of any relief such us he can get from the imported 
bides. 

The hide passes from the tanner int.o very many articles 
which are made from leather, but chiefly into boots and shoes. 
The manufacture of boots and shoes happens to be a very large 
industry in my State and in some of the other New England 
State . It is also a very large industry in New York. It is 
not confined to the East at all. I think the third State in the 
man"Ufacture of boots and shoes ls Missouri, which produces 
about 109,000,000 pairs annually. It is an industry which 
has spread halfWay across the continent. 

I am not going to waste time going over 'the number o:f 
people employed, b11t1 as a rule, a shoe factory is a small fac­
tory. They are not great concems. Most of them have very 
moderate capital, and there are no combinations among them. 
The numbe-r of operatives employed is very large. 

I will also say, in passing, as I am speaking of the cbar­
ficter o! these factori.es, that in a somewhat varied experience 
of tarUf making this is the only industry frotn which I ha'V'e 
received strong re"Solutions in regard to the effect of the taritr 
from the men who work at the bench, and those so engaged in 
thi. industry have appealed to me in. regard to this matter of 
a duty on hides even more than the manufacturers have. They 
feel keenly the importance of this duty and the injury it would 
be to them if impo ed. 

Now, let me say tcrrther that we import, I think, about one­
third of the hides used ln the country, a very large amount. 
It was stated to-day by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
McCmrnERJ-1 do not think tbis is at all an essential part, be­
cause I think the subject is too serious to be decided by the 
amount of revenue-that the am.011nt ot revenue to be derived 
:from the importation of hides would be about $15,000,000. I 
'find that in 1920 the number of dried hides imported, which 
would bear a 4 per cent duty, were 59,000,000 pounds, in round 
numbers, and the green hides, whiCh would bear a 2 per cent 
duty, were 216,000,000 pounds, in round numbers. Upon that 
ba is the total re-veune would be $6,680,000. That would be 
the revenue if we had next year the imports that we had in 

11920. 
Taking the actual figures for the first nine months of 

1921 and estimating the remaining three months on the aver­
age, there were 12,000,000 pounds o:f dried hides imported, 

which, with a 4 per cent duty, would yield $497,000. There 
were 111,000,000 pounds of gref'n hides, which wo-uld yield 
$8,430,000, and the total revenue would thus be $3,927,000. So 
that the revenue is by no means as serious as the Senator from 
North Dakota seemed to think. 

It is also to be noted that the price of hides fluctuates enor­
mously because, owing to the imports of 30 per cent, the domestic 
prices are affected by the world's price. I have here a ;'able 
which I have had prepared, very simple in: its nature, showing 
the price of hides running from April, 1921, to July, 1922. I 
Wish I might have it printed, because, like all graphic pre­
sentations, it is illuminating. The cattle and beef prices are 
shown to run almost together, the fluctuations being very simi­
la.r and quite moderate in range. When we come to hides 
there are enormous variations, showing a very great :fluctuation 
in the prices of hides and that they are not governed by the 
price alone in this country. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The price of hides is not governed by 
the price of cattle, I ma-y suggest to the Sena.tor. 

Mr. LODGE. That is very true. It is shown that the price 
of hides is not governed by the price of cattle or by the price 
of beef. They have another and different range of prices which 
is all their own. 

Now I have gone as far a.s the maker of the boots and shoes, 
which are the principal leather product. I have shown what 
can be said in one word, that they are all content that there 
should. be no protective duty- on their products at all, but they 
ask in return that the principal basic material of their industry 
shall come to them free. We are unable to supply them from 
our own resources. We must buy hides in order to maintain 
the industry which produces $501,000,000 worth of boots and 
shoes in a year. 

Now I go a step :further, to the consumer of boots and shoes. 
The consumer of boot.a and shoes, of course, lives all over the 
country and 1n every part of it. I think we may say as Ameri­
cans' tb.at the habit of wearing boots and shoes ls almost univer­
sal in this country. I was anxious to see what part of the 
leather which is used for boots and shoes or for footwear 
would come from hides a.ttected by this duty or .:from other 
hides. I have here certain figures in that regard, the best I 
could get, made up by the tanners' council in June, 1922. Ot 
course thE:y can show, with more accuracy than anybody else, 
what their own production is. Of the heavy cowhide upper 
leather there were 163,000,000 feet; cowhide patent sides, 38,-
000,000 feet; calf kins, 59,000,000 feet ; kip and veal, 23,000,000 
feet; kid and goat, 112,000,000 feet. I have g:iven only the 
round figures. Then they give the exports, which I shall not 
repeat. One hundred and fifty-seven million :feet of heavy cow­
hide upl)er leather is used. in the United States and will produce 
in round numbers 63,000,000 pairs of shoes. Of the cowhide 
patent sides, 86,000,000 feet used in the United States will pro­
duce 13,000,000 pairs of shoes. In an, tbis would mean 76,-
319,000 pairs of shoes. The calfskin, kip and veal, kid and goat 
produced altogether only 58,000,000 pairs of shoes. 

The fieoUres in detail are as follows : 

Btatem~ Bllowfng production, ezporu, anlf consumpti1m of leather an4 hidu. 

(From the Tanners' Council, June, 1922.J 

Leather and hides. Quantity. Foot. Foot 
exported. Used ln United States. Pairs of 

shoes. 

Heavy cowhide, upJ>er leather ••••••••••..•• S,185,581 sides, average 20 feet._....... 163, 711,620 5, SM, 445 157~857i75 feet will pTodt1C8 ••••••••••• 
'Cowhide, patent sides···········-····--··· 2,380,691 sides, average 16 feet......... 88,091,056 11, 738,674 36,o52,.->82 feet will produce •• ·-··--·-· 

63, 142,870 
13,176,191 

Total. ....................... ·-· .................................. ·- ••...••...•...••.....•.••.•...•..•.••.•.•••••..••••••••••••.••.••••.•••... : •• ·-·. 76,319,061 

16,~~535 Ce:ifskins ..•••••••••••••••••••••••• ~···-···· 5,993,630 skins, average IO feet •. ·••·•••· 59,936,300 } 10 915 702 72620 488 feet will produce {. 
•Kip and veal.·-················~----·-·~ 1,811,105 skins, average 18 feet......... 23,599, 890 / , • / ·······-···· 
.Kid and goat ••••• ··-··-····-···-·-······ 24,948,400,Ski.nS, average~ feet........ 112, 268, 110. 5 21,573,Mg 00,694/161.5 feet will prdduce ······-·· 

6, la't, 347 
36,277,824 

«'otaJ. •••• ~-···-··-······. ·--·· .,. •••••••• -···-·-···· ~-···· ••••••••••••••• - -···· •••• --- ••••• ·-· .......... •••••••• •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ··-·. 58,_ 668, 706 

131',9ffl, 761 Grand total. •••.•.••..•••. -····~··-···--····-····--········--··········--···········--······-·····-·-··--· ·······················••··--······~··· 

Mr. MoCUMBER. Mr. President, will the Senator inform 
nie whether the figures he has quoted of the importations of the 
-cowhides mean that all of those went into the manufacture of 
shoes? 

Mr. LODGE. Thes-e are not imPortations. 
Mr. McCIDIBER. They are 'figures of production? 
Mr. LODGE. The production of the tanners in the United 

States. 
Mr. McOUMBER. What proportion of those went into the 

manufacture of shoes, I mean? Of course, we have co"Vers for 
automobiles and many other things in which we use the split 
leather. 

Mr. LODGE. Oertatnly. They are giving only the amouhts 
of shoe leather of the different grades. If the Senator wants 
more details, I shall give the exact figures from one of the 
biggest factories in the country. 

Mr. McOUMBER. The det.ails, if the Senator will allow me, 
do not explain 1t very well to us. 

Mr, LODGE. They give the proportion of leather used for 
shoes. Now, I may show from a practical case just what pro-
1>ortion they do UBe in the shoes. I intend to give that with 
refeTence only to one great manufacturing company. 

Mr. ~ioCUMBER. When the Senator gives that, I should 
like t~_.as~ him ~n ~xplanatory question. 
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Mr. LODGE. I quote now from a letter which was given to 
me, signed by Mr. F. C. Rand, of the International Shoe Co., of 
St. Louis, in reply to a letter from a friend of mine, as follows: 

As you know, our company manufactures a general line of shoes, 
both dress and work shoes for men, boys, women, girls, and children. 
Our production is probably the most representative in America to meet 
the universal demand and consumption of shoes. . 

We are operating a large number of factories and seven tanner1~s, 
three of which are upper leather, four sole leather. These tanneries 
are operated exclusively on cowhides. 

Based on our actual upper-leather requirements for last week, which 
was a normal week with all of our factories in operation, our censump­
tion of upper leather was as follows: Cowhides (sides), 53 per cent; 
all other upper leathers 47 per cent. 

Estimating that outsoies, insoles, counters, heels, etc., would require 
footage equal to that consumed in uppers, the percentage of shoes made 
!rom cow and steer hides, or cattle hides weighing more than 25 
pounds, would be approximately : Cowhides, 77 per cent; all other 
leathers, 23 per cent. 

That is the proportion in the use of cowhides and the other 
skins and hides in the boot and shoe industry. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That would carry the idea, if the Senator 
will allow me, that of a given number of feet of cowhides only 
a certain number go into the manufacture of shoes. Now, the 
Senator knows, as I do, that the cowhide is split into one or two 
parts, and in the uppers, instead of there being a duty of so 
much per pound, if it is cut in three parts or. split into three 
parts, the duty in fact would be only equivalent to one-third 
upon the split leather that goes into the uppers. I am informed 
by the experts that not to exceed 10 per cent of the uppers are 
of the full thickness of the cowhide. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, the principal use of the heavy hides 
is in the soles and heels, but a major proportion of the uppers 
are made also from cowhide. I did not say the full duty on the 
cowhide must be assessed on the split portions. I know very 
well that the duty is assessed on the entire hide. 

As to the figures which I have given from the tanners• coun­
cil they simply classify as to the number of pairs of shoes that 
their tannery output would produce and give substantially the 
same proportion that is given here. The author of the letter, 
Mr. Rand, from whom I have quoted, ls an actual and very large 
manufacturer. He uses in the manufacture of the most varied 
products of shoes of all kinds 77 per cent of cowhide to 23 per 
cent of all other leathers. Therefore, the principal leather used 
in the manufacture of boots and shoes was what the bill terms 
" bovine hides." 

Of course, if the duty goes on the hide there must be a com­
pensatory duty, and the Committee on Finance have admitted 
that. They have made a very elaborate and, I have no doubt, 
very carefully prepared schedule of duties on the manufactured 
article. If the hide duty goes on it is only the fairest and 
simplest justice, unless we wish to destroy this great industry, 
that those who make the shoes and boots and the other articles 
of leather should have a compensatory duty. Of course, the 
Committee on Finance have recognized that principle. As tariff 
experts they know a great deal about it, and they see that must 
be done. They have given on shoes, as the Senator from Wis­
consin pointed out, 12 cents a pair, which is a compensatory 
duty, and 5 per cent, which is a very moderate protective duty 
under the circumstances. 

I do not need to go into the other question. If we are going 
to put a duty on hides, it would not be of any benefit to those 
who seek it if we by so doing did not raise the price of the 
hides. If we thus raise the price of hides, we must expect to 
add the compensatory duty upon the boots and shoes and all 
other manufactures of leather. 

Mr. President, to come back to where I started. When the 
workers in an industry, which includes not only the boot and 
shoe makers and other workers in leather but also the tanners, 
who fill the intervening stage, when all these people so deeply 
interested think it more important to their industry than any 
protection they can receive to have their basic material free, 
I think they are entitled to have it free. 

We are the master makers of boots and shoes in the world. 
We have a great export trade, the amount of which I have 
roughly figured here, amounting to $30,000,000 a year in boots 
and shoes. The importation is trivial. I think it ls only some 
$400,000. Of course, if the basic material of the shoemakers is 
increased In value their product will also be increased in value, 
and they will suffer both in the market of the world, where the 
competition is keen, but we shall also endanger the great export 
trade. They will suffer, too, from the fact that the duty will 
tend to drive the foreign hides away from this country and give 
better opportunity for competition to the makers of boots and 
shoes and other leather products elsewhere. 

Mr. President, the key of this whole situation, to my mind, 
speaking as a protectionist, is that this great industry asks no 
protection; it asks no duties; it asks no favors; but asks only 

to be allowed to buy its basic material in the open markets ot 
the world. Those who tan the leather and perform that es­
sential part in the production of leather work of all kinds also 
ask to have this market in order that they may not be driven 
out of business and completely absorbed by the packers, who 
necessarily have the greatest supply of hides and who inevitably 
will benefit by the proposed duty more than will anybody else. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I have understood that the 
slogan of the shoe manufacturers of the country is " Free hides, 
free leather, and free shoes!' I believe they are right; I be­
lieve in their slogan. I am going to vote for free hide and 
free leather and free shoes. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LonoE] bas 
pointed out the extent of this industry in Massachusetts. In 
the manufacture of shoes Massachusetts leads the country. 
There are several other States whose shoe industry exceeds 
that of Ohio, but it is a very substantial industry also in Ohio, 
and it means a vast deal to the 6,000,000 people who live in 
that State. The people of Ohio are very greatly exercised about 
this matter. I have here, though I am not going to take time 
to refer to them, probably 150 letters, most of them from retail 
shoe dealers, and, with all due respect to the fine mathematical 
analysis which has been made by members of the Finance Com­
mittee touching the effect of this tariff on hides on the manu­
factured product, I am prone to believe that the retailers of 
Ohio also know something about that subject. 

There has been this peculiar condition affecting the shoe 
trade in Ohio and elsewhere. Everyone recognizes that, due 
to the war, hides were bought in vast quantities by the manu­
facturers and the tanners, and, I think, by the Government as 
well. In any event, great purchases were made due to war 
conditions. These purchases abnormally increased the price 
of the hides and the price of shoes. When the reduction in the 
price of hides came, of course that could not be transferred im· 
mediately to the leather which bad already been manufactured 
or to the shoes which had already been manufactmed. The 
retail establishments were filled with high-priced shoes at the 
time when these reductions in the price of b ides took place. 
Prices of shoes kept up. It may be that they were kept up 
unduly, but I personally know, from conversations with many 
of the retail dealers, that they deplored the high prices of shoes. 
Bankruptcy confronted them if prices were reduced to ·nor­
malcy at once. 

I know, too, that for months past, if not for a year past, 
efforts have been made to reduce these prices. Now comes an 
effort to increase the duty on hides, to increase the duty on 
manufactured leather and on shoes. What effect is it going to 
have on the price of shoes generally throughout the country? 
I have no doubt that the increase in price of shoes, due to these 
tariff duties, is going to be very substantial ; and where is it 
going if the duty of 2 cents is imposed on rawhides or 4 cents 
on dried hides? The Summary· of Tariff Information, which 
we have before us, indicates the yearly production of hides in 
this country to be about 12,000,000 hides annually. 

Mr. BURSUM. Twelve million hides? 
Mr. POMERENE. Yes. 
Mr. BURSUM. The hides produced annually amount to 

nearly 800,000.000 pounds. 
·Mr. POMERENE. I am spe~king of the bides; I will get to 

what the Senator suggests -in a moment. These hides average 
about 50 pounds per hide, which means about 600,000,000 
pounds of hides produced in this country each year. At 2 cents 
a pound, that means $12,000,000 increase on hides alone. The 
same authority tells us that about 60 per cent of the hides pro­
duced in this country are produced by the packers; so that 
$7,200,000 of this duty which we are placing upon hides is going 
directly to the packers as the principal beneficiaries of it. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. STANFIELD. I should like to ask the Senator if the 

farmer, and not the packer, is not the real producer of the 
hides? The packer is simply interested in their conversion as a 
by-product. 

Mr. POMERENE. Oh, Mr. President, who is producing the 
hides for the sake of the hides? What farmer is? Who iS 
benefited by it? Who when he raises his steer and slaughters 
it is thinking of the price that be is going to get for the hide? 
Who is thinking of the tariff on the hair that is on the hide? 
The packers are very greatly interested. The farmer who may 
have one or two hides a year is only incidentally interested, it 
he is not wholly indifferent to the subject. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Surely the Senator understands that 
every day the live-stock market is made up from the reports of 
the hide market and the drE>.ssed-meat mrn·ket and other b7-
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products markets of the beef animal and the probable effect of 
the available supply of animals offered for slaughter. 

l\.lr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I understand the position 
of the Senator, and, with all due respect, I do not think the 
Senator is interested in the average farmer. 

Mr. SThNFIELD. I must take exception to that statement, 
because I most assuredly am. Even from the standpoint of my 
own welfare I am interested in the farmer, because that is my 
principal business. 

Mr. POMERENE. I think that is true. However, every time 
the tariff comes up here there is something said in behalf of 
the farmer and the little fellow back in the country, but no 
account is taken of the shoes that his family wear; that is not 
thought of. The farmer thinks more about the price of shoes 
than he does about the hide. 

The Senator from Wisconsin has shown that one of the great 
national farm organizations is in favor of free hides. That is 
also my information. And, Mr. President, one of the members 
of the Finance Committee has suggested that there could not be 
possibly an increase of more than 6 or 7 cents per pair of 
shoes due to this duty. I know that is the method of calcula­
tion when we try to show the infinitesimal effect of some tariff 
duties that can not be otherwise defended; but everyone knows 
that a tariff on hides is only a part of the initial cost, and 
that every time the hide changes hands, from the raw material 
to the finished product, the cost is pyramided the same as any 
other cost. 

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President--
Mr. POMERENE. I will yield in a moment. 
Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin has pointed out 

what this increase means. There is a duty of 12 cents per 
pair provided in the pending amendment on the finished prod­
uct, and 5 per cent ad valorem on all shoes made out of the 
hides of cattle of the bovine species, and on " all other boots 
and shoes, made wholly or in chief value of leather, not 
specially provided for, 6 cents per pair." 

I am not prepared with the figures to say just how many 
pairs are produced. I feel perfectly clear that there are con­
sumed by the people of this country at least two pairs of shoes 
per year, and many who are doing heavy work out in the fields, 
on the highways, and in the factories are obliged to buy more 
than two pair of shoes per year. The school children in their 
play wear out often more than two pairs per year. Assume, 
for the sake of the argument, that the average increase is only 
12 cents a pair; in the State of Ohio we have about 6,000,000 
people, and two pairs per man, woman, and child would make 
12,000,000 pairs, and 12 cents per pair would mean $1,440,000 
increase in the shoe bill of the State of Ohio alone. 

I wish I were able to understand what this modern Repub­
lican theory of a protective tarifi' is. I confess that I am not 
able to understand it. I thought when I came to the Senate 
that I understood what the fathers of protection claimed for it. 
The lamented McKinley, whose name is attached to one of the 
great tariff bills of the country, was the prince of protection­
ists in his time. Secretary James G. Blaine was a Republican 
and a protectionist; and yet, when the McKinley bill was be­
fore the Congress and William McKinley was chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee and James G. Blaine was Secre­
tary of State, under date of April 10, 1890, he wrote this letter: 

DEAR MR. McKINLEY : It ls a great mistake to take hides from the 
free list, where they have been for so many years. It is a slap in the 
face to the South Americans, with whom we are trying to enlarge our 
trade. It will benefit the farmer by adding 5 to 8 per cent to the 
price of his children's shoes. It will yield a profit to the butcher 
only, the last man that needs it. The movement is injudicious from 
beginning to end, in every form and phase. Pray stop it before it 
sees light. Such movements as this for protection will protect the 
Republican Party into a speedy retirement. 

Yours hastily, JAMES G. BLAINE. 

Mr. President, other bills have been passed by Republicans 
and by Democrats alike, when in control, placing hides and the 
finished leather products. such as shoes, on the free list. Now, 
it comes to the point where, no matter what the effect may be 
upon world trade or upon our manufacturers here in this coun­
try or upon the consumers in this country, we are going to have 
these extraordinarily high protective rates placed upon the 
statute books. In the language of at least one Senator, and I 
think-I hope, at least-he stands alone upon this subject, he 
would place the tariff wall so high that no goods of any kind 
could get into this country. 

With a billion and a half to two billions of surplus farm 
products seeking a world market each year, with two and a half 
to three and four billions of surplus manufactured prod11cts 
seeking the foreign markets of the world, think what the effect 
will be if we are to adopt a tariff so high that no one can 
trade with us. Wbat is the effect going to be? We speak of 
low prices of farm products. If this kind of a theory Is to be 

carried out we will drive the price of farm products lower than 
they ever were before because we will not be able to find a 
market for our surplus. 

Mr. President, if the farmer were producing hides as a prin· 
cipal business I could understand how some defense could be 
made of this tariff duty on hides; but that is not the situation. 
The farmer, when be kills a steer on his farm, does it for the 
meat that it produces, not for the hide. I am not suggesting 
that he is not .entitled to a reasonable price for the hide. He 
is, and I want him to have it; but when it comes to a point 
where for the benefit prjncipally of the packers of the country 
we levy a duty which gives them $7,200,000 out of $12,000,000 
increase in price, ·I think it is time that we pause. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. POMERENE. I yield. 
Mr. STANFIELD. In the opinion of the Senator, will the 

duty on hides be a benefit or a disadvantage to the South 
American holder of hides? 

Mr. POMERENE. If the South American hides can be 
brought into this country he gets the benefit of the market ; the 
tanner gets the benefit of it; the shoe manufacturer gets the 
benefit of it ; the consumer gets the benefit of it. Only about 60 
per cent of the hides which we consume in this country are pro­
duced in this country. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I am referring to the South American 
hides. 

Mr. POMERENE. Oh, yes; there will be some incidental 
benefit, and there will be a benefit to us when we can sell our 
shoes in the South American trade. 

Mr. STANFIELD. My question was, Will the tariff be a 
benefit to the owner of the South American hides before they 
enter this country? 

Mr. P-OMERENE. The Senator means the tariff that is 
placed on hides here? 

Mr. STANFIELD. If it shall be placed, yes; will it be ·bene­
ficial or detrimental? 

Mr. POMERE:NE. Why, of course, it. is not going to benefit 
him. 

l\Ir. STANFIELD. It is going to be detrimental to him, then? 
Mr. POMERENE. To some extent, possibly. In other words, 

to the extent that a tariff duty is placed upon the importation 
of hides it is going to contract bis market. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, undoubtedly the Senator 
from Ohio is aware ·that the output of South American hides is 
controlled by the great American packers that he maintains are 
instrumental in having this duty placed upon hides. 

Mr. POMERENE. Oh, now, the Senator is in love with the 
packer, and he is passing a law here which is for his benefit 
directly and for the benefit of the other man only indirectly. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I am attempting to show that the Senator 
from Ohio is not consistent in his arguments here. 

Mr. POMERENE. It ls the Senator from Oregon who is not 
consistent. 

Mr. STANFIELD. On the one hand, the Senator from Ohio 
says the duty is detrimental to him. I say that he controls 
the South American hides, and I want to say to the Senator 
and to the other Members of the Senate that if there is any 
man in America who wants free hides it is the packer who 
wants free hides. There is a reason why he should want them, 
and that is the reason, and I say that the arguments of the 
Senator from Ohio are inconsistent. 

Mr. PO}\:IERENE._ And the Senator from Oregon wants to 
place a duty of 2 cents per green pound of hides on the 60 
per cent of the 12,000,000 hides that are produced by the 
packer in this country; but he keeps that argument ln the 
background. because Jt would not be consistent with his posi­
tion that he loves the dear farmer, and wants this duty for the 
benefit of the dear farmer. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President--
.Tbe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Ohio further yield to the Senator ffrom Oregon? 
Mr. POMERENE. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. STANFIELD. The Senator from Oregon maintains that 

the beef market or the live-stock market changes as the bide 
market and as the skin market in the United States change. 
I maintain that the difference in the price of hides is passed 
on to the grower of the live stock. I do not agree with the 
Senator from Ohio that the hide is the product of the packer. 
It is the product of the Uve-stock producer. The packer, the 
very man that the Senator says wants it, I know does not want -
it. I know that he wants free hides, because he controls the 
world's_ output of hides. That is why he wP.nts free hi<les. 
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Mr. W AIJSH of Massachusetts and Mr. STANLEY addressed 
the Ohair. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield ; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. POMERENE. I yield !first to the 'Senator from Massa­
chusetts. 

1\Ir. WALSH of MassaChusetts. Mr. President, when I was 
addre ing the Senate a short time ago the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. GOODING] intel'rupted me and challenged the asser­
tion I made that the packers were importing hides 'from 
South '.America. I said they were importing them in substantial 
quantities. He said that was not -so; ·that they are importing 
very, very few hides. His C01'rection was a prop~r one, be­
cause the importation of hides from South America by the 
packers is Yery insignificant. The tanners of America to-day 
are buying their hides not from packers but from all over 
the world and from independent concerns other than the South 
American 1lackers-; so that the packers of ·south America are 
importing very :few hides. My .authority is the Senator from 
Idaho [l\Ir. GooDING], also the experts ·of the .Tariff Commission, 
whom I only yesterday asked to J.ook up this matter, .and also 
manufacturers who have made a survey of the question. So 
that the Senator from Oregon finds himself alone in that propo­
sition. 

Jr. STANFIELD. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does ·the Senator from 

Ohio yield to tlie Senator from Oregon? 
l\lr. POMERENE. First, I ought to yield to the Senator 

from Kentucky. 1 will yield to the Senator from Oregon in a 
.moment. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. PresWent, .in the light of the investl­
rgation which was made by the Federal Tr:a<l:e Commission, 
their weeping ,finding, and the statement umversally made 
on the floor of the Senate when the packers' bill was up-­
a bill which I •did -oot support-an assertion now. that the 
packers would not get the benefit of any accretion in the

1 -value of hides is utterly untenable. rt would be just as sensible 
to attempt to benefit the pork raiser by putting a tax on 

·bristles as to attempt to .pass this benefit through the packers 
to the raiser of beef. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr . .President---
Tlle PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Idah-0? 
l\lr. POMERENE. I 1lrst yield to the Sena.tor from Oregon ; 

· then J: will yield to the Senator from Idaho. 
Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, for the -enlightenment of 

t.lle Senator from Massachusetts, as well as the Senator from 
Ollio, I want to say that it ls a well-known fact that the 

1.American ·packers control the slaughtering business of South 
'America, and largely control that i0f Australia. It is a matter 
of c mmon knowledge. 

l\fr. w AL"SH of Massachusetts. They do not import hides in 
large quantities. J think the Senator from Idaho [Mr. GOOD­
ING] will agree with me in that statement. I ask him now if 
be did not say to me to-day on the floor that the importation of 
hides by the packe1:s was insignificant? 

l\'fr. GOODING. I understand that the )Jackers do not im­
;port any hides. .That is my information. At least, I have that 
·.1nfo:rmation trom 111anufacturers and other 'Sources. 
, 1\fr. STANFIELD. I think the Senator from Idaho will 
admit that they control the hides of South .America, because 
'they do the slaughtering in South .America. That is generally 
'well known. · 

Mr. POMERElNE. We will allow the two great pr~tectionists 
of tlle -Senate to settle their differences upon that subject. I 
rield netw to the senior Senator from Idaho. 

·Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, yesterday I received a letter 
from a very large farmer in my State, part of which . I had 
.intended :to read 11.J:l some remarks that l .intended to make 
myself; but will the Senator permit me, in connection with this 
question, to read a paragraph from that letter? 

Mr. POMERENE. I shall be very glad to yield to the Sen­
ator for that purpose. 

l\Ir. BORAH. He says: 
It s ems to us ftermers "Who Teally farm that we -are paying too 

murh ifor the llrotectlon we are g ttlng in the ta.rlfr bill you fellows 
arP l!3ssing. I can explain by the <tarUl' on bides. We .did not think 
vou folks wonld be ignorant of how that "tar11f wouia -work. The real 
farmer will "Dever get any benefit from tba:t outy. The "fell<>ws .at 
C'biaago a o'l . Oma.ha either skin the steer or skin the fellow who does 
skin him. They are the on s who take off the hides, and they control 

thJ Pi:-~~·~ ~~1 1~\~~g ~d~~ cattle ·t<n· 80 years. I am not &11 expert, 
hr an e J know the faets; but when it comei:; to the. I ather and shoes, 
thPn w will feel the effect of the duty. ThPy will charge us more 
for i;,hoes nnd tell us, whether it is true or not, that "it 'is because 

';vou tarmers ·would have a duty qn ll1des'''-a duty which does not 
help us. We would rather not gtve the shoe people an excu~ for 
charging us .more for our shoes, and leave o1r the dutv on hides. .It is 
all bunk. It does not help 'the fannel". 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I assume from what the 
Senator's correspondent says that the letter was written by a 
farmer who farms a farm, and not by a farmer who farms 
farmers. 

Mr. BORAH. This man has been a farmer, to my know}.. 
edge, for .a good many years, and farms a farm. 

Mr. POMERENE. He has evidently learned in the school ot 
experience. 

Mr. STANFIELD. He may be a f1·ee trader. 
MT. POMERENE. He may not be a protectionist. He may 

be midway between the two ; but I do not understand that the 
aints a.re all limited to those who believe in sky-high ..rates of 

duty. Neither do I think the sinners .are all in that crowd who 
believe in a moderate tariff. I do not think that either side 
has a monopoly of wisdom or a monopoly of patriotism. 

Mr. President, I w.as informed just a few minutes ago that 
it appeared in these investigations that the packers in the 
country had in stock a very large quantity of hides. Of course, 
if we place this duty upon the importation of hides the packers 
are goillg to be the beneficiaries, not only on account of the 
increased price of the hides they will produce hereafter but 
on this great stock of hides they now have in their posses ion. 
But I guess I should not even refer to that, becau e this duty 
is for the interest of the farmers! 

For the reasons thus stated, I am unalterably oppo ed to this 
duty upon hides . 

. Mr. STANLEY. .Mr. President, I fear the Senator .from Wis­
consin [Mr. LENROOT] did the Senator from ~dano [Mr. Goon­
.ING] a gl.'ievous injustice. He said the Senator from . Idaho 
.never got a dnty high enough. I was surprised to see, in as 
dependable a paper as the New York trimes of August 9, that 
the Senator from Idaho had voted for free white arsenic. I 
ceuld hardly believe my eyes. 

Mr. GOODING. -The Senator need not believe his eyes, if 
he thinks it was the junior Senator .from Idaho who voted for 
.free arsenic. I did not . 

.M:r. STANLEY. I could not believe it when I read it in 
the ,paper, -hut it is here. 

J\.lr. GOODING. .The Senator can be assured that I did not 
vote for free arsenic. 

:Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. .The Senator from Kentucky 
owes an apology to the Senator from lda.ho. 

Mr. GOODING. Yes; and I demand it at once. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator from Idaho 

h-as not voted that anything should be on the iree list, 
l\.1r. STANLEY. It is a mistake <Yf the New York Times in 

-referring to Senator GOODING. 
Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, the information given by the 

-experts who hav.e spoken to-day as to what is healthy and 
beneficial for ~ farmers is very intel'estin.g. The attitude 
taken by Senators on this floor with reference to a duty on 
hides, ta1.'ing into account the States which they rep1·esent, 
would suggest that the idea of Hancock was not so far off 
after all, when he said that the tariff was a local .issue. It 
seems to make a good deal of difference as to whose ox is 
gored. 

I believe in the policy of protection. I believe that protec­
tion is right· that it ls right for every section of the country 
and for every industry of the country whenever that industry. 
reqtl'ires protection in order to maintain the standard of !Ameri­
can living .in this country and to make ends meet. If it is 
proper to impose protective tariff duties on ti;ie .manufacture.r's 
goods certainly it ought to be proper to impose protective 
dutie~ on the basie products upon which the manufactui:mg 
industries depend, if those products are in nee?- of protection, 
it the cost -0f prodncti&n here as compared with the .cost of 
-production 1n foreign. countries makes protection uece nry in 
order to permit those industries to live. . . 

I can not agree -with some .o'f the statements made here with 
reference to tbe reflection of the duty in the prices of the 
products so 'protected; that js to say, that i! we .impose a duty 

' of 2 cents on green hides, it will not benefit the farmer or ~le 
t>roducer of those hides. Certainly we expect that the duty will 
be reflected to a very large extent. Otherwise there would be 
no b~neftt derived by anyone. 

I can not .agree with the proposition that the p~ck r takes. for 
himself and pnts into his own pocket hatever mcrea. might 
be brought about in the value of bide by r a on. of hi1:1 duiy. 
'J:'here is ::uo .industrial in titution in thi ountry I kno~· ,,f 
which is more scientific in the hun.dl' g of cattl , sh<>.ep, h<.·gs, 
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nnd live stock of all kinds and by-products than the packing 
institutions of this country; and the prices and value of tbe 
by-products, as far as I have been able to observe, have invari­
ably had a bearing on the value of the live stock sold on the 
mnrket. 

I know that in the case of lambs the value uf the wool would 
have a great deal to do with the market value of the lambs. 
\\7hether or not a lamb was shorn would have a great deal to 
do with the value of the lamb upon the market. 

1'he sarn~ rule must apply wit!J reference to cattle. During 
th·~ war thc•re were times when hides were worth us mur•h as 
50 cents a pound, so a 60-pound hide would cost $30. I can not 
conceive how anyone could pretend that such a hide was not a 
verv f-'111.~autial factor in arriving at the mark~t value of the 
animal from which it was taken. Of course it is: There can 
be no quest;on a bout it. 

rl'he Senator from Wisconsin [l\ir. LENROOT] laid great stress 
Gn the compensatory duties which would be levied, stnting that 
the imposition of a 2-cent tariff duty would mean an ndditional 
cost of 12 cents, being the compensatory duty allowed for each 
pair of shoes imported, and he pyramided the profits of the 
manufacturers, the jobbers, and the retailers, and brought the 
total increase in the cost up to 20 cents a pair. I submit that 
it is very unfair to undertake -to say that because (If this com­
pensatory duty there would be an increase on each pair of 
shoes sold in this country amounting to 20 ceilts a pair. 

A compensatory duty is not allowed except upon imports. 
Our imports of shoes will not amount to exceed 5 per cent of the 
total consumption of shoes in this country. Our production, I 
understand, is something over a billion dollars. The imports 
are about $500,000,000. Therefore, even if all those shoes were 
made chiefly from the hides of cattle, the compensatory duty 
could not possibly amount to more than 5 per cent of the total 
consumption, and it is not at all likely that any large percent­
age of the imports would be confined to shoes manufactured 
from the hides of cattle. It is very likely that a large per<·ent­
age of those shoes might be ladies' shoes, made out of kid, 
morocco, or some other kind of leather, which would be entitled 
to no compensatory duty. 

Then, again, the tariff duty which is paid is not wasted. The 
duty which would be imposed upon the imports of hides, taking 
as a basis the importations for 1921, which I am advised are 
about 255,000,000 pounds, would amount to $5,100,000, approxi­
mately. That money would go into the Treasury to defray the 
e:>rpenses of the Government. The duty is carried on to the con­
sumer, n:nd the consumer pays his pro rata of the expenses of 
the Government. Certainly the Government must derive the 
i·evenues to pay its expenses from some source, and what fairer 
method is there than to prorate the duty to the whole country, 
and what fairer method is there than to extend that expense of 
the Government to the consumer, who certainly enjoys the 
benefits? A great deal may be said about methods and means 
of levying taxes without reaching the consumer. No such 
method has ever been devis~d, and no such method will ever be 
devised, it matters not in what form you apply the tax. 

A great deal has been said about the consumer being taxed 
and taxed and taxed. I submit that a producer is a consumer; 
that nearly all producers are consumers, and any producer who 
is not a consumer must be a middleman, who lives off his wits, 
who llves by dealing in the products of the real producer, and 
he is not an element of production nor does he contribute to the 
country's wealth. He might be described in many instances as 
a drone. There are all kinds of producers-producers of cattle, 
producers of sheep, producers of coal, producers of shoes, pro­
ducers of steel, and producers of all sorts of farm products. 
All of these producers are consumers. If we are to have a 
well-balanced condition in this country we must permit every 
class of industry to enjoy the benefits of a relative purchasing 
power of his production to enable him to get along and make 
ends meet and live. Mr. President, I submit that the duty im­
posed is a very moderate one. It is not a high duty. It is 
lower than other duties which we have heretofore had. 

There is another phase of the proposition to which I wish to 
direct attention. It is not only a question of whether or not 
we are going to afford protection to the raiser of cattle to 
enable him to get along, but the Nation has an interest in this 
great industry. There are certain essential industries which 
no government can afford to do without or permit to perish, 
because to do so would be dangerous to the peace of the country. 
No country can get along without meat, wool: cotton, or sugar. 
Those articles are just as necessary and essential for national 
defense as the most modern weapon that hum~n ingenuity has 
been able up to the present time to devise. If we were to be 
dependent entirely upon foreign countries for the production of 
hides, if we had no home supply, another story might and 

would be told as to the prices which the consumer would be 
obliged to pay. The only safe course for the country and for 
the consumers of the country is to preserve the borne industries 
so as to guarantee to the people a reasonable competition and 
thereby keep in check and within the bounds of reason prices 
to be charged the consumers. 

This is not a large duty. It will probably add from 6 to 10 
cents a pair on certain kinds of shoes. Other classes of shoes 
will not be affected by the duty. I do not believe that the duty 
would be reflected in the price of shoes. My observation during 
these years while we have had cheap hides, subjected to a de­
moralized market, has been that shoes have been higher. They 
are higher to-day than at any time in the history of the country 
except the period during the war. With all the modern ma­
chinery and with the ability, as has been stated upon this floor, 
of the shoe manufacturers of the country to supply the markets 
of the world, why is it that shoes are higher to-day than at any 
time in our history except during the war? Why, Mr. Presi­
dent, a good pair of men's shoes to-day will cost in the neighbor­
hood of $12 at almost any retail store. A pair of lady's shoes 
will cost almost as much, if not more. It can not be said that 
the tariff has any effect on that price, because there is no tariff 
Why is it? . 

It has been said on the floor of the Senate by the distin­
guished junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] 
that there is no monopoly in the shoe-manufacturing business. 
That may be true. There may be no monopoly so far as owner­
ship is concerned, but I say that there never was a better 
organized institution in the country than the manufacturers of 
shoes and the retail dealers in shoes. They are all organized­
organized with an understanding as to prices, as to credits, as 
to methods. Annual conventions and semiannual conventions 
are held, and there is the closest cooperation among all the 
agencies which come within the lines of the shoe industry 
whose members are members of the organization and working 
w~th an understanding, if not an agreement. That, to my 
mmd, accounts to some extent for high prices. 

The duty is small. It is 2 cents a pound on green hides and 
4 cents on dried flint hides. Four cents on dried flint hides ls 
the equivalent practically of 1t cents on the green. The fl.int 
hides are produced mostly by small farmers and by ranch­
men and by country butchers. The duty can not possibly, 
under any arrangement, exceed the compensatory duties which 
were allowed by the Finance Committee, and would not in any 
event affect more than 5 per cent of the total consumption of 
the country. It could not amount to more than 12 cents per 
pair of shoes. Yet a propaganda has been carried on, from 
the manufacturers to the jobbers and to the retailers all over 
the land, misrepresenting the effect of the duty, and plainly 
stating that in the event of the adoption of the duty it would 
increase the cost of shoes $2.50 a pair, or twelve times the 
amount which is claimed by opponents of the bill upon this 
floor. That shows the kind of organization that has been be­
hind the opposition to this schedule. The Senator from Utah 
[Mr. SMOOT] corrects me and states that I should have said 
fifty times the amount. 

Mr. SMOOT. Two dollars and fifty cents a pair would be 
fifty times 5 cents. 

Mr. BURSUM. Yes. The statement which I made was that 
it was twenty-five times the amount, which it was claimed by 
the opponents of the measure upon the floor of the Senate is the 
a.mount by which the price would be affected. The propaganda 
has been unfair in the extreme, with no rule of reason and no 
basis in truth or fact. Advantage has been taken by the manu­
facturers and through their organizations to line up the retail 
dealers all over the land to send form letters of protest to 
Senators. That is the kind of opposition the duty on hides 
has had to contend with. When we had a duty on hides under 
the Dingley law shoes were much cheaper than they are now. 
If the duty causes the high prices why did it not affect prices 
at that time? 

Mr. President, while there is probably no monopoly in the 
form of a single ownership, yet, in my opinion, there is a mo· 
nopoly on the machines which a.re used in the manufacture of 
shoes, and that monopoly is so manipulated as virtually to 
constitute a monopoly in the manufacture of shoes all over the 
country. We bought shoes cheaper when they were made by 
band than we can buy them now with all the modern ma­
chinery. 

Now, there is another angle to this matter which ought to be 
of great concern to the Nation as a whole, and that is that 
we should be in such position as to rely upon having an ade­
quate supply of beef and meat in the country. I read from 
page 4466 of the tariff hearings a statement by Mr. Zimmerman, 
of Somerset, Pa. Among other things, Mr. Zimmerman said : 
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Another comparison may be effective : Twenty years ago we had 
50,u 5,777 beef cattle with a population of about 76,000,000; at pres­
ent we llave 85,424,458 with a population 9t about lOu,000,000, which 
is increa ing in the same ratio as beef production is diminishing. 
While population bas increased 40 per cent beef production has de­
' creased 30 per cent. Had the beet-cattle supply of the country kept 
pace with population increase we would now have 70,000,000 instead 
of 35,000,000 head. 
· In other words, in order to have a normal supply of cattle 
at this time we ought to have double the number which we now 
have in the country. Unless encouragement is given which 
:will permit the grower to continue the industry, to continue to 
raise cattle, the supply is bound to diminish. 

Mr. President, we adopted a duty of 2 cents per pound on 
live cattle. Wbat an inconsistency it is to say that if we 
bring in a hide upon the cow or steer we pay 2 cents, but if 
we bring the hide in separately it comes in free. This policy 
seems to me to be inconsistent. Hides are the :finished product 
of the farmer just as muG]l as is any other manufactured 
product the finished product of the manufacturer. 

To my mind the proposed duty is reasonable; it ls just, it 
is modest, and it is desired by the farmer. I do not agree 
with the statement made by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LENROOT] that all the farmers of the country are in favor of 
free hides. My observation would not justify such a conclu­
sion ; and I lmow that is not the case in my State. In my 
opinion the duty is necessary; it is an element of protection to 
the benefit of which the "farmer is entitled. The hide is just 
'p.s much a part of the actual value of a live steer as is the 
beef; and it ls just as much entitled to a duty as is any 
Jll'ticle of leather which is produced by the manufacturer of 
-saddlery, of harness, or of suit cases, or of gloves. If the 
p1·oducer of the so-called raw material is not entitled to the 
·benefits of a p1·otective duty in proportion to the difference be­
'tween his cost of production and the cost of the production of 
~the imported article, then certainly the manufacturer can not 
be entitled to any greater privilege. If it is fair and just to 
give a protective duty to the manufacturer, it is fair to give 
'that same duty, in proportion to his requirements, based upon 
Lthe same principle, to i:he farmer. 

I say, Mr. President, if we are going to impose a tariff duty 
·for the benefit of the manufacturer of leather goods, of what­
'ever kind or character they may be, we should glve a pro­
'partionate duty to the producer of the basic material from 
iwhich those manufactures are derived. If we are not going to 
protect the producer, then we ought to be consistent in prin­
'ciple. If we are going to have free hides, let us have free 
valises ; let us have free harness ; and let us have free leather 
goods of every kind and character. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, I do not wish to take up 
1the time of the Senate in making a speech on the pending sub­
~ject. The Senator from New Mexico bas covered it in a very 
comprehensive way from my viewpoint; but I desire to say that 
•1 can not understand how any Senator here who is a consistent 
protectionist can justify. himself in voting for protection for one 
'industry and refuse to give it to another industry. I maintain 
'that this duty if not for the benefit of the American farmer is 
1-e.t least a protection for the cattle producers; and I wish to say 
''to Senators here that the tariff di.f1'.erence on the value of the 
·hide will at times represent the difference between a profit and 
a loss in the cattle industry. For the last two or three years 
'the live-stock producer has been losing money ; cattle production 
'on the ranges has been at a loss. 
l The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMERENE] stated that this 

1
tariff would be for the benefit of the packer and would not be 
passed on to the cattle -producer. It is just as fair to presume 
that a difference in the value of the carcass of the meat is not 
',-eflected to the cattle producer; .nnd we know that that is not 
ithe case. In 01·der to show the inconsistency of his statement, 
he maintairul that this duty would be detrimental to the owners 
•of hides in South America or in some other foreign countries. 
'As I stated at the time, it is well known that the American 
'packe1·s-the small group of packers, the minority group of 
packers-ru.·e in control of the slaughtering of live stock in 
South America. Therefore, . if it would be detrimental to their 
jnterests in South America how is it going to be of concern to 
them that there shall be a duty on hides in order that they 
might make a profit on perhaps 40 per cent of the hides which 
they CC1ntrol hr America? It is not reasonable. 
1 I do not believe that any Senator who believes in protection, 
if he should vote against this proposed duty, could square his 
act with the policy that he represents. I am nDt surprised at 
_the attitude of certain Senators here who are opposed to tb.iB 
puty, because they have shown a number of times-I refer to 
)lepublican Senators-that they are not consistent protection­
ists; that they are apparently ln favor of protection for prod­
ucts that directly concern the locality in which they are inter­
ested or in which their constituencies are directly interested. 

The propaganda and the contention to the effect that the 
imposition of the duty will affect the cousumer of shoes is not 
reasonable. We all know that, so far a the retailer of shoes 
is concerned, the difference of 12, 14, or 15 cents on a pair of 
shoes is not material to him; nor does it affect the consumer. 
The retailer can increase or decrease to this extent the price 
without any material e:ffect to his business. We know that is 
true. Of course, in the aggregate Senators may show that the 
figures are large, but that same method of illustration may be 
applied to protection on every article on which we have placed 
a protective duty. 

To Senators on the other side of the Chamber who believe in 
a tariff for revenu~ only I wish to say that this is a duty for 
which they may consistently vote, for it is a revenue tariff. It 
win yield a revenue. Hides will be imported here for the pro­
posed duty is not prohibitive. It may be placed on a basis 
where it is purely a revenue proposition. 

I therefore sincerely trust that every Senato1· here who be­
lieves in a protective tariff, who believes that an industry 
which needs protection is entitled to protection, may see his 
way clear to vote for this small duty of 2 cents a pound on: 
green hides. 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I am quite sure that at this 
time it is proper for me to make my position on the tariff 
question a little clearer, possibly, than I have made it in the 
past. I have always believed in the great principle of p1·otec­
tion, but I never occupied the position that I do to-day where 
in discussing the bill which is before the Senate I hav~ ta.ken 
the position that the duties could .not be too high and that 
many of the schedules are entirely too low. I hav~ however 
been discussing a bill which provides for the levying of dutie~ 
on the basis of foreign valuation. If this bill had provided 
for the American valuation, some of the duties might have been 
too high to suit me, for I have never yet found myself in an 
unreasonable position in life. After studying the conditions 
prevailing in the world as a result of the great World War 
and realizing that, through the depreciation of.foreign currency 
labor in some countries is working for almost nothing at all 
as compared with the wage paid to labor in this country as 
measured by the gold standard, I do oot know how we can 
properly protect labor in America when we permit imports to 
come into this country based on the depreciated currency of 
many of the countries of the Old World. 

The senior Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] placed in the 
RECORD a few days ago a most remarkable document, setting 
forth a signed contract between the proprietors of textile mills 
in Germany and their employees, according to which, using the 
price paid in American mills as a basis and .figuring that price 
at 100 per cent, labor in the textile districts of Germany would 
receive 1,000 per cent below what we pay here in America. 
I have placed in the RECORD on different occasions the prices 
paid for labor in Germany in the principal trades and indus­
tries, and all the way through the avei:age is from ten to 
fifteen times less than we pay labor in this country. 

Germany in order to protect her own industry against her 
own depreciated currency has found it necessary to increase 
her protective tariff rate 65 times over pre-war duties; Austria 
in order to protect herself and her industries against the de· 
preciated value of the krone has been forced to increase her 
protective duties 200 times; and France has protected her in­
dustl'ies by a system of coeffi.cients or multipliers, so that in 
some cases the duty in France has been increased 10 times 
as again t the depreciated currencies of other countries. We, 
however, refuse to take that situation into consideration at all. 

Tell me, if you please, Mr. President, with an average duty 
on manufactures in this bill of only 85 per cent and with 
labor in some foreign countries recei1ing a thousand per cent 
less than the wages paid similar labor in America, what pro­
tection does this bill provide to the manufacturers of this coun­
try, when we consider the difference in the cost of production 
in Germany or any other country with depreciated currency and 
cost of production here? 

I hope that I am needlessly alarmed over the industrial con­
ditions which exist in America; I hope that those who have 
given service here in the Senate for so many years are right 
and that I am entirely wrong, but I do not see how it is going 
to be possible to start any industry in America at the pr ··ent 
time, with a protective duty based on foreign currencies that are 
not worth in some cases the paper on which they are p1·inted. It 
seems to me, Mr. President, if I can see the situation clearly, 
that we are facing a new world, with entirely new conditions. 

The greatest question that confronts any country a.t any time, 
whether it is a new country or an old country, is that of finding 
employment for its own people. One-half of all the German 
people before the war were employed in preparing for the great­
est struggle that humanity has ever known. England was build-
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Jng a great navy; France was building a navy and developing 
an army. Our own country was. building a. great Navy. Japan 
also was in a mad race, trying to keep pace with this cauntry 
and the rest of the world in building he.r nnvy and extending 
her army. Now the world is on a peace basis. England is 
scrapping some of her g1·eat weapons of destruction. We are 
scrapping our Navy and Japan likewise is reducing her navy, 
ftnd we have reduced our Army in this co\llltry in the last year 
i=:-0me-thing like 75,000. As I see it, the great question before 
the Amer ican people is to find employment for our own peoP,le. 

That condition confronts every country on earth to-day. Be­
sides the world being on a peace basis, new inventions are being 
di:seovered that are making inroads on labor. Every industry 
in America is oYerde>eloped. Tbere is not an exception to that 
rule· in the great industries, at least. I placed in the RECORD 
only a few days ago a report from the Department of Labor 
wnich "showed that in the coal mines alone from 250,000 to 
300,000 men were employed that were not needed at all; that 
the steel industry, the boot and shoe industry, and, in fact, 
,-ery other industry is ove.rdeYeloped, and that not over half 

the men employed in those industries are needed, if they are 
to be given full-time employment. Study as I pleased, I could 
not find a single great industry in America but that is over­
tleYe.loped, and in some cases can supply the needs of the world. 
I do not believe it is pos ible to find employment for our own 
people except through a high protective duty, following along 
the lines other countries have followed. 

If all tile port of the Old World were still wide open to the 
American manufc.lcturer and the. American people, I would not 
take the. po ition that I do to-day. I want to say to the Senator 
from Ohio that some of the South American countries have an 
embargo against shoe -Chile especially. In others the duties 
nre so high that they practically act as an embargo. Germany 
has a license sy tern, an embargo on all articles that her people 
can manufacture for their own use. That country is closed to 
the industries of this country, or at least to our man.ufactures. 
France has the coefficient system of multipliers, so that she has 
uractically an embargo on many of-the· manufactured articles. 
Hweden has increased her duties five times over pre-war levels. 
• 'p:iin bas materially increased her duties, practicll1.ly placing 
:in embargo, the same as other ceuntries, on those articles that 
ller people can manufacture for tllemselves. 

Poland has a complete embargo on articles that can be manu­
faeturetl at home. Ecuador has an embargo on shoes. Belgium 
lia. increa ed her duties from 100 to 300 per cent. Italy bas 
an embargo against many of the articles manufactured in the 
United States or any other country on earth. Austria bas in­
crea ed her duties two hundred times. Switzerland has an 
embargo against all articles that can be manufactured- at home. 
Canada has p.rotected herself against the depreciated currency 
of foreign count rie . We are practically the only country left 
on arth that has not taken some action toward protecting 
her manufacturing industries. England has a protection as 
ngainst Germany of 59 per cent. Twenty- ix per cent of this 
i arranged for in the reparation act on all imports from Ger­
many into Great Britain, and with 331 per cent for what· Eng­
land ca.Us her key industries she has a protection of 59 per 
eeut, which is nearly twice the average duty that we give manu­
facturers here in America. 

The.re is one thought that controls me on the tariff question. 
It is not a question of protection to the farmer. It is not a 
que ·tion of protection to the manufacture1· or to any other 
industry. It is the one thought of· the greatest possible de­
velopment of all of our industries here in America. With 
3,500.000 men out of employment tell me how it is possible, 
unless through a protective tariff, for us to start the wheels of 
industry in America? 

It has been shown, through exhibits- that were shown here in 
the Senate, that from 2,000 to 3,000 per cent is charged by our 
great department stetres as a profit on imported articles o er 
the price that is paid in foreign countries. Will a 35 or a 50 
or a 60 per cent duty on foreign valuation protect the American 
manufacturer? When Senators here discuss a question and 
~ay that there are no imports of a ce-rtain manufactured article 
I :\"ant to tell you that the industry that is. manufacturing that 
particular article here is running at full speed. I know that 
American labor is e-mployed in that particular industry manu­
fa cturing for the needs of America. That is why I stand in 
the position that I do to-day. 

In my judgment, as I have said before, as far as protection is 
concerned to many of our great industries this bill. with its 
foreign valuation, will not be worth the paper that it ·is. written 
on. I hope I am all wrong~ God knows that I am sincere in 
tl1e position I take; but I believe that unless- Rom thing is 
done in some way• or other to start the wheel of industry in 

this country. and give the labor of this- country an opportunity 
to work we are going into the, winter with 6,000,000 or 8,000,000 
men unemployed. 

1\Ir. Hearst said, in an editorial: 
Better have a. taritr with graft and everything that goes with. it t han 

to have m~llons of unemployed ln the country. Better pay $25. ·o.r $100 
for protect10n to ~ive the laboring man employment than t o throw our 
po.rts open to foreign countries, and give foreigners employment and all 
opportunity to work for the American. people. 

Mr. President, again I want to say that with the world on a 
peace basis there is oot work in the world to-day for all the 
.peopl~s to do. It is just going to be a question of what country 
is gomg to find employment. for its own people. These Old 
World countries that have had serious labor conditions to meet 
for many many years are protecting their laborers by prac­
tically putting an embargo on those things that they can manu­
facture fox themselves. 

Again, l\fr. President, let me say that we are no loDger a new 
country . . Nowhere in the great West is- there a single ho.me.­
stead left for the homesteader where it is safe for him to take 
his fa~ily and try to. make a living, and the.re is no op:poxtunity 
to reheve the congested conditions o.f the great cities hy peo}:lle 
going out upon the farms. This talk about "back to the farm " 
is filled with irony and sarcasm. . The farmers.-of this country 
fo1t the. last two years have lost billions. of dollars in the prices 
they- have been forced to accept for their farm p.roduc.ts. There 
is no chance for a movement of back to the farm. In fact in 
1920 there were a million men, women, and children who ieft 
the farms because they could not make a Uving. So. unle: . . we 
do something to create employment in America, tell me what the · 
winter is going to bring forth I I am not able to tell you. It 
looks dark to me, and I hope that I am entirely wrong. 

_I send to the desk a letter that I am guing to ask to have. read. 
Mr. Thomas G. Clarke, the president of the National Print Cut­
te1·s' Association of America, brought into my office some time 
ago a print roll~ for printing wall papeu. He told me one of 
the saddest stories. that I have listened to in many a long <lay. 
I asked him to write me a letter, tell1ng me the story of hi in· 
dusb:y. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read the letter. 

The Assist~nt Secretary read as follows: 
EX»Cn.TJV COUNCIL 

NATIONAL PRINT CUTT~S' .ASSOCIAXION OF AMERICA, 

H 
Phftadclt>hia, May 11, 1922. 

on, FRANK R. GOODING, 
U1iiteit States S.ena,te, Wa..shingto.n, D.. O. 

DEA& Sm : In accordance with my promise ' to you. I am. herewith 
sending you a st~tement of facts as they relate to print cutting and 
proposed new tariff. 

Print cutting for wall paper ts rated as one of , the- highest skilled 
trades in the United States, being tedious, exacting, and all hann­
work, but as this wo:rk can be imported, it has. never been paid In 
proportion to the skill required. · 
. Five years of_ apprenticeship must be- served, and few men are fin­
ished workmen m tha.t time. 

:We had for a number of years an agreement with the wall-paper 
prmters whereby they would use only union-made prints, but bein' 
hard pressed by the. manufacturers of wa.ll paper to get a satisfactory 
c~tract on .Septe~ber last, thefr· agreed to eliminate the union-made 
~·~~.clause m theu conb'a~t,_ w ich. placed us at the mercy of foreign 

The wall-paper manufacturers' committee before the, wa,•s and 
Means Committee pleaded for an adequate tariff on wall pa.per as 
wi~~mt It they could not co.ntin.ue in business and compete with' the 
foreign wall paper, and feehngly refer red to the American w orkman 
the trade employed who had to have wages in proportion to American 
standard of living. Notwithstanding this plea, hundreds of p r int 
~~!~~~~~eli~~~a contracted for and imported to this country for the 

American cutters receive 80 cents trer hour, or $38.40 per week, and 
Jn Ge1·many, at the present rate of exchange, the weekly wage is 
less than $2.50. You can readily see that the propo ed tariff of 45 
per cent ad valorem, on page 37, paragraph 392,. is insufficient and 
will not help us at all. We shorud have at Jea.st 75 to 100 p er eent 
ad valo.rem, American valuation, to save us from annihilation as 45 
per cent of our members are over 5Q years of age and can hardly at 
this late day earn enough at some other business even for a ha1·e 
livin g. 

Tile wages of print cutters, a.veragin.g on the output of wall paper 
of the entire trade, amounts to approximately one-tenth of a cent on. 
a roll of wall paper, so you can see that the consumer will get no 
benefit from cheap German print cutting, but the manufacturers will 
have greater profits to divide. 

The improved patterns are having the words "made in t he u. S. A." 
placed on it so ~hat it will print on the margin of the paper. We have 
refused to . fashion the letters in brass, as we conside r tbi a mis­
r epresentation, but the manufacturers are. having castings made for 
this puxpose. 

. '\Yhen war . was rleclare<t with Germany all print cutters who were 
ehgible went rnto the service. Those who were t oo old gave their sons 
After ou.r contract expired with the manufactur ers the entii:e t rade. 
with e;xception of. thos e too old and feeble, whole-hea.rtediy used thwr 
:>kill in Government work, where men who really could u se tools were 
needed as much as the young men on the battle field. Every dolla r we 
coulc1 spare we investPCL in Liberty bonds.. 

I do not mention tl1ese facts witll a desire to boast o! the virtu~s 
of the print cutters. On the conrra1·y, it was our great privilege to do 
everything in our power for the honoi· of our country, and should the 
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cca ion again aTise we would just a gladly do the ame for this 
"our country." 

The war is over and imperialism has been defeated, but as far as 
w are concerned, unless we have an adequate tarUI, Germany will have 

on the war for we will be enslaved and pauperized. 
Our case is absolutely a plea for protection to American workmen. 

We have the manufacturers with one hand reaching out for the pro­
tection they must have and with the other trying to sh·angle the print 
cutters by sending their work to Geonany. 

The only people who will profit will be the German print cutter and 
his Uy, the American manufacturer. We only ask that we be given 
the right to earn a decent living for tho e depending on u... I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
THO~~~io~·a.F~~~~(<lell t. 

l\fr. GOODING. That 1 just the story of what is going to 
happen to a great many of our industries. This is not a large 
industry. It employs only about 500 men·, as I understand it, 
but it is highly skilled work, anll unle it i properly protected 
it i going to pas out of existence and be lo t entirely to this 
country. What is true of this .trade mu .. t of necessity be true 
of others. American labor can not live on the wages they pay 
in Germany. So it is this ·case and many other , a I have been 
studying the great tariff que tion at thi time, whlch have led 
me to believe that the pending bill, with its foreigu valuation, 

s far as protection to American labor is concerned, i. · abso­
lutely worthless. 

I am not going to take up a great deal of time, becau e noth­
ing I am going to be able to say is going to change a _ingle vote. 
The die is cast, as far as the duty on hides is concerned. and I 
know it is late, and before we can pos:i:!ibly get through with 
this schedule it is going to be well into the night. We mu t 
fini h before we can reces , becau e there are other impoetant 
rates to be considered in thi · schedule besides the <luty on 
hides. 

I know of no industry in America which during- my lifetime 
has had the struggle the cattle grower of thi · country hn Ye 
had. I especially speak for the mall man, the cattle gro'\\er 
with 20, 50, 100, or 200 head. The cattle growers of the We t 
in a large measure are made up of small herds. In tlle early 
history of the range we had a few reat cattle grower , and we 
have some to-day, of cour e, down in Texas; but in the We t 
uenerally the cattle growers are mall cattlemen. 

No class of citizens in -America have given . o mu ·h and 
received so little for their labor as the ·niall cattle grower~. 
I know a great many of them in my State who have been 
tru

0
gling along for more than thircl of a century. It has 

been a fight all the time to keep the wolf from the door. Mar­
ket prices woulcl increase so that the bu iness lookecl pro ... perous, 
then reverses came, and there were low price again. anll the 
littl bands of catt1e remained ahout the nme a!': they were 30 
years or more ago, and they had to truggle all the time for 
exi-.:tence. 

The cattlemen receiv tl fairly good price during tl1e war, 
a.ml then came the winter. of 1919, and in a great many ca es 
in Montana and in my own State if the cattlemen had given 
th " cattle away at the beginning of the winter they would ha Ye 
h n in better condition financially when spring came, after they 
h ad paid the winter feed bills, where in ome cases they were 
ore d to pay as high as $~0 a ton to .save their live tock. One 

of the hardest winters we have ever known wept over the West 
hat year. 

For the cattle grower of this country there is never a holiday ; 
:·unday i never a rest day. Eternal vigilance must be the 
w tchword all the time, regardle · of the weather and regard­
! .· .. of how fierce the blizzaru i.:. In bad weather the herds 
mu 't have the closest att ntion. 

It eemed to me when the cattlemen were satisfied with the 
littl~ protection of 2 cents a pound . on tile green bide and 4 
t: nt~ n the dried hide, equivalent to a 15 per cent ad valorem 
rluty, and the manufacturer was given protection, that the coun­
try would accept it without question. 

The.re has been a good deal ·a.id about the farmer not being 
ln fn,vor of a duty on hides. I have not found that farmer. 
There may be ome farmers who are not. I do Imo v of free-
r t.le farmer '. I have known men in the beep bu ·ine who 

vot d for the Democratic Party when they knew that free trade 
m ant absolute destruction of their inclu tries. I pre ume there 
:ire farmers who would not change their politics to .. ave n great 
industry. But that principle exists only among farmers. I 
h ve not found a manufacturer in America anywhere who ever 
took uch a position as that. They all want pl'Otection · and 
they want high protection and, besides, they want free' raw 
m terial. They-want the farmer to slave for them ; but if there 
i · a manufacturer in America who is not a king and demandin"' 
protection I have not found him. It i simply because he ha~ 
'tudied the question a little better than the farmer ha , in my 

jr11J,,,ment. 

Last winter the Pretident, after cliscu. ing the need· of agri­
culture, believing something might be done for it, advised the 
Secretary of Agriculture to call a national meeting and the 
national agricultural conference was held here Febru~ry 23-27, 
1922, and beyond a doubt those who were invited were repre­
sentatiyes of agricultui·e, a far as the Secretary of Agricul­
ture could accomplish that result, for no one will deny that the 
Secretary of Agriculture is a friend to agriculture doing all 
he can to assist it. Thi is a part of a resolution 

1

adopted in 
their proceedings : 

On meat and meat products, 20 per cent ad valorem, with a mini­
mum of 4 cents per pound: live cattle, 30 per cent ad valorem · hides 
dry,. 6 cents per pound; green, 3 cents per pound, with an ad .;aloreni 
mimmum of 20 per cent ; wool used for clothing or wearing apparel pur­
poses in whatever form, imported, 33 cents per pound of clean content· 
mutton, 3 cents per pound ; lamb, 5 cents per pound · live sheep $2 
per head. ' ' 

If we ha Ye had a representative gathering of farmers . within 
the last year, who had a right to speak for the great agri­
cultural interests, it seems to me this conference, called at the 
suggestion of the President, was that body; and that is the 
last word. 

I haYe a copy of a report from an employee of the Tariff Com­
U:i ·sion, which i · in the hand. · of the printer at the present 
tlD1e. It may not be trange that thi report is in the hands 
of the printer at this time, but I have a very good reason to 
believe that no f rienu of the farmer can remain long in the 
employment of the Tariff Commi.,~ ion if the preseJ,l.t members 
of that branch of the Government know it. That is a pretty, 
strong . ·tatement to make, but I make it advisedly. 

Tlfr· i't'port relat · to the production of cattle hides in 
-~erica and their effect upon the . hoe indu~ try. 

In the year 1914 we produced 695,748,000 potmds of cattle 
hilles. 

Calfskins. of an average of 10 pounds each,. were produced 
to the number of 46,614,000 pounds. 

Of sheepskins, averaging 4 pounds each, there were i>roduced 
80,8:12 000 pounds. 

Of hor. e and colt skin...,, of an average weight of 30 pounds 
to the kin, there were produced 30,000,000 pounds. 

We importe<l in the same year 351,232,000 pounds of cattle 
hides, 110,134,000 pounds of calfskins, 101,065,000 pound of 
sheep:kins, 20,058,000 pounds of horsehides, 29,000,000 pound 
of buffalo hides, 147,000,000 pounds of goatskins, and 1,000,000 
poun<l of kangaroo skins. I will ju t read the millions · and 
put the table in the RECORD. Of all other hides and skins ex-
clusive of furs, there were imported 6,000,000 pounds. ' 

In 1920 we produced in this country 781,000,000 pounds of 
cattle hides, 96,000,000 pounds of calf kins, 63,000,000 pounds 
of sheepskins, 30,000,000 pounds of horsehides. We imported 
for that year 334,000,000 pounds of cattle hides, 52,000,000 
pounds of calf kins, 112,<?00,000 pounds of sheep~kins, 21,-
000,000 pounds of horsehides, 20,000,000 pounds of buffalo 
hides, 150,000,000 pounds of goatskin.,, 1,000,000 pounds of 
kangaroo skins, and 7,000,000 pounds of other hides and 
skins. · 

So the total production of those hides and skins in this 
country wa 972,321,000 pounds, and we imported 520,923,000 
pounlls. So it will be seen that our production in this country 
is almo t double our imports. 

l\1r. President, much has been said about what the effect of 
this duty of 2 cents a pound on green hides and 4 cents a 
pound on dry hides is going to be. Of com·se, it is all specula­
tion. I know of no better way, however, of judging the future 
than by the past, going back to see what tl1e effect of the duty 
on hide wa · under the Dingley law. Thi · is the report of n 
repre~entative of tlle Tari.ft Commission who said : 

Prior to 1897 cattle hides were free and leather and shoe were 
dutiable. By the act of 1897 cattle hide-s were made dutiable at 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

Using average ~early wholesale prices gathered by the Bureau ot 
Labor Statistics, it appears that the price of sole leather and work 
shoes did not increase relatively as much a the price of cattle hides. 
The average yearly wholesale price for cattle hides in 1896 was 
$0.0811 per oound. In 1899, two years after the- enactment of the 
duty, the prjce wa 0.1235.1. an increase of 0.0424. In 1 96 the price 
of oak sole leather was $0.:.1:925 per pound ; in 1899 it was $0.3358. an 
increa e of $0.0433. In 1896 the price of men's brogan split leather 
work shoes was $0.9938 per pair; ln 1899 it was $0.9375, a decrease of 
$0.0563. During the entire periotl that tile Dlngley Act wns in effect 
green hides increased $0.0525 per pound, sole leather increa eel 0.0875 
per pound, a.nd work shoes $0.1416 per pair. 

That was the effect of the Dingley bill. Tbere i a lot of very 
valuable information, and it is regrettable that it ha not b en 
in the hands of every Senator. I am not going to .. ay there was 
a conspiracy to keep it out of the hands of Senators, but I 
shall have something more to say about the Tariff Com.mi ion 
before we close the debate here on the tariff bill. 
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I ask unanimous consent that the report to which I have 

referred and from which I have briefly quoted may be printed 
in the. RECORD, and with this request I shall conclude my re­
marks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
THE PROPOSED DUTY ON CATTLE HIDES. 

1. Domestic production and imports. 
2. The relation of the price of bides to prices paid for live cattle. 
3. The effect of the duty on hides under the Dingley Act on prices ot 

sole leather and shoes. 
4. Prices of hldes, leather, and shoes from 1910 to .1922. 
5. The United States export. trade in. leather and leather products, 

1890-1922. 
6. The estimated financial .results of a duty on hides. 
7. Duties on bides, leathe:r, and shoes since 1894. 

Dom.utic production and imr>orta of hi(.(UB and skim. 

(Converted to a green basis, 1 pound of dried equals 2 p'Ounds of 
green.} 

1914 

Cattle bides (65-poun.<'.I) ....••.•...••.•...•.•••••..••••. 
Oa.lfskins (IO.pound} .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Sheepskins ( i-pound) .....•..••••.•.••.•.••.•• ~ .•••••.. 
Horse,. colt, ass (30-pound)-••••.••••••.•••...••.••••••. 

Total ..•...•.••.......•....••....•.••.••• ~.······ 

1 Includes kipskins. 

Domestic 
production 
(estimate). 

P(lf],nds. 
695, 748, 000 
(6,614,000 
80,M2,000 
'30,000,000 

Imports. 

POflllU18. 
351, 232, ooo, 

1 110, 134,, 000 
101, 065, 000 
20,058,000 

l------·1-----­
853,2.M,OOO 

Pounds. 

E'=~~-~~h~~;.~::~-~·~·::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~~:5 
All other bides and skins (exclusive of furs)............................. 6, 180, 000 

Total............................................................. 767, 088, 000 

1920 
Domestic 

production 
(estimated). 

Imports. 

Pounds. Po'IJ/nds. 
Cattle bides (55-pound)... •• . • • • . . . • . • .• . •• . . .. . . . •• . . • 781, 702, 000 334, •75, 000 
Calfskins (10-pound). ... . . ..•• •. .... .•.•... ••. . . .... •• . 96, 628, 000 52,035, 000 
Sheepskins ( i-pound) .....•..... ·~.................... 63, 991, 000 112, 523, 000 
Horse, cott, ass (30-pound) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 1--_ao_,_ooo_,_000_1--_21_,_890_, ooo_ 

TotaL • • • • • • • • . • • . . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . . • • . • • • • • 972, 321, 000- 520, 923, 000 

Pounds. 

E~:~~~~~:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~:~5J 
All other hides and skins (exclusive of furs)............................. 7,_000,000 

Total ••....................••......•........••............•.. : . . . 700, 113, 000 

THiii RJDL.ATION 011' THlD PRICE 011' HIDES AND DRESSED BEJilll' TO LIVI> 
CATT Lii. 

The relative values of dretised meat, bides, and other by-produ_ets 
may vuy considerably from time to time, according to the changmg 
supply of and demand for the respective products.. However, in order 
to give a rough. indication of. a normal si.tuation it may be said that 
the meat packer obtatns about 79 per cent of his total returns of the 
beef-packing end of his business from the dressed-meat carcass, :Ll 
per cent from the hide, and about 10 per cent from a large number of 
minor products'- such as tallow, oleo oll1 stea:rin, casings, and the like. 

A study maa.e by the Tari.tr Commission of average yearly whole­
sale prices for a period of five years (1912-1916) covering green. 
salted, packers' heavy, native steer hides, good to choice steers, and 
good native steer carcas8" bee!,. all in. the Chlcago market, brought out 
the fact that while the price o! dressed carcass beet in the Chicago 
market increased but 8.8 per cent t.he price paid fOl' live cattle in­
creased 14.8 per cent. (Table L) This was made possible only 
through the rise in price of bides, which was 48.9 per cent, and the, 
increase in price, o! tallow, oleo- oil, stearin, and other by-proaucts. 

A similar study for a ~riod of nine years (1908-1.916) brought out 
the same relationship. In this inetance the price of dressed beef 
increased 81.4 per cent, the price of live cattle 60 per cent, and the 
price of hideS> 95 per cent. For the 14-year period (1906-1919) the 
price of dressed beef increased 122 per cent, the price of live cattle 
192 per cent, and the price of bides 193 per cent. 

In the long run, therefore, higher hlde prices, like hlgher beef 
prices-only to a lesser extent-mean that hlgher prices can be. paid 
for live cattle. Though temporary or short-time variations, due to 
locAl or other factors may cause the price of bides to move one way 
Md the price of live cattle in the opposite direction, nevertheless over 
a. long period the two price curves show a flrirly close relation. (A 
depression in the hide ma.rket such as has occurred during the past : 
year ls reflected in a reduction in the price of live cattle or in increase 
in the selling price of the dressed meat, or sometimes both. Con· 
versely, an increase in the price of hides means a lowering of the 
i::elllng price of dressed beef or an increase in the price paid the pro­
ducer for the live animal, or both.) On the basis of yield a 1 000· 
pound steer of fair average quality will yield about 550 pounds of 
dressed carcass and 60 pounds of green hide. An increase ot 1 cent 
per pound in the price of hides is equal to a credit &f about 12 cents 
per 100 pouDds on the. dre ed beet or 6. cents per 100 pounds> ow the 
live weight. (C. V. WbaJin, United States Bureau of Markets.) 

Briefiy, tber& appeal's reason to believe that on the whole com­
petitive buying in the live-stock mar.kets bas forced the packers to pay 
the true market value for live cattle purchased and for the pides 
they carry. Co-mpetition among Ilve-cattle buyers and hide sellers 
.thus quickly tends to coITect any apparent discrepancies which ma:r 
occasionally exist between the values of hides and live cattle. It 
therefore seems probable that in the long run packers would be com­
.Pelled by competition to add a duty to the price paid for live anl· 
mals, getting this addition back when hides or leather are sold. It 
'thus would appear that both packer tanners and independent tanners 
.would be affected by a duty and that virtually the only eft'ect on inde­
pendent tanners would be the larger credits needed to carry stocks ot 
higher-priced hides. 
T.A.BLll ·1.-.d:verage vearl11 prices of hides, live cattle, carcaBs beef, 

1908-19!1. 
[Chic.ago market.] 

-
IDdes-Green 

salted, packersJ Liv~ cattl&- Carcass beef-Good Steers,~to hea!l, native cl:l • native steers. 
Year. 

eers. 

Per Relative Per Relative Per Relative 
pound. to 1913. pound. to 1913. pound. to 1913. 

------------
1908 •.........•••.••• $0;134 72.6 $0.060 70.5 $0.105 81.3 
1909 •......•.••..•••. .165 89.6 .065 75.9 .110 M.6 
1910 ....•.•••••••.••. .155 84. l .070 82.5 .115 89.1 
1911 •. ····•·••••··••• .148 80.3 .067 79. l .112 86.6 
1912 ...•.....••••.... .176 95. 7 .084 98. 8 .133 102.6 
1913 •.. ·······••••··· .184 100.0 .085 100.0 .130 100.0 
1914 ...•......•...•.. .196 106. 7 .090 106.2 .136 105.3 
1915 ..•......•..•..•• .242 131. 6 .087 102.3 .129 99.5 
1916~. •·•·•··•·•·••·· .262 142.4 .096 112.5 .138 106. 7 
1917 ...••.•...•..•.... .327 H8.0 .128 100.6 .167 167.2 
1918 ............•.••. .301 163.8 .L64 193.1 .221 170.9 
1919 •.. ·•·•········•· .393 213.8 0 l /5 205. 7 .23J 180.2 
1920 ....•.•.........•. .312 169.6 .148 174.1 .230 176.9 
1921 •. •·•·••····••··• .139 75.5 .087 102.a .163 125.4 

THI! EFFECT ON THJI PRICES 011' LEA.THJll ND SHOilS AB A BlllSUIJ.r Oii'· A 
DUTY OJI' 16 PEB ClilNT ON CA.TTLlil · Han\S UNDilB THJI· ACT- 011' 1897. 

Prior to 1897 cattle hldes were free. and leather and shoes were 
dutiable. By the act of 1897 cattle hides were made dutiable at · 15 
per cent ad valorem.. (See Table 6 for complete statement of duties.) 

Using average yearly wholesale- prices gathered by the Bureau ot · 
Labor Statistics and given 1n Table 2,. 1t appears that the. Pfice ot 
sole leather and work shoes did not increase relatively as much as the 
price of cattle hides. The average l.earlr wholesale price for cattle 
hides in 1896 was · $0.0811 per poun . In 1899, two yea.rs after the 
enactment ot the duty, the price was $0.1235, an increase of $0.0424. 
In· 1896 the price of oak sole leather was $0.292-5 per poun~; in 1899'· 
it was $0.83fi8, an• increase ot $0.0438. ln· 189& the price. · of men's 
brogan split-leather work shoes, was, $0.993S per. -pair: in 1899 it was 
$0.9375, a decrease of $0.0563. . 

During_ the entire period that the Dingley Act was in etrect green 
hides increased $0.0525 per pound, sole leather increased $0.0875 per 
pound, and work sb.oes $0.1416 per· pair. 

It requires approximately li'! pounds of. green bl-Oes to make 1 pound 
ot oak sole leather. Then, multiplying the increase in hide :pr1ce of 
$0:0525 per pound by li, the resiilt is $0.07875. The actual rncrease 
in sole-leather price was $0.0875 per pound, ·or $0.00875 more than . 
accounted for by the increase. in price ot1 hides. But there was also 
a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem on sole leather. If the average value 
of $0.30 per- pound were multiplied by 20- per cent, the increased prke 
due to the duty would be $0.06 per _pound' if the duty were wholly 
effective. It ls unlikely that lt was fulJ.Y. effective~ 

Oomputai,ons. 
Price of cattle hides, 1908--------------------------- $0. 13.36 
Price of cattle hides, 1896------.----------...;_-------------- . 0811 

Increase in hldes----~---------------------------
Priee of sole leather, 1908 ______________ :.._ _____________ _ 
Price· of sole leather. 1896------------------------------

.0525 

. 8800 

. 2925 

Increase in sole leather...._________________________ . 0875 
One and one-halt pounds of hides equals 1 pound ot sol. e leather. 
Then, li pounds multiplied by $0.0525 equals $0.07875~ 
Difference between $0.0875 and $0.07875 equals $0.00875. 
Duty on sole leather, average value of $0.30, at 20 per cent equals 

$0.06, oJl the possible jilstlftable difference between the increase_d price 
of leather and the increased · price of hides, yet this dlft:'.erence was 
only $0.00875. 

Then, again, with men's work shoes, it requires 6 pounds ot green 
hides to make a pair, about 3 pounds of which are for sole leather 
and the balance for upper leather. Upper leather increased in price 
as well as sole leather, but as statistics are not available tor upper 
leather only sole leather will be included. This, o! . course. presents. 
only part of the case, but is sufficient to show the trend. 

Multiplying the increase in hide prices. of $0.0525 by 3 pounds of 
sole leather the increase 1n sb<>es would have been $0.15_70.. Yet the 
increase was $0.1416, or $0.0159 less. 

aompu.tatwn. 
Price of cattle hides, 190S----------------------- $0. 1336 
Price of cattle hides, 1896-------------------------..:. . 0811 

Increase in_ hides-------------------------------

~l~ g~ =~~~=: f~~========================= 
. 0525 

1. 133~ 
. . 9938 

Increase in shoes ________________ -:_________________ .1416 

Three pounds of sole leather multiplied by $0.0525 equals. $0.1575. 
Ditre-rence between $0.1575- and $0.1416 equals $0.0159. 

O~is, ~o;!t~~ ~=~s\i~!Z b°e11Pe ~~~1ir~~~e~~~j~~~:~ene~e Ji~~~~ 
!td not even increase the full amount ot the hide increase by $0.0159. 
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During t hi 13-year period it would appear that (1) there was little 
it nv pyramiding of the prices of l eather and shoes as a result or the 
d uty· on cattle hides, and ( 2) other factors are instrumental in deter­
mining t he price of lea t her and sh-0es than th~ hide cost. 

U:sing a verage prices for t he period 1890-1899 as equaUng 100, the 
r l tive change!!t in prices of the three products are as follows: 

1896 1903 

C ttle bides .. . . • . . . ....•. • ...... ..... • . . •••••••••••.•••.••• 
Leather ..... . ...............................•••............ 
Shoes .... . .. • . .. . .........•. .... ... . .•.•••.••••••.. • •••••.. 

Per cent. 
86.6 
87 

l00.4 

Per cent. 
U2 
113 
114.8 

T u 2.-Average year ly ic11olesaZe ·p1·£ces of hides, aolc leatlt~r, ana 
slwes, 189()-1910. 

Green salt ed pack· 
ers' heavy native Oak sole leather Men's work shoes Year. s t eer s hide s (Boston). (Boston) .1 
(Chicago). 

Ptr ctnt. Per cent. Per cent. 
Average, 1890-1899 . . $0.0937 100 $0.3363 100 $0. 989~ 100 
1890 .... . . .... ... .... .0933 99.6 .3m 112.1 1. 0500 106.1 
1891 . . . . .. . .... . ..... .0951 101. 5 .3679 109.4 1.0500 106.1 
1892 ................. .0870 92. 8 .3421 101. 7 1. 0375 10l9 
1893 .. . ····•········· .0749 79.9 . 3483 103.6 1. 0125 102.3 
1894 .....•........... .0641 68.4 .32'79 97.9 .9688 97.9 
189S . . ............... .10~ 109. 7 .3421 101. 7 .9813 99.2 
1896 .•••••• • •• ...•. . • .0811 86.6 .2925 87.0 .9938 100.4 
1897 ................. .0996 106. 3 .3079 91.6 .9500 96.0 
189 . lUl 122. 8 .3213 95. 5 .9125 9'2.2 
1899:: : :::::::::::::: .123.3 131. 8 .3358 99.9 .9375 9i.8 
1900 ..... . ........... .1194 127.4 .3608 107. 3 .9375 94.8 
1901 ................. . 1237 132.0 .352!S 104.8 .9438 95.4 
1902 . . ...... ~ .. . .... . .13..'lS 142.8 .3800 113.0 .9313 94. l 
1903 . . . · ·· ··········· .1169 124.8 .3742 111.3 .9250 00.5 
1904 .. . ..... . ....... . .116~ 124. 4 .3450 102.6 .9250 93.5 
1905 ................. .1430 152.6 .3663 108.9 1.0042 101. 5 
1906 . . • ••••••••••··· • .1543 164. 7 .3796 112.9 1. 2542 126.8 
1907 ................. .1455 ~.3 .3821 113.6 l.2'729 128. 7 
1908 .. ............... .1336 .6 .3800 113.0 1.1354 114.8 
1909 . .. ··········· . .. .1647 175. 8 .412S 122. 7 1.2000 121.3 
1910 ................. .1546 165.0 .il46 123.3 1.375 115.0 

i :Brogans of split leather. 
P RICE S OJ!' HIDJl!S, LEATHl!!R, AND SHOES FROM 1910 TO 1922. 

Prices given in Table 8 are in a period of free hides. They are 
lar gely the story or prices during the pre-war and war period. In 
t he main hide prices increased faster at the beginning of the war and 
declined greater and quicker in 1921. While hides are now beginning 
t o rls slightly, leather and shoes are still slightly declining. 
TABLE 8.-.A.i·erago 11ear ly w1w1esale prices of hides, sole leather, and 

shoes, 1910-19!~. 

Green salted park- 1 Oak sole leather, Men's work shoes 
ers' (Chicago). (Boston). (Boston).1 

Heavy Steer Heavy Steer 
native. hides. native. hides. 

Per cmt. Per ce-nt. 
1911. .. .............. $0.148 80.3 $0. 388 86.5 
1912 . .. . ............. .176 95. 7 
1913 ................. .184 100.0 
1914 ................. .196 106. 7 
1915 ...... ··•·•··•··· .242 131.6 
1916 .. . . . . . .......... .262 142.4 
1917 .. . .............. .327 178.0 
l 18 . .. .............. .301 163. 8 
1{)19 .. . . .. ........... .393 213.8 
1920; ................ .. 312 169.8 
1921. ................ .139 75.6 
1922 a • •••••••••••••• .149 81.0 

1919 .......••••...•..•....•...•...•...•.....••. 
1920 .......................................... . 
1921 ... .........••.....••....••.•••••••..•••..• 
1922 (o months) •••••...•••..••••••••••••.•...• 

.!15 92.6 

.«9 100.0 

.471 105.0 

.50'-! 112.4 

.640 142.5 

. 831 185.2 
• 796• 177.4 
.913 203.5 
.856 190. 7 
.548 122.1 
.515 114. 7 

Computed to 
correspond 

with previous 
shoe ~ven of 
new rand. 

$2. 381 
2.145 
1. 610 
1.358 

Heavy 
native. 

----
sso. 853 

'.988 
1.112 
1.152 
1.265 
1.322 
1.504 
1.509 
1.967 

4 2.598 
• 1. 951 
• 1. 645 

Actual 
figures. 

$1. 967 
2.598 
1.951 
1.645 

i Split seamless Creedmoor, one-half double sole. 
1 Computed for 1913 .tl.gure, with the percentage figure given. 
a Average for 5 months January-May, 1922. 
' Shoe cnanged to tanned grain blucher. 

Steer 
hides. 

----
Ptr ce11t. 

76. 7 
88.9 

100.0 
103.5 
113. 7 
118. 8 
135.2 
135.6 
176.8 
192.9 
l«.8 
122.1 

Relative 
price. 

Per cent. 
176.8 
19'2. 9 
1«. 8 
122.1 

UN l T!ID STATES EXPORT 'l'RADlll IN LJCATHE:n AND LEATHER PRODUCTS, 
189()-1922. 

Sin ce 1890 the value of our export trade in leather and leather prod· 
ucts has steadily increased. In the period of the duty on hides (1897-
1907 ) there is no indication that our export trade was aft'.ected. Aver­
age annual exports for the five-year period 1895-1899 were valued at 
$19,920,000. About one-half of this period hides were free. In the 
next five-year period (1900-1904) average value of exports increased to 
$30,122,000. In the 1lve-year period 1900-1909 anrage annual exports 

were $41,555,000. In these two last periods hide were dut iable. It 
appears that if the leather industries were handicapped they were sue· 
ceseful in overcoming the d1tll.cultie . (See Table 4 .) 

'l'he table below summarizes the export trade of all leather a nd lea t he1· 
:products by flve-yeat· · periods and gives the percentage increase over 
each previous period. 

5-year aver- Per cent 
increaso 

over 
preceding. 

6-year periods. ~f:~~! 
exporta. 

1890-1894 ............................................... . 
1895-1899 ....................................... . ....... . 
1900-1~ .............................................. .. 
1905-1909 ••• ·-········ .................................. . 
1910-1914 ............................................... . 
1915-1919 ............. . ................................. . 

$12, 800, 000 
19, 920, 000 
30, 122, 000 
4:1 , 555, 000 
57, 707, 000 

........ ~ .... 
55. 6 
51. 2 
37. 0 
36. 5 

1~211 ................................................ . 
140, 9!}"7, 000 
195, 004, 000 

144:. 4 
38.6 

1 2-year period. 
TABL» 4.-Value of l eather and leather products exported f1·om the 

Un ited States, 1890-1922 (all "{iscai . years) . 

till~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ $ili lfli ~I 
Five-year average; $12,800,000. 

1895-------------------- ---------------- ----- - --- - -
1896----------------- ------------------------- - - ---
1897--------- -------------------------- --------- -- -
1898----------------~------------------------------
1899-------------- - - ---- ----- ------ - - - - ·----- - - -----

Five-year average, $19,920,000 . 
1900-------------------------------------- - - -------
1901-----------------------------------------------
1902- --------------- ------ - ----------- -------------
1903-----------------------------------------------
1904------------------------------------------ -----

Five-year average, $30,122,000. 1905 ___ ___________________________________________ _ 

1906-------------- --------------------- - -------- - --
1901-----------------------------------------------
1908-------------- ---------------------- --- --------1909 _______________________ ____ ___ ___________ _____ _ 

Five-year averagl', $41,555,000. 
1910---------------- ------- -- --------~----------- --1911 ____________________________________________ __ _ 

1912-------------------- -------------------- -------
1913--------------------- ----------------- ---------
1914---------------------- - - - -------------------- - -

Five-year average, $57,707,000. 
1915-----------------------------~-----------------
1916-------~------------------- -------------- ---- --
1911----------------------- ---------------- - -------
1918- ------------------------ - ---------------------
1919-- -------------------- - ------------------------

Five-year average, $140,997,000. 

Hi , 614, 000 
20, 243, 000 
19, 161, 000 
21 , 115,000 
28, 468, 000 

27, 293,000 
27, 924, 000 
29, 799, 000 
81, 616,000 
33, 980,000 

37, 937, 000 
40, 645 , 000 
45, 477,000 
40, 739 , 000 
42, 976,000 

52,647, 000 
53,673, 000 
60, 757,000 
63, 93, 000 
57, 566, 000 

120,727,000 
J46,704,000 
153, 710, 000 
100,881, 000 
182,964,000 

l~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::: 23~: ~8~: 8&i 
Two-year average, $195,004 000. 
July, 1921, to April, 1922 do months ), $47 ,340,000. 

TABLm 5:-Estiniated fina11 ciaZ results of a d11 t y on h ide . 

Domestic production of cat tle hides _______ _______ __ _ 
Cattle hides imported for consumption ______________ _ 

rounds. 
700, 000, 000 
300, 000,000 

Total (about 96 pounds p er capita ) ________ ___ 1 , 000, 000, 000 

On the basis of duty of 2 cents per pound for green hides and 4 cent::; 
per (>Ound for dried-

( a) The returns to the producers would be1 a ssuming the increase 
of the full amount or the duty was reflected w increa ·ed prices paid 
for live cattle and hides, $14,000,000. 

(b) The cost to the farmer and his family (30,000,000 people), a t 
12 pounds per capita (30 per cent higher than average) h 7l200,000. 
While the price might be increased the full amount or t e uuty, the 
price of any commodity depen ds upon the demand and supply of tha t 
commodity. It is conceivable that a slackened demand might decrea:;e 
the above figure, or in times of great industrial pro perity increase it. 

(c) The cost fo all consumers of the country, at 9~ pounds per 
capita, $19,000,000. 

(d) The revenue to be derived by the Government would be on 
300,000,000 pounds, $6,000,000. No allowance is made for dlsb ur e­
ments due to the drawback provision. 

TABLE 6.-Duties on hides, lea t her, an d shoes since 1 9.1. 

Act of-

1894 •••••••••••••. 
1897 ....•......... 
1909 ............. . 
1913 .•..••.•..•••. 
1922 (proposed) ... 

Cattle hides. 

Free . . ....... . 
15 per cent ... . 
Free ......... . 
Free .. . ...... . 
Green, 2 cents 
pound; dried 
4 cents pound. 

Leather. 

Sole. 

lOpercent ... . 
20 per cent ... . 
5percent .... . 
Free ......... . 
3centspound, 
15 per cent. 

upper 
(dr 0 ed). 

20 per cen t ... . 
20 per cent ... . 
20 per rent .. . . 
Free .. . .... . . . 
2} cents square 
c~i1t. 15 per 

Sboe.i. 

20 per cent. 
25 per cent. 
15 per cen t . 
Froo. 
(1) 

! O! cattle hides only, 12 cents pair plus 5 per cent . All other, 6 cents pair. 
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Tlle PRESIDENT pro temp()re. The question i on agreeing 

to the amendment of the committee. 
l\Ir. CURTIS. Let it be reported. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 192, after line 2, the 

committee propo e to insert a new paragraph, as follows : 
PAR. 1427a. Hides of cattle o! the bovine species, raw or uncured, or 

green or pickled, 2 cents per pound: dried, 4 cents per pound. 
Mr. WALSH of Maijsachusetts. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro­

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. LODGE (when Mr. FER."'ALD's name was called). The 

Senator from Maine [Mr. FERNALD] is absent on account of 
illne s. If present, he would Yote "nay." He has a general 
pair with the Senator-f1·om New Mexico [:Mr. Jo!'i:ES]. 

Mr. BALE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELD ] . I 
am informed that if present that Senator would vote as I shall 
vote. Therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. Ur~DERWOOD (when Mr. HARBISON's name was called). 
The junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARRI oN] i · neces­
sa.riJy ab ent. He is paired with the junior Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. If present and permitted to Yote, the 
Senator from l\lississippi would vote "nay." 

l\Ir. JO~ES of New Mexico (when his name was called). I 
ha-ve a general pair with the Senator from Maine [l\Ir. FER­
NALD]. I am adVised that on this question he would vote 
"nay." I transfer my pair with that Senator to the Senator 
from !\"evada [l\!r. PITTMAN]. If the Senator from NeYada 
were pre ent, he would vote "yea." I vote "yea." 

Mr. NEW (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAB]. 
On this question I have been assured that he would vote as I 
hall vote. I therefore feel ut liberty to vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. Sll\I~10NS (when hi name was called). I transfer my 
general pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
KELLOGG] to the senior 'enator from Texas [Mr. ·CUI.BERSON] 
and vote "nay." 

Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called) : I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoB­
INSON], who ·is absent. I understand if he were present he 
would vote as I expect to vote on thls question, and I therefore 
feel at liberty to vote. I vote "nay." 

1\lr. WATSON of Indiana (when his name was called). I 
haYe a general pair with the senior Senator from l\Ii ·sissippi 
[l\lr. WILLIAMS]. I am unable to secure a transfer and there­
fore withhold my vote. If I were permitted to vote, I should 
vote "yea." 

Tlte roll call was concluded. 
:Mr. l\IcCUMBER. I have a general pair with the junior 

Senator from Utah [Mr. KING]. I am unable to secure a trans­
fer of that pair and therefore withhold my vote. Were I 
·permitted to vote, I should vote " yea." · 

l\lr. EDGE. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]. I am informed that if lle were 
pre~ent he would vote as I propose to vote, and I run there-
fore at liberty to vote. I vote "nay." · 

Mr. JONES of Washington (after having voted in the affu·ma­
tive). The senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON] is 
nece sarily absent. I am paired with that Senator for the 
afternoon. Being unable to secure a transfer, I ·withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. McKINLEY (after having voted in the afll1·mative). I 
have a general pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. CARAWAY], who is absent. I am unable to obtain a trans­
fer of that pair, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I wish to announce that the 
Senntor from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN], to whom I transferred 
PlY pair, i · absent on account of illness in his family. 

Mr. MYERS (after having voted in the .negative). I trans­
fer my pair with the Senator from Oonnecticut [Mr. McLEAN] 
to the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. MCKELLAR] and 
allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that llie ·enior Senator 
from Minne ·ota [Mr. NELSON] ls ab~ent on account of a death 
in his famil:r. 

I al o wish to announce the following general pairs: 
The junior Senator from West Virginia [:Mr. ELKINS] with 

the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HA.BRISON]; and 
The senior Senator from California [Mr. JOHNSO~] with the 

Senator from Georgia [Mr. WATSO~]. 
Mr. LODGE. I wish to announce that the senior Senator 

from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] , whom I am informed would vote 
"yea," i paired with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
.}VF.'LLEB], who would vote "nay"-; and that the Senat~r from 

LXII--702 

Washington [l\lr. PonrnExTER]. who would vote "yea," is 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [l\Ir. PAGE], who would 
vote "nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 26, na:-:; 39, a~ follows: 

Ashurst 
Brousard 
Burs um 
Cameron 
Capper 
Curtis 
Ernst 

Ball 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Colt 
Cummins 
Dial 
Dillingham 
Edge 
Frel1nghuyse1J 

YEAS-26. 
Fletcher 
Gooding 
Harreld 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Kendrick 
Ludd 
McCormick 

UcNary 
Nicholson 
Norueck 
Oddie 
Phipps·· 
Rani;dell 
Sheppard 

N.AYS-39. 
Gerrv 
Glas·· 
Hale 
Harris 
Heflin 
Keyes 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
Moses 
Myer 

New 
Newberry 
Overman 
Pepper 
Pomerene 
-Rawson 
Reed 
Simmons 
Smith 
Spencer 

NOT VOTING-80. 
Caraway John on McLean 
Culberson Jones, Wash. Nelson 
du Pont Kellogg Norris 
Elkins King · Owen 
Fernald La Follette Page 
France Mccumber Pittman 
Harrison l\lcKellar Poindexter 
Hitchcock McKinley Robin on 

Shortridge 
Smoot 
Stanfield 
Sterling . 
Warren 

Stanley 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Willis 

Rhields 
Swanson 
Watson, Ga. 
"'atson, Ind. 
Weller 
Williams 

So the amendment of the committee was rejected. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I suppose it would be now in 

order to move to place on the free list the article covered by 
paragraph 1427a, which reads: 

.Hides. of cattle of the bovine specie , raw or uncured, or green or 
pickled, 2 cents per pound; dried, 4 cents per pound. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Kot onl;r that one amendment but about four 
other changes will have to be made. three of them relating to 
article whicll go on the· free list. Then, of course, we shall 
take up the others when the paragraphs nre reached. 

l\Ir. LODGE. The articles embraced in this clause should be 
placed on the free list. · 

l\Ir. SMOOT. If the Senator will allow me. I will move the 
amendments in their order. · 

l\Ir. LODGE. Yery well; but hide · will be placed on the 
free li t? 

Mr. SMOOT. They will be placed on the free list, I will ay 
to the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimou -con­
sent agreement the Senate now proceed to the consideration of 
paragraph 1431, on page 195. 

Mr. S~fOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tl.te Chair desires to re-­

mind the Senator from North Dakota that under the unanimous­
con ent agreement whatever amendment i desired to be offered 
to that paragraph must now be offered. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the idea is to disagree to the com­
mittee amendment there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee amendment 
will be stated. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. The committee propo. es to strike 
out paragraph 1431, as printed in the House bill, a. follows: 

PAn. 1431. Chamois skins, pianoforte, pianoforte action, player­
piano action leather, enameled upholstery leather, and glove lt>atber, 
finished, in the white or in the crust, 2Q per cent nd valorem. 

And in lieu thereof to in ert : 
PAR. 1431. Band, bend, rough, and sole leather, 8 cents per pound 

and 5 per cent ad valorem ; belting and harness leather, 4 cents per 
pound and 5 per cent ad yalorem ; calf and veal skins, tanned or tanned 
and dressed, 15 per cent ad valorem; patent, japanned, varnished or 
enameled leather, made of hides of cattle of the bovine species, n 
cents per square foot and 15 per cent ad valorem ; patent, japanned, 
varnished or enameled, not made of hides of cattle of the bovine species, 
5 cents per square foot and 15 per cent :id valorem: chamoi skins and 
glove leather, finished or unfini hed, or in the white or in the crust, 20 
per cent ad valorem ; pianoforte, pianoforte-action, and player-piano­
action leather, 20 per cent ad va.lorem; skins !or morocco, tanned but 
unfinisbedi 5 per cent ·ad valorem; upper leather, finished, not specially 
provided ror, made of hides of cattle of the bovine species, 2~ cents 
per square foot and 15 per cent ad valorem; all other upper leather. 
finished, not specially provided for, 15 per cent ad valorem ; leather cut 
into shoe uppers, vamps, soles, or other forms suitable for conversion 
into manufactured article~, shall pay a duty of 5 per cent ad valorem 
in addition to the duty imposed by this paragraph on leather of the 
same character as that from whlch they are cut ; case, bag, strap, up­
h0"1stery, fancy , bookbinder ', and all other leather, not specially pro­
vided for, made of hides of cattle of the bovine species, 2;-; per cent ad 
valorem ; not made of hides of cattle of the bovine species, 15 per cent 
ad valorem ; Jealher shoe laces, finished or unfinished, 50 cents per 
gross pairs and 10 per cent ad valorem: boots and shoes, made wholly 
or in chief value of leather made of hides of cattle of the bovine specie , 
12 cents per pair and 5 per cent acl valorem; all other boots and shoe , 
made wholly 01· in chief va1ut> of leather, not specially provided for, 
6 cents per pai1-. 
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Mr. S~IOOT. I 'Il<>W desire to ask unanimous consent to turn 
to t he f11ee list and to perfect the bill .as to items 'on the 'free 
}i!';t. Then we shall know just exactly what action has 'been 
1 nken b y the Senate- in referenc·e to the free list proper .. 

l\l r. UNDERWOOD. As I understand, the purpose is that 
hi<.l E>s are to be put on the free list, as are boots and shoes? 

Mr. S:\IOOT. Boots and shoes and two or three other items. 
Mr. W A.LSH of Massachusetts. Does the Senator from Utah 

intend that all of the items in paragraph 1431 shall go ·on the 
free list? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I will say to the Senator. 
l\lr. LODGE. We ought to act on the e various items and 

i;;eJect those which are to be placed on the 'free list. 
"' :Mr. MOOT. I do not think there will be .any objection in 
ha Ying the articles to which I refer placed on the free list, ·but 
it makes no difference. It may be done either one way or the 
other. 

'rhe PRESIDENT pl'o tempore. Under ithe unanimou-s-con­
i::ent agreement nothing can 'be considered' at this time save 
paragraph 1431. 

.Mr. SMOOT. That is true; .nothing save that paragraph may 
be considered except by unanimous consent. Now, Mr. Presi­
dent in paragraph 1431 I ask that the committee amendment 
mny

1

·be ·disagreed to. If that is done it will leave the Hous-e 
paragJ.·aph just as it originally was, reading as "follows : .. 

PAR. 1431. Chamois sklns, pianoforte, pianoforte-action, player-J;>iano­
action leather, enameled upholstery leather, and glo'Ve leathers, finished, 
in the white or in the crust, 20 per cent atl val01·em. 

Mr. WALSH of Massactlusetts. I .have no objection to that. 
Tbe ,PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chall' will assume 'that 

the amendment printed in the bill 'has been o"fl'ered, :although the 
·.REOORD does not how that that has ibeen 1done Up to this time. 

l\Ir. LODGE. flt is a committe =amendment'? 
1\IIr. 'SMOOT. rt is a committee amendment, .and I ask that 

it be disagreed 'to. 
The ,PRESIDENT pro tempore. The .question is ion agreeing 

to the committee amendment. 
?!fr. W AiLSH of Massachusetts, H we 1disagree to the com­

mittee amendment the House clause will then ·ttemain? 
'.Mr. :DODGJIT. Yes. 
Tile PRESIDENT pro tempore. ·mhe ~question is on .agreeing 

'to the committee amendment ·pi.1jni:ed in the bill 1proposi:ng to 
.substitute a new paragraph for paragraph 1431. 

The ,amendment was rrejected. 
Mr. Sl\lOOT. On page 197, paragraph 1432, line 4, before the 

w-0rcls " ;per centum," I .ask to substitute the numeral " 50 " for 
the numei:al '"60." That is the 'Paragraph ·covering ·bags, bas­
kets, belts, satchels, cardcases, pocketboo~. and so forth. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification of the com­
mittee amendment proposed by the Senator ·from Utah will be 
-stat~d. , 

The AssrsTANT SECRETARY. On page 197, line 4, befm.·e the 
words "per centum," it ls proposed to Strike •out the numeral 
"00 " and in lieu thereof to insert the numeral " 50." 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I shonld)ike to ask the Sen­
-atoL" fiom Utah if he offers the amendment which he has pro­
posed as a substitute for the committee amendment? 

.l\fr. SMOOT. I ·desire to modify the committee ·amendment 
by the substitute which I have stated, proposing, on page 197, 
Jine 4, before the words "pm centum," to strike out the nu­
meral " 60 " and to insert in lieu thereof the numeral " 50." 

Mr. WALSR Of Massachus~ts. Then, 1 move, on page 197, 
line 1, to amend the committee amendment ·by striking out the 
numeral " 40 " and inserting in lieu thereof the numeral "35." 

The PRESIDENT p1·0 tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator :from l\Iassachusetts is not now in order. The Chair 
·desires to remind the Senator from Utah that there is no 
provision for 60 per cent 1n the ·paragraph to which he refer~. 
The .provision of the Bouse bill is 'for 30 per cent, and that is 
the p1\ovision upon whieh the Senate .is now acting. 

Mr. SMOOT. l\fr. President, of eourse-
Mr. W ALSB of Massachusetts. I rise to a point of order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator rfrom l\fassaclm-

·setts wm state his point of ·order. 
1\fr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I understood the Senator 

from Utah to offer a substitute 'for the .amendment ef the com­
mittee in line 4, on page 197. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is true. 
1\lr. WALSH of .!ifassacbusetts. 'So that the oommittee amend­

mlmt~-

'The PRESIDENT pro tern.pore. The committee 3menoment 
is not before the Senate; it haR TIPver been :.offered, :and .has not 
'fl • . "et been llCted upon by the • 'em1te. 

1\lr. WALSH of l\fassacbusetts. We bave been PJ'OCeeding in 
this manner heretofore. 

The PRESIDENT pro 'tempore. The-OhaiT overrules tbe point; 
of order. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The committee ha'Ve been sub~~ 
'Stituting ·amendments for the committee amendments as ·origl­
nally reported. 

Mr. SMOOT. There are two ·other amendments in that para­
graph. 

The first amendment in paragraph 1432 is on 'Page 196, line 
23 to insert the WO'rds " not jewelry." Is there any objection 
to

1

that? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. None at all. 
The PRESIDENT ~pro tel1lpore. The question is on agreeing 

to the committee amendment. 
The amendment was .agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. Then, on page 196, at the beginning of line 24, 

the next committee amendment is to strike out the words " 11ot 
jewelry." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next committee amend­
ment will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 196, .at .the .beginning of line 24, t;o strike out the words 
"not jewelry." 

The PRESIDENT p1·0 tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to 'the committee amendment. 

The amendment was •agreed to. 
'The PRESI[)ENT pro tempOTe. The next c:ommittee amend­

ment will be stated. 
The ASSIST.A.NT SECRETARY. On page 1.9'7, line 1., before the 

words "~r cent," the Committee -on lttinance 'l)ropose to strike 
·out the numeral "25 " and to insel't the numeral "40." 

Mr. w ALSB of Nlassacbusetts. Now I move to amend the 
committee amendment by iinserting -tlm numei:al "30" instead 
of "40" •on Iine 1, page 197. 

Mr. SMOOT. <:>n that I ·ask for the yeas and nay~. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I -should like 'to -addre t l~ 

Senate very briefly on my amendment to the committee amena­
'Illent. 

Mr. Mc~TBER. Of course, the question is open to discus­
sion before a vote is taken. The committee has had no op­
portunity to go into the qirestion of just what the rate hould 
be in view of the fact that 'hides bave been placed on the free 
'li~t. 'Of coUTse, that will necessarily cany with it tile leather 
w'hich would properly, for 1'.he most part, ·go 'llpon the free 
list, and, inasmuc.!h as the 40 per cent 1·ate w~ based upon 
'the 1lssumption that the 'leather would be d11tiable, and . the 
Senator from l\fassachusetts has m9ved to reduee it, as I 
understand, to 80 per cent--

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is my motion. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I think that ·should be done, and, witb­

out speaking for 'the eommitte-e, i Bbould vote for that reduc­
tion. 

Mr. W A'L'SH of l\'Iassatl:rusetts. Then probably we can uis­
pose o'f the amenfunent immediately by a 'Viva \oce vote. 

Mr. l\lcCUMBER. Certainly. 
l\fr. JONES of Washington. l\Ir. President, I understand the 

House WI was framell on the theory that hides would be on 
the free list. As I understand, the committee has not ~on­
'sidered what the ·e'ffect would be upon these rates under the 
amendment which ;ve have j'Ust adopted putting hide on 1he 
free list. Why should we not go back to the House rates in 
view of 'the ch-cumstances? 

M:1., McCUMBER. Mr. President, the House rates are based 
upon the American valuation at the time they were impo erl. 
In this instance the Honse xate would be hig'her tl1an the 40 
:per cent rate proposed on the foreign valua-tion. 

l\tlr. SMOOT. rt would 'be 40 per cent. 
l\Ir. l\IcCUMBER. H would be equivalent at leu t to 40 per 

cent, and I think a litt.le more on same articles. I think the 
40 per cent shotild be Tednced to 80 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. I agree with the Senator from North Dakota. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Then we can d1 pose of the 

matter by a viva -voce vote . 
'The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The que tion i on the 

amendment ,proposed by the Senator from Ma sachu.:etts ·to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

-The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. S1t100T. Mr. President, I desire to sub titute the 

numerals "45" for the numerals "6-0," in line 4, pa0 ·e 197. 
,l\Ir. W AL"SH ref Massachusetts. I think the committe-e ought 

to make tile ate "40"; I was going to ove to make it "3!>." 
.Mr. S.M-OOT. I will r.emind tbe Senator 1thut the duty p11 -

posed is on fancy articles, such as bags fitted with tra eJing, 
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bottle, drinking, dining or luncheon, sewing, manicure, _or 
similar sets. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. They are largely. luxuries. 
l\f r. SMOOT. Absolutely; and they ought to pay 45 per cent. 
l\1r. WALSH of Massachusetts. I will not contest the ques-

tion. 
SEVERAL SEN ATOBS. Vote ! 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, there is one amendment in the 

paragraph before the amendment in line 4. I refer to the 
amendment striking out the word " and " in line 8. 

Mr. FLETCHER. And substituting the word "or." 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment w111 be 

stated. 
The ASSISTANT SEORETABY. On page 197, line 3, after the 

word "manicure," it is proposed to strike out the word "and" 
and to insert the word "or.'' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. Now, l\1r. President, I move to modify the com­

mittee amendment in line 4 by striking out " 60 " and insert­
ing "45." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as pro­
po ed to modify will be stated. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 197, line 4, before the 
words " per centum," it is proposed to strike out " SO " and in­
sert "45," so as to read: 
any of the foregoing permanently fitted and furnished with traveling, 

.bottle, drinking, dtnlng or luncheon, sewing, manicure or similar sets, 
45 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the committee amendment as modified at the request of the 
Senator from Utah. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will 

be stated. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. The next amendment is in para­

graph 1433, relating to gloves made wholly or in chief value 
of leather--

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I recognize the requirements 
of the unanimous-consent agreement, but I call attention to the 
fact that the Senator from North Dakota [l\Ir. LADD], \\rho 
ha · an amendment to offer to this paragraph, has just been 
called from the Chamber. He will return as soon as he can 
within the next few minutes. · 

Mr. SMOOT. I think there will be discussion ·on this para­
graph, so that he will have ample time to return. 

Mr. WILLIS. I merely make the suggestion in order that 
the rights of the Senator from North Dakota may not be fore­
closed. 

:Mr. FLETCHER. l\lr. President, on this subject, pending 
tlte offering of the amendment by the Senator from North 
Dakota, I have a communication-and I presume nearly every 
Senator has received a copy of it, or a similar communica­
tion-which I wish to submit. Of course, we have very largely 
to depend upon others for our facts in connection with this 
bill. I am not personally acquainted with the facts, and I do 
nQt know bow accurate the statement is, but it is a statement 
made by those engaged in the business. The communication 
ls dated August 2, 1922, and the writer says: 

THE ASSOCIATION OF GLOVE hlPORTl!!RS, 
New York, Aug11st ~, 19!B. 

Hon. Du1'il:AN u. FLETCHER, 
Urrited States Senate, Washington, D. O. 

DEAR SIR: I would ask your attention to the inclosed reprint of 
recent article and of an editorial published in the Journal of Commerce 
and Commercial Bulletin, of New York, both relating to the proposed 
rates on women's leather gloves as provided for in paragraph 1433 of 
the pending tariff bill. The article was prepared by the prei;;ldent of 
thl~ as&ociation, Mr. Thomas R. Lewis. 

This a1·ticle shows clearly, and with respect to evidence submitted 
to the Committee on Finance of the Senate (referred to on page 4 of 
the inclosed reprint), that the Rroposed duties would be prohibitive 
(ls to the importation of womens lightweight leather gloves made of 
lPatber which has been dyed by the process of brushing, and that such 
gloves can not be manufactured successfully in the United States. 

The result of the adoption of the committee rates would be that 
the women of the United States would be unable to obtain the Ught­
welght leather gloves which to them are articles of apparel positively 
necessary for certain seasons and occasions. They would be com­
pelled to use the heavier ~loves made of leather which has been dyed 
by the process of dipping, rnstead of the lighter gloves made of brushed 
leather to which they have become accustomed and which are the only 
gloves suited to their needs at the seasons and occasions referred to. 

It is certain that to adopt ·the committee rates and compel the 
American women to buy an article they do not want and at the same 
time pay much higher prices for it would bring intense resentment and 
$trong persistent protest from the women who buy gloves. It has 
never been considered that the principle of protection to Amerlcan 

tndustry calls for prohibition of the importation of articles that can 
ot be produced in 1he United States and wherein consequently there 

· s no American industry to protect. The object of such prohibitive 

duties could only be to drive the American people into the use of some 
other and less desirable substitute. I would respectfully submit that 
such a proceeding would be an abuse and distortion of the principle ot 
protection, and that the infliction of such alf injury upon the Ameri· 
can women at this Ume1 when they are demanding lower prices, would 
go far toward discrediting and breaking down the doctrine of pro­
tection 

Yours very truly, 
A. J. F. GOESSLING, Secretary. 

I submit a brief upon this subject, which ls not very lengthy, 
and ask that it be also printed. in the RECORD. 

I shall not take the time now to discuss the matter further, 
except to call attention to the imports and exports as showing 
the state of the industry. 

In the Summary of Tariff Information it is stated that­
Leather gloves may be dress gloves, work gloves1 or automobile 

gloves-now almost an independent branch of the mdustry. Work 
gloves are " block-cut" with dies of approximate measurements; dress 
gloves are "table-cut "-that is, the skin is manipulated to the sizes 
that will stretch to desired widths when drawn on the hand. The dress 
gloves made here are "broad-cut''; the imports, principally 1n the 
lighter weight, fit more exactly. Most dress gloves were formerly made 
of imported sneep and lamb skins but are now made principally from 
domestic i·aw materials. Mocha skins, extensively used, are practically 
all dressed and finished here. Work gloves are from domestic mate­
rials-cowhide, horsehide, and sheepskin, or of canvas or canton Dannel 
reinforced with leather. 

Schmaschen gloves are cheap dress gloves made o:f the skins of 
stillborn--or sometimes o:f very young-Iambs. 

The production in this country of leather · gloves and mittens 
in 1914 is given as 3,082,376 dozen pairs, valued at $20,296,558. 
Without giving all the figures, in 1919 the total number of dress 
gloves, street gloves, mittens, and gauntlets was 1,227,284 dozen 
pairs, valued at $24,563,017; of working gloves, 2,888,419 dozen 
pairs, valued at $20,268,760. The number of all leather gloves 
produced was 3,615,703 dozen pairs, worth $44,831,777. 

As to imports--
In 1914 about $8,000;.000 of a total of $9,000,000 value came from 

Germany and France. vf the men's gloves imported in the years 1919 
and 1920, England sent amount valued at $104,754 and $485,122, re­
spectively. During the war period imports of women's and children's 
schmaschen gloves decreased. In 1918 none was received from <Mr­
many and Belgium and but small quantities from France and Italy. 
In 1920, however, Germany sent gloves to the value of $170,89~1 which 
was a large proportion of the total. Imports of women's and cruldren's 
gloves, not schmaschen, less than 14 inches in length, came largely from 
France. In 1920 the United States imported a value of $8,796,00• 
from that country, $1,615,900 from Germany, $1,061,374 from Italy, 
over $750,000 from Belgium, and almost the same amount from England. 

The imports · are given here, showing that they are not very 
important as compared. with our domestic production. 

In my judgment, those duties are entirely too high, if any 
duties at all should be imposed. I am inclined to think that 
these gloves ought to go on the free list. 

I shall not take up time in discussing the mntter any further. 
Have I permission to have this brief inserted, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 
[Reprinted f.rnm the Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin of 

New York, Ma.y 8, 1922.) 
PROHIBITIVE TARIFF ON MANY CLASSES OF GLOV&S--WOMEN'S AND 

CHILDREN'S LEATHER GLOVES CA:X NOT BD MANUFACTURED IN THJl 
UNITED STATES. 

(By Thomas R. Lewis, president of the Association of Glove Importers 
of the United States.) 

The tari.11' bill (H. R. 7456 ), as reported to the 'United States Senat~ 
by the Committee 011 FinaJice, provides for rates of duty on leather 
&loves which are as follows : 1 

Men's gloves, not over 12 inches in length, $5 per dozen pairs. 
Women,'s and children's gloves, not over 12 inches in length, $4 per 

dozen paus. 
For each inch in length in exce thereof, 50 cents per dozen pairs. 

du~fes ~dditlon thereto, on all the foregoing the following cumulative 

When lined with cotton, wool, or silk, $2.40 per dozen pairs. 
When lined with leather or fur, $4 per dozen pairs. 
When embroidered or embellished, 40 cents per dozen pairs. 
Provided, that all the foregoing shall pay a duty of not le s than 60 

nor more than 70 per cent ad valorem. 
Thomas R. Lewis, president of the AEsociation of Glove Importers 

of the United States, says : 
"The domestic manufacturers of leather gloves are chiefly located 

in Gloversville and neighboring towns in Fulton County N. Y. Thev 
supply practically all of the heavy working gloves and from 85 to 90 
per cent of the men's leather gloves sold in the United States, and 
also command the market in about the same proportion.. in women's 
and children's leather gloves made of leather which bas been dyed b~ 
the process of dipping or plunging. These are known as Cape anu 
Mocha gloves and are well distinguished in the trade from the 
women's gloves made from the lighter and more delicate skins, which 
can be dyed only by the process of brushing. 

"Women's and children's light-weight leather or kid gloves can not 
be successfully manufactured in this country, and the greatest fault 
of the above provisions in the pending tarltr bill as reported to the 
Senate ts that they will establish practically an absolute embargo upon 
the importation of glove that women in moderate circumstances all 
over the country find it necessary to have and which can not be pro­
duced here. Unless these provis'ions are amended the result will be 
that women and children will be compelled t o use heavier and less 
suitable leather gloves, at much higher price , in place of tbe imported 
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ll1?ht-weight kicl gloves which they bav& been at'Customed to wear for 
certain treasons and drcumRtanres, because of the greater dl'llcaey ot 
1ntUJ' style and finish ot th e light-weigbt gloves. 

" The llght"'elght JVcl ~love are nece1:1 ·ities foF women and children, 
tind this was r"rognrn d at the ttme of the enactment of the war 
revenue a.ct of 191 , when, notwithstanding the extraordinary need for 
revf'nue which led to taxes on sales of luxuries wherever possible. llQ 
1mrb lu'.xury tnx was put on women'i; kid gloves. The present need 
for revenue fxom tariff duties hns been sacrlficed in the ~atter of 
glovPs for the pm·pose of forcing the women of the United States to 
JIO without the li~tweight kid gloves heretofore imported from Ji'rance 
and other countr1e. and to pay tribute to a few manufacturers 1n one 
county of one State. 
UU'OSSIBIUTY OF ~lANU'S"ACTURING HERE TlIE LIGHTWEIGBT KID GLOVJll.S 

FOR W'OM&N. 

" These few manufactureL·s have bad the benefit of high protective 
dutie contimrnlly for many years, and during the war wer~ favored 
by conditions which curtailed the importation Qf women's kid gloves, 
but they have completely failed to manufacture the lightweight leathet 
gloves of the style and finish that American women insist upon wear­
ing and 1t i thorou"'hly well known in the glove trade that such 
gloves can not be made tn this counh·y, and that this !act has been, 
con cl a. ively eetabllshed by the unsuC'cessful outcome of a number of 

nt~fv~tPerrin & Co., the Iar est manufacturers f leather lov s 1n 
the world with factories in ~ranee, Canada"' ancf the Unitea ~fates, 
1tnd with 'a large production in the United ~tate of women's fiioves 
mad of lenther dyed by dipping, have not been able to produce here 
any appreciable quantity <Jf women's gloves made of the lighter leather 
dy!'d by brushing, even when importations from 1.i'rance were tmpos-­
.sibJe becau e of war conditlon . The well-known wholesale dry g-oods 
f'Ornpany~ Mills & Gibb, established a fart~ry in Ful~on Coan~. N. Y., 
dul'ing tne war. for the purpose of ma.king women lightweight kid 
gloves and after a large expendHure of money were obliged to dis­
continue the attempt because the product could not be made sattsfac­
torHy. Te!!timony of tbese tac~ was submitted to the members of the 
Senate Finance Committee at Washington. 

WHY THEY ARE MADE SCCCESSil'ULLY ABROAD. 

" :Such gloves a.re -made successfully in certain foreign countrit"s, 
France e~p('cially, because the lightweight skin have been obtainable 
there for many generations and greater skill ancl care have been de­
vi>loped 1n the labor of dyeing and handling the skins and making the 
gloves. In Fra.nce all the work incident to the making of women's kid 
.gloves is the result of the experience of a great many ~e;i.rs. The 
:Industry is for the mo t part a village industry, carried on lar"ely by 
.the same families generation after generation, a great deal of the work 
being done in the homes ot the people. 

"Years of such training are re<Juired before the most careful labor 
ean acquire the kill necessary for makin~ lightweight gloves. Our labor 
Jn the united State has never developeo. the patl~nce and skill neces-
ary to make such gloves. In fact, skilled artJAans have bee~ brought 

·into tbi country from France at vaL'ious times to make from imported 
llkin tbe Emme sort of gloves they made in tbelr native country, but 
th result bas been that, away from the habits and customs of their 
native villages, they could not maintafo thelr former skill and and care 
and could not make ofovcs of the desired quality here because of lack 
ot collaboration by dtft'erent allied operators, such as exist only in 
center where the industrv ortgin::ited and where it constitutes the 
livelihood of a large percen'tage of the iDh11.bitants. 

FRA.NCJD. IN NEED OF A.Ml!>1UCAN PRODUCTS. 

"In a great many States in our country factories and workers ar~ 
d.n complete or partial idleness because there is not a sufficient demand 
for the machinery or othel' articles which they produce. France nee<ls 
srnd wouJd buy a great deal more of such articles if she could only pay 
fo1· them, but France can only pay for goods produced here by sendlng 
to us certain goods produced there. If our tarifl: law prohibits tha 
importation from France of gloves for women :;mch as can not be p1·0-
cluced here, it is not protection to a competing Am rican indu try 
which does not exist, nor to American labor, which is not now employed 
in uch indu try. 

"Prohibiting the importation of women's lightweight leather gloves 
1 beyond anything like protection. It is simply giving a license to 
Mr. Llttauer and his favored friends to make the women in nil parts 
of the United States pay enormously higher prices !or glove of heavier 
texture. It will make these favorites of the legal embargo very much 
rirher, and all this will be paid for by the millions of women who now 
find 1t very difficult to provide themselves and their children with neces­
sities, and by the hard-pressed workers in the many factories which 
ought to sell more of their products to France, and woulU do so if 

1they could get fair play. 
TR.Ill HIGHER PRICE-8 TH.AT AMERICAN WOM'E>N MUST PAY. 

"If the Littauer glove rates are enacted, the women's kid glove 
known as P. K. 2-clasp, now retailing at $3.50 per pall', must be ad­
vanced in price not les than $1.25 per pair. The existing rate of dnty 
Is $2.2G per dozen. The Littauer duty would be $10.27 per dozen, or 
almo ·t five times the present duty, and the increase in- the duty over 
the present rate would be 3;)6 pee· cent. 

" Similarly, the women's 16-button mousguetaire glove, now retailing 
at 6 per pair, must be advanced in price by $2.GO per pair, and hence 
be sold. at retail for $8.50 per pail'. The existing rate of duty 1s $4.50 
pn: dozen. The Littauer duty would be $19.53 per dozen, an increase 
over the presen t rate of 334 per cent. 

" It i well known that women will not and can not pay such high 
prices for gloves, lllld the ale of the imported gloves will be practl­
ally prohibited. This is Mr. Littauer's purpose. Ile ~nd the other 
anufacturers will then advance the ~rices of their gloves to the limit. 

The effect of this upon the public mmd when it happens can be well 
understood in· advance. This outrageous imposition for Mr. Littauer's 
a.<lvantage is to be perpetrated upon the mllllona of women buyers at a time when they need a.nd are urgently asking for lo, .. er prices for 
gloves, and -n•hen all the women have votes 1n addition to the votes 
of the men folks of their households, who are also demanding that 
the co t of Jiving be brought down. 

AD VALOREM DUTIDS ON GLOV.E' ARJll JM:PRACTlCABLE. 
" The Littaner duties as written Into the pendina bill, quoted above, 

ot<Jntajn a provision that the glove as d~ignated' shall pay a outy 
of not le. than 60 nor more than 70 per cent ad -iralorem. Thie 
provlRion is th joket", an<l in addition to the lack of a reasonable 
cla. ificatlon permitting the imp~rtation ot th brushed leather (ll&bt 
1welgbt) kid gloves wm make the Littauer schedule mo.et compJetety 

prohibitive and establish the domestic monopoly ought. 01·eover, it 
wlll place the glove schedule again on an ad valorem basis rather than 
Ji specific basis. This Will bring seriom; administrative difficultiM. 
The Governmruit, in - addition to the lo:ss of revenue through the 
prohibition ·of importations, will have to contend with expen ive 
disputes about values. 

'Ad valorem duties on leather gloves were tried out thoroughly 
a number of years ago and found to be entirely impracticable. Since 
the leather 1n the gloves is a natural puoduct that is constantly 
va.ry\ng ancl fluctuating in quality and value, it is not posslble to 
closely and fairly determine the actual value of the gloves. Tbe e1fort1t 
to coUect 4id valorem duties resulted iu so much confusion and 
difficulty, with expensive and vexatious litigation, that the apprais rs 
and collectors of customs about 25 year ago demanded that the 
duties be changed from ad valorem to specific rates. ThiR was done, 
~nd specific rates have prevailed ever since under the Dlogley ana 
Payne-Aldrich tariffs, as well as under the existing tariff law, and 
have been entirely successful. 

"I believe I can say without fear of contradiction that when the 
leather-glove duties were under. consideration by the Senate Finance 
Committee it developed that practically all the members of tha.\ 
committee, as well a.s the Treasury experts and customs apprai~ rs 
wbQ were assisting the committee, were convinced that it would b6 
entirely impracticable to apply ad valo1·em duties to leather glove . 

" In thts matter of leather gloves, of which I am speaking1 ther , is 
no oppositfon on our part to duties which shall be fully protective t~ 
the establishe(l .American industry. What we are contending agalns 
is an indefensible abu.se that ts sought to be committed. 1n the name o 
a protective tal'it1', and which, if it should be consummated, would dis­
credit and injure the protective system and the great politicnl party 
that champions it . 

" In this paragraph on leather gloves, ad valorem dntie should be 
stricken out and specl1ic rates !m~sed. An amendment has been pro­
posed providing for rates on mens gloves, and women's and children's 
gloves made of leatller dyed by the process of dipping or plunging", pro­
tecting the American manufacturer in a fn.r greater measure than in 
the Payne-.A.Idricb tarift, known to be the highest in the history of our 
country. ..l separate rate has been proposed for women's and chlldren's 
gloves that can not be pro<1uced here, so that it wm be possible for the­
ligbtweight kid gloves to come into this country, thf'reby yielding reve­
nue for the united State& Treasury. The public welfare ealle for nch 
an amendment, which bas been introduced in the Senate by Senator 
LADD, of North Dakotp., a prominent and very alJle Repuhlican, who ls 
a lead1n9 advocate of a protective taritr that will be just nnd well 
balanced.' 

[Editorial reprinted from the Journal of Commerce and Commercial 
Bulletin of New York, May 12, 19:l2.J 

TAitllrll' JOKERS-NO. 5. 

The tarltr btll (H. R. 7456), as reported to the nited States Senate 
by the Comm ttee on Finance, provides for rates of duty on leather 
gloves which are as follows: 

Men's ~l.ovest not over 12 inches in length1 $5 per dozen pairs. 
'Women s ana children's gloves, not over .i2 inches in length, $4 per 

dozen pairs. 
For each inch in length in excess thereof, 50 cents per dozen pair . 
l.n addition thereto, on all the foregoing, the following cRiulativ& 

duties: · 
When lined wjth cotton, wool, or silk, 2.4-0 per dozen pal.rs. 
When lined with leathe1· or fur, $4 per doZ("n pa:ir. 
Wben embrol4ered or embellished, 40 cents per dozen pairs. 
Provided that all the foregoing sl18ll pay a duty of not le ·s than 60 

nor more than 70 per cent ad valorem. 
In this paragraph, which has formed a bone of contention tor years 

past, there now reappears an old, familiar friend. This is found in tne 
tlnal cla.nse respecting a.n ad valorem rate tQ be charged upon " all the 
foregoing." The joker quality of it lies in the fact that ina mnch as lt 
applies to all gloves,z includlng those that are competitive and those tbat 
C3ll not be producea at all fn this cotmtry and are not classitled in uch 
a way as to permit proper grouping, it provides a prohibitive taritr rate. 
The increase in rate, if made etrective, is reckoned by experts as about 
334 per cent owr existing levels. 

It was the glove schedule which turned the stomach of President 
Taft just at the last moment when the conference committee was in 
final session over the Payne-Aldrich tariff in 1909. Ile sent back- o it 
was then afiserted-the projected duties w1lich contained a joker of t hl!t 
eam·e sort for revision, with a stern me age which portend<>d a vt.>to 
if the otrerl.ding provision were not modified. Will President Harding 
do likewise if this joker holds its own up to the last? 

l\lr. CALDFJR. Mr. President, do I understand that we are 
now considering paragraph 1433? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now con ' id­
erlng paragraph 1433. 

Mr. CALDER. I submit an amendment which I ond to the 
desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment ofiered by the Senator !rom New York. 

The A.ssIBTANT SEcRETABY. At the end of the paragraph it is 
proposed to insert--

Mr. CALDER. !\µ". President, I send that amendment to the 
desk to be read. I will offer it after the otller amendments are 
acted on. 

The A.ss1s'l'ANT SECRET.A.RY. At the end of paragrRph 1433 it 
is proposed to insert the following : 

Gloves made wholly or in chief value of leather madP from hor~e­
hldes pigskins, and cattle hides of cattle of the bovine species, exc pt­
in"' c'a.ffskins, whether partly or wholly manufactured, 2u per cent · d 
va1orem. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the Senator has sugge ted 
waiting until we pass upon the other amendments; but inas­
much as the rule which provides that by unanimous consent the1 

committee amendments shall be first consld':red has been sug..; 
pended b)'I thLs unanimous-eonsent agreement, I can see no rea .. 
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son why the Senator can not immediately offer that amendment 
and have it considered and voted on now. 

Mr. CALDER. Very well, Mr. President. I offer the amend­
ment which has just been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. w ADS WORTH. Let it be stated. 
Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, may I make an explanation of 

its provisions, after which it can be stated again? 
:r.Ir. W .ALSH of Massachusetts. I think the Senator ought to 

give some explanation of the amendment. 
lHr. C.ALD~R. Mr. President, the House bill would carry a 

rate of 38! per cent on these working gloves. The Senate 
Finance Committee determined that that rate would be too 
hig.h, and for that reason I have offered this amendment. 

These gloves are work gloves. We manufacture practically 
all of them here. Not very many are imported. The record, 
however, shows that in 1918 $1,500,000 worth were imported. 
Since then the imports have been negligible. · 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I noticer that the glove 
. which the Senator has in his band is the ordinary workmen's 

gloYe, used uoon the farm and used generally by laborers. 
Mr. CALDER. Yes. 
l\fr. l\!cCUMBER. I will,.ask the Senator whether that is. 

not practically the only workmen's glove that is made in the 
United States for workmen.? In other words, they are not 
made out of cowhide? 

Mr. CALDER. No. 
Mr. McCUMBER. And they are not made out of any hide 

other than that which is specified irr the Senator's amendment? 
.· Mr. C.ll..DER. That is correct. I may say that workmen's 
gloves made of leather of this character are worn generally 
in the United States and Canada and in no other country. 
There is a Canadian ducy of 45 per cent against them. They 
are ma.de in Canada as well as here,. and the committee believes 
that 25 per cent would be ample protection for them. 

l\.I.r. REED. Mr. President,. if these gloves are used by work­
men, and if there are very few imported1 and if we are fur­
nishing free skins and free hides, why should they not be put 
on the free list, instead of bearing a 25 per cent duty? 

l\lr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, they are not made out of 
hides of cattle. They a.re not ma.de out of hides which are 
placed upon the free list. 

Mr. REED. What is the duty on the hides that they are 
made out of? I can not tell ; I can not see the gloves from 
here. 

~fr. SMOOT. Mr. President, glove leather is dutiable at 20 
per cent ad valorem. I do not know whethe-r it is this leather 
pr not; though. 

l\Ir. WADSWORTH. Glove leather bears a dutY' of 20 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. CALDER. These gloves are made from horsehides, pig­
skins, and cattle hides of cattle of the bovine species. 

Mr. REED. .Are we not putting those hides on the free list? 
·Do we not propose to put them on the free list? 

Mr. CALDER. Yes. 
Mr. REED. Very well. Then the Senator from North 

Dakota was mistaken. 
Mr. CALDER. I am under the impression that these skins 

are on the free list. 
~ Mr. President, as I said a moment ago, these gloves are worn 
in this country and in Canada. They are not used to any 
great extent outside of North .America. People in Europe do 
not use gloves at their work. The manufacture of these gloves 
here is very large. Canada has a duty of 45 per cent against 
our gloves coming into their country ; and it seemed to the 
committee that at least, with that condition prevailing, we 
should have a duty here of 25 per cent. 

It is true that not very many of these gloves have com~ in 
from Europe, hardly worth keeping a record of; but they can 
come in. 

.Mr. REED. If I understand the Senator correctly, Canada 
Juis a 45 per cent duty on these gloves. 

.Mr. CALDER. Yes. 
Mr. REED. Because Canada has a 45 per cent duty against 

bur gloves being- shipped there, what reason is that for our 
putting a duty of 25 per cent on gloves of the same character 
being shipped in here? I can not get the logic of that. If we 
are able to make these gloves and ship them to Canada in 
competition with the world, in competition with the Canadian 
manufacturers, so that they feel it necessary to put a 45 per 
.cent duty on them to prot-ect the Canadian industry against 
.our manufacturers, that is pretty nearly conclusive evidence 
that our manufacturers need no duty at all. 

Mr. O.ALDER. I will say to the Sena.tor that there is no 
record that we ship any into Canada. 

Mr. REED. They may not be shipped into Canada. 
Mr. CALDER. It is a fact, too, I will say to the Senator, 

that these gloves are not generally worn except in Canada and 
in our own country. 

Mr. REED. Very well I do not care where they are worn. 
The point I am making is this: 

The Canadian statesmen have thought that we could make. 
these gloves and ship them into Canada, where they a.re worn; 
and in order to protect their own manufacturers against 
.American competition, against competition with the outside 
world. they put on a 45 per cent duty. If that argues any­
thing, it is that we can make these gloves, and we can send 
them to Canada, and we can compete with the Canadian manu­
facturers, unless they put on a heavy duty to keep us out. 
That is a very sound argument against the necessity of any 
duty at all in this country. · 

The Senator says that these gloves are worn by workmen. 
and he corrects the statement of the Sena.tor from North Da­
kota that none of the hides out o:t which they are made are on 
the free list, because a large part of them a.re made from the 
hides of cattle ; so we put the hides. on the free list for these 
gentlemen. They are already able to compete in Canada. with 
the Canadian manufacture1·s. Why should we now impose a 
25 per cent duty when every penny of it would have to be paid 
by the .American laborer who wears these workmen's gloves1 
I protest against it. I say they should go on the free list, just. 
the same as it is understood we are going to put shoes on the 
free list. Let us have something that somebody who works 
with his hands can get without paying a tax to benefit some 
manufacturer who is already able to compete in Canada to such. 
an extent that they require a 45 per cent duty up there to 
protect them against that competition. 

Mr. CALDER. The record does not show that any of thes& 
gloves are sent to Canada. The committee thought that the 
imposition of a duty of 45 per cent against us by Canada pre­
vented their exportation into Canada. 

Mr. REED. Does not the Senator understand that if that 
duty were taken off we would bEr able to send those gloves to 
Canada and compet.e? 

Mr. CALDER. Undoubtedly. 
l'lfr. REED. Then there is no use quibbling about whether 

they have been sent in or not. If we are able to ship them ro 
Canada and sell them there without any protection, why should 
we not sell them in the United States without any pro-
t.ection? · 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, the Senator knows that with 
the cheap labor of Europe and the fact that large quantities o:t 
gloves come over from Europe it would be perfectly simple for 
the European gloy-e manufacturer to begin the manufacture ot 
these gloves in Europe and dump them all here. It seemed to 
the committee and seemed to me that 25 per cent was a mod­
erate rate, and one to which the manufacturing. interests of our 

I country are entitled. 
Mr. REED. The Senator has just said they do not make them 

in Europe. Now he says they may make them in Europe. 
Mr. CALDER. I did not say that; I said they did not wea.r 

them in Europe. 
Mr. REED. They do not make them in Europe, and the 

imports are negligible. Now the Senator wants a 25 per cent 
dnty to protect an .American manufacturer so that he can 
mulct the American laborer on these gloves to the extent of 
25 per cent. .At the same time, he tells us that the American 
manufacturer could sell them in Canada, in competition, ot 
course, with the Canadian manufacturer and with the out­
side manufacturer, · if it were not for a 45 per cent duty. In 
other words, we are asked to tax the American laboring man 
on his gloves; for the benefit of whom? Plainly, for the bene­
fit of the glove manufacturer and nobody else. It seems to me 
that it is about time we took some ot the burdens off of thQ 
people who toil. It is understood we are going to take the 
duty off shoes. Why put a duty on a thing a man wears on his 
hands made out of leather, and put the thing he wears on 
bis feet, which is made out of leather, on the free list? Let us 
give our .American workingmen, who have to have these gloves 
to protect their hands in the winter season, a glove that is 
untaxed. Why put on a duty of 25 per cent for the benefit ot 
the manufacturer, which, when it gets a.round to the worlting­
man, will increase the cost of his glove at least 40 or 50 pe-r 
cent? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, in regard to the char­
acter of gloves the Senator from New York has been dis­
cussing, I want to inquire whether they are made from. lealhec 
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produced from the hides which have been placed upon the free 
list? 

Mr. REED. Partly. 
l\1r. NICHOLSON. And the Senator from New York voted 

to put hides on the free list, did he not? 
l\Ir. CALDER. I did. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. How can he justify asking for a tax on 

gloves made from hides which he voted to place on the free 
list? 

1\lr. GOODING. Mr. President, I believe it is definitely un­
derstood that shoes are going to be put on the free list; as are 
harness, which the farmer uses, of course. I understand that 
is going to be done, and I think it should be done. But I believe 
it would be a very serious mistake to put gloves on the free list. 

The shoe and glove industries in this country occupy entirely 
different positions. I think it can be said that the shoe industry 
bas been developed up to a higher standard than it has been in 
any other country. I venture the assertion that within two 
years the shoe manufacturers of this country will come to Con­
gress on their knees begging for protection. The glove industry, 
to my mind, is, as I said before, in an entirely different position, 
and if we put gloves on the free list it would destroy the in­
dustry. I do not believe it could exist. I do not care whether 
gloves are made out of cowhide or what they are made out of, 
I think we must save that industry, or we will only increase the 
unemployment in America. I hope Senators on this side who 
believe in protection will stand by this industry, which needs 
protection. 

Mr. 1\IcOUMBER. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator 
from New York [Mr. CALDER] a question. The question I asked 
him a short time ago, observing that he had in his hands several 
different makes of gloves, none of which were cowhide and all 
of which were workingmen's or workingwomen's gloves, was 
whether or not cowhide was used in the manufacture of any of 
those workingmen's gloves. The Senator spoke, possibly with­
out due consideration, and said "no," as I understood him. A 
little further investigation into the matter, however, discloses 
the fact that there are more gloves made in the United States 
out of cattle hide than out of any of the other hides. Inasmuch 
as the hides of the kind which the Senator has presented to us 
are on the dutiable list, bearing 20 per cent ad valorem, I would 
dislike to say that we will levy a duty of 20 pe1· cent ad valorem 
upon the raw material without giving any compensatory duty 
upon the manufactured glove itself. 

But inasmuch as the Senator himself has taken the position 
that there ought to be no duty, either upon the hides or upon 
leather, I assumed, naturally, that he would take the position 
that there should be no duty upon the gloves manufactured 
:from that leather, and I suggest to him that he divide his 
amendment in two parts, at least, so that he may ask the 
compensatory duty of 25 per cent on those gloves made of pig­
skin, horse skin, and buckskin, of the working-glove variety, 
and cut out cattle-hide gloves. I think we can all vote for the 
amendment then, and we can allow these people who want to 
make shoes and who want to make gloves out of cowhide, and 
want everything free, to have it just as they want it, both for 
the shoes and for the gloves. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, I will withdraw this amend­
ment temporarily until I can find out just what is the propor­
tion of these gloves made of cattle hide. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I call the Senator's attention to page 1173 
of the Summary of Tariff Information, which will give him that 
information. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, there is just 
one way to make progress, if we want to dispose of this sched­
ule to-night, and that is to take up the committee amendments 
to this paragraph in their order and then consider amendments 
from the floor. I intend now to discuss the whole paragraph 
and to do so as briefly as possible. 

Mr. President, paragraph 1433 provides the rates on leather 
gloves. Let us consider the rates and their probable effect. 
An examination of this part of the bill shows that the rates 
have been increased to a point never before reached in the 
history of American tariff laws, and when we make such a state­
ment it is worthy of attention, because this is a class of articles 
which has certainly not been slighted in the distribution of 
tariff favors. 

Generous ad valorem rates on leather gloves were provided 
by tariff laws previous to 1890, ~ut the McKinley bill passed 
in that year marks the beginning of even higher protection to 
the leather glove industry. Even previous to 1890 the glove 
manufacturers could not claim that theirs was a neglected in­
dustry, so far as the tariff was concerned, because we find that 
as far back as 1842 the tariff law divided leather gloves into 

five different classes and levied specific rates of duty ranging 
from 50 cents to $1.25 per dozen pairs. By the McKinley law 
a combination of specific and ad valorem rates were levied. 
The duty on men's gloves was $1 per dozen pairs plus 50 per 
cent ad valorem and the duties on women's and children's gloves 
were $1.75 to $3.25 per dozen pairs plus 50 per cent ad valorem. 
Additional specific duties were placed on lined gloves, on em­
broidered gloves, and on gloves sewed with various fancy seams. 

It is not my purpose to enter upon an exhaustive discussion 
of the tariff history of leather gloves. I may summarize that 
hi.story by saying that the tendency of these rates has been 
continually upward, with the exception of the Underwood tal'iff. 

Under the Dingley Act of 1897 the basic rate on women's 
sheep and Iamb skin gloves was $2.50 per dozen pairs and on 
women's kid gloves $3 per dozen pairs. The basic rate on men's 
gloves was $4 per dozen pairs. These rates were increased by 
extra duties on lined gloves, on embroidered gloves, and on 
gloves sewed with various fancy seams. 

The rates imposed by the Payne-Aldrich Act were practically 
the same as those under the Dingley Act. The Underwood rates 
were substantially lower than these. Under that law the basic 
rate on women's gloves was $2 and on men's gloves $2.50. The 
extra duties also were less than those of the Payne-Aldrich law. 
Now the present bill proposes to cag-y the protection to a higher 
point than ever before enjoyed by the industry. 

Upon what theory, Mr. President, can the advocates of such a 
measure justify the continual advance of rates? Here we have 
an industry which was established in this country at a very 
early date and which has been continually growing and taking 
advantage of one of the best markets for gloves, if not the best, 
in the world, and yet they ask for protection which only the 
most ardent Hamiltonian could justify for the weakest of strug­
gling infant industries. 

The proviso in this paragraph practically makes the rate not 
less than 60 per cent and not more than 70 per cent ad valorem. 
Turning to the statistics in regard to pre-war importations, we 
find that the average rate collected on imports of leather gloves 
was about 45 per cent (equivalent ad valorem rate). It is true 
that during the war the price of gloves increased to such an 
extent that the ad valorem rate collected on gloves fell to 11 
per cent in 1918. Since that time the price of gloves has gone 
down so that the equivalent ad valorem rate has increased 
slightly. 

Mr. President, instead of returning to the pre-war rates, how­
ever, the framers of this bill propose to carry the rates upwar<l 
from the rate of 12.41 per cent, which the Taritr Commission's 
report shows was collected in the calendar year 1921, to a mini-
mum of 60 per cent. . 

If any such increase can possibly be justified, extraordinary 
conditions must be shown to enst. Do we find any such state 
of affairs? The average value of imports for consumption 
prior to 1914 was between $7,000,000 and $8,000,000, the num­
ber of dozen pairs averaging about 1,200,000. In no year since 
the close of the war has the quantity of imports been as great 
as the pre-war average. In 1921, 911,238 dozen pairs were 
imported. This is the largest quantity imported in any year 
since the war. If we should use only the figures for value 
of imp<>rts, the situation might seem to be alarming for the 
domestic producer, as the value in 1920 was approximately 
$14,000,000 and in 1921 it was $15,000,000, but when we put 
these figures beside the quantity of imports we see that the 
situation can not be serious. 

We have heard a great deal about the ruin which threatens 
the glove industry of this country because of the importation of 
the French and German gloves at the low rates of exchange. 
This fails to materialize when we consider the .figures that have 
just been quoted. The value per dozen pairs of leather gloves 
imported in 1920 was $15.82 and in 1922, $14.36, whereas the 
average value per dozen pairs before the war was about $6.50. 
Does this - look like ruinous competition for the American 
manufacturers? Less gloves imported than before the war 
and the value more than twice as great ! 

The ratio of imports to production in 1914 was 46 per cent 
based on value and 47 per cent based on quantity. In 1919 it 
was only 10 per cent based on value and 11 per cent based on 
quantity. The value of the domestic output increased from 
$20,296,558 in 1914 to $44,831,177 in 1919 and the number of 
dozen pairs from 3,082,316 to 3,615,703 in the same period. The 
rate of increase in the production of dress gloves and that of 
working gloves was about the same. 

Mr. President, we have heard a great deal of complaint 
about the paralyzed condition of the leather glove industry in 
Fulton County, N. Y., but we have likewise heard reports of 
stagnation of industry in many lines and many places through-
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out the country, and we ha-ve no pronf whatever that condi­
tions have been worse in that locality or that industry than 
they have been elsewhere. 

We have reports to the effect that the domestic glove manu­
facturers have more business in sight than at any time for many 
months J)ast, and we may safely conclude that this industry 
ha not been any more seriously ai'l'ected by the industrial de­
pression than any other industry, and 1:ha t, in common with 
otl1ers, it i now improving. 

W'hat the propo ed 1.'ates of duty would do to the wholesale 
a.ml retail trade in gloves is very. g·raphically described in a 
circular 'vhich has been distributed throughout the country by 
the Association of Gloye Importers of the United States. This 
circular is entitled "Gluve Prohibition." 

The glove industry of this country is more highly localized 
thim almo t any other American industry. Tn 1919 the State 
of Kew York produced about $26,000,000 worth of the leather 
gloves out of a total production of about $45,000,000. Fulton 
County, .K Y., ls the center of the industry, and the citie of 
GloYer ville and :Johnstown are of particulur importance. 

The figure :for local production in 1919 . are not available, 
but in 190!) Fulton County, N. Y .. produced about 55 per cent 
Of the valuation •of the to'tal output of ·the United States. 

Protective tariff .rates on .a commodity made within _such 
naiTow geographical limits afford a wonderfully instructive 
example of protection of the few .at the expense of the public at 
large. 

!Importations of gloves are nhnost altogether of women's 
and children's dress gloves. The producers of men'·s gloves, · 
both the working and dress varieties, have the domestic mar­
ket almost entirely to themselves. lin 1914 .the domestic manu­
facturers produced 31 per c.ent, on the basis .of value, of the 
women's and cbildi:en's dress gloves used in this country. In 
1919 much more than one-half, on the bas.is of Yalue, of the 
women's and children's gloves w-0rn in this country were pro­
'duaed here. This in spite of the ·claims of the manufacturers 
that the importation of cheap foreign gloves bus increased since 1 

the war. 
The act11al ~gures are: 

Valuation of women's and chtldren's dress gloves. 

1914 1919 

/ 
Manufactured in the -United States .. -·.-· ........ __ ....... $3,963, 170 Sto,:Jaa,121 
o.'otal importations ofa.ll gloves ................... -··-··... 9,366,899 6, 162,S•s 

We must bear these figures in mind when the claim is made 
that the post-war condition Df the women's dre s-glove indus­
try is worse than the pre-war condition. On i:he contrary, our 
domestic manufacturers ·appear to be better situated than they 
were before the war. 

This is the crux of the whole debate over •the tartlf on leather 
gloves. Advocates of 1high protection admit that the men's 
:working glove industry does not need protection, and ulso 
that the men's dress-glove industry controls ·the A:merican 
market and fears little 'from foreign competition. They do, 
however, assert that higher rates Of protection a1·e needed to 

. build up the women's dres ~glove industry, and allege that 'this 
branch of the glove industry has been neglected because in 
the -past it has not Teceived as high Tates of duty .a.s the men's 
glove brunch of the business. 

The imported gloves a.re of :a different Character from tllose 
made in this country. The foreign -gloves, especially those 
made in France, are of lighter weight and are marrufactll'!."ed 
more largely by hand processes and from leather whiCh has 
the dye llrushed on the surface, as distinguished from those 
made in America which are of leather dipped in the dye. 

Glove operatives have been brought from ·France to this 
country for the purpose of employing them in the manufacture 
of dress gluves of the snme character as tho e made in France, 
but it 'has been found that under American conditions, and re­
moved from the environment and traditions of their native land, 
tlley do not i>roduce the same kind of work. Practically all 
Of the glove dealers of this country are of the opinion that 
American manufacturers can not produce, even if they were 
granted prohibitive duties, the s~e kind of gloves that we 
import. 

lf these rates are put into effect, therefore, the American 
w omnn will be deprived of the privilege of wearing the fine, 
hi "'h-grade gloves which she now uses for formal occasions. 

If the claim is made that importers have been taking enor­
mous profits on the gloves which they have lately brought in, I 
would aHk in turn how it .'.happens ·that they have not imparted 
larger quantities of gloves? I have already shown that the im-

portations ha:ve been smaller in quantity -sinc.e the war than 
they were before the war. The answer which I gave to this 
question is that the demand for gloves in the American market 
has been so great that quantities brought in have been rapidly 
abso11bed at prices fued more by the demand than by the cost 
abroaa.. 

Mr. President, if the advocates of this bill believe that the 
pr~ces of igloves are too high they should take steps to pre­
vent profiteering ; the -passage of this bill will merely put the 
stamp of Govemment approval on the high prices now being 
paid and will giYe the -munufa:cture1·s a chance to profit instead 
of the importers. What we desire is a reasdnable price to tlJe 
consumer without profiteering by either importer or manufac­
turer. 

.Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, does tl1e Senator notice 
that the Ilouse ·prov.ided, however, that all the foregoing gloves 
named in this paragraph shall pay a duty of not less than 37 ! 
per cent ad valoi:em, '"Which was based on the Americn.n valua­
tion, which if translated into foreign valuation would read 100 
per cent? 

'Mr. WALSH of l\Iassachnsett. Yes ; and I ha-ve shown and 
will ·again proYe before I get through that this ra-te is based 
upon the value of gloves which are now coming to this country; 
tlmt the rate ii:: 10 or 11 per cent ad valorem, and it is proposed 
to make the minimum here 60 per cent. It is purposed to in­
crease the duty upon gloTes by 500 or 600 -per cent. 

Ur. WADSWORTH. Does the Senn.tor still say that the -rate 
in the Senate committee .amendment is nigher than the rate in 
the bill as it passefl the House? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I say that the rates upon 
gloves by the patr are higher, and that the .proviso which at­
tempts to make a minimum 1llltl maximum ad valorem rate 
makes the Senate committee rate higher thfill the House rate. 
I <?onsider 37~ per eeut, 'ba ed npon tl1e foreign valuation--

fr. 'WADSWORTH. It is not; it is based upon the Ameri<'an 
yaluation. 

1Ur. W:A.LSH of 1\lassachusett . I beg the Sena.tor's pardon. 
The Hou e rate is based upon th~ ;\ rnericnn Yaluation, n:n<l 871 
per cent 1based on the Ameri an >alna tion is not ·more thnn G 
or 70 per cent bru ed upon the foreign \·alnntion. 

l\lr. W ADSWQRTH. I think the l:)enator can be shown that 
it equals 100 per cent ,b~ed on -the foreign valuation. 

Mr. WALSH of 11.iassa.chusetts. 1t depends on the kint.1 of 
glove. The .gloves coming into tl1is country this duty will 
affect are :fancy gloves, women's gW.ves, kHl gloves. There a-i.· 
practically no ·impo11:ations of men's gloves. There is no om­
petition with the gl.ove industry ·of this country from abroucl, 
except in one class of gloves, the fancy kid .glove, and it coru­
petes with the American industry in this particular: The uye on 
the foreign glove is put on the leather with a brush. In the cuRe 
of the American glove the leather is dipped ·in the dye, and fur 
that .reason the ·fOTeign glove is preferred, .brings a higher prke, 
is more in demand, and .is not competing with the ·domestic 
glove, but .supplemental to the domestic production. 

But it is only the expensive, thigh-cltl s glove. The A..werkan 
manufacturers control the market of the cheaper kid glove. antl 
the only reas.on they a"re .asking 'for a protecti:ve-tari1T duty is 
that they ·can, with ·the -proper rates, -be able to make glaves 
similar to those ma.de .abroad, and they can keep out of this 
country a la:rge number of fancy kid gloves which are import~u.. 
if they are given a higher duty. 

That is the only taritr issue .here. The:r.e is not a tariff is ue 
in so .far as men's glove .a.re concerned, bec:rnse there is no 
competition. The.re is not a ta.i:iff issue in so far as woruen-.s 
cheap ·gloves are concerned, because there is no competition. 
The only tariff issue is this: Can we, 1by levying a very high 
duty upon kid gloves, make it possible for the domestic mauu­
facturer to compel the American women to buy domestic gloves? 
The importations are heavy. Can the domestic manu:l'.acture-r 
corral that business by putting upon the market a glCITe which 
will outsell the imported glove? They can not do it. Jt has 
been 'tried. The most skilled glove makers of Europe have been 
imported into these factories and have been put to woTk. They 
have tried in various ways to wake a ·glove as fine and as high 
claBs as the .European glove. I notice the Senator from New 
York smiles. 

Mr. WADS WORTH. I most certainly do. I anticipate tlle 
same old story, that the glove can not be made in this country; 
but I happen to have some in my desk macle in thi country as 
fine as wei·e ever made. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 'IThen I will ask the SenatO'l' 
why tl1ere -are so many importations into this country? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. They can not be mnde h<'fe in com_pt-ti­
tion with German gloves of the ~ume t.n1e. whld1 are 1uuLle unll 
turned out at the German factory for 18 cents a pair, aml for 
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which $2.25 a pair is charged in the department stores of this 
country, because they have a monopoly. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Now let us follow up that 
statement. In 1914 the imoortations of women's gloves into 
this count ry were $9,000,006 worth. In 1919 the importations 
were $6,000,000 worth. There are not as many gloves imported at 
8 cents a pair or 10 cents a pair from Germany to-day as there 
were in 1914. The Senator can not produce the statistics to 
show it If the gloves were being sold at that ridiculously low 
price, nothing could stop the American market from being 
flooded. There are less gloves imported to-day than at any 
time during the war or the period previous to the war. 

But let us see just what the importations are. The framers 
of the bill propose to increase the rate from 12.41 per cent, 
which the Tariff Commission report shows was collected in the 
calendar year 1921, to a minimum of 60 per cent. In other 
words, the value of the imports and the amount collected by the 
Government show that the duty averaged 12.41 per cent ad 
valorem. Yet the pending bill proposes to place a minimum 
of 60 per cent on the very same gloves . . I say there is no 
evidence of a distressed condition of the business in this coun­
try to justify such a substantial increase· and such a substan­
tial change. 

Mr. President, the value per dozen pairs of leather gloves 
imported in 1920 was $15.82 and in 1922 it was $14..36, whereas 
the average value per dozen pairs before the war was about 
$6.50. I call the attention of the Senator from New York to 
these figures. The average value of a dozen pairs of gloves 
imported into this country in 1922 was $14.36, while the aver­
age value in 1921 was $15.82. The average value before the 
war was $6.50. Now, where is the proof of all his talk about 
kid gloves being bought in Germany for 8, 10, 15, or 20 cents a 
pair? Of course it can not be substantiated. All the statistics 
available show that there are less imports now than before the 
war and show that the price of the foreign glove is higher than 
before the war. 

Now, I am not going to spend any more time arguing the 
question. 

I want to can attention to a circular which has been sent 
broadcast and which is issued by the association of glove im­
porters, dated New York, April 21, 1922. It states that women's 
piqu~ two-clasp gloves, now retailing at $3.50 per pair, bear a 
duty at the present time of $2.25 per dozen, but under the pend­
ing bill would bear a duty of $10.27 per dozen, an increase over 
the present rate of 356 per cent; that women's 16-button gloves, 
retailing at $6 per pair, bear a present rate of duty of $4.50 per 
dozen, while the rate named in the bill is $19.53 per dozen, an 
increase over the present rate of 334 per cent. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

Mr. W AJ_,SH of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Does the Senator vouch for the accu­

racy or truthfulness of that statement? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I will be very frank with the 

Senator. I submitted them to an expert of the Tariff Commis­
sion. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Does he know everything? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have found those men hon­

est. I have found them honorable. I have found them fair. I 
have found them just. I have found them unwilling to do more 
than answer one's questions directly yes or no and to give no 
opinion, but I have found them, when they were asked a frank 
que tion, to make a frank, honest answer, and I believe the man 
who gave me that information knew what he was talking about. 
I believe the figures I have given here confirm it. The present 
ad valorem rate is about 11 per cent. The bill, if the Senator 
can read English, provides that the minimum shall be 60 per 
cent. How much of an increase is that? It is between five and 
six hundred per cent. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I am not much of a mathematician, 
but--

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That confirms the amount 
stated in the circular. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. What did the expert say? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. He said he could not dispute 

these figures. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. But he did not confirm them. 
Mr. WALSH of Mas achusetts. Is not that confirming them? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. All right, then. But I say 

that the present ad valorem rate upon the gloves is 11 per cent, 
and the language in the bill calls for a minimum of 60 per cent. 
I ask the Senator, who surely has some knowledge of mathe­
matics, what increase in rate that is7 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I shall figure that out presently. Has 
the Senator any information with regard to the glove industry 
as it is carried on in California? I note that he mentioned New 
York. I rose immediately for that purpose. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. No ; but I know if there is in 
California any glove industry its interests will be fully and 
ably protected by the Senator from California. I have not any 
doubt we will hear from it before the debate ends. 

May I ask the Senator whether he disputes the correctness 
of the figures given in the circular to which I have referred? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have proof to dispute them. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What figures will the Senator 

give? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I shall take that up presently. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. How can a Senator get up 

on the fl.oor of the Senate and say that a statement is false with­
out being able to say why it is false and give some explanation 
for his assertion? · 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. If the Senator puts the question so 
directly, I answer that I have the courage to stand up and 
dispute the accuracy of the figures and the deductions there­
from. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I do not think any Senator 
can substantiate a position by simply denying an assertion 
made by somebody else, without some proof as to his knowl­
edge of the facts upon which the statement is based. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Nor can any Senator justify himself in 
affirming and reaffirming the accuracy of figures when he him­
self is unable to demonstrate their correctness. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does the Senator mean to 
say I have not demonstrated the cori-ectness of them? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have heard no demonstration. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have read to the Senate 

the imports into this country. I have stated the amount of 
duty collected, and that it represented an ad valorem of 11 to 
14 per cent upon gloves that came in. I have said that the bill 
provides a minimum ad valorem rate of 60 per cent. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Massachusetts yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Why does not the Senator tell the 

Senate that, with the exception of the Underwood law, the 
four preceding tariff laws carried in excess of 50 per cent ad 
valorem, including the Wilson Democrat:c tariff law? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. My information is that the 
maximum heretofore was 45 per cent. Perhaps the Senator is 
right. 

Mr. WADS WORTH. The Senator is mistaken. It was 50 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am now criticizing the 
present amendment. I am not now comparing the proposed 
rate with previous laws. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, may I have the indulgence of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to inquire of the Senator from 
New York what difference it makes as to the justice of the 
pending tariff bill what amount was named in some other law 
some years ago? What does that prove? 

Mr. WADS WORTH. If the Senator from Massachusetts 
will permit me, I can answer that. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am glad to permit the Sen­
ator to answer it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Under the other laws, even including 
the laws prior to the McKinley law-the McKinley law, the 
WilBon law, the Dingley law, and the Payne-Aldrich law-the 
average rate on men's gloves has been 61 per cent ad valorem 
and on women's gloves a minimum of 48 to 50 per cent ad 
valorem. That built up a tremendous industry in men's gloves 
and reduced the price of gloves to the consumer in that period. 
We have never been able to build up or hold the industry in 
women•s gloves. The Underwood law meant ruin for both. 

Mr. REED. Were they ruined under the Underwood law? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. In my own time I shall describe con­

ditions which exist at the factories and in the homes where 
the gloves are made. 

Mr. REED. I understood the Senator to say the gloyes could 
be made in Germany for 18 cents a pair. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Eighteen cents a pair. I have the 
gloves and I have the record of the whole transaction from the 
door of the German factory to the retail store in the United 
States. 

Mr. REED. The Senator said they are sold in this country 
at $2.25. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; per pair. 
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1\Ir. REED. Does it not occur to the Senator that that is 

about the best argument in the world for opening the door and 
letting the people get the gloves at a decent price? 

Mr. WAD SW ORTH. And give the importers 300 per cent 
profit and a monopoly of the business? That would close the 
doors of the American factories and put the American em­
ployees on the streets. 

Mr. REED. If the American factories have been open with 
this protection--

Mr. WADSWORTH. They have had no protection on gloves. 
Mr. REED. They had it under the previous law. 
Mr. WADS WORTH. I am speaking now with reference to 

the Underwood law. 
Mr. REED. In their previous condition, if the American 

factories had this protection, so that the American woman was 
not compelled to pay $2.25 for a 15-cent pair of gloves--

Mr. WADSWORTH. Eighteen cents. 
Mr. REED. Or an 18-cent pair of gloves, then it is perfectly 

patent that they have not been cutting down the price. It is 
perfectly obvious that the whole thing is a farce; and the 
lower--

Mr. WADSWORTH. I agree with the Senator that it is a 
farce. It is a farce resulting from giving other people an 
absolute monopoly of our market. It will happen every time 
that is done. 

Mr. REED. Now the Senator speaks of an absolute monop­
oly. Does he know of any combination among the importers of 
gloves? 

Mr. WAD SW ORTH. I know there are no women's gloves to 
amount to anything sold in this country except those coming 
from abroad, and that is an importers' monopoly. 

Mr. REED. Is that a monopoly among the importers or a 
monopoly among the retail or wholesale dealers of the United 
States? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The retail dealers can not get their 
gloves in any quantities except from the importers, and they 
charge high prices, of course. The importer adds 200 per cent 
to the landed cost; and he charges that to the retailer. 

Mr. REED. The importer adds 200 per cent and keeps the 
market at this enormously high level and yet the American 
can not manufacture and sell in competition after the goods 
have been advanced 200 per cent by the foreign importers-or 
2,000 per cent, which was it? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I said 200 per cent. 
Mr. REED. An advance from 18 cents to $2.25 is about 2,000 

per cent, is it not? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. The 18 cents is the original factory 

cost. The Senator must not draw his conclusion from that. 
Eighteen cents is the wholesale price at the German factory 
door. There are insurance and transportation and the Under­
wood duty and the interest and landing charges to be added. 

Mr. REED. How much is the present Underwood duty? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Two dollars a dozen pairs on women's 

gloves, which figures out on the present value 11 per cent 
ad valorem. The Senator from Massachusetts confirms that. 

Mr. REED. If the Senator will pardon me, then we come 
to this proposition : A glove is manufactured in Germany for 
18 cents--

Mr. WADS WORTH. I am speaking of the German gloves 
which are much higher than the French gloves. 

Mr. REED. The gloves come to this country, according to 
the Senator, and they pay $2 a dozen tariff duty, which is 
equivalent to about 100 per cent on their manufactured cost. 
Then, after that has taken place, somebody here who controls 
the foreign market adds 200 per cent more. With all tnat 
added, he tells us we have got to raise the tariff so that our 
domestic manufacturer may compete, although his gloves have 
already now had about 300 per cent added to their original 
cost. That is a demonstration, absolutely conclusive, that we 
have not any business to make these gloves in this country at 
all, for an article that costs us three times as much to make 
here as it does to make it abroad and is not an infant industry 
and still can not compete is clearly maintained at an expense 
that is unwarranted under any theory of protection that was 
ever advanced even by Dingley. 

Mr. WADS WORTH. Has the Senator from Missouri ever 
studied the history of the tariff on men's gloves? 

Mr. REED. I do not need to study that. I am discussing 
this proposition. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But the same principle applies. Has 
the Senator ever studied anything about the tariff on gloves? 
If he has-and I do not mean to ask an impertinent ques­
tion--

Mr. REED. I have not studied the tariff on gloves, for I 
am not here to make an argument for any particular or special 
.manufacturer. 

l\fr. WADSWORTH. Neither am I. 
Mr. REED. I do not think the Senator is. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. However, the Senator from Missouri 

is making an argument; but if he had studied the history 
of the tariff on gloves, he would have found that as soon as 
the American manufacturer was put in a position to compete 
with the foreigner in the manufacture of men's fine gloves 
the price of men's gloves in this country was reduced 75 per 
cent in one year, and a better glove was given to the consumer. 

Mr. REED. Well, I should want to look into that matter 
very seriously. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I do not wish 
to prolong the debate. I simply intended to call attention to 
what seem to be the excessive rates that are proposed in this 
amendment and to present such facts as seem to me would 
indicate that they are not justified. Of course, there is little 
prospect of getting any action here in favor of reducing them. 
Whatever concessions that may be made will be merely trifles, 
for that is about all that has been conceded, even when a strong 
case bas been made out against proposed rates. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH], in his col­
loquy with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED], has called 
attention to the fact that women's and children's gloves are 
not produced in large quantities in this country. I now call 
attention to the fact that in 1914 the domestic manufacturers 
of gloves produced 31 per cent, on the basis of the value, of 
women's and children's dress gloves which were worn in this 
country ; in 1919 much more than one-half, on the basis of value, 
of women's and children's gloves which were worn in this 
country were produced here. Instead of the claim of the 
manufacturers that importations of foreign gloves had increased 
since the war being true, as a matter of fact, there has been 
a decrease in the importations from foreign countries. 

Now let me sum up what I have said. First of all, there is 
no tariff question here in regard to men's gloves; there is no 
tariff question in regard to women's and children's gloves ex­
cept as to the finer and higher class of gloves. So far as they 
are concerned, the present price of such gloves is three times 
more than it was before the war. The foreign gloves were 
then $6 per pair compared with $16 ; that is, the present price 
of the foreign gloves is two and a half times more than it was 
before the war, while the importations are less than before 
the war. 

Everybody concedes that this domestic industry has passed 
through a period of depression, as has every other industry; 
but there · is no depressed condition and there is no situation 
here which justifies an increase of 200, 300, and 400 per cent 
duty upon gloves. 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say upon this subject, ex­
cept that I desire to offer amendments as we reach the various 
items of this paragraph. 

Mr. WADSWORTH obtained the floor. 
Mr. REED. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I desil'e 

to say that this is a very important item of the schedule; it is 
covered by the unanimous-consent agreement ; and I was won­
dering what the disposition of the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance would be with reference to modifying the unanimous­
consent agreement and allowing us to have a part of to-morrow 
to consider this matter instead of sitting here late to-night? 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. Mr. President, we could not modify this 
part of the unanimous-consent agreement without modifying all 
of the clauses of the unanimous-consent agreement relating to 
other matters. I think if Senators will take their time and dis­
cuss the subject and not each one discuss the matter in an­
other's time until one can not tell who is properly speaking and 
who is not, we shall be able to dispose of this subject entirely 
and finish it before 9 o'clock to-night. 

Mr. REED. I merely make the suggestion to the Senator 
that all that is necessary is to modify the unanimous-consent 
agreement by pushing the work over one day. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But that might be disagreeable to Sena­
tors who consented to the unanimous-consent agreement who are 
not now here. I think we can get through with the subject 
to-day. 

Mr. LADD. Mr. President--· 
Mr. WADS WORTH. I yield to the Senator from North 

Dakota in order that he may offer an amendment to the pending 
bill. 

Mr. LADD. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment to 
the bill, beginning on page 197, line 17, and striking out from 
line 17 down to line 23, inclusive, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the matter wruch I have marked and which I now send to the 
desk. After the Senator from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH] 
shall have concluded, I desire to be heard on the subject. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Let the Secretary state the 
amendment • 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
a mendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
LADD]. 

The AssrsTANT SECRETARY. On page 197, line 17, beginning 
with the word "Provided," it is proposed to strike out the re­
mainder of the paragraph and to insert in lieu thereof the 
!ollowing words : 

P r ov ided f urther, That glove tra nks, with or wit hout the usual ac, 
companying pieces . sh ll pc.y 75 per cent of the duty provided for 
th gloves in the 'fabrication of wJrlch th~y are suitable : Pro"'"idect fur­
ther, That women's and children's gloves not specially provided for, 
made wholly o.r in chief value of leather, whether wh.olly or partly 
manufactured, not over 14 inches in ·length, the lengths stated in each 
case being the extreme length when stret ched t o their full extent, shall 
pa :v 2.50 per dozen pairs; for each inch in excess thereof, 25 cents 
pei· dozen pairs : Pr ovided f urther, That in addition thereto, on all 
of t he foregoing there shull be puid the following cumulative duties : 
Wilen lined 'With cotton, wool, or silk, $2.40 per dozen pairs; when 
lined with leather or fur, $4 per dozen pairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree­
ind' to the amendment proposed ·by the Senator from North 
Da kotn. 

l\lr. WALSH of Mas~nchusetts. l\1r. President--
The PRE IDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator .from New 

York yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
~lr. WADSWORTH. ·r ield. 
Mr. WALSH of Ma q1chusetts. I desire to ask the Senator 

from North Dakota a question. Hus not ;the Senator repeated 
soille ,af .the language which ls used in the text in pa1'at:,<>Taph 
1433 preYiou to line 17? 

:i'llr. LADD. I have not. I .have u ed in part the same lan­
guage :as that beginning in line 17. 

:l\Ir. WAL H of l\Ia achnsetts. As I heud the amendment 
reacl, there ,.,eeru t o be a .contlict in the rates and in the lan­
guao-e and a ::i:~petition oi what appears above 1t in the para­
gra}1h. 

)lr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I hope I shall not detain 
the enate Jon 1 I certainly do .not want to do so ; but I wish 1to 
refer to ·ome matters whicll I think ought to be ·Of interest. 

The glove industry in the United States had its Jnception in 
the year 1760, when a group of ·people were brought from Scot­
lan , at the instance of one of the pioneers in what was then 
the Colony of .... ,.ew York. They were glove .makers, living in 
Per thshire, 'n Seo land. At that time glo"VeS were made in the 
homes of the people engaged in the work, and I may say that a 

ery large percentnire of gloves now are made in the same way. 
~he impre ion ee.ms to ·prevail th t gloves are solely made in 
fa ctorie , but as a matter of "fact a large portion of the woi:k 
ts tlone in 1the home of the peo_ple who have grown up in the 
business for generations. The glove makers from Perthshire, in 
Scotland, · ettled in .what ·is .now Fulton County, N . Y., and 
nllllled 1:he 'town Perth. From rthat little center has grown this 
industry, spreading to-day over four counties, and, of •course, at 
this time including places far removed. from the State of New 
l:"o:r:k, but in that .neighborhood alone 40,000 _people are de­
pendent upon the prosperity of the glove industry. · 
~pparently the value of the Jndustry in .America generally 

was eal'ly recognized, for ·many years prior the enactment of 
the McKinley bill, in 1890, glove carried an ad valorem duty of 
50 per cent. Wre hear very loud cries about a duty of 060 _per 
cent to.-day, with wage co ·t more than ·double those of that era; 
but for many years before the :McKinley 'bill -was passed gloves 
carried a duty of 50 ,per cent ad valorem. 

Du.ring those early generations the gloves made were largely 
the cou1·se or workman's gloves. No effort was made in those 
ear ly days to make what is ·now known as the fine glove either 
f or men or -for 'Women, the demand .for such a glove .not having 
b 'OIIle so widespread as it bas in more recent years. 

There was no distinction in the early day made between 
men·s gloyes and womens gloves in the matter of the ta.riff. 
The fir t gloves. which became known as fine gloves and which 
began to command good prices were men's gloves made in En_g­
la n<l very laTgely, and in ome other European countries. 

They began exporting prior to 1890 a quantity of men's fine 
glove . Senators can certainly recollect that prior to that 
time a pair of men's fine gloves could not be purchased in the 
Unitecl States except of foreign manufacture, and that prior to 
1 !)(), when the :first change was made, a decent pair of men's 
glorns cost $2.50 at our own :retail stores, and the foreigner .had 
almost a complete monopoly of that production. 

In the McKinley bill fo:r the first time an effort was made 
to encourage the production of men's fine gloves in this coun· 
tr>'· The McKinley bill, a., I recollect, continued the 50 per 
ceu t ad :valorem duty on all gloves, but also pr ovided a specific 
duty of $1 a dozen pairs on men's .fine gloves, making an 
eq uirnlent total ad valorem of something like from 60 to 62 
}Jt!I' cent. 

What was the re ult? I know that our Democratic friends 
have always contended that a procedure such as that would 
raise the price of gloves affected. It had exactly the opposite 
effect. Within 18 months the American indu try making men's 
fine gloves got on its feet, and with typical A.Jnerican genius 
and with the sharpest kind of compet ition among American 
producers they put as fine a men's glove upon the market as 
the foreigner had ever produced, and even better, and in­
stead of the American consumer paying $2.50 a pall- for men's 
fine gloves, within 18 months he was paying only $1.50 a pair 
for an even 'better glove. So we built up the men's fine glove 
business in this country. Step by step we beat the foreigner 
at his own game and reduced the price of gloves to the people. 

The McKinley bill was succeeded by the Wilson tariff bill, 
passed when G.ro>er Cleveland was President, under Democratic 
auspices. The Wilson hill continued substantially the same 
duties on gloves, and the American industry continued to thrive 
and to grow. 

The Wilson bill was succeeded by. the Dingley bill, and the 
Dingley bill continued substantially the same duties upon 
gloves-about 60 per cent on men's fine gloves, and about 50 
per cent, ·the old, unchanged rate, on women's fine gloves. We 
were not making women's fine gloves .all through that _period of 
yea.rs. We could not do ·t in competition with the foreigner ; 
but with 10 per cent added to the original men's glove schedule, 
making it 60 per cent instead of 50 per cent-the women's glove 
schedule-we did succeed in making the men's gloves and reduc­
ing the price at the same time that we were building up a 
great industry~ 

q'he Payne-Aldrich bill came along and made no substantial 
change, averaging about 48 to 50 per cent for women's gloves 
and a.bout 60 per cent for men's glove&, and still the men's 
glove industry -grew. We had never .made to any extent the 
women's fine gloves. The importers during all those years 
. ;wore that they could not be made in this country. They had 
lost their enormous profits on the men's gloves which they had 
been bringing in; they had seen the American industry de­
velop, and they had seen the price o.f men's gloves go down. 
They hav;e all these years clung to their contention that we 
were not capable of making women's fine gloYes in this country, 
because the women's glove .is the one thing left to them where 
they have an ab olute .monopoly, which I think I can demon­
strate; and, having the monopoly, they have always charged 
whatever price they _pleased. It is true, as the Senator from 
Mi souri has stated, that they have boosted that price away 
up, having a monopoly; but the instant any American tries to 
come in they -put the price a w.a.y down again and kill him 
before he can start. That has been the history time and time 
again; and as soon as they have killed the American manufac­
turer up goes the _price again. It is the same old story when 
the foreigner has the monopoly. 

Along came the 1Und-0rwood bill and completely and dras­
tically reversed the tariff policy so far as gloves were con­
cerned, and cut the duties away down. Shortly after the 
passage and taking effect of the Underwood bill, however, the 
war came along, and we lived ior a considerable period behind 
what was the equivalent gf a tariff barrier, an insUI·mountable 
wall. There was the chance for the American manufacturer 
to try his luck at making the women's fine gloves which it bad 
been said he never could make, and he proceeded to do it. 

l\fr. BURSUM. .Mr. President-­
Mr. W ADSWORTII. l yield. 
l\1T. BUJlSUM. I think the logic of the Senator's argument 

about gloves shotild apply to hides also. Does not the Sena­
tor think so? 

Mr. WAD SW ORTH. No; I do not. 
Mr. BURSUM. Why not? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I am speaking of a manufactured 

product, not a .ra..w material. There is a very different ques­
tion involved. 

Mr. BURS UM. The hide is the finished product of the farmer. 
l\1r. WAD SW ORTH. I do not want to argue hides on the 

glove schedule. The leather of which these gloves are made 
does not come from cowhides at all. It comes from kids and 
lambs and calfskins-mostly kids and Jambs. 

The American manufacturer found, as he knew aU the time, 
that he could make the women's gloves, and he proceeded to do 
it. Of course, wages during the war \Vent ·ourinO' to untold 
heights and so did all manufacturing co ts, all upplie ... over­
head, and everything else, and the prices of g~ove went i:;onring 
upward, no more o, however. than the price of any other 
articles in ,genei:al use by the people. T h at conditiou la ted to 
and including 1919. Then the effects of t he war began to wear 
off, and ,the German and the F ren chm:m, ·who are tlte largest 
produce.rt'! of -women's fi ne g1oYes, be~~ 11 t o resume business. 
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Since that time the importations of women's fine gloves from 
Germany and from France have mounted by leaps and bounds, 
until in 1921 they aggregated 991,000 dozen pairs. Those im­
portations absolutely destroyed the industry in this country. 

I want to read something from the center of this industry­
a petition gotten up by the ministers in Gloversville, N. Y., after 
this condition had overtaken our industry. Mind you, these 
people who are affected have been glove makers, or their ances­
tors have, for generations back, since 1760. They make a large 
portion of these gloves in their homes, and the dealers and 
heads of the industry send wagons about and pick up the gloves 
from the homes, where they are made largely by the women in 
the family. Other portions of them, of course, are made in the 
factories. I read this to show what happened to .American 
working people as the result of a foreign monopoly: 

At a meeting of the Ministers' Associatio.n of Gloversville, N. Y., and 
vicinitY:.., held on Monday, June 5, acting entirely on our own initiative 
and wimout suggestion of any kind from the outside, a committee was 
appointed to respectfully call your attention to some pertinent facts 
relative to the glove situation. 

This petition was addressed to some officials in the city. 
We do not profess any expert knowledge regarding either the tariff 

or the American-valuation plan, but we are closely in touch with the 
economic conditions of Fulton County. For o.ver a year the manufac­
ture of gloves has been at a standstill. The last winter has been one 
of unusual suffering because of the lack of work. Funds were raised 
by popular subscription to alleviate the distress, a larger amo.unt being 
required than e er before in the history of the community. Our 
churches have been overtaxed in trying to help needy families. The 
glove shops are now idle, and until something definite is decided about 
the tariff the suffering will remain acute. In behalf of the 40,000 
people who are largely dependent on the glove industry, in behalf o! 
those whose capital is invested in the leather and glove business, we 
plead fo1· immediate relief and a tariff that will enable us to sustain 
the industry and furnish employment to the men and women of the 
county. 

Mind you, not only had the women's glove business been ut­
terly destroyed but the men's glove business had been brought 
to the brink of destruction at the same time under the Under­
wood rates, which, · as has been related upon the tloor this 
afternoon, amount to only 11 per cent ad valorem. 

l\fr. McCORMICK. Mr. President--
Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to .the Senator. 
Mr. McCORMICK. Has the Senator made allusion, or does 

he purpose to make allusion, to the number of small companies 
engaged in this industry? . 

Mr. WADS WORTH. . The business is scattered among a large 
number of small companies. There are over 200 concerns mak­
ing gloves. The number approaches 300. 

Mr. McCORMICK. If I remember rightly, there are over 
200 concerns making gloves, among which half a dozen, not 
more, are capitalized for $1,000,000, according to Dun and 
Bradstreet. 

Mr. WAD SW ORTH. I think the Senator is .substantially 
correct. 

Mr. McCORMICK. They are all small enterprises. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Of course, the Senator knows that 

whenever a glove schedule is discussed here the name of a 
certain ex-Congressman is always dragged into it, and it is 
charged and alleged that he is a lobbyist and that he is work­
ing for his own pocket all the time and that of no one else. 
The truth of this matter is that that certain ex-Congressman 
is not engaged in this business and has not been for years. 

Mr. CALDER. The Senator means the kid-glove business? 
Mr. W .ADSWORTH. Yes; I do. The business is scattered 

among a large number of small concerns. 
Now let us see if this destruction or near destruction of the 

American industry by the underbidding of the foreigner has 
been of any benefit to the American consumer. . 

Here is a lady's glove from Germany. It is a brushed glove. 
In other words, the dye or coloring matter applied to the 
leather is applied with a brush on one side of the leather. 
There is no mystery about it. It can be done by any skilled 
workman. This is the kind of glove which the importers who 
are hanging on to this monopoly and these 300 per cent profits 
insist can not be made in this country. This glove, however, 
was · made in Germany. I have here the complete record from 
the German factory door to the retailer's counter of the trans­
action in which this glove was involved, but I can give a tran­
script of it without reading the record. It would be rather 
difficult for me to do so, because a good deal of it is expressed 
in German marks, and expressions and phrases are used with 
which I am not entirely familiar, but which are European in 
their origin, and especially German. . 

There was paid to the German manufacturer for a dozen 
pair of these gloves 575 marks, which is $2.16 for a dozen pair. 
That is about 18 cents a pair. That is the :figure I gave a 
little while ago to the Senator from Missouri. Eighteen cents 
a pa,ir is what the German manufacturer sold this glove for at 

his factory door. Carry that :figure in your heads, Senators. 
The duty under the Underwood law was $2 a dozen pair. The 
landing charges were 36 cents a dozen pair, so that the cost de­
livered, duty paid, to the importer at New York was $4.52 a 
dozen pair. The importer who imported this glove, or the lot 
of gloves of which this glove was one, thereupon sold that 
dozen pair, which had cost him $4.52, for $13.50. His gross 
profit-not his net profit but his gross profit-on a dozen pair 
of gloves which cost him $4.52 was $8.98. Here is where the 
American consumer begins to get 1t when the foreigner has a 
monopoly. This same lot of gloves of which this glove was one 
was thereupon sold over the counter at retail at $2.25 a pair. 
The glove left the German factory at 18 cents, and Americans 

•are paying these exorbitant prices to what amounts to a for­
eign monopoly, paying through the nose, because there is no 
competition in this country against it, and American men and 
women in the glove industry are being fed by public subscrip­
tions, begged for by the ministers of the churches ! 

l\fr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

l\fr. WAD SW ORTH. I yield. 
Mr. REED. Does the Senator want us to understand that the 

foreign market iS so controlled that only particular people can 
buy there? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Anybody can buy these gloves in Ger­
many, and I will say very frankly to the Senator that some of 
the glove-making concerns in this country, having lost their 
business and still being burdened with an overhead, although 
their men are walking the streets, in ordeJ:'. to carry the burden 
of overhead in part, at least, and struggle along, hold their 
sales organization, and wait for relief, have themselves gone 
to Germany and bought some of these gloves, brought them here, 
and sold them in competition with the importers. In other 
words, we are driving our own ·manufacturers out of the busi­
ness of employing American labor here in the United States, 
compelling them to go to Germany and to France to buy gloves 
made there and to bring them here and sell them. That is the 
situation. 

What does this bill provide? It provides for a minimum of 
60 per cent ad valorem. That was the rate on men's fine gloves 
for 23 years prior to the enactment of the Underwood law. 
The amendment now proposed by the committee provides, in 
effect, that women's fine gloves shall bear approximately the 
same rate, and if we agree to that we will put that end of 
the business on its feet and we will read the same history of 
it a year or two from now as we can read now in connection 
with the men's glove industry. They will meet tlte foreigner 
with competition and they will compel him to slash these out­
rageous prices. It will inject new life into the American indus­
try, and before long American women will be buying fine gloves 
at a lower price than they are paying to-day, and they will be 
American made. That is exactly what happened, I will say- to 
the Senator from Missouri, in the case of men's gloves. 

Mr. REED. Are the factories in New York, where the min­
isters have gotten up this petition, engaged in making women's 
fine gloves? 

Mr. W ADSWORTB. No; they can not make a glove. 
Mr. REED. What kind of gloves had they been making? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. They had been making them during the 

war. That is the only time they ever had a chance to make 
them. 

Mr. REED. What were these people who are now out of 
employment doing before the war? 

Mr. WAD SW ORTH. They were making men's gloves. 
Mr. REED. Are they still making meu's gloves? 
Mr. W A.DSWORTH. At about 30 per cent of their capacity. 

The Underwood law nearly killed them in that. 
Mr. REED. The Underwood law has pretty nearly killed 

them in the making of men's gloves? I am speaking now of 
men's fine gloves. 

Mr. W .ADSWORTH. I am not speaking of the working 
gloves at all. 

Mr. REED. Bas two-thirds of the consumption in this coun­
try been imported any time since the war? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have not the figures of the importa­
tions of men's gloves. I can give the importations of women's 
gloves. I only know that the industry is flat on its back and 
that glov.es are pouring into this country. 

l\Ir. REED. Other industries are flat on their backs also. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Not to the extent I have noticed in the 

glove industry. 
l\fr. REED. The price of these men's fine gloves did not stay 

at a dollar and a half during the war? 
l\Ir. WADSWORTH. No; during tP.e war everything went 

up. Wages went up and everything else went up. But prior tQ! 
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the war you could get a pair of men's fine gloves for $1.50, 
American made. That glove was protected by an ad valorem 
equivalent of something like 60 per cent. Before it had that 
protection you had to pay $2.50 for a glove not quite as good 
and foreign made. 

Mr. REED. And substantially the same drop in prices oc­
curred in the case of every manufactured article during the 
same period, did it not? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It did not, by any means, occur in the 
case of all manufactw.·ed articles. I bought a good many manu­
factured articles. I k'llow in that same period the price of 
clothing went slowly up, and I know that the price of farm 
machinery went slowly up. It had been going up for years. 

Mr. REED. The price of farm machinery was controlled by 
the Harvester Trust. 

·Mr. WADS WORTH. Not at all; it was before the Harvester 
IT'rust was formed. 

l\1r. FLETCHER. l\1r. President, I want to ask the Senator 
when the petition which set forth the conditions was drawn up? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. A. year a~o. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Up to that time the industry was fairly 

prosperous, was it not? · 
Mr. W .ADSWGRTH. It was prosperous during the war. 
Mr. FLETCHER. But before the war? 
l\1r. W .ADS WORTH. Yes; lt was prosperous 1n the. pro­

duction of men's gloves before the war. 
Mr. FLETCHER. So that the Underwood law could not be 

charged with the responsibility of the destruction of the busi­
ness. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Absolutely. The Underwood law is now 
in normal operation, which lt was not during the war, and 
with the Underwood law in normal operation the industry is 
killed. This amendment from the Finance Committee is, in 
effect to restore to men's gloves the duty which they carried 
for 23 years and to put women's gloves on the same basis; 
that is alL I have here two pairs of women's gloves. [Ex­
hibiting.] One of them is a brushed glove, made as a sample 
merely to show that it can be done. They are not being maae 
commercially. This is a very fine kid glove, hand embroidered, 
with the dye brushed into the leather. Here is a white kid 
glove, as fine a glove as can be found anywhere, made just 
as a demonstration. It is in these types of gloves that the 
foreigner has an ab olute monopoly, and is bleeding the Ameri­
can consumer at the rate of 300 per cent and more gross profits. 

Mr. LENROOT. Before the Senator takes his seat I would 
like to ask him a question. I understand the men's glove in­
dustry is much more firmly established than the women's glove 
industry? 

l\fr. WADSWORTH. Prior to the war tbe men's glove indus­
try in the United States manufactured from 80 to 85 per cent 
'of the men's gloves consumed in the United States. That 
great success dated from the passage of t;he McKinley law in 
1890. 

Mr. LENROOT. It is true that the imports of women's and 
• children's gloves are very large? 

· Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; they are large. 
Mr. LENROOT. But the imports of men's gloves, even under 

the present law, are not very large . 
. l\1r. WADSWORTH. No; not as large in proportion. 

Mr. L.ENROOT. Then why did the committee propose a 
higher specific duty upon men's gloves tban upon women's 
gloves when the importations of women's gloves are very much 
larger than those of men's gloves? 

l\Ir. WADSWORTH. The specific duty seems to have been 
arranged in that way in the tariff laws for years back. I no­
tice the Underwood law carries $2.50 on men's gloves and $2 
on women's gloves. 

Mr. LENROOT. Is not the duty reversed from what it ought 
to be? In other words, should not the women's gloves carry 
the higher duty? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It depends on what the equivalent ad 
valorem would be. I think you will find that $5 on the men's 
gloves is no higher, in the equivalent ad valorem, than $4 on 
the women's gloYes. They are balanced in that way. The new 
element in this amendment is the limitation of 60 per cent ad 
valorem. It provides that the duty shall not fall below 60 per 
cent ad valorem, and 60 per cent ad valorem was the average 
rate of duty paid on men's gloves for twenty-odd years before 
the Underwood law was enacted. 

Mr. WILLIS. Before the Senator from New York takes his 
seat I want to ask him a question. I dislike to read a letter to 
him, but I do not know enough about this business to ask the 
question intelligently, and I do want the benefit of the Sena­
tor's information. I want to read a paragraph from a letter 

which has come to me from a gentleman who says he is a 
manufacturer of gloves. He says : 

During the war, when importations of the women's lightweight 
leather gloves were practically impos ible in any volume, we established 
a factory in Johnstown, Fulton County, N. Y., expressly for the purpose 
of making such gloves-

This is what he says about it. I want the Senator's 6pinion. 
He states this as a fact-

Nevertheless we were obliged to discontinue our attempt to make 
these lightweight g:Ioves after every po ible effort during a considerable 
period of time ana with a large expenditure of money. 

Then he goes on and assigns as a reason this situation : 
The reasons for this inability to produce these articleR here were 

found in our experience, as in that of others, to lie in the peculiar 
difficulties of tanning, dyeing, and handling the lighter and more deli-· 
cate skins. In France and other European countries where such gloves 
are made successfully the children in the villages where the gloves are 
made grow up with an intimate knowledge of the skins and how to 
handle them. This knowledge is handed down from generation to gen­
eration, and the skins are supplied from their neighborhoods; and with 
this near-by source of supply and early-acquired knowledge and skill 
these European villagers work continuously all their lives in producing 
the same line of gloves. This goes on, generation after generation1 and 
in each of the various processes, the tanningt dyeing, sewing, etc., which 
go to make up the completed article. It ls tne intensive tudy and care 
in all the little details of a delicately constructed article, patiently 
applied from youth to age and handed on. Our labor in this country 
will not and can not obtain or apply any such knowledge and skill and 
does not have the patience or desire to acquire it. It is not a question 
of wages. In our attempted manufacture of these gloves we paid the 
highest wages and had the most skillful labor, but the desired result 
was not obtainable. The fact is that the making of such gloves posi· 
tively requires the inherited and established conditions of the IDuro­
pean villages referred to, and such conditions can not possibly be 
reproduced here. 

He makes the argument that in this country our people, not 
having grown up to this character of business, do not have the 
skill, and therefore that these gloves can not be made here. 
What does the Senator say to that? I am not asking the ques­
tion argumentatively, but purely for information. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Well, I do not know who the writer is. 
Mr. WILLIS. I wUl hand the letter to the Senator. 
Mr. WADS WORTH. I have been assured by many glove 

manufacturers that they can do it, and they have handed me the 
gloves they have made, and I hand them to the Senator. I 
would say that they are very fine gloves. 

Mr. WILLIS. They are very fine gloves. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. This is very interesting, but the letter 

fs not signed. 
l\Ir. WILLIS. This page is attached to it. I do not know 

the gentleman. He says he ls one of the Senator's constitu­
ents. It may be that he is an importer. I do not know him 
at all. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I recognize the name as that of a 
prominent importing concern. 

l\Ir. LADD. Mr. President, a short time ago I .sent to the 
desk an amendment to strike out, beginning with line 1S on 
page 197, down to and including line 23 in paragraph 1433, 
and substituting therefor the paragraph which I sent to the 
desk. I am not interfering with the tariff proposed on those 
gloves which are produced in this country, but what I am 
objecting to, and what seems to me unfair and unjust, is the 
heavy tariff tax that is proposed to be put on those gloves 
which have never been made commercially in this country and 
have never been successfully introduced, although large amounts 
of money, I am told, have been expended in trying to develop 
that industry. 

That these gloves are not on sale in this country to any extent 
would be indicated from an affidavit which I hnve here, which 
was secured from the woman at Woodward & Lothrop's, in thi 
city who for the past 15 years has been the buyer of gloves for 
that company, and she states that during tbat entire time 
there have never been offered to her, or to Woodward & Lotlu·op, 
American-produced gloves of the types included in that por~ 
tion of the paragraph I have asked to have amended. Without 
reading it, I ask that it be included as a p-art of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows : 
CITY OF WASIDNGTON, 

District of Oolutn'bia, ss: 
Htella G. Fischer, being duly sworn, deposes nnd snys as follow : 
1. That she is buyer of gloves for Woodward & Lothrop, of Wash­

ington D. C., and has been assistant buyer and buyer of gloves for 
the said firm for about 15 yea.rs. , 

2. That she ls familiar in her experience with the two kinds of 
women's leather or kid gloves which are known to the tro.de, and that 
these are the dipped gloves, which are made of leather which has been 
dyed on both sides by dipping or plunging the leather into a receptacle 
holding the dye and that such glove are made of the heavier skins; 
and that the other kind of women's and children's leather gloves known 
to the trade are made of lightweight skins, considerably lighter than 
the heavier skins above mentioned, and tho.t these lighter skins are 
dyed by bavillg the dye applied on one Ide by a. brush. 
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3. That the gloves mad" of dippPd leather are pi;a.ctlcally an Ameri­

ean product, and that the brushed gloves are a European product; and 
thn t in all ber experience she bas never known of the lightweight 
lin1sbed gloves being manufactured in the United States, and that she 
llRi' not ut any time been shown samples for purchase or been offered 
such brushed gloves of American manufacture, and that all the light­
weight or brushed leather gloves that she has bought in her expe­
rience as a buyer lwve been of foreign manufacture, and that she has 
always been inform d during her experience as a buyer of gloves, and 
believes, that such glovr can not be mnnufodurcd successfully in the 
United States, and have never been obtitinable in any commercial 
quantities; and that she has been repeatedly informed and be1ieves 
that all attempts to manufacture such gloves in the United States have 
been entire failures. 

4. That in her experience the w<>men who buy gloves insist upon 
having the lightweight brushed gloves for many occasions, and can 
not be satisfied with the heavier dipped gloves as a substitute; and 
that higher prices for the brushed gloves \vould have the effect of 
forcing the women who buy gloves to use the heavier, dipped gloves 
against their will. 

STllLLA G. FISCHER. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 4th day of August, A. D. 
192~. 

[SBAL.) RICHARD 0. MULLIKI~, 
Notm·y Pttblic. 

l\Ir. LADD. In thls particular 1n tance I wa.nt to call at­
tention to the gloves as imported. Those which are 12 inches 
cost abroad at this time $16.87, I am informed. The landing 
cllarges .are 84 cents, the present rate of d.uty is $2.25, while 
t'.he p1·oposed duty of a minimum of 64 per cent would make 
$10.1~, or an increase of 349 per cent. · 

The long gloves which I show [exhibiting] cost $20.63 per 
dozen, the landing charges are $1.03, the present rate $4.50, 
the proposed rate $12.37, making them cost laid .tlown here 
$34.03. The rate asked is an increase of 174 per cent. These 
glorns are sold at retail at $4.50 at the present time, and would 
be sold at neal'ly double that under the proposed rate. 

I was informed that . a large firm of impert-ers, also manu­
facture1·s, of gloves in New York City, not being able to secure 
the gloves during the war, expended considerable amounts of 
money in trying to develop the manufactul'e of gloves of the 
same type in this country during the war when they had a 
eomplete monopoly of the trade. They state in their letter to 
me, which I ask to be i ncoi:porated in the RECORD as a part of 
my remarks, that they found it impossible to compete with the 
European gloves or to produce them in a satisfactory manner 
in this country, for the rea on that the glove produced here 
were not of the same quality because of the lack of skill in 
handling ; that they did not stretch in the same way and did 
not wear as well, and were unsatisfactory to the women; and 
therefore they were obliged to discontinue the manufacture of 
them. as they could not compete after the war with the for­
eign gloves. I ask that the letter be ln$erted as a part of my 
remarks. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows·: 

Jt;YH 16, HJ22. 
Hon. E. F. LADD, 

Uni.fed States .Senate, TV<181dngton, D. 0. 
DFJAR Sm: We wish to add our commendation to the amendment 

which you have introduced to paragraph 14H3 of the tariff bill now 
p ndlng in the Senate tH. R. 7-456). Tour amendment relatin~ to 
loathe-i: ~loves very well meets the practical requireme.nts of the situa­
tion and provides a proper and necessary cla.:sificatlon for women's 
Jightwe.ight leathru: glove which long expe1·ience has proven can no.t 
be made successfully in thi country. Your amC'nrlment provides for 
very high protective duties (a11 hat anyone could possibly ask for, 
~nd much higher tban the corresponding mte in the former Pa:vne­
Aldrich tariff) on all the kinds of leather gloves which American 
manufactures 'arc able to produce commercially in the United States, 
namely, men's gloves and the women's gloves made of leather which 
ha. •heen dyed by the proce s of dipping or plunging; and at the same 
time provides for adequate duties. not too high to prohibit importa­
tions, of the ort of women's gloTes which ean not possible be made 
here sul'cessfnJiy, but which the women of the Unitf'd Statf'il demand 
for certain sNisons and occaf'ionR. namely, gloves made from the lighter 
and more ilelicate ·kin.,; which l'an be dyed only by the process of 
brushing. You are tbu protecting completely every American indus­
try enJ?aged in producing leather gloves, Rnd pC'1'mitting importations 
(to yield needed reyenue to tbe Uove.rnment) of the class of gloves not 
prortuced or capable of hC>ing producPd here. 

WP kuow thoroughly from our own al'tual expe1i('nce that it ls not 
p ssible to produl'e here in any apprecinble quantity the women's leather 
gloves made of the lighter leather (kid) which must be dyed by the 
procC'. s of brushing. We have been for many years wholesale dealers 
Jn men 's and women's gloves of all kinds, '1ome~ tic and lmportf'd. Dur­
ing the war when importations of the women's lightweight leather 
"loves wcrC' pra cticaU y Jmposf"ible in anv volume. we established a 
factory in Gloversvills, FnJton County, N. Y .. expressly for the purpose 
of making such gloves1 from the lighter skins which must be dyed by 
brushing, such gl0\'€'8 oeing Yery well distinguished in the trade from 
1he wompn's and children' JeathP_r gloves macle of leather which has 
been dyed by the procei:s of dipping or plnn~ng. This latter class 
of glO-\"es are of heavier kins, and are known as Cape and Mocha 
gloves. 

In thi manufacturing effort we ball the 11dvantnge of a great deal 
of experience in glov s ancl with the labor requind for making them.z 
and we wei.·e able to make all ne<!est:iary expenrlitures of money, anu 
lmporta tions of foreign-made gloves were almost ~ntirel~ sbi.1t out ·bY 
a practical emhargo cau~ro by war rondJtjons, while th" demand of 
American women for the lightweight kid gloves was urgent, and prices 
of a;ll glbves in this country were -very .high. Nevertlrnless we Wel'e 
obliged to discontinue our attempt to make these lightweight gloves, 

after .every possible e.tfor.t '1uring a considerable period of time and 
with a large 'expenditure of money, becau e the product could not be 
made satis1a-ctorlly. Testimony concerning this effort and to this 
etr-ect was submitted by us to the Senate Finance Committee, and 
similar testimony concerning other like and unsuccessful efforts by 
other well-known manufacturers to produce these articles here was 
also submitted to the commlttee. In fact during a long period of 
years and under very high protective tariffs t}1ere have been within 
our knowledge a number of attempts by manufacturers to produce 
these gluves 1n this country, and all such efforts have been unsuccess­
ful and were soon discontinued. 

The reasons for this inability to produce these articles here were 
found in our experience, as in that of others, to lie in the peculiar 
difficulties of tanning, dyeing, and handling the lighter and more deli­
cate skins. In France and other European countries where such gloves 
are made successfully the cbildren in the villages where the gloves 
are made grow up with an intimate knowledge of the skins and how to 
handle them. 'i.ihis knowledge is handed down from generation to 
generation, and the sk1ns are supplied from their neighborhoods and 
wlth this near-by so.urea of supply and early .acquirf'd knowledge and 
skiJI these European villagers work continuously all their lives in pro­
ducing th same line of gloves. This goes on generaUon after ,genera­
tion, and In each of the various processe--the tanning, dyeing1 sew­
ing, etc.-which go to make up the completed article. It is tne in­
tensive study and care in all the little details of a dPlica.tely con­
structed article patiently applied from youth -to age and banded on. 
Our labor in this coUlltry will not and can not obtain or apply anv 
such knowledge and skill and does not have the patience or de~ire to 
acquire It. It is not a question of wages. In our attempted manu­
facture of these gloves we paid the highest wages and hacl tlul mo t 
skillful labor, but the desired result wa:s not obtainable. The fal'.'t i 
that ille making of such gloves positively requJ.res the inherited and 
established conditions of the European villages referred to, and uch 
conditions can not possibly be reproduced here. 

We take this opportunity to thank you for taking up this subject 
and for the able way In -which you have handled it. Samples of 
gloves such as we have referred to will be pla ed in your hands early 
next week, after conference with Mr. T. R. Lewis, president of tht! 
Association of Glove Importers. 

Yours very truly, 
l\fJLLs & GIBB ConroR . .\TIO:'.", 
G. R. FOGARTY, Pt·esident. 

1Ur. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. LADD. Certainly. 

· Mr. LENROOT. I did not quite understand just the e:trect 
of the Senator's amendment. The amendment provi<le that if 
Ute leather has ·been dyed by the process of dipping or plunging, 
it shall take the same rate as is proposed by the Senate Finance 
Committee. Is that col'l'ect? 

Mr. LADD. That is the American-made glove. 
Mr. LENROOT. If the leather has been prepared in some 

other way, the rate will only be one-half that sum. 
1\Ir. LADD. It would be $2.40; in other words, on tbe glows 

that we do not make and never haYe made in this countnr. 
.Mr. LE.i.~ROOT. I know, but why should the mere differenee 

of proce sing the leather make a difference of 50 per cent in 
the rate? 

Mr. LADD. I have not attempted to change the rate of pro­
tection where it is deemed necessary for the workingmen of 
this country who are making the gloves. Therefore, for 1 he 
gloves we have produced I have not proposed a change in the 
rate, but I have simply taken the rates for those gloYes which 
are ma.de in ~mall institutions or in the ho~ abroad and not 
made in this country, and proposed that that rate shall be re­
duced. 

Mr. LE.i""'\ffi.OOT. l\lay I ask the Senator this question, then? 
A glove that has not been dyed by the process of dipping or 
plunging, but is dyecl in some other way and is imported, must 
compete with the glove that is dyed through the process of 
dipping or plunging, must it not? 

1\lr. LA.DD. Yes. -
1\lr. LENROOT. If it does compete, does it not displa<.'e it jf 

the rate is too low? 
Mr. LADD. That is very true. But -what I am objectin;:r to 

is forcing the women of this counh·y to pay an unnecessarHy 
high price for . the type of glove they desire to wear or be 
forced to wear the glove that is made in this country. In 
other words, it simply bas the effect of forcing from the .Ameri­
can market tbe foreign glove and substituting a glo-rn that is 
entirely different. 

M1'. LENROOT. Why, then, should not the Senator's amPnd­
ment be so worded that anrbody could understand it? Why 
should there not be a straight reduction to whatever rate the 
Senator proposes, if one does compete with the other? 

l\fr. LADD. One is made in this country and the other i not 
made in this country. 

Mr. LODGE. Where f s it made? 
Mr. LA.DD. The glove is made in France and German)·, but 

the gloYes that are dipped are made, I unrterstand, in this 
country. 

l\.lr. s:\lOOT. I wish to say that both are macJe in this coun­
try. 

lli. W .ADSWORTH. I have a pair in my hantl that was matle 
in this country. 

l\lr. SMOOT. I have here samples of gloYes mi:icle in this 
country, one of the dipped style and the other of the .Qrushed 
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style. If the Senator is not a pretty good judge, he could not 
very well tell the difference between the two, and yet the 
bru hed glove is made here. The statement that they are not 
madf. here is hardly correct. I will hand the Senator a sam­
ple of the glove. I hand him a glove that is made in the United 
States. 

Mr. LADD. Yes; I have some of the same gloves, as I have 
already stated. 

l\lr. SMOOT. That is the brushed glove. 
l\1r. WADS WORTH. They are not made commercially be­

ca u e they have never been given a chance, but they can be 
made very easily. 

l\1r. LADD. I agree with that ; but they are not made and 
sold in this country, and the affidavit of the largest house in this 
city, Woodward & Lothrop, states that for 15 years they have 
never had offered to them any gloves made in this CO\Ultry. 

Mr. WAD SW ORTH. For an obvious reason. 
1\Ir. LADD, The Senator has e:rl.ibited gloves made for this 

particular purpose, and I have some of the same gloves. 
Mr. WAD SW ORTH. But the purpose is obvious. The im-

porter does not want to have them made here. 
Mr. LADD. Without regard to price? 
l\!r. WAD SW ORTH. But see what he is getting for them. 
Mr. LADD. I will admit they can be made here, but not in 

competition at the price, nor wlll they, I am told, be of the same 
quality. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Of com·se, the importers have always 
said that. They are clinging to the monopoly. They love it. It 
tastes good. They raise their prices 200 or 300 per cent, and 
then they tell the women who step up to the counter, " These 
gloves can not be made in the United States." The affidavit of 
the sale woman from Woodward & Lothrop is already famous 
throughout the industry. The whole glove industry are laugh­
ing at it. The whole glove industry know they can make the 
glo\e if once given a chance. The significant thing is that of 
all the women's fine glove that are imported in the United 
States 90 per cent are the brushed glove , which under the 
Seuator's amendment would have no protection and the foreign 
monopoly would continue. It is the last desperate effort to cling 
to that monopoly. They have not told the Senate, and I doubt 
if they have told the Senator from North Dakota that the 
amendmen: which he proposes affects 90 per cent of all the 
importations. 

l\Ir. LODGE. l\Ir. President, may I ask the Senator a ques­
tion? Where are the brush gloves made? I understood the 
• ~enator to say that they are made in Germany and France. I 
thought they were made in Italy. 
- i\Ir. WADSWORTH. Some are made in Italy; but Germany 
and France are the largest producers. They are also made in 
Czechoslovakia. 

l\lr. LODGE. They are made everywhere. 
i\Ir. LADD. In the European countries. 
l\lr. WADSWORTH. It has always been said we could not 

make them here. It i the old cry of the importers. 
~ Ir. LA.DD. I desire also to insert in the RECORD the amounts 

of importation · of gloves under the Wilson law from 1894 to 
1897, under the Dingley law from 1898 to 1908, under the 
Pa)·ne-Aldrich law from 1909 to 19121 and under the Underwood 
law from 1913 to 1922, showing the imports of men's, women's, 
and children's glove and the total imports of men's gloves; 
al. ·o a table showing the total production for certain years and 

'persons engaged in the industry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 0DDIE in the chair). With­

out objection, it is so ordered. 
Tlle tables referred to are as follows: 

Statement showing tM imports of men's, women's, and children's gloves. 

Year. 

WHson bill, 1894-1897 ........................... { l~~ 
1898 
1899 
1900 
1901 
1902 

Ding;ley bill, 1898--1908..... •• • . •• • • . •• . • • • . •• • . • 1903 
1904 
1905 
1906 
1907 
1908 

Imports of 
men's 

women1s, 
and 

children's 
gloves (total 

dozens). 

~·~·~ 
l; 23?, 19'J 
1,040,535 
1,054, 986 
1,206,874 
1,042,226 
1, 014, 711 

924,033 
953,956 
866,259 

1,058,926 
1, 186, 569 

902,Ml 

Imports of 
men's 
gloves 
(total 

dozens). 

~·~ 
61;420 
36, 720 
49, 500 
54,826 
50,380 
60,040 
73,050 
74,350 
89,008 
9-2, 600 

108,000 
93, 961 

Statement dowi·ng the i?nparta of men's, women' a, and children's gloves-Con. 

Year. 

Payne-Aldrich bill, 1909-1912 .•••••••••••••••••• · I m~ 
1912 
1913 
19H 
1915 

Underwood bill, 1913-1922.... . .................. m¥ 
1918 
1919 
1920 
1921 

!l'otal ........................... ; ................. . 

Imports of 
men's 

women1s, 
and 

children's 
gloves (total 

dozens). 

1, 159,22t 

M~·Wi 
1

1
128

1
355 

1'116' 632 
1' 475' 689 1: 101:032 

700 698 
735;879 
665,316 
~so,g~ 
9J:856 

2 I 767, W 

Imports of 
men's 
gloves 
(total 

dozens). 

86,673 
99, 284 
86,610 
65,350 

~·~i!: 
62:459 
32, 18i 
31, 4'08 
31, 212 
5, 185 

29, 155 
18,262 

1,633, 949 

Per cent. 

~~~0n_;5:::::::: :: ::: : ::::::::: :: :: : : ::::::::: ::: :: :: ::::: ::: : ::::::::::: :::: & ~ 
Total ................................................................... 23. 47 
Statement showing the production of men's, wamtn's, and children's glat1es. 

(Dozens.) 

Year. I Domestic. Imported. Combined. 

1899.... .. . . . . • . • . • . • • . . . . • . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . • . • . • 2, 895, 661 1, OM, 986 3, 950, 647 

tffi~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: i!iifil ::!! H~~ 
Total. ....•....•••..••...•.•.••..•.•... · 1-l-6,-38-2-,-863-1:-5,-024-,-41-0-il-21-,-40-7-, 2-73 

Averageyearly................................ 3,276,572 1, 004,882 4, 2 1, 454 

Average yearly importations, 23.47 per cent. 
Average yearly domestic, corresponding year, 76.53 per cent. 

Statement shotc·ing persons engaged 4n the glove illdttsfrli. 

Years. 
P ul ti P .irsons 0£1m1ed'n, engaged in 

States ~he gl?ve Censu . 
mdus.:y . 

15, 325 
11, 712 
12,9.)() 
12,345 

1899 
19M 
1909 
1)14 

Population, increase, 70~ per cent. Per ons, decrease, 19.56 per cent. 
Mr. LADD. I have no particular interest except that I feel 

and till maintain that the gloves have not been made in this 
country, whatever the rea ·on may be; that they are not being 
made to-day ; that they had the protection of an embargo dur­
ing the war; that the manufacturer who put money into them 
during that time was unable to compete; that they still have a 
tariff on them as much as the ether gloves have, and yet are 
not produced in this country ; and to place thi tariff of 340 
per cent is an unnecessary burden. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the great difficulty in all di cu -
sions is to arrive at the basic fact. The" Senator from New 
York [Mr. WADSWORTH], who always speaks with a rare degree 
of clearness, nevertheles makes the mistake which other mor­
tals make of assuming a premise which may or may not exist, 
and arguing from that premise. The whole l>a i of his argu 4 

ment i that there i a· European monopoly controlling the 
prices of gloves in this country. Over and oYer again he re­
ferred to the European monopoly. 

I asked him one question and his answer de troyed his entire 
argument. He admitted, or stated frankly-that is the more 
polite way to put it-that the European market wa absolutely 
open and that anybody could go to Europe and buy European 
gloves in a free and open market. If that i. the case, and 
since it is admitted we mu t a ume it to be the cn...,e, then 
there is no European monopoly and tbe scarecrow of European 
monopoly which he held up before us vanishe in thin air. 
If there is any monopolization of the bu ine · of handling 
European-made gloves, it therefore is not a European mo­
nopoly, but is a combination of importers. and ~ince every 
dealer is pri\ileged to buy in Europe and since all of onr very 
large dealers do have their .European agent~ and do I.my di­
rectly, H follows that if exorbitant price are charged to the 
retailer, it is the re ·ult of a c:oml>ination con piracy or trade 
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understanding of some kind which has been arrived at by the 
clea1ers in the country. 

Now, if there be a combination of that character the ques­
tion at once -.uis , How will a h'ighe.r tariff in -any way tend to 
benefit the American purchaser? That is the .fir t .question 
t-0 which I want to give a moment's eon ideration. If with a 
tariff of $2 per dozen tbe American importers, through a com­
biw1Uon among themselve , f-Or -a glove which costs 18 cents 
at the factory door, and which with the tariff and tbe trans­
porrntion added would not co ·t more than 35 or 40 cents, 
charge the American peopl"C $2.50 per pair, l1ow will it benefit 
the American consumer to make the tariff 5 a dozen or any 
other higher amount? Manifestly if we are in the g1ip of such 
a combination as 've bave spgken of the bigher we raise the 
tariff the more difficult. it will be to purchase gloves abroad, 
t11e mo're complete will 'be' their monopoly if the tariff has any 
effect, aml certainly it must be true that the tariff will not tend 
to relluce the price to the American consumer. Neither will 
it tend to limit the extortion practiced, as it is alleged, by the 
importers. 

The next question then arises whether we can produce a 
competition with the foreign importer, who bas monopolized 
the market at home, not abroad, by establishing the business 
there through a high tariff. 

Let us examine that for a moment. If those who handle the 
i·etail and distributing glove busine ·s of the country are strong 
enough to go into the open European market, where everybody 
may go; to go into France wbeTe these .. gloves .are manufactured 
anll where everybody may go to purchase; into Germany where 
these glove. are mantrfactured and where everybody may 
i•urchase and can, through the force ·of their combination, 
extort these wicked prices from the women as well as the men 
of the United States, what reason, I say, is there to 'believe 
if we do establish an American industry. through the imi;>o itiou 
of a tariff the same insti·umentalities would not control the 
prk ? To say that they would not is simply to assume some­
tlling of v.·hich there is no evidence, whictl is not borne wt by 
any kind ·of logic. Now, for 'a moment let us tum to tbe ques­
tion Of ·rhe building up of the glove industry in the United -States 
by the enactment of a higher tariff. We have 'had in the 
United Statf's a tariff upon .gloves f-0r 30 or 40 years, and a 
very high tariff. The Underwood tariff is somewhat lower than 
the tariff that preceded it, lmt under tho. e very high tariffs the 
wannfaeture of women's fine gloves in this country never 
s1mrng into existeBce. A few gloves were ma<le during the 
' ·orld War, when prices went to an unheard-of figure. What 
r~1. ·on is there to believe that an irnlustry which took some 
faltering steps during the war may be built up now by any 
tariff that js within tbe limits of -reason? 

'1..1 t u · ee w'hat the proposition is. The Underwoo'd 'tariff 
n. it stmr<l"' to-day impo. es · a :duty of $2 a dozen upon gloves 
wliich at the factory door -oost ·$1.80 a dozeu--,a tariff of over 
100 per <:ent-an<l we are a ked to believe that an industry 
''uO'ln to be built up by a higher tariff, whi~h in 40 years' 
tjme, with .more than 100 per ·eent tariff, .according t-0 the 
:figtu~ that have just been given here-it has not been 100 
pt:>r <'Pnt in figures, I am aware, but it is equivalent to 100 
}'•er ent when a duty of $2 a <'l<>z-en i imposed on gloves that 
<·o~ :·1.80-bas not b~ able to compete 'With the foreign article. 

1\lr. OAI..1DER. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me 
to interrupt him? 

1\1r. HEED. .Let me ju t fini · h this thought. What reason 
~ tll re to belieTe that ·we may build up f:.UCh an industry in 
tf1p fnture through the mel1ium alone of the tariff? 

Mr. CALDER ro e. 
l\Ir. REED. I will yield in~ moment. But that is not all 

Of tl1 story whieh we are told here this afternoon. We are 
tol<l tl1at these gloves which cost $L80 a dozen at the facoory 
door flr ·sol<l in thi country by thi. combination or monopoly 
~t )f13 a dozen. If, then, a monopoly bas fixed a price of $13 
a dozen. or more than six times the -cost of the foreign produc­
tion, anrl yet the industry in oi.rr country which has been estab­
lished ii;: Janguishing and going to desti·uction, althou-gh the 
price of the article with which it competes is 600 per cent above 
thf> co t of production, the .conclusion i inevitable that this 
ll dne-s. can not be established by -any kind of sens1ble tariff. 

>h, bnt it is said that if tb"C indu try did -Start, then the im­
~rt r ·might drop hls price to a uestructive figure. But the 
imp.ortel.' ha not th·opped ·bi · price; he maintains it now-600 

n e~nt, F>peaking btmHUy, abo e the cot .of foreign produc-
1ion-and yet it is said that the rlome tic factory <loors are 
('fo~n: that women and children are tarving. Wby have t'.hey 
l!Ot rrrnde the e gloves in Glover vill~ aud ·offered them to tbe 
pnhHc at, 8ay, $12 a dozen, which is ti:Jl 600 per cent 1beyorul 
tJ ('.ll t .of foreign produetion? Why •did tb:ey hilt down? 
Why did they not go into the lllal"ket and,<1ffer tbeir ·~ds? 

The trouble with this uratter is that when it is said there ls 
a foreign monopoly which has put ·the p1·iee up 6.00 or 700 per 
cent and still there is no domestic competition Senators have 
argued themse1ves into n.position where they have demonstrated 
that the dome tic manufacturers can ·not make the goods. That 
is all there is to it. However, those manufacturers are down 
here asking that every woman and every chl1.d in the Unite<l 
States who wears a glove shall be taxed, although they can not 
sell in competition when there is a protective tariff and 'vhen 
there is a monopoly profit added of 600 or 700 per cent. 

There have been some statements made in reference to the 
enormous amount of dumping of gloves in tbis country. What 
are tlle facts? In 1914, before t'.he World War, we imp01·ted 
1,200,000 dozen pairs of these glo>es. In 1921 we importeu 
911,000 dozen pairs. We <have not i·eached the pre-war figure. 
In 1914, of the total consumption of glo·ves in this counti·y, we 
impo1·ted 47 pe.r cent, and in 1919 only 11 per cent, and the 
importations to-day, which Senators on the other side of ilia 
Chamber say have closed t.he doors of the factories in tlJeir 
States, do not equal the importations before the war. 

What is th~ trouble with the glove business here? In tha 
first place, the manufacture1<s raised tlie price of gloves to an 
exorbitant, ouh-ageous, -and criminal price during the war. 'Ibe 
people were able to pay tho e prices then because they '\Vere 
making a great deal of money. The glove produeers continued 
to prosper during 1918, when otber people were prospering, but 
w~n the slump of '1920 €rune and the people could no lonb r 
afford to buy these expensive gloves, that business, which deals 
in an article which is at once a neeessity but also in the nature 
of a luxury, suffered. Now, when everybody is suffering, when 
-everybody else is compelled to tak.e his lo ses, it is proposed to 
tax tl1ose who are forced to take their losses in order to ·sustain 
a busin s which admits it can not ompete .although the market 
price is 600 per cent above the .cost of foreign production. 

Who is protecting the American farmer? Sena.to-rs may .put 
all the protection into this bill that they desire, •but the Ameri­
can farmer has to sell his wheat abroad on the foreign mar­
ket. The price of foreign Wheat fixes the .price of wheat here, 
Tbe American farmer has to s<ell his surplus meats abroad m 
the foreign market, tmd the ,price there, bro-adly speaking, 
fixes the price here. I am omitting in all my -sta tern en ts so~ 
litt1e c-ornering which may occur at times. Who ls protecting 
the .great body of the :Ameriean people, who :are compelled to 

•lower their cost of living because their income bas been le­
creased? Many of them are walking the streets; many of 
them 'are iseeking employment; but it is now proposed as to 
every woman an<l as t<> ever1 girl who wears a pair of 
glove -=-and the Senator from l\~w ·York [Mr. CALDER] even 
proposed on workingmen's gloves a tariff; although be pro­
posed a lower rate, I give him ~redit fo1· that, than is in ·this 
bill, but ·a higher rate than is !n the Underwood law-to levy 
,a tax on the very necessities of life that everybody has to 
haYe, to lay that tax even upon the unemployed, because them 
is some unemployment in Gloversburg or Gloversdale, or wher­
ever it is, in New York. 

It is the usual game of .robbery. I have not time now-for 
I wish to stop within my 15 minutes-to discuss it, but I ha,~-e 
seen the e leeches and bleodsuokers come before the Committee 
on Finance demanding wh~t they _proposed to have in the 
way of . a tribute from the remainder .of the American people. 
I have seen them demanding a tariff1 eigbt .or ten times ,greater 
in the 11ggregate to be collected than their entire pay roll; and 
they did it in the name of American labor. 

The truth is that this ·administration bas surrendered itself, 
bouy and soul, to the big interests of the country. The Re­
publ icans have taken the taxes off the millionaires and foft 
t.hem on the common 1people; they have taken th.e taxes off the 
profiteers and left them on the common people. Now it is 
proposerl to put a fax on the common people for the benefit of 
the milliona.ires, of the trusts, -and the combinations. Nothing 
I ·can say will top it; but the Amel'ican people will stop it 
after the next election. Now, drive on. 

Th PRESID~G OFFICER. The question is on the amend­
ment offeroo by tbe Senator from Not'th Dakota [l\Ir. LADn]. 

iThe amendment was rejected. 
• l\lr. WALSH of ~las aehusetm. Mr. President, on page 197, 

line 19, I move to strike out the numerals " 60 " and " 70 " 
and to insert in lieu thereof the numerals "30" and "40," and 
upon that '3.Illendment I .iask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, I ask .-that the amendment to 
·the committee amentlment may be stated. 

The PRESIDL1'\G OFFICER. ·rrhe amendment to the amend­
ment will be stated. 

The ·REAnING · CLERK. On 1 page .197, in line 19, it is proposed 
.to amend "the committee amerulment <by ·triking out tbe nu­
merals " 00 " and " 70 " and 1 inserting " 30 " .and "40." 
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.)Jr. CURTIS. I ugge·t the ab ence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 

roll. 
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

an "We red to their names : 
B!lll Hale Norbeck 
C Ider Harreld Oddle 
C meron Harris Overman 
Capper Heflin Pepper 
Colt Kendrick Phipps 
Cummins Keyes Pomerene 
Curti Ladd Reed 
Dial Li>dge Sheppard 
Edge McCumber Shortridge 
Ern t McKinley Simmons 
Fletcher McNary Smith 
Gerry Moses Smoot 
Gooding Nicholson Spencer 

Stanfield 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators having an­
wered to the roll call, a quorum ls present. The question is on 

the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] 
to the amendment of the committee. 

:;).fr. WALSH of l\Iassachu etts. On that I ask for the yeas 
11.ncl nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BALL. May we have the amendment stated? 
The PRESIDING OFFIOER. The amendment will be stated. 
The READING CLERK. On page 197, line 19, the committee pro-

po"e to strike out "37!" and insert "60 nor more than 70." 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] proposes to 
·trike out "37!" and insert "30," and in the same line to 
trike out the numeral "70 ° and insert "40," so that it will 

read: 
Prnv.f<led further, That all the foregoing shall pay a duty of not less 

t han 30 nor more than 40 per cent ad valorem. 
The PRESIDING OFFIOER. The question is on the amend­

ment of the Senator from l\lassachusetts to the amendment of 
the committee, on which the yeas and nays have been demanded 

nd ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 
Tbe reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
:Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). 

I transfer my general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FERNALD] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN] and will 
vote. I vote " yea." 

l\Ir. KENDRICK (when bis name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCORMICK] to the 

enator from Texas [Mr. CuLBEBSON) and will vote. I vote 
"yea." 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 
I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Vermont [l\Ir. 
PAGE] and will vote. I vote "nay." 

:llr. McCUMBER (when bis name was called). I transfer 
my general pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KING] 
to the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER] and 
will vote. I vote " nay." 

Mr. McKINLEY (when his name was called). Transferring 
my general pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
CA.RA.WAY] to the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], 
I vote " nay.'' 

~Ir. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a gen­
ernl pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. KEL­
LOGG]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. HITCHCOCK] and will vote. I vote "yea." 

l\fr. SUTHERLAND (when bis name was called). I transfer 
my general pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
ROBINSON] to the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BBAN­
DEGEE] and will vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. WALSH of Montana (when his name was called). I in­
quire if the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 
::\Ir. WALSH of Montana. I am paired with that Senator. 

I transfer that pair to the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
A HURST] ancl will vote. I vote " yea.' ' 

Mr. WATSON of Indiana (when his name was called). I 
transfer my general pair with the senior Senator from Mis­
sL~ippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] to the senior Senator from Maryland 
[ Mt'. FB~CE] and will vote. I vote " nay." • 

The roll call wa concluded. 
Mr. EDGE. I transfer my general pair with the Senator 

from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN] to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
ov- PONT] and will Yote. I vote "nay." 

:;\Ir. HALE. I trans~r my pair with the senior Senator from 
Tenne see [Mr. SHIELDS] to the junior Senator from Maryland 
[l\Jr. WELLER] and will vote. I vote "nay.'' 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
Wa.,hington [Mr. JONES] is necessarily absent. He is paired 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON]~ 

I also de ire to announce the following general pair : 
The Senator from West "Virginia [:\fr. ELl<I ,_- l with the Sen­

ator from ~1ississippi [Mr. HARRI ON]; 
The Senator from California [Mr. JOH~~ o.N] with the enn­

tor from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] ; and 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. NEW] with the Senator from 

Tennessee [l\fr. MCKELLAR]. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the Senator from 

Mississippi [Mr. HABBISON], if present and not paired, would 
vote "yea" on this que tion. 

The result was announced_.:_yeas 22, nay 33, as follows : 

Bursum 
Capper 
Dial 
Fletcher 
Gerry 
Glass 

Ball 
Broussard 
Calder 
Cameron 
Colt 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dillingham 
Edge 

YEAS-22. 
Harris 
Heflin 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Kendrick 
Ladd 
Nichol on 

Overman 
Pomerene 
Reed ' 
Sheppard 
Simmons 
Smith 

NAYS-33. 
Ernst McNary 
Gooding Moses 
Hale Oddie 
Harreld Pepper 
Keyes Phipps 
Lenroot Shortridge 
Lodge Smoot 
Mccumber Stanfield 
McKinley Sterling 

NOT VOTING-40. 

Stanley 
Trammell 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wad ·worth 
Warren 
·wat on, Incl. 
Willis 

Ashurst Harrison Myers Ran dell 
Borah Hitchcock Nelson Rawson 
Brandegee Johnson New Robinson 
CCaurlbaewrasoyn Jones, Wash. Newberry Shields 
du Pont ~~Hogg ~~~~[ck Spence1· 
Elkins L~l?ollette Owen ~-:re1r~~od 
Fernald McCormick Page . Watson, Ga,. 
France McKellar Pittman Weller 
Frelinghuysen McLean Poindexter Williams 

So the amendment of Mr. WALSH of Mas achusetts to the 
amendment of the committee was rejected. 

Mr. STERLING. l\lr. President, I move to strike out the 
number "60" in line 19 and to insert in lieu thereof the num­
ber "50," so that it shall read: 

Not less than 50 nor more than 70 per cent ad valorem. 

On that I ask for the yeas and nays: -
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend· 

ment will be stated. 
The READING CLERK. On page 197, line 19, in the committee 

amendment, it is proposed to strike out " 60 " and in ert " 50," 
so that it will read, striking out " 37! " : 

Not less than 50 nor more than 70 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. McCUM:BER. Mr. President, before that vote i taken­
and possibly, therefore, the Senator need not call for the yea. 
and nays-I will say that the e<>mmittee accepts that modi­
fication. 

Mr. STERLING. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amenu­

ment of the Senator from South Dakota to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I have no 
objection to the committee accepting this amendment, but on 
the final committee amendment I want the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SMOOT. On the whole amendment? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. On the whole amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-

ment of the Senator from South Dakota to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the committee amendment as amended. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. On that I a k for the yea. · 

and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the Chair stnt.e the question to 

the Senate? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the committee amendment as amended. 
l\Ir. WADSWORTH. Have we pas ed upon the preceding 

committee amendments to this parag1·aph? However, it makes 
no difference, so far as I can §ee. ~1 e can go back to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended, on which the yea and nays have 
been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. EDGE (when his name was called). faking the same 

announcement as before, I vote "yea." 
Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Making the same 

announcement as before, I vote "yea." 

• 
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Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). 

Making the same announcement as on the previous vote re­
garding my pair and transfer, I vote "nay." 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], 
which I transfer to the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
PAGE] and vote "yea." 

Mr. McCUMBER. (when his name was called). Transferring 
my general pair as on the previous vote, I vote " yea." 

Mr. McKINLEY (when his name was called). Transferring 
my pair as on the previous vote, I vote " yea." 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. KELLOGG] to the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HITCHCOCK] and vote "nay." 

l\Ir. WALSH of Montana (when his name was called): 
Transferring my pair as heretofore, I vote " nay." 

Mr. WATSON of Indiana (when his name was called). Mak­
ing the same announcement as before, I vote " yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. GERRY. I desire to announce that the junior Senator 

from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] is necessarily absent. If pres­
ent, he would vote "nay." 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the following pairs : 
The Se:r!ator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] with the Sen­

ator from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] ; 
The Senator from California [Mr. JOHNSON] with the Senator 

from Georgia [Mr. w ATSON] ; 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. NEW] with the Senator from 

Tennes ee [Mr: McKELLARl; and 
The Senator from Washington [Mr. JONES] with the Senator 

from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON]. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Making the same announcement as be­

fore with reference to my pair and its transfer, I vote "yea." 
The result was announced-yeas 34, nays 21, as follows : 

Ball 
Broussard 
Calder 
Cameron 
Colt 
Curtis 
Dillingham 
Edge 
Ernst 

Bursum 
Capper 
Dial 
Fletcher 
Gerry 
Glass 

Ashurst 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Caraway 
Culberson 
Cummins 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Fernald 
France 

So the 
agreed to. 

Gooding 
Hale 
Harreld 
Keyes 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
McCormick 
Mccumber 
McKinley 

YEAS-34. 
McNary 
Moses 
Nicholson 
Oddie 
Pepper 
Phipps 
Shortridge 
Smoot 
Stanfield 

NAYS-21. 
Harris Pomerene 
Hetlin Reed 
.Tones, N. Mex. Sheppard 
Kendrick Simmons 
Ladd Smith 
Overman Stanley 

NOT VOTING-40. 
Frelinghuysen Myers 
Harrison Nelson 
Hitchcock New 
.Johnson Newberry 
.Tones, Wash. Norbeck 
Kellogg Norris 
King Owen 
La Follette Page 
McKellar Pittman 
McLean Poindexter 

amendment of the committee 

Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 
Willis 

Trammell 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

Ransdell 
Rawson 
Robinson 
Shields 
Spencer 
Swanson 
Underwood 
Watson, Ga. 
Weller 
Williams 

as amended was 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Before we leave this para­
graph I ask permission to have inserted in the RECORD a table 
showing the imports of gloves from 1910 to the present time and 
some communications protesting against the duty proposed. 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Fiscal year. 

Imports for COfl,SUmption-revenue. 

Actual Production. 

Quanti­
ties 

(dozen 
pairs). 

Value and 1---~----

Values. D~~es aElt or ;~:d 
l ected. quan- ad va­

tity. lorem 
rate. 

Dozen 
pairs. Value. 

_____ , ____ , _____ , ____ ----------1·----
1910 .••••••••• 
1911 •••••••••• 
1912 •.•••••••• 
1913 •••••••••• 
1914 ••.••••••• 
1915 .••••••••• 
191ti •.•••••••• 
1917 .•..•..••• 
Calendar year: 

1918 .••.•• 
1919 .....• 
1920 •••••• 

1, 309, 108 f7, 755, 239 S3, 840, 493 
1, 196, 871 7, 775, 437 3, 554, 755 
1, 128, 356 7' 841, 831 3, <i62, 233 
1, 183, 443 7,619, 130 3, <i61, 92.'i 
1, 475, 689 9, 366, 899 3, 302, 659 
1, 107, 003 7,345, 914 2, 386, 117 

786, J.38 5, 199, 332 1, 604, 002 
737' 276 6, 519, 569 1, 568, &l-0 

556, 200 1, 588, 814 983, 049 
4.06, 068 n, 162, &18 842, 023 
891, 229 14, 107, 580 1, 999, 301 

1 Calenda: year 1909. 

LXII--I03 

$5.93 
6.49 
6.86 
6.44 
6.35 
6.63 
6.61 
8.84 

13.04 
15.17 
15. 82 

Per ct. 
49. 52 3, 368, 655 1 $22,525,861 
45. 72 ·•••·•••·• •••••·••••• 
44.15 •••·•••·•• ••••••••••• 
45.44 ••••••••••••••••••••• 
36. 26 3, 082, 376 2 20,296,558 
32.48 ••••••.•••••••••••••• 
30.85 ••••••.••• ••••••••••• 
24.06 ···•••·•·· ·•••••••••• 

11.05 ••.....••• •••·••·•••• 
13. 66 3, 615, 703 44, 831, 777 
14.15 . . . ....... ·······•··· 

2 Calendar year. 

FRANCIS T. SIMMONS & Co., 
Chicago, A1wil f6, 19l2. 

Senator WALSH, of Massachusetts, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sm : . I was very much int~~ested in reading your recent speech 
on the ta~iff, a~ just repor ted in the Daily News Record, of New York. 

What is bemg attempted with regard to the women's kid-glove 
schedule in the proposed bill is a very fair example of what you claim 
with r egard to the make·ap of parts of the bill, at least. 

Inclosed is a copy of a letter which I sent on April 12 to the 
chairman of the Senate Finance Committee. 

To state the case in a few words, women's fine kid gloves never 
have been made in this country a nd never will be made here. There­
fore anything but a l'easonable tariff for revenue placed upon them 
would have to be proposed with some ulterior motive. 

It ls no secret that for years the manufacturers of Fulton County 
N. Y., have been trying to get a prohibitive dut y placed on women's 
fine imported kid gloves. The supposition ls that while t hey can not 
produce these gloves themselves they might, by shutting them out from 
this count ry, increase the demand fo1· their own products and in this 
wa y have a practical monopoly. Their last serious attempt along this 
line was in 1909, under President Taft's administration, and their 
complete failure then is a matter of political history. 

The same interests, under about the same leadership, are apparently 
having another h'y at the game. Their motto seems to be, " If you 
don't at first succeed, try, try again." They are no more entitled t o 
success in 1922 than they were In 1909; and if they and other manu· 
facturing blocs do succeed in imposing their will upon Congress the 
people will have to pay for it and the bills will be heavy. ' 

Very t .ruly, 
WM. N. KNJilRR, 

Secretary of Francis T. Simnions c£ Oo. 

• APRIL 12, 1922. 
The Hon. PORTER .T. MCCUMBER, . 

Chairma1i United States Senate Finance Committee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

DE>.rn SIR: We wish to call your attention to the proposed rates on 
women's imported kid gloves as they appear in paragraph 1433 in the 
tariff bill just reoorted by ·your committee to the Senate. 

In the first place these women's fine kid and lamb gloves such as 
are imported from France have never been made in this country a nd 
for a number of reasons known by everyone in the glove business they 
never can be made in this country. Therefore any duty upon them 
would be figured from the standpoint of producing revenue for the 
Government and not for the purpose of protecting an existing or a 
possible indnstry. 

The specific duty proposed in paragraph 1433 is $4 per dozen, which 
is just doable what the present duty ls. It has been proposed by llluny 
people familiar with the glove business that an increase of 50 per cent 
on the old $2 rate would be ample as far a'S having the glove-import­
ing industry share In providing its part of additional Government 
revenue. Witb the present rate of $4 per dozen the old rat e has lleen 
increased 100 per cent and whether that increase is justifiable and 
equitable might be open to discussion. What we wish to discuss here 
is the fact that the specific duty ls made subject to a clause provicliug 
that It shall not be less than 60 per cent ad valorem. 

To show you how this works out, the cheap two-clasp French llln;ib 
glove now quoted at 120 francs per dozen would figure in cos t in 
American money $11.08 with the French exchange of $0.0923 quoted 
this morning. On this $11.08 tbe specific duty would be $4 bat a 60 
per cent minimum ad valorem duty would be $6.65. 

Taking a higher priced glove, the 16-\mtton French kid mousqueta ire, 
the present quotation ls 350 francs per dozen and at to-day's exchange 
this would amount to $32.30. The specific duty provided in paragraph 
1433 would be $10 per dozen but a 60 per cent minimum ad valorem 
duty would ra.ise this to $19.38. Tlle table in t.he next paragraph will 
show these two gloves with a comparison of the present duty, the· 
proposed specific duty, and the proposed ad valorem duty: 

Foreign cost. 
Proposed Proposed 

Present ad 
duty. s~ecific valorem 

Francs. Dollars. uty. duty. 

Two-clasp French lamb .....•.. 120 11.08 2.00 4.00 6.65 
Sixteen-button French kid ..... 350 32.30 4. 50 10.00 19.38 

In our opinion it is inconsistent to state that the duty on the 2-clasp 
French lamb glove shall be $4, excepting that the ad valorem rate will 
make it $6.65 and that the duty on tbe 16-button French kid mousque­
taire shall be $10 per dozen, excepting that the ad valorem rate shall 
make it $19.38. 

We maintain that the ad valorem rates proposed are absurdly high, 
particularly in view of the fact that the goods affected are not made . 
in this country. 

The 2-clasp lamb glove referred to is worn by almost every woman 
1n the country, and the enormous increase 1n the duty on this glove, 
as well as on other fine imported kid gloves, will simply tend to put 
prices at an artificial level, while the reestablishment of the Nation's 
business requires that all prices shall be reduced as far and as fast as 
possible, so that the cost of living can be correspondingly reduced. 

The substitution in the tariff bill of the foreign valuation for the 
American valuation is a long step in the right direction and indicates 
that your committee ls trying to make an equitable and just settlement _ 
of the tariff' question. Along this line, we claim that women's fine im­
ported kid gloves should be taxed with specific rates only, and in view 
of the fact that they are not made in this country those rates would 
be sufficiently high for revenue purposes if increased 50 per cent over 
the rates now in force. It might even turn out that this reasonable 
increase in rates would produce more revenue in the end than the high 
and unreasonable rates now proposed in the 60 per cent ad valorem 
part of paragraph 1433. This latter schedule might well be found so 
high that the volume of importations would be reduced to a point where 
the exorbitant rates of duty would not compensate for the revenue lost 
in a consequent redaction of the volume of importations. 

Very truly, 
FRANCIS •.r. Srt\llONS & co. 
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Hon. DAVID I. WALSH, 
Washington, D. O. 

BOSTON, MASS., February 2, 192!. 

DEAR Sm: As distributers of small wares, knit goods, hosiery, under­
wear, and gloves we have been in business for a considerable 1ength of 
time and feel that we haTe had considerable ex:p~rience in the dis-
tribution of both imported and domestic merchandise. · 

We wish to call your attention to the new proposed duty on im­
port~d kid and lamb gloves. 

We are enthusiastically patriotic, but believe that comm.on sense and 
good business judgment make it very evident that although we are a 
great big powerful nation we must not expect to be able to produce 
everything that our citizens use. 

There are certain kinds of merchandise that can only be produced in 
their native land. This may be due to climatic conditions or an in­
herited adaptability of the natives for its making. 

Such articles, we believe, should be permi~ted to come into our coun­
try at a reasonable rate, so that our own citizens may be able to pur­
chase them at a sensible price. 

We note that the proposed rate ls practically an ad valorem rate. 
To apply any but a specific . rate of duty to imported kid gloves or 
any other article that is not a manufactured product is decidedly un­
reasonable because the material from which the article is made is not 
fabricated 'from raw material but one of natm:e's own products. 

No skins are alike and can not be made alike. It is true that per­
haps one . of the best quality of skins in a lot has a blemish .whic:,h 
reduces its value greatly. An ad valorem dut)'. on such !ln article UJ 
simply courtln g tr-0uble as there are no two skins ever alike in value. 

Dissatisfaction with the tar1.fl'. is lasting when it embodies schedules 
known to be unreasonable, and ordinary common sense ·should show 
conclusively to a tarur maker that an article, the standard of which 
can not be controlled by man, should not bear an ad valorem rate, but 
a specific rate. 
- Respectfully your~ 

W il.x:ER STETSON Co., 
J AS. H. STETSON, President. 

BOSTON, May 1~, 192!. 
Hon. DAVID I. WAL.SH, 

The Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: The Senate has now under consideration the matter of 

a tarift' schedule on . foreign-made kid gloves. 
We are heartily in sympathy with a tariff which is necessary to pro­

tect American manufacturers as against foreign competition, but care-­
fnl investigation shows that there are. certain types of leather glov~s 
which never have been successfully manufactured in this country, and 
the schedule quoted to us places so high a duty on these particular 
types ot gloves that it would seem as though it might either prohibit 
their sale or if not, that the American user ot the gloves would have 
to pay an exorbitant price f()l' them and be, in this way, penalized 
without any American manufacturer deriving e.ny benefit from the 
entire situation. 

If upon investigation it seems to you that our understanding ot the 
situation is correct, we hope that you will take action along the lines 
which seem to us best under the circumstances. 

Very truly yours, 

Hon. D. I. W A.LSH, • 

R. H. WHITJI Co., 
G. B. JOHNSON, Pt·esident. 

A. B. CAMPBELL & Co., 
New Y<>rk, AprH 18, 19i!B. 

United StaUIJ Senate, Washingt1m, D. 0. 
Dlil.AR Sm : The tarilf rates published in the New York press April 

12 states the rates pl'oposed by the Senate Finance Committee re 
women's and men's leather gloves, viz, $4 on women's gloves and $!i 
on men's gloves, supplemented by a " catch-all " phrase, "p-rovided 
the rate of duty is not less than 60 per cent or more than 70 per cent 
ad valorem." , 

The decision can be readily understood, in the light of the broad 
question of principle, that the present rates in force do not protect 
homemade goods from destruction by foreign competition, so that 
goods coming from countries with low exchange rates could come into 
unfafr competition with our own. 

International exchange rates made the necessity real, urgent, and 
too important to overlook in any brief submitted to the Senate 
Finance Committee, consequently the decision was unquestionably 
founded upon the facts as presented. 

It is the application of these new rates under the Senate Finance 
Committee decision and the FoTdney bill, H. R. 7456, wblch led me to 
review the rates from the standpoint of what they mean to those 
enga ged in the business and what they mean to tbe public. 

1 The application of these rates, when translated rnto trade figures, 
establishes a result which I believe must be contrary to that which 
the Finance Committee had in mind when the new rates proposed 
were decided. 

Following is a table showing the application of these rates, based 
on clll'r~nt quotations in France, applied to women's goat, glac6. finish, 
uchange estimated at 9 cents to the franc: 

Present Senate Ford:ney 
Francs. Dollars. rates. rates (60 rates (371 

per cent). per cent). 

r WOMEN'S GOAT ORIGIN GLA.Cf 

~ 
1'INISlL 

Vnder 1' in. embd., 2-clasp, 
$2.00 $5.40 I overseam.-..........•.•...... 100 $9.00 14.40 

Under l4 in. embd., 2-clasp, 
~ P/Ksewn ................•... 150 13.60 2.00 8.10 5.06 
Under 14 in. J?/K and embd., 

15.12 ~ str. wr. w. gore and buckle_ .. 280 25.20 2.25 9.'5 
Under 24in. embcL, 16 bt. msq. 

4.50 20.25 • 0 /8 ...• _ ..................... 375 33. 75 12.66 
tTndsr 28 in. emb., 20 bt. msq. 

5.50 Zl.00 13. 87 O/S •••••• -·····-············· 500 45.00 

Present Senate Fordney 
Francs. Dollars. rates. rates (60 rates (37~ 

percent). per cent). 
~ ----------------

KEN'S GOAT ORIGIN GLA.C:t 
FINISH. 

Under 12in. embd., 1-clasp 0 /8 
sewn ...............•. . .. . .... 165 $14.85 $2.50 $8.91 $5.57 

Under 12 in. embd., 1-clasp 
pique ........................ 200 18.00 2. 75 10.80 6. 75 

The above tables, it applied on a glove costing 75 francs or $6.75, 
would impose an assessment of $4. Practically no glo'f&.a under the 
a~ve classification are quoted us at 75 francs at the present time. 

The rates proposed have no bearing on production costs, and any 
additional tax imposed in excess of that required to protect our indus­
try against cheaper foreign labor and depreciated exchange rates im­
poses an unne.cessary burden ome tax on the public. 

The Table A shows American production equals approximately 76.53 
per cent, compared to importations 23.47 per cent, of which women's 
and children's are about 17.8 per cent and men's 5.67 per cent. 

Reviewed by past achievements, . have the American manufacturers 
proven they are justtfled•· in recetvlng by · Government edict rates that 
are not competitive but are prohibitive? Does it not appear to be the 
better part of wisdom to inquire, before establishing increased duties 
on women's gloves, imposing a tax ot from 45 cents to $2.21) per pair, 
whether this is justiil.ed? The census shows that the numtler of per­
sons engaged in the leather glove industry was, in the year 1899, 15,325, 
and in the year 1914, 12,3451 a decrease of approximately 19.56 per 

1 cent. Comparing only the interval from 1900 to 1910, 10 years, the 
population of the country increased 20.88 per cent, showing a diJfer­
ence . of 40.44 per cent. Tbe population of the country from 1890 to 
1920 increased (Tables B and J) 70l per cent. The reports covering 
the periods 1889, 1894, and 1919 are not available to make a com­
parlson. However, while the population of the country was increas­
ing the number of persons engaged in the glove industry decreased ill 
a startling proportion. 

Therefore the :figures must make clear to you that, with an. Industry 
going backward while the countrl is progressing, there is eTidently 
something within the industry tha is wronl:, The answer is a matter 
of detail which is purposely excluded from this outline, but which can 
be satisfactorily explained at length if desired. 

Now, let us see what has been accomplished by the domestic manu­
facturers in the men's field, which they have controlled during the past 
26 years by reason of prohibitive rates on men's gloves, 1908 to 1.912, 
$4 to $4.80 per dozen, which were sufficient to check importations, as 
trom 1895 to 1921 only 5.67 per cent of the total importations were 
men's gloves {Table C). 

By referring to the tat>Ies of statistics of imports and duties covering 
the years 1908 to 1914-Tables Nos. 3180 and 3181--0n men's leather 
of sheep origin and exterior surface removed, and Tables Nos. 8192 
and 3193, on men's leather of goat origin and exterior surface removed, 
the totals combined show that the average. yearly importations were 
only 1,239 dozens. The value per unit of quantity in the above-men­
tioned tablPs shows the rate ot protection of from 55 per cent to 67.91 
per cent (Table D). 

The classifications above mentioned, translated into trade terms, ap­
ply to: 

Men's Mocha one-clasp PXM, now retailed at trom $3.50 to $5 per 
pair. 

Why $3.50 to $5 for men's Mocha PXM gloves? 
The public will want to know thil!-
For the reason that competitive types of foreign gloves are practi­

cally excluded from our market which has resulted in the creation of 
the demand for practically one ~ of men's domestic gloves for street 
wear. The demand for this pa.rt1cular type far exceeds the supply of 
skins of the required weight, and this has resulted in unnecessarily high 
price'S for these protected goods. 

In other w-0rdl!, because men by these prohibitive rates are denied 
the choice of the same range ot types as granted to women, the de.mand 
for the particular type of domestic glo:ve is unrelieved, and high prices 
result. 

Before the people of this country unite and protest against the new 
proposed rates under either the Senate bill or the Fordney bill, does it 
not appear that the most reasonable cour·se to pursue is to have a 
tariff law, as applied to the glove schedule rates established, which 
will stand a common-sense view of the subject in the last anaiysis? 

Do the figures establish that a glove schedule can be written under 
specific rate·s which grants adequate protection to the American indus­
try, somewhere between the high and the low rates under different 
administrative policies? (Table El) 

New basic rate fi~ures a.re not difficult for the Senate Finance Com­
mittee to establish, by comparing rates in force during the past 30 
years under both high and low schedules. (Table E.) 

To equalize excha.nge depreciation use Senator SMOOT's suggested 
plan, 1. e., add 1 per cent depreciation to the new basic rates for each 
per cent of depreciated currency of any foreign country. . 

Then, as foreign countries improve their financial conditions, their 
rates are lowered. By this method, when we reach normalcy and pro­
duction costs decline, the American manufacturer will not be left with 
a rate far in excess ot his needs. 

Why 60 ~r cent ad valorem rates now when from the year 1890-­
McKinley bill-specific rates were adopted for the purpose of preventing 
undervaluations and proved an unqualified success, enabling the honest 
importer to enter the field of competition; subsequently, in the Dingley 
and Aldrich-Payne bill , the penalty clause, $5 per dozen, was omitted. 

Your attention is directed to the fiuctuations in exchange durin&- the 
past year-francs advanced from .0585 to .0923, and if the same pro­
p_ortionate improvement continues it will not be a long time before 
the:v are valued at 12 cents. (Table F.) 

Whereas under the 60 per cent catchall, which is obviously designed 
for present-dav conditions, a return to normalcy in currency rates 
would practically treble the duty rates as shown and penalize foreign 
countries for improving their financial conditions. I'S this not inviting 

ret·V.na;g:;,~t 1f~~~~t? only of the public, we must think internationally 
on the subject. Is it fail' to strikP a mortal blow on . our late allies, 
ru, France, England, Italy-splendid customers of ours, with whom 
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the balance of trade in our favor in the year 1921 amounted to $1,524,-
850,708? (Table G.) . 

The largest importations of leather gloTes, whether we calculate ID 
dollars or from the time dozens were recorded in Government 'Statistics, 
you will find 1t is from France the greater numMr of gloves are im­
ported. (Tables H-I.) 

My estimate of costs and tariff rates shows bow unreasonably the 
duties increase, so that under the Senate Finance Committee rates 
the penalty France must pay in customs duty is to be measured by the 
pre. ent depreciated currency of Germany. (Table F.) 

How long do you suppose it will be before the schedules proposed 
will have the same effect on women's and children's gloves as shown 
by retaU selling prices per pair for men's Mocha 1-clasp PXM? 

The erection of the tariff barrier means practically turning over the 
total quantity of women's and children's gloves to be made here, and 
in view of the startling figures shown by the census-population in­
creasing · po sons engaged in the industry decreasing-bow can· we 
possibly make them? Aside from the facts rev~aled by schedules it 
can be shown by explanatory details ~onnected with the industry 
that it can not be accomplished exceptmg by g!ant of an absol~te 
monopoly and depriving both men and women their freedom of choice 
in selecting gloves for their comfort. 

It is certainly not your intention to bring this r esult about unless 
contlnced that it is best for the industry, for the public, interna­
tional relations, and fair play. 

Is it not better to keep a well-balanced proportion, such as we have 
had in all the e years between American and foreign-made gloves, 
granting both men and women freedom of choice? 

This is the broad outline of the subject; the remainder is a matter 
of detBJI. Should the opportunity be offered to explain details in con­
nection with the figures presented, pray command. 

Yours truly, 
A. B. CAMPBELL. 

THE ASSOCIATION OF GLOVE IMPORTERS, 
New York, Aug1uit 2, 192~. 

Hon.U~tdd 'J/;Jt~:'senate, Was11ington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: I would ask your attention to the inclo ed reprint of re­

cent article and of an editorial published in the Journal of Commerce 
and Commercial Bulletin, of New York, both relating to the proposed 
rates on women's leather gloves as provided for in paragraph 1433 of 
the pending tarur bill. The article was prepared by the president of the 
association, Mr. 'rhomas R. Lewis.. . 

This article shows clearly, and with respect to evidence submitted to 
the Committee on Finance of the Senate--referred to on page 4 of the 
inclo ed reprint-that the proposed duties would be prohibitive as to 
the importation of women's lightweight leather gloves, made o.f leather 
which has been dyed by the process of brusbing1 and that such gloves 
cun not be manufactured successfully in the Umted States. 

The result of the adoption of the committee rates would be that the 
women of the United States would be unable to obtain the lightweight 
leather gloves which to them are articles of apparel po itively necessary 
for certain seasons and occasions. They would be compelled to use 
the heavier gloves made of leather· which has been dyed by the process 
of dipping instead of the lighter gloves made of brushed leather to 
which they have become accustomed and which a.re the only gloves 
suited to their needs at the seasons and occasions referred to. 

It is certain that to adopt the committee rates and compel the Ameri­
can women to buy an article they do not want and at the same time 
pay much higher prices for it would bring intense resentment and 
strong, persistent protest from the women who buy gloves. It bas 
never been considered that the principle of prGtection to American 
industr:v calls for prohibition of the importation of articles that can 
not be ·prod~ced !n the United States and wherein consequently t.h~re 
is no American mdustry to protect. The object of such prohibitive 
duties could only be to drive the American people into the use of some 
other aud less desirable substitute. I would respectfully submit that 
such a proceeding would be an abuse and distortion of the principle 
of protection, and that the infliction of such an injury upon the 
American women at this time, when they are demanding lower prices, 
would go far toward discrediting and breaking down the doctrine of 
protection. 

Yours very truly, A. J. F. GoESSLING, Secretary. 

[Reprinted from the Journal of Commerce and Comme.rcial Bulletin, of 
New York, May 8, 1922.] 

PROHIBITIVE TARIFF ON MANY CLASSES OF GLOVES-WOMEN'S AND 
CHILDREN'S LEATHER GLOVES CAN NOT BE MANUFACTUHED IN THE 
UNITED STATES. 

(By Thomas R. Lewis, president of the Association of Glove Importers 
of the United States.) 

The tariff bill (H. R. 7456), as reported to the United States Senate 
by the Committee on Finance, provide.a for rates of duty on leather 
gloves which are as follows : . 

Men's gloves, not over 12 inche.s in length, $5 per dozen pairs. 
Women's and children's gloves, not over 12 inches in length, 4 per 

dozen pairs. 
For each inch in length in excess thereof, 50 cents per dozen pairs. 
In addition thereto, on all the foregoing the following cumulative 

duties: 
When lined with cotton, wool, or silk, $2.40 per dozen pairs. 
When lined with leather or fur, $4 per dozen pairs. 
When embroidered or embellished, 40 cents per dozen pairs. 
Provided, That all the foregoing shall pay a duty of not less than 

60 nor more than 70 per cent ad valorem. 
Thomas R. Lewis, president of the Association of Glove Importers ot 

the United States, says: 
"The domestic manufacturers of leather gloves are chiefly located in 

Gloversville and neighboring towns in Fulton County, N. Y. They sup­
ply practically all of the heavy working gloves and from 85 to 90 per 
cent of the men's leather gloves sold in Uie United States, and also 
command the market in about the same proportion in women's and 
children's leather gloves made of leather which has been dyed by the 
process of dipping or plunging. These are known as Cape and Mocha 
gloves, and are well distinguished in the trade from the women's gloves 
made from the lighter and more delicate skins which can be dyed only 
by the process of brushing. 

" Women's and children's lightweight leather or kid gloves can not 
be successfully manufactured in this country, and the greatest fault 
ot the above provisions in the pending tariff bill as reported to the 

Senate is that they wm establish practically an absolute embargo upon 
the importation of gloves that women in moderate circumstances all 
over the country find it necessar:y to have and which can not be pro­
duced here. Unless these provisions are amended, the result will be 
that women and children will be compelled to use heavier and less 
suitable leather j?l0'7P.S, at much higher priceR, in place of the imported 
lightweight kid gloves which they have been accustomed to wear for 
certain seasons and circumstances, becam;e of the greater delicacy of 
texture, style and finish of these lightweight gloves. 

" The lightweight kid gloves are necessities for women and cbi.ldren, 
and this was recognized at the time of the enactment of the war revenue 
act of 1918, when, notwithstanding the extraordinary need for revenue 
which led to taxes on sales of luxuries wh erever possible, no sach lux­
ury tax was put on women's kid gloves. The present need for revenue 
from tari1'1' duties has been sacrificed in the matter of gloves for the 
purpose of forcing the women of the United States to go without the 
lightweight kid gloves heretofore imported from France and other coun­
tries and to pay tribute to a few manufacturers in one county of one 
State. 

IMPOSSIBILITY OF MANUFACTURING HERE THE LIGHTWEIGHT KID GLOVES 
FOR WOMEN. 

•"These few manufacturers have had the benefit of high protective 
duties continually for many years and during the war were favored by 
conditions which curtailed the importation of women's kid gloves, but 
they have completely failed to manufacture the lightweight leather 
gloves of the style and finish that American women insist upon wear­
ing; and it is thoroughly well known in the glove trade that such gloves 
can not be made in this country, and that this !act has been conclu­
sively established by the unsuccessful outcome of a number of attempts. 

"V. Penin & Co., the largest manufacturers of leather gloves in the 
world, with factories in France, Canada, and the United States, and 
with a large production in the United States of women·s gloves made 
of leather dyed by dipping, have not been able to produce here any 
appreciable quantity of women's gloves made of the lighter lC'atber 
dyed by brushing, even when importations from France were impossible 
because of war conditions. The well-known wholesale dry goods com­
pany Mills & Gibb, established a factory in Fulton County, N. Y. dur­
ing the war for the purpose of making women's lightweight kid gioves, 
and after a large expenditure of money were obliged to discontinue the 
attempt because the product could not be made satisfactorily. Testi­
mony of these facts was submitted to the members of the Senate Finance 
Committee at Washington. 

WHY THEY A.RE MADE SUCCESSFULLY ABROAD. 
" Such gloves are made successfully in certain foreign countries, 

France especially, because the lightweight skins have been obtainable 
there for many generations, and greater skill and care have been de­
veloped in the labor of dyeing and handling the skins and making the 
gloves. In France all the work incident to the making of women's kid 
gloves is the result of the experience of a great many years. The 
industry is, !or the most part, a village industry, carried on largely by 
the same families generation after generation, a great deal of the work 
being done in the homes of the people. 

"Years of such training are r equired before the most careful labor 
can acquire the akill necessary for making lightweight gloves. Our 
labor in the United States has never developed the patience and skill 
necessary to make such gloves. In fact, skilled artisans have been 
brought into this country from France at various times to make from 
imported skins the same sort of gloves they made in their native 
country, but the result has been that, away from the habits and cus­
toms of their native villages, they could not maintain their former 
skill and care and could not make gloves of the desired quality here 
because of lack of collaboration by different allied operators, such a·s 
exist only in cent~rs where the industry originated and where it con­
stitutes the livelihood of a large percentage of the inhabitants. 

FRANCE IN NEED OF AMERICAN PRODUCTS. 
" In a great many States in our country factories and workers are 

in complete or partial idleness because there is not a sufficient demand 
for the machinery or other articles which they produce. France needs 
and would buy a great deal more of such articles if she could only 
pay for them, but France can only pay for goods produced here by 
sending to us certain goods produced there. If our tariff law prohibits 
the importation from France of gloves for women such as can not be 
produced here, it is not protection to a competing American industry 
which does not exist, nor to American labor which is not now em­
plored in such industry. 

' Prohibiting the importation of women's light-weight leather gloves 
is beyond anything like protection. It is simply g1ving a license to 
Mr. Littauer and his favored friends to make the women in all parts 
of the United States pay enormously higher prices for gloves of heavier 
texture. It will make these favorites of the legal embargo very much 
richer, and all this will be paid for · by the millions of women who now 
find it very difficult to provide themselves and their children with 
necessities, and by the hard-pressed workers in the many factories 
which ought to sell more of their products to France and would do 
so if they could get fair play. 

THE HIGHER PRICES THAT AMERICAN WOMlilN MUST PAY. 
" If the Littauer glove rates are enacted, the women's kid glove 

known as P. K. 2-clasp, now retailing at $3.50 per pair, must be ad­
vanced in price not less than $1.25 per pair. The existing rate of duty 
is $2.25 per dozen. The Littauer duty would be $10.27 per dozen, or 
almost five times the present duty, and the increase in the duty over 
the present rate would be 356 per cent. 

"Similarly, the women's 16-button Mousquetaire glove, now retailing 
at $6 per pair, must be advanced in price by $2.50 per pair, and hence 
be sold at reta.il for $8.50 per pair. The existing rate of duty is $4.50 
per dozen. The Littauer duty would be $19.53 per dozen, an .increase 
over the present rate of 334 per cent. 

"It is well known that women will not and can not pay such bigh 
prices for gloves, and the sale of the imported gloves will be prac­
tically prohibited. This is Mr. Littauer's purpose. He and the other 
~~~u;~~~¥r;fs t~llu~oe: ~ev8p~beu~hiri~~~e~~~n °f ii~agJg!ii~. tga.iihteli:~ii 
understood in advance. This outrageous imposition for Mr. Littauer's 
advantage is to be perpetrated upon the millions of women buyers 
at a time when they need, and are urgently asking for, lower prices 
for gloves, and when all the women have votes, in addition to the 
votes of the men folks of their households, who are also demanding 
that the cost of living be brought down. · 
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AD VALORE!'\I D TIES O~ GLOVES .ARIJ IMP'.RAC'rIC B"LE. 

"The Littauer duties as written -into the pending bill, quoted above 
contain a provmion that the gloves as d~signated 'shall pay a duty of 
not less than 60 nor more than 70 p er cent ad valorem.' This pro­
vi.Sion is the joker, and, in addition to the lack o! a reasonable classi­
fication permitting the importation of the brushed leather (light 
weight) kid gloves, will make the Littaue:r schedule most completely 
prohibitive and e"Stabli h tlle domestic monopoly sought. Moreover, it 
will place the glove schedule again on an ad valorem ba~is, rather 
than a pecific basis. This will bring serious administrative difficul­
ties. The Government, in addition to the loss -Of revenue through 
the prohibition of importations, will have to contend With expensive 
dii:putes about values. 

'.Ad valorem duties on leather gloves we-re trled out thoroughly a 
number of years ago and found to be ~ntirely impracticable. Since 
the leather in the gloves is a natural product that is con ·tantly vary­
ing ana fluctuating in quality and value, it is not pos ible to closely 
and fairly determine the actual value of the g'loves. The e1foTts to 
collect ad valorem duties resulted in so much contusion and difficulty, 
"'1'ith expensive and vexatious litigation. that the appraisers and col­
lectors of customs about 25 years ago demanded that the duties be 
changed from ad valorem to specific rates. This was done, and spe­
cific rates have prevailed ever ince, under the Dingley and Payne• 
.Aldrich tariffs, rui well as under th9 existing tarUY law, and have been 
entirely successfuL 

" I believe I can say without fear of contraditlon that when the 
leather-glove duties we1·e under consideration by the Senate Finance 
Committee it develo"Ped that practically all the members <>f that com­
mittee, as well as the Treasury experts and customs appraisers who 
were assisting the committee, were convinced that it would be entirely 
impracticable to apply ad valorem duties to leather gloves. 

" In this matter of leather gloves, of which I am speaking, there ls 
no oppositi-0n on our •part to duties which shall be fully protective 
to the established .American industry. What we are contending against 
is an indefensible abuse that is sought to be committeed in the name of 
a protective tarifl', and whic~ if it should be consummated, would dis­
credit and injure the protective system and the great political party 
that champions it. 

"In this paragraph on leather gloves ad valorem duties should be 
stricken out and specific rates imposed. An amendment haB been pro­
po ed providing for rates on men's gloves and women's and children's 
gloves made of leather dyed by the proee O"f dipping or pl'un~g, pro­
tecting the American manufacturer fu a far greater mea ·ure than in the 
Payne-Aldrich tariff, known to be the highest in the history of our coun­
try. A separate rate bas been proposed for women's and children's 
gloves that can not be produced here, so that it will be possible for the 
lightwelght kid gloves to com~ into this country, thereby yielding reve­
nue for the United States Treasury, The public wel~e calls for such an 
amendment, which has been introduced in the Senate by Senator LADD, 
of North Dakota, a prominent and very able Re-publican, who is a lead­
ing advocate of a protective taliff that will be just and well balanced." 

[Editorial reprinted from the Journal of Commerce and Commercial 
Bulletin, of New York, May 12, 1922.] 

TARIFF .JOKERS-NO. 5. 
The tariff bill (H. R. 7456), as reported to the United States Senate 

by the Committee on Finance, provides for rates of duty on leather 
gloves which a.re as follo'W9 : 

1.ien's gloves not over 12 inches in length, $5 per dozen pairs. 
Women's and children's glove:s not over 12 inches in length, $4 1)1!r 

dozen pairs. 
For each inch in length in excess thereof, ?>-0 cent per dozen pairs. 
In addition thereto, on all the foregoing the following cumulative 

duties: , 
When lined with cotton, wool, or silk, $2.40 per dozen pairs. 
Wben lined with leather or fur, $4 per dozen pairs. 
When embroidered or embellished, 40 cents per dozen pairs. 
Provided, that all the foregoing' shall pay a duty of not less than 

60 nor more than 70 per cent ad valorem. 
In this paragraph, which has formed a bone of contention for years 

past, there now reappears an old, familiar friend. This is found in 
the final clau e respecting an ad valorem rate to be charged upon " all 
the foregoing." The joker quality of it lies in the fact that, 1nas­
much as it applies to all gloves, including tho e that are competitive 
ancl those that can not be produced at all 1n this country, and are not 
classified in such a way as to permit proper grouping, it provides a 
prohibitive tariff rate. The increase in rate, if made etrective, is reck­
oned by experts as about 334 per cent over existing levels. 

It was the glove schedule which turned the stomach of Pre-sident 
Taft just at the last moment when the confeTence committee was in 
final sessi()Il over tbe Payne-Aldrich ta:ri1f in 1909. He sent back-so 
it was then asserted-the projected duties, which contained a joker of 
this ame sort, for revision, with :a stern me age which portended a 
veto if the offending provision were not llU>difted. Will Pr-esident 
Harding do like\vise if this joker holds its own up to the last? 

THE ASSOCIATION OF GLOVE! IMPORTERS 
Oil' THI: UNITED STATES, 

New York, April 21., 19ZZ~ 

PROPOSl:D DuTY INCRPUSm 350 Pl!lR CENT. 
Through the efforts of Mr. Lucius Littauer, aided by political lnfiu­

enc~J a _prohibitive glove taritr on women·s kid gloves has been presented 
to me United States Senate. Littauer's glove schedule will in no way 
protect an American iuclustry, as women's lightweight kid gloves have 
ne"9'er been manufactured succe sfnlly in onr co11ntry. 

The glove trade all know that the .Amel'ican manufacturer is or­
ganized to produce cape and mocha gioves, and the importer as 
fair-minded men agree that the domestic manufacturers should have 
protection on the class of gloves they can manufacture. 

A committee was sent to Washington to interview , enatot· C.iLDER 
who had charge of the glo-ve schedule, and this ~ ·ew York Senato~ 
was convinced that the rate~ of duty ~u women's kid gloves as pro­
posed to him by Mr. Lir-tauer were n~ce sary for the 11rotection of the 
.American maket' until the 1mpo1·ters' committee pointrc1 out to him the 
difi'erence betwet>n the American production :i.nd the imported article. 

The dom(>Stlc manufacturer had submitted a amJ>tes to Senator 
CALDER about 15 pair of women's glove., the type of glove they 
could manufacture ; each and Hery pair were e pl!' and mocha gloves 
which ai-e made of dipped lea'tller, whereas women's imported light: 
weight kid . gloves are made of brushed 'le. ther. 

When tbe importers' committe pointed out to s D'S.tor CALDER the 
difrerence between American gloves made of dipped leather and im­
ported glove m!lde of brushed leather he, Se-nator CALDER admitted 
the dlft:erence was quite apparent and requested the importer ' com­
mittee to drnw up an amendment whereby the domestic industry would 
be p~otected .on the type of glove t?ey could make and still permit 
the importai1on of women's lightweight kid gloves. An amendment 
waa drawn up and submitted to Senator CALDER proposing one rate 
on gloves made of dipped leather and another rate for lightweight 
gloves made of brush d leather, and both rates were higher th:>.n 
the Payne:.Aldrich schedule, whicb were the highest ever enacted. 

When L1ttauer heard of the amendment he demanded that it be en­
tirely ignored, and the glove rates were written in the bill without 
th ame!'.ldment, exactly a dictated by Mr. Littauer. 

The time bas now arriv d to arouse the public as to what has taken 
place. Are we merchants, botlI retail and whole ale, to sit by id11 
and allow this one man to continually dictate the glove tari1f? Mr 
Llttauer has been befor-e the public a great many years on titrllf mat: 
ters, and it is high time be should be eliminated from dictating the 

f love rates of duty. The following is an example of what will happen 
f the Littauer "love rates finally become a law: 

Women's P. K. 2-clasp, now retailing at $3.50 per pair: , 
p t Per dozen. re- n rate of duty _______________________________________ $2.25 

L1ttauer rate of dutY-------------------------------------- 10.27 
Increas~ over present ra.te, 35& per cent. 
Womens 16-button mousquetaire, retailing at $6 per pair: 

p ~~~ 
resent rate of dutY-----------~---------------~---------- $4.50 

Littauer rate of dutY--------~-~------------------------ 19. 53 
Increase over present rate, 334 per cent. 
These rates mean an absolute embargo on the importation of kid 

gloves. 
LIT'IAUER'S OB.JECT IS SELJll-EVIDl!lNT. 

This ls of such vital interest to your glove department that we urge 
you to have the inclosed petitions signed and forwarded direct to the 
Senators of your State with a letter from you voicing an emphatic pro­
test again t these outrageous rate , a'Sking your Senators to vote for 
the glove duty amendment, which will give ample protection to .Amer­
ican manufacturer (on glove they can make) and at the same time 
a separate rate on women's lightweight kid gioves. so that their im· 
portation will not be prohil>1ted. 

Yours very truly, 
T. R. LEWIS, President. 

The next amendment ot the .Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 1433, on page 197, line 10, to strike out " $4 " and 
inE>ert in lieu thereof " $5," so as to r-ead: 

Men's gloves not over 12 inches in length, $5 per dozen pairs. 

Mr. WALSH of l\Ia sachusetts. I move that " $5 " be stricken 
out and "$3" be inserted in place thereof. 

I may say that that is a higher duty than was levied under 
the Underwood law, and it corresponds more with the duties 
which have been levied in the past, previous to the proposal 
of the rates named in this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts to the com· 
mittee amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
Tbe next amendment was, on page 197, line 11, to strike out 

"$3" and inse1·t in lieu thereof "$4," so -as to read: 
And women's and children's glov-es not o-ver 12 inches in length, $4 

per dozen pairs. · 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I move to strike out " $4" 
and insert in lieu thereof " $2." 

Mr. WADS WORTH. That is the Underwood rate. 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. l\1cCUMBER. I think the Senator from Uta.h desires to 

offer another amendment tQ paragraph 1433. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. I move in paragraph 1433 the amen-dment 

which I send to the desk, and I will make an explanation of it 
when it has been stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The AsstsTAi.""l"T SECRETABY. The Senator from Utah moves to 
add at the end of the paragraph, after line 2~, the following: 

Gloves- made wholly or in chief value of leather ma.de from hor e­
hide or pigskin, whether wholly or partly manufactured, 25 per cent 
ad valorem. 

l\lr. Sl\IOOT. I simply want to say that if this amendment 
is agreed to, th~n I shall offer an amendment to the free list, 
when we reach that, placing gloves made wholly or in chief 
value of leather from hides of cattle of the bovine species on 
the free list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing­
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Utah. 

The amendment wa agt·eed to. 
Mr. l\IcOUMBER. I a. k now for the consideration of para­

graph 1435a, wllicll i an ad<litional pa ·agraph, and I ask that,. 
ina much: as we have pla.ced hide upon the free list, the Sen te­
committee amernlment be disagreed to. 

The PRE~!DEXT pro tempor The 'ecretary will tate tlle 
a rueu dill ent. 
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The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 198, after line 4, the 

committee vroposed to insert tbe following paragraph: 
PAR. 1-43:>a. Harne ~ . addles , and saddlery, in sets or parts, except 

metal parts for any of the foregoing, fini shed or unfinished, 35 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 
:rtfr. McCUMBER. On page 223 I ask that the Senate dis­

agr e to the committee amendment beginning on line 16. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 

amendment. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 223 the committee pro­

po es to strike out paragraph 1582, as follows : 
PAR. 1582. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, or dried, salted, or pickled. 
~lr. McCUMBER. Senators will understand that this was 

in the free list and the committee proposed to strike it out. I 
ask now tllat the Senate disagree to the committee amendment, 
which will place the hides back on the fl'ee list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ag1·eeing 
to the committee amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 
1\Ir. l\fcCillIBER. On page 224 I ask that the committee 

amendment, beginning on line 19, be disagreed to. 
The PRESIDE'l';T pro tempore. The amendment will be 

stated. 
Tbe AssrsTANT SECRETABY. On page 224, after line 18, the 

committee propo.,es to strike out paragl".aph 1600, as printed 
in the House bill, as follows : 

PAn. 1600. Leather: All leather not ,specially provided for; .harness, 
saddles, and addlery, in sets or parts, except metal parts, fim.shed or 
unfinished; leather cut into shoe uppers, vamps, soles, or other forms 
suitable for conversion into manufactured articles; and leather shoe 
laces, finished or unfinished. 

~Ir. WALSH of 1\Iassachusetts. The action requested by the 
Senator would put harness and saddlery on the f:r:ee list? 

Mr. :McCUMBER. Yes; it would put leather not specially 
provided for, including saddles, and so forth, made of leather, 
also upon the free list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree­
ing to the committee amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. l\IcCUMBER. On page 225 I ask that the Senate dis­

agree to the committee amendment beginning on line 1. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tbe amendment will be 

stated. 
The .A.ss1sTANT SECRET.ARY. On page 225 the committee pro· 

po. ed to strike out lines 1 and 2, as follows: 
PAR. 1601. Boots and shoes made wholly or in chief value of leather. 

l\Ir. WALSH of l\Iassachusetts. The action the Senator re­
que ts will restore boots and shoes to the free list? 

Mr. McOUMBER. Yes; it restores boots and shoes to the 
free list. 

The PRESIDE:l\1T pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. l\Ir. President, I desire to offer an amendment 

at this ti.me. On page 222 I mo\e to insert a new paragraph, 
to read as follows : 

PAR. 1573a. Gloves ma<'le wholly or in chief value of leather made 
from hides of cattle of the bovine species. 

~Jr. STERLING. The effect of that is to put the articles 
named on the free list? 

l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. On the free list. 
The PRESIDErT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the amendment offered by the Senator from Utab. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
~.Ir. l\.lcCU:MBER. Mr. President, this completes the matters 

which, under the unanimous-consent agreement, we were com­
pelled to di~'POSe of to-day. The next paragraph which we will 
present to the Senate will be the paragraph relating to presi­
dential powers. The majority members of the committee will 
meet tu-night after we close the session to-day, and we shall 
try to have it remolded and printed to-night, so that it will be 
on tl:le desks of Senators in the morning. 

Mr. SPENCER submitted an amendment intended to be pro­
posed by him to the pending bill, which was ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed. 

PETITIONS A ~D MEMORIALS. 
l\lr. ·wARREN presented resolution of the Lions Club, of 

Rock Springs, and the town councils of Wamsutter and Routh 
Superior, all in the State of w~~oming, protesting against any 
aeUon tending to set aside the Unitetl .: ta tes Supreme Court 
decree ui'\""orcing the Central I acific Raihvay from the Southern 

Paciftc Co., which we1·e referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. WILLIS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cincin­
nati, Uhrichsville, Dennison, Marion, Columbus, Chesapeake, 
and Marietta, all in the State of Ohio, praring that only a mod­
erate duty be imposed in the pending tariff bill on lightweight 
kid gloves, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 

consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 
By l\fr. WILLIS: 
A bill (S. 3899) granting a pension to Ella Williamson (witll 

accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HARRELD: 
A bill (S. 3900) for the relief of Washington Gill Squires; to 

the Committee on Military .Affai1·s. 
RECESS. 

Mr. :McCUMBER. If there is nothing more to be presented 
at this time, I move that the Senate take a recess until to~ 
morrow at 11 o'clock. - · 

The motion was agreed to, nnd (at 8 o'clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday~ 
August 10, 1922, at 11 o'clock a . m. 

SEN ... t\.TE. 

THURSDAY, August 10, 1922. 

(Legislative day of Thursday, August 3, 19~2. ) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 

THE TA.RIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con .. 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide revenue. to regu­
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus­
tries of the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McCUl\.IBER. :Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
1'011. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to tbeir names : 
Ashurst Gerry J\Ioses 
Ball Gooding Myers 
Branaegee Hale New 
Bursum Harreld Newberry 
Cal<ler Harris Niebolson 
Cameron Hetlin Oddie 
Capper Jones, N. Mex. Overman 
Caraway Jones, Wash. Pepper 
Culberson Kendt·ick Phipps 
Cummins Keyes Pomerene 
Curtis Ladd Ransdell 
Dial Lenroot Rawson 
Dillinghnm Lodge Sheppard 
E<'lge Mccumber Sho1·trk]ze 
Er nst l\icKellar Simmons 
Fletcher McLean Smith 
Frelinghuysen McNary Smoot 

Spencer 
Stanfield 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanso.n 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Wa tson, Ga. 
Wa tson, Ind. 
Willis 

~lr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that tbe Senato1· from, 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] is absent on -account of a death in his 
family. 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. I wi h to announce that the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. PITT.MAN] is absent on account of illnei:;~ in 
his family. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-six Senators haYe an­
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 

l\fr. KENDRICK. Mr. P1·esident, I present a telegram trans­
mitting a resolution adopted by the Wyoming Druggists' A~o­
ciation at a recent convention in reference to the chemical 
schedule of the bill which we have under consideration. I ask 
that the telegram may be read at the desk and refened to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'Yithout objection, the Sec­
retary will read as requested. 

The telegram was read and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, as follows : 

[Western Union telegram.] 
L .AB.AMIJl>, WYO., August 1, 191ll!. 

Hon. J. B. KENDRICK, 
Utiit~d States Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 

Our committee as a whole in convention assembly bas unanimously 
adopted the following resolutions and requested that you use a~l pos­
i;:ible influence in the proper direction there, a-s the retail druggists ot 
the countrv rPcently have been charged with "profitee1·ing" on t b& 
fioor of tbe "Cnited States Senate; 
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