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WepNEspay, August 9, 1922.
(Legislative day of Thursday, August 3, 1922.)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the
Tecess,
THE TAKTFF.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
gideration of the bill (H. R, 7456) to provide revenue, to regu-
Inte commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus-
tries of the United States, and for other purposes.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a

quormn.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will eall
the roll.

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Ernst McKinley Shortridge
Ball I'relinghuysen McLean Simmons
RBorah Gerry AMeNary Smith
Brandegee 5lass Moses Smoot
Bronesard Gooding Xyers Spencer
Bursnm Hale New Sterlin
Calder Harreld Newberry Sutherland
Cameron Harris Norbeck Townsend
(‘E]Jper Heflin Oddie Trammell
Colt Jones, Wash Cverman Wadsworth
Culberron endrick Pepper ‘Walsh, Mass,
Commins Keyes Fomerene Warren
Curtis Lodge Ransdell Watson, Ga
Dial MeUormick Rawson Watson, Ind
Dillingham McCumber Sheppard Willis
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Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from
:lin:al;sota [Mr. Nerson] is absent on account of a death in his

amily.

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is a quorum present.

Mr. STERLING. I submit an amendment intended to bhe
proposed to section 315 of the pending bill, which I ask may be
printed and lie on the table.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be
printed and lic on the table. The Senate under the unanimons-
consent agreement will proceed to the consideration of the
committee amendment, being ‘paragraph 1427a on page 182,
which will be read.

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

Pan. 1427a. Hides of cattle of the bovine species, raw or uncured,
or green cor 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 levying
of compensatory and protective dutlies upon leather, boots and
shoes, and other leather manufactures, briefly stated, are as
follows:

Kirst. The benefit to the eattle raizer is negligible, as the
duty on each hide, even if eflfective in increasing the price of
enllzlt:le,l will aniount to only 1.65 per cent of the value of the
animal. \

Second. Whatever benefit will inure to any individual or
group of individuals by reason of a duty on hides will be chiefly
to the packers, as they handle 65 per cent of the domestic hide
production, which also constitutes the best gquality.

Third. The benefit to the farmer from the tax on hides by
the possible insignificant increase in the value of cattle which
he may receive through the generosity of the packers will 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 duty
on boots and shoes, except for the duties on hides and leather,
is unnecessary and will be ineffective. Of course, the duty on
hides will increase the cost of production, which the consumer
will have to pay.

Fifth. The increased cost of boots and shoes and other leather
manufactures by reason of the duty on hides will result in
reducing and restricting the expanding export business de-
veloped by shoe and leather manufacturers.

Sixth. The increased cost to the consumer and purchaser of
shoes and other leather products will result in an unnecessary
and Indefensible drain of $110,000,000 on the public for the
benefit of the few engaged in the packing business,

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

Eighth. It will tend to break up if not destroy the independent
tanning industry and extend the packers' growing monopoly of
the 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 because of the more eflicient manner in which they
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 packers charge up as the proportion for
hides in estimating the cost of cattle is an average of 11 per
cent. A duty &f 2 cents per pound on hides at a price of 14
cents per pound is equivalent to 15 per cent ad valorem, anc cun
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 duty will amount to such an in-
significant increase in the value of the cattle, it is almost cer-
tain that 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 average of $1.35 per head of cattle at an average
price of $80 a head.

It is very certain, however, in view of the large volnme of
hides controlled by the packers, that the duty will he reflected
in the increased price of hides to the tanners and manufae-
turers.

It would seem, therefore, that the argument that the farmer
will receive an increased price for his eattle—and it is the only
argument advanced in favor of the tariff on hides—is most
fallacious. Indeed, many progressive and well-informed farm-
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ers, fully 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 Sonth 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 hides, the
packers will be in a position to use the increased revenue on the
domestie hides to offset the duty which they will be obliged to
pay on their imported hides.

Under all the ecircumstances it does not seem possible 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,

Mr. President, 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
Commission (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
shoes made with uppers of leather other than cowhide, and not
therefore dutiable, but with cowhide soles, heels, and welts,
which are dutiable.

Acecording to the census of 1919 the production of shoes in-
cinded 107,359,204 pairs made of cowhide uppers and soles,
which at an increased cost of 25 cents per pair would amount
to %26,889,824 to the consumer. The census for the same year
records a production of 214,718,589 pairs made with uppers of
leather other than cowhide but with cowhide soles, heels, and
welts, which at an increased cost of 15 cents per pair would
amount to $32,207,788 to the consumer. Adding these two
amounts together, we find that the total annual cost of the duty
on hides—based upon the production of 19189—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 consequence of the proposed duty on hides.

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

Thus, Mr. President, when we have been talking about the
increased cost of 25 cents per pair on shoes by reason of the
duty upon hides we have had in mind only shoes made chiefly
of cowhides,

When we come fo 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 Is given is 6 cents per pair, while the thaterials bear a
duty as follows:

In shoes made of-— Cents.
B O e e L e e 34
Ly e 8 R e G e e g L TG e R P e R (DG L e s 40
Russla calf et 24
o [T R e R SRR S S R R R e T D TR T a3
Kangaroo a5

- I have 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 is to be noted, therefore, that fully one-half of the shoes in
use by the American people will bear a tax to the consumer,
if the duties on leather are effective, much greater than 25
cents per pair, and probably will average 40 cents per pair, as
stated by Congressman HAwLEY, Republican member of the
House committee that drafted this bill.

In view of this exposé, how absurd is the claim that a pro-
tective tariff is for the benefit of the workingmen of Amerlca,

when the leather used by the shoe manufacturers bears a tax
of from 24 to 40 cents per pair and the finished shoe can bLe
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-
hides and so is a great part of saddlery. The combined produe-
tion is estimated as valued at $84,000,000 in 1919, and on this
amount the duty of 35 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 have 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 received by the cattle raisers. An increase of 1.65
per cent in the price of cattle to the cattle raisers, assuming
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 raising
of cattle.

Thus 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 proposed duties, are certain to be taxed consid-
erably more than $33.000,000 for the leather products they
require,

THE FINANCE COMMITTEE'S ESTIMATE INCORRECT.

Mr. President, of course this estimate will be questioned ;
in fact, on May 17, in addressing the Senate, the Senator from
North Dakota, chairman of the Senate Finance Committee,
made the following astounding statemefit :

Mr. President, there is one thing in relation to the tariff upon hides
which the American people erally do not nnderstand. * * *

There is a Tneral impression that if a duty of 2 cents per pound on
raw hides or 4 cents per pound on dried hides shall be imposed the price
of all shoes will themby%e increased. The country does not generall
understand that the shoes that the American people wear are not mada
of cowhide ; nothing but the heels and soles 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 calfskins or some other
material. The only part that Is taxed or affected by reason of the
tariff is the sole 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 seems incredible that the chairman of the Finance Clom-
mittee would make such a statement in the light of the well-
known and easily obtainable facts. He evidently is wholly mis-
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 per cent of the shoes manufactured in this country, it is
evident that the committee did not write the leather schedule,
or if they did they did it without obtaining any accurate infor-
mation as to the very great extent and importance of the use of
cowhides in the manufacture of shoes.

It seems almost asinine to have to controvert such a state-
ment, for, in addition to this duty on hides, the paragraph levy-
ing duties upon leather fastens a tax upon every palr of shoes
made in America.

The duty upon hides affects chiefly shoes made of cowhide,
which constitute over ome-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 shoe 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 use of cowhide for uppers,
I could submit letters from leading manufacturers (see Appendix
B), numerous references and discussions of the subject by the
Tariff Commission, and an authoritative statement from the
Tanners' Council, which represents the active members of the
leather trade, giving accurate figures showing the various 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 period
and used in the United States—exports having been deducted—
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194,200,557 feet of lefither 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 OK BHOES AN ABSURDITY,

The absurdity of a protective tariff on boots and shoes based
upon the theory 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 theory of protection, can be fully appreciated when we
realize that there is practically no importation of boots and
ghoes made of cattle hides. Indeed, we are exporting very
heavily, for we are making shoes so cheap and so superior in
America that we are meeting all foreign competition.

The shoe and leather industry originated and developed in
New England and has proved one of the greatest steps for-
ward, industrially, that has characterized this era of industrial
progress. Perhaps many of this body have not in mind the
fact that until New England inventive geniuns 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 Columbus discovered America. The process
was so slow and expensive that very few of the people were
properly shod. The making of shees by machinery in large
factories as now condncted in all the advanced countries of
the world is wholly the result of American initiative and
American invention, and the cradle of the art was in Plymouth
County, Mass. .

In consequence of the achievement of these American shoe-
makers the people of the United States have been better shod
and at a less cost—though during and following the war the
prices became exorbitant—than any people in the world, and
to-day the manufacturing countries of the Old World have
adopted our methods and our machinery and are sharing in the
blessings that have been provided for them by the shoemakers
of New England.

'+ At the present time the New England method of making
shoes has spread itself very generally over the whole country.

Shoes are now manufactured in many different States, Penn-
gylvania, Ohio, Missouri, Wisconsin, and New York being the
largest producers outside of New England, so that it is true
that, while every part of the country is interested to oppose this
mischievous tax, to New England and the shoe and leather in-
dlustries centered there it is of supreme importance. Besides
supplying the home market, the manufacturers of shoes and
leather in all sections of the country have built up a very
considerable export trade in their commodities. At this time,
when some exchange of goods with our foreign neighbors
seems to be absolutely essential to the welfare of the world,
anything that interferes with the business already established
or hinders its development is clearly against public policy and
shiould not be encouraged. That the proposed tax on hides will
produce this result is beyond guestion.

THE SHOE INDUSTRY UKEXCELLED IN EFFICIENCY.

Mr. President, the shoe industry in the United States leads
the world in efficiency, in guality, and in volume of output.

I'he points of leadership in the shoe industry in the United
States may be summarized as follows:

1. Better machines,

2. Leadership in styles.

3. Superior organization, ;

The foreign Industry’s only advantage is its lower wage scale,
But shoe operatives in the United States are admittedly much
more efficient than labor in foreign factories.

It is not out of place to call attention at this 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
paid.

(Census statisties indicate that wages in the shoe industry are
among the very highest paid in the country. It is also undis-
puted that women operatives in the shoe factories are paid
higher wages than in any other industrial occupation in which
wolnen are employed,.

The hours of labor, sanitary conditions, and general living
conditions in the communities 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 that 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 «{ protective duties
has kept the industry upon a strictly competitive basis and,
unlike many other industries, free from monopelistic control.

TAX OKX HIDES WILL DESTROY FOREICN MARKET.

Shoes can not be made from taxed hides as cheaply as from
free hides. The foreign markets for shoes which have recently
been acguired 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 of 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 corre-
gpond 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 community and in every State in the Union.

This tax, if levied, would increase the cost of the manufac-
turers’ raw material by approximately thirty millions of dol-
lars. I am figoring 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 foreign price with the duty added. There
can be no question as to this result. This is what the tax is
put 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 hide 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 eorrect, 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 this amount added to the 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
the by-produet of the 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 country 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 the
manufacturer of boots and shoes is camouflage. It can not be
effective. It is a fake. There are no imports'and the domestic
business is on a competitive basis.

The duty on hides, however, will be effective. It will he
effective first to the manufacturer who will have to pay more
for the hides that are used in the manufacture of shoes and
ultimately it will be effective to the consumer when he 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 TAKNING INDUSTRY OF DUTY ON HIDES,

Mr. President, the tanning industry, which this duty on hides
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
and has progressed to such an extent that we have developed
a very extensive export 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 employees; but among them are two large
companies that have been organized by combining smaller con-
cerns. These two companies—the American Hide & Leather Co,,
which tans upper leather, and the United States Leather Ce.,
which tans sole leather—are in active competition with each
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other and all other tanners. Throughout the entire indusiry
there is genuine competition without any suspicion of combin-
ing to control prices or to stifle competition.

About 15 years ago the packers of Chicago entered into the
business of tanning hides, which was undertaken to give them
a more complete 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'
business has rapldly developed owing to the packers' control of
the tanners’ raw material. The hides that are taken off in their
own 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 hides from the packers or buy
the inferior hides from the local cattle slaughterers. It is
apparent, therefore, that the packer tanners have a decided
advantage by reason of having control of the higher grades of
raw material.

To what extent the packers arve able to influence and control
the tanning business can be appreclated when we understand
that 60 per cent of the hides produced in America are taken
off by the packing houses. In addition to this their subsidiary
agencies throughout the country buy hides that are taken off
locally. The advantage of the control of this raw material has
enabled them to expand rapldly and extensively their tanning
industry. It is estimated that they mow tan at least 50 per
cent of the heavy leather of the country and from 20 to 30
per cent of the lighter leathers used for uppers.

The brief of the National Boot and Shoe Manufacturers® As-
sociation on * Free hides in relation to leather and shoe indus-
tries ” confirms these assertions:

Very briefly stated, the situation is this: The packer comes into the
possession of his hides when he buys his animals for beef, and the
price paid for the hides is, of course, the same as pald for the re-
mainder of the carcass. The price of the complete animal is Invaria-
Lly less than the price of the hide. Consequently, If steers are bringing
12 cents a pound on the hoof, the hide costs the packer 12 cents, while
the market price of the hide at that moment may be 16 cents, and the
independent tanner must purchase it at 16 cents. If the packer sees
fit to charge up these hides to his own tanneries or tanning accounts,
he can charge them at any price he sees fit, and the loss, If aoy, in
the price of the hide may be distribunted over the price of the other
parts of the animal where competition may not at the moment be so
close, Under such conditions the temptation to manipulate the market
is irresistible.

1t prices of hides are low and the demand inactive, the cker can
dispose of his hides readily to his own tannerles and stock the tan-
neries of other tanners who will tan for him at a fixved prica per
pound. When trade becomes more active and there is a demand for
hides, he can put up his price and force his competitor, the independ-
ent tanner, to pay materially more tham his hides stand him In his
own tanneries. “}hou the leather is finished be can undersell his com-
petitor and make a round profit on the transaction, while the situa-
tion of his competitor, as far as profit is concerned, is hopeless.

The Federal Trade Commission, speaking on this subject,
sald:

Thiz sifuation ralses a serious guestion as to how far thls extenslve
encroachment on a basic industry in which they virtoally control the
raw materlal fs safe for the public interest. They can place every
tanner using the more desirable grades of hides, particularly the heavier
hides, in a position of paying the price that they may ask or of taking
the risk of encountering further competition in the leather Industry
from them. They may not be able to gut 4 tanner out of business at
once, but they bave the power to do it if they are so disposed.

Mr. President, the development of the tanning business
among the packers has been so great that it is safe to say that
in the yvear 1921 an Independent tanner could hardly be found
who was not tanning hides for the packors.

In addition to this very great advantage enjoyed by the
packer tanners over the independent tanners, the levying of a
tarlff duty on hides will still further handicap, if not ruin,
tlhie Independent tanners.

The packers will not be injured by the tariff, because they
never buy hides and will not have to pay any duty. The inde-
pendent tanners buy all of their hides and will have to pay
the world price plug the duty.

The only way the packer can be affected would be by a re-
flection of the duty upon hides in increasing the price of cattle;
but a& the packer controls the price of cattle on the hoof, the
levying of a tariff duty would be without effect so far as he is
concerned,

Will the producers benefit by this duty upon hides? This
question has been discussed pro and con and many divergent
opinions have been expressed, but the best answer can be
found in the brief of the American Farm Bureau Federation,
filed with the Senate Finance Committee (page 4491 of the
hearings) :

Cattle production needs stimulation, bot the increased return from
15 per cent on 63 per cent of the weight of the animal is so small as
to be of mo Importance as & means of Increasiug cattle production.
The cost to consumers of leather products would more than offset the
increased return to hide producers even if all the increased price was
passed on to the producers, of which there is no assurance, herefore
wnv l;ull.ev;lla ttlml hides, leather, and leather products should remala on
the free st

As evidence that there is and has been in the past no genuine
competition between packers in fixing the price of cattle, the
report of the Federal Trade Commission for 1919 or the re-
vision of that report for 1921 may be cited, wherein it was
demonstrated that packers fixed prices at the different yards
and that the prices were all uniform,

It requires no mental acumen to understand that the effect
of levying the proposed duties upon hides means & death blow
to the independent tanning industry and another step to extend
and stabilize the packers’ monopoly by clinching their hold upon
the tanning industry and consequently piacing the American
leather industry at their mercy.

RAMIFICATIONS OF PACKERE IN CONTROLIING THE MARKET PRICE OF
CATTLE AND BIUEEP,

There is a growing belief in the country that the packers have
been loaning large sums of money to sheep and cattle raisers
through the commission dealers that buy the cattle and sheep
from the raisers for the packers. Evidence is available that
this method is In operation between the packers and sheep
raisers, and there is little doubt but that the same method is
being practiced in the cattle industry,

To what extent the American public is at the mercy of the
packers can be appreciated when we realize that their ramifica-
tions run from the financing of the stock raisers to the market-
ing of the tanned hides to the shoe and leather industries of the
country. Indeed they have even gone so far as to threaten to go
into the manunfacture of shoes and other branches of leather
manufacturing.

Are the representatives of the American people to ald the
Packers' Trust to strangle all the tanning, leather, and other
kindred industries of this country by levying tariff duties on
hides? Is there to be no check placed on the tendrils of this
octopus reaching out to destroy or corral all the litile tanning
and leather plants located in all parts of the country?

The survival of the independent tanning industry and the in.
dependent leather manufacturers of this country depend more
than anything else upon the privilege of purchasing hides and
leather wherever they please, in a free, open, and competitive
market, The placing of a protective tarlff duty on hides, plus
the other advantages which the packers enjoy by reason of their
control of the domestic supply of hides, will put the packers in
an impregnable position to create a tanning and leather goods
monopoly. A vote for a duty on hides is a yote for the packers—
a vote against the interest and prosperity of the tanning, boot
and shoe, and leather industries as heretofore conducted, and
an invitation to the packers to exploit, crush, and destroy the
numerous small and independent industries competing with
each other in the tanning of hides and manufacture of leather
produets.

EFPFECT OX SHOE INDUSTRY OF DUTIES ON OTHER LEATHERS.

Mr. President, it is apparent from .an examination of the
duties levied in the Senate bill on the varions kinds of leafther
and the compensatory and protective duties levied in the inter-
est of the shoe manufacturer, as well as the statement made
by the chairman of the committee in discussing the tariff on
hides, quoted above, that the committee was withont any ac-
curate information or specific knowledge of the boot and shoe
industry.

The only duty levied for the benefit of the manufacturer of
boots and shoes iz as follows:

Boots and shoes, made wholly or in chief value of leather made of
hides of cattle of the bovine species, 12 cents per palr and § per cent
ad valorem ; all other boots and shoes made wholly or in chlef value
of leather, not speclally provided for, 6 cents per palr,

This means that the heavier shoes, 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 8 cents per
pair on all other shoes covers the shoes made of calf, kid, patent
leathers, kangaroo, and other kinds of fine upper leathers from
which the more expensive shoes are made and in which the
labor cost is very great. These shoes are protected by a fariff
of but 6 cents per pair, which we assume is compensatory for
the increased cost to the manufacturer because of the increased
cost the hide tax puts upon the =ole leather used in this class
of shoes.

It is to be noted, however, that shoes made of patent colt,
patent calf, Russia calf, kid, kangaroo, are given no com-
pensatory duty except in so far as the 6 cents per pair covers
the compensatory duty by reason of the duty on the cowhide
used in the soles,

Yet the Senate bill, in addition to a duty levied upon cow-
hides in the sole, fixes a duty upon all other kinds of skins used
in the manufacture of shoes when they are imported as leather.

These duties levied on finished leathers other than cowhide
would, if effective, increase the cost of this class of shoes from
18 cents per pair to 34 cents per pair,
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In other words, the manufacturer of shoes made of these
leathers thust bear a protective duty ranging from 18 cents to
84 cents and no compensatory duty at all has been provided.

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

1t would seem 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 1ist of articles used
in the manufacture of leather and shoes on which existing
tarifi rates have 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 heels, shoe pegs, shoe buttons, cement, etc.

TARIFF DUTIES INCREASED UPON MATERIALS USED IN MANUFACTURE
SHOES.

Mr., President, the shoe industiry is another illustration of
the extent the industries of the country are to be burdened by
increased tariff duties upon materials used in manufacturing
their finished product.

Fifty commodities used in the manufacture of shoes are
taxed, Twenty-five of these commodities have heretofore been
on the free list, but under the pending bill are to be placed
upon the duatiable list. The rates on 25 other articles used by
shoe manufacturers which 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-
creased 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 dares 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
necessitated by the increase In the cost of production; and of
course the price of shoes in this country will be very materially
advanced.

The followlng table contains some of the principal materials
used in the manufacture of shoes and indicates the increased
rates of duty levied in the pending bill:

Increage of tarviff duties upon materiels used in manufacture of shoes,

or

Tncrease over Per cent of
Commodity. Sensterate. | Presentrate. | pracent rate. Sbrahie:
Bole leather....... 3 oents Free........../3 cents per | Removed from
pound and 5 pounﬁand& free list,
per cent ad per cent ad
valorem, orem.

Cali and wveal| 15percentad |.....do........| 15 per cent ad Do.
skjtliu, tanned valorem. =
an )

Patent, of cattle | T§ cents anea MO neeaa| Th conts | Do,
hides, square_ {oot square foot

and 13 per and 15 per
cent ad va- cent ad va- |
lorem. lorem,

Patent, not of | 5 cents per|..... do... o cents Do
catile hides. square foot | square

and 15 per and 15 per
cent ad va- cent ad va-

0 ﬂlmf. i 2‘}csmm‘:s 4
Jpper  leather, cents saave@Oi s cansty cen T 0.
e B f, of | square Bot square foot
cattle hides. and 15 per and 15 per

cent ad va- cent ad va-
lorem. :

All other upper | 15 per cent ad |.-...do........] 15 per cent ad Do.

- leather, n.s.p.0. valorem. valorem.

Cotton drilling....| 20 per cent....| 10-12j parcent | 74-10 per cent.| 75-100,

Heels, wood. .....| 25 per cent ad 15 per cent ad | 10 per cent ad | 664

orem.

Heels, rubber.....|..... do........| 10 per cent ad | 15 per cent ad | 150.

' valorem. valorem.

Bhoe DAES....vsusslenns 800 .uns..| 15 per cont ad | 10 per cent ad | 66§

it = vaénmrn vn:lmm 66
lackin 17O PO [, FEEEI PR Oucnsnciafacaas e -
nnl:lpgl’slll).m g

Shoe buttons..... 45 per cent ad |.....do........| 30 per cent ad | 200.

valorein. oremt.

Leathor welting. .| 40 per cent ad | 30 per cent ad | 10 per cent ad | 80.

valorem. valorem. orem.

Shoe-machine Sl.isdper 1,000 | Free.......... 81.15dperl,000 Removed from
needles. and 40 per and 40 per free list.

cent ad va- cent ad va-

Cement....c.onu.s- 20 per cent ad | 10 per cent ad | 10 per cent ad | 100.

valorem. valorem. _ valorem.

Cut shoe stock, | 5 per cent in | Free.. Hper oent..... Removed {rom
leather (box addition to free list.
toes, heels, | thedutyon
counters,shanks, tho leather
soles, ete.), from which

; 1t is cut.

Codolll e, ...z 12§ cents per |..... LA ST 12§ cents per Do.

gallon, gallon,

Increase of tariff duties wpon materials wsed in manufacture of shoes—

Continued.
Increase over Per cent of
Commedity. Senate rate. | Preseni rate. present rate. bnioy
Menhaden oll..... 5 cents per gal- | 3 cents per gal- | 2 cents per gal- | 663.
lon. lon. lon.
i | PPAERes Sl TR, B SRS e Kty 20 seaane el D04
Degras, crude. ... ]ofloeimtper -}oflo%ntper intloeau:pe.r 100
" pound. nd.
Currier’s knives | 3 cents, 10 | 25 percentad |.ceeeeveanca.. 20,
and shoe knives.| cents, or 20 valorem or
cents each 30 per cent
and 55 per ad valorem.
cent ad va-
m.
Castoroil.........| 44 cents per | 12 cents per | 24 cents per | 200.
d. gallon. gallon.
Cottonseed oil....| 2 cents per | Free.......... 2 cents per | Removed [rom
pound. pound. free Hat.
Linseed oil.......| 3% cents per | 10 cents per | 13 cenis 130.
pound, gallon. gallon.
Extracis..........| 25 percont ad | Free..........| 25 per cent ad | Removed from
valorem. valorem. free list.
Hides of cattle, | 2 cents per |..... e e 2 cents per
Hfmn" pound. pound.
des of cattle, | 4 cents per |..... B0 v 4 cents per Do.
dried. pound. pound,
CONCLUSION.

Mr, President, if you think the manufacturers of booits and
shoes are deceived or misled by the pleayune protective duty
you propose to levy upon boots and shoes, and will accept with-
out a protest the high duties on the materials they use, you
evidently have not a very high estimate of their intelligence
and spirit.

If the interest of the dowmestlc consumer does not concern
Congress may T 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 indeesl
hold, their former export business.

Mr. President, the manufacturers of shoes very frankly and.
I believe, patriotically ask that they be given free hides in
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 that
no duty be levied on hides, leather, or boots and shoes.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to insert as an ap-

ndix to my remarks, in 8-point type, a memorandum show-
ng the additional cost of boots and shoes, and so forth, if the
proposed duty on hides shall be adopted; and also certain let-
ters bearing upon the subject under discussion.

_g‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without objection, it is so
ordered.

APPENDIX A.

MEMORANDUM PREPARED BY EXPERTS BHOWING THE ADDITIONAL COST OF
BOOTS AND SHOES DUE TO THE DUTY ON HIDES, DUTIES ON TANNING
MATERIALS, AND ADDITIONAL INTEREST CHARGES FOR CARRYING “HIDES
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 pairs. It is esti-
mated that of this number one-third had uppers made of cow-
hide leather. The data given by the Census Burean 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 manufac-
tured in this country in 1919. The units of quantity 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 $425,765,151. The
value of upper leather made of cowhide, the greater part of
which was the so-called “ side upper leather,” was $142,276,588,
of 33 per cent of the value of all the upper leather made,

The duty on green hides hag been fixed at 2 cents per poumd
under the present bill. The compensatory duty on shoes wade
in chief value of cowhide has been placed at 12 cents a pair.
because it takes about 6 pounds of hide to produce the leather
used in making one pair of shoes. The compensatory duty on
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shoes made in chief value of leather other than cowhlde has
heen placed at 6 cents a pair. The value of the upper is usually
about the same as the value of the sole, including the inner
sole, welt, and heel. The compensatory duty on shoes made 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 therefore be fizured at §1.20. Since 6 pounds
of hides are necessary to make one pair of shoes, 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
hetter part of the hide can be used for soles and in the case of
« the lighter cowhides for uppers, but the offal—i. e., waste parts
from around the.edge of the hide—ean be used for inner soles,
heels, and so forth. All parts of a hide are therefore suitable
for some pari 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 can be made
from a hundred hides. 1t is Just as nearly correct to figure in
this way as it would be to figure the cost of first-class soles ot
ugapera and to deduct therefrom the amount received for the
offal.

We have as a basis, therefore, an additional cost of 12 cents
per palr of shoes with both the upper and sole made of cowhide
and 6 cents per pair as additienal cost on account of the duty
on shoes with only the soles made of cowhide. A certain amount
must be added to this for the additional interest charge for
carrying the hides, leather and shoes at higher prices. The
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. Every leather merchant to
whom he sells leather must figure interest for six months, at
the same annual rate, becanse leather is usually carried for that
length of time before it is made into shoes. This makes the
additional cost to the shoe manufacturer $1.273, The shoes are
usually earried in stock by manufacturer or dealer for six
months before being sold to the consumer, entailing another in-
tevest charge. The additional cost of the hide when it is finally
sold to consumers in the form of shoes is therefore $1.31. The
additional cost on account of the dnty alone has already been
figured at $1.20, so thnt the extra amount due to the interest
is $0.11, or 1.1 cent per pair on shoes made entirely of cowhide
and fifty-five one-hundredths of 1 cent per pair on shoes which
have soles of cowhide and uppers of some other kind of leather.

The interest element must also be considered in conneetion
with the cost of tannming materials. The tanning materials
used in the manufacture of sole leather cost about 3§ cents per
pound of leather. This inciludes the tanning extract, ods and
greases, and mecessary dyestuffs—which are not used in the
manufacture of sole leather but are used inm the making of
most kinds of upper leather. Ofils, greases, and tanning ex-
tracts were free under the act of 1918. Oils and greases, such
as are used in manufacturing leather, are dutiable under para-
graphs 49 and 50 of the present bill at 20 per cent ad valorem.
The duty on tanning extracts iz 25 per cent ad valorem under
paragraph 86. The duties on the different kinds of dyes vary

eonsiderably, but on some kinds is considerably in excess of 100 |

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 of shoes would be 6 cents. There are 2
pounds of leather in the outer amd inner soles, heels, and welts
of the average pair of shoes. Army field shoes and heavy work-
ing shoes weigh about 4 pounds per pair. At 8% cents per
pound of leather, the cost of the materials in the soles
of the average pair of shees is 7 cents. Adding together the 6
cents for the uppers and the 7 cents for the soles; the total
value of the tanning extracts, oils, greases, and dyestuffs in a
pair of shoes is 13 cents. The cost of these materials will be
increased about 25 per cent by the duties mentioned above, or
8} cents per pair of shoes. This increase is the same on shoes
with uppers made of ecowhide as on shoes with uppers of some
other kind of leather.

Adding together the 12 cents additional cost per pair of shoes
with uppers of eowhide due to the duty of 2 cents per pound on
hides, the 1.1 cents on account of interest charges for carrying
leather and shoes, the hides at higher priees, and the 3} cents
per pair on account of the duties on tanning materials, and the
result is 17.35 cents additional per pair. Adding te the original
€ cenfs per pair on shoes with uppers of other than. cowhide

]
|

|

lIeather the fifty-five one-hundredths of 1 cent per pair for in-
terest charges and 3} cents per pair for additionul costs of
;:Sntng materials, the result is 9.8 cents additional cost per

I
It is & well-known fact that the prices of shoes are Increased
by gradations in which multiples of 5 cents are frequently used,
the cheaper shoes usually increasing about 5 cents, 10 cents, 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 exactly 16.35 cents per palr, 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 increase 25 cents per
pair and shoes of the second-named variety would increase hy
about 15 cents per pair., There are certanin 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 forth.

If the 107,359,204 pairs of shoes made chiefly of cowhide were
to be Increased in price by 25 cents per pair, the additienal priee
per year paid by consumers would be $26,839,824. If the 214,-
718,587 pairs made in chief value_of leather other than cow-
hide—that is, having cowhide soles, heels, and welts and uppers
of calfskin, goatskin, and so forth—were to be Increased in price
by 15 cents per pair, the additional cost to the consumers would
be $32,207,788. Adding these two amounts together, we find that
the total annual cost of the duties to consumers of shoes would
be $30,047,612.

Since about 6 per cent of the sghoe 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
increase in annual cost. If the shoes made in chief value of
cowhide leather should be inereased in price only 20 cents per
pair and the balance of the domestic produection only 10 cents
per pair, after making deduction for the 6 per cent of the output
‘which, is exported, the total increase in cost to consumers would
be $40,367,005,

APPENDIX B.

IETERNATIONAL 8n0Rr Co.,
St. Louts, Mo., June &, 1922,
Mr, CnarLEs H. Joxks,

The Cowmonicealth Shoe & Leather Co., Boston, Mass,

DrAr Mgr, JoNES: As you know, our company manufactures a general
line of shoes, both dress. and work slmen,I ?::' men, boys, women, girls,
and children. Our production is probably the most representative in
Ameriea to meet the universal demand and consumption of shoes.

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

B on our actual upper-leather requirements for last week, which
was a normal week with all of our factories in operation, our consump-
tion of upper leather was as follows:

Per cents

Cowhlides (sides} = & = r.?
All other upper leathers 4
Estimating that outsoles, insoles, counters, heels, etc., require font-

age equal to that consumed in uppers, the
from cow and steer hides or cattle hides weig
would be approximately—

tage of shoes made
g more than 25 pounds

Per cent,
Cowhides __. TS & |
All other leathers.._._____ 23
I hope the above figures may be of service to you.
ours truly, F. C. RaNn,

FARM BUREAU FEDERATION BRIEF.

In the last paragraph of this brief, found on page 4403, they sum up
the ritnation In the following words :

" Cattle productlon needs stimulation, but the increased return from
15 per cent on G4 per eent of the weight of the animal is so small as
to be of no importance as & means of inereasing eattle production. The
cost to consumers of leather produnets weuld more than offset the in-
creaged return to hide producers even if all the increased price was
passed on to the ?mduceru. of which there is no assurance herefore
we pelieve that hides, leather, and leather products ghould remain on
the free list.”

Tur CoMMONWEALTH BHOR & LmaTAERR CoO,,
Boston, April 25, 1922
Hon. Davip 1. WaLsH,
Washington, D, O.

Drar Mg, Warnsa: You probably have in mind the many and some-
what bitter attacks that have heen mmde on the shee and leather in-
dustry In cousequence of the high price of shoes during the war. 1
know of no subject that has been more seriously misrepresented. Shoes
wm:'ﬁr}ﬂgh' of course, but not as high in proportion as most other com-
ma es.

If you wish to enlarge somewhat upon the fairness with which the
ghoe manufacturers of New England have treated the publie during the
boom in prices which occurred in 1918 and 1919 it would be well to
foint out that the finished caliskins, which are used very largely for
he uppers of men's and women's mediom and fine shoes, increased in
R‘rice onr 30 cents per foot in 1914 to $1.50 per foot in July, 1919,

he high Fri“ amounted to five times the normal price.

You will also find that the average price of Chicago native steer hiides
for the entire period when the {arif was on before, namely, from 1597
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to 1008, was 12.7 cents per pound,
at 54.2 cents l_lml' oun:fe the high rrrice being four and on
the average price for the whole tariff period.

At the same time you may state that shoes advanced in no case
beyond three times their normal priee; that is, a man's fine shoe that
gold at retail for $6 was sold for a very brief Ferlod at $156. This was
the extreme advance on any class of shoes, so far as I have ever heard.
Men's working shoes advanced to twice thelr normal price, from $2.50
to §6, =0 that if the facts were fairly appreciated It would be seen that
hides, which have been characterized by the Finance Committes as the
*“ farmer’s finished product,” advanced in a much greater percentage
than the finished shoes of the New England manufacturer, And 1n
the Congress has E]med exclusively for the benefit of the farmer an
emergency tariff bill, and & now considering a schedule on agricultural

roduects calling for protection, ranging from 28 per cent on wheat uﬁ
o 45 per cent on corn, and similar rates on all other grains, as we
as heavy duties on fresh beef, live sheep and goats, fresh mutton and
lamb, butter, milk, beans, pol:ntow. flaxseed, and everything else the
farm produces.

The claim will probably be madé that the farmer was hard hit and
suffered more than other classes of producers, Neither is this, T be-
lieve, borne out by the facts, The enormous nuomber of failures in
business, together with the statements continually being filled, of the
!nmeat manufacturers and producing companies, showing losses of
millions and millions of dollars in consequence of the sudden shrinkage
of values, is a complete and sufficlent answer to this claim, ;

It appears from the publications of the leading mercaniile agencies
that the failures In the shoe and leather trades have increased enor-
mongly. The month of January is the critical month in each year.

In 1918 there were 101 in January; 1916, 51 in January; 1820,
58 In January ; 1921, 353 in January ; and 1022, 626 in January.

It will appear from this that there have been more failures In Janu-
ary, 1922, in the shoe and leather industry than in the whole four
previous years. Among the larger manufacturers there were embarrass-
ments reported for January in 1918 amounting to 32; In 1019, 18; in
1920, 38; in 1921, 86,

This again tells its own story.

The shoe and leather trade, in consegquence of conditions for which
it was in no way responsible, has suffered as severely as the farmer.

There is no oommunll{ in which there iz not some business wreck,
brouil_u about by present conditions; and still our wise lawmakers In
the Finance Committee propose to pnt a tax on our hides, an addi-
tional tax on tanning materials, a fax on leather of all Kinds, and
protection of 6 cents a pair on men's fine shoes, on which the labor
cost in this country will amount to beiween $1.20 and $1.76. Oune of
the most ardent advocates of protection in the shoe trade, when he saw
that schedule, remarked, " To hell with their protection; I would
rather have everything free.”

It is obylous that such a protective duty as that on the only class
of shoes that is at all likely to come into this country is so ridien-
lously inadequate as to be ludicrous. It seems as If the Finance (‘om-
mittee had deliberately tried to peoalize the only American industry
that has produced for the American people cheaper goods and better
goods than can be bought abroad, and hasx asked no corresponding
protective duties.

Yours very truly,

These were gquoted in Au{lu:ltf tlli‘!%&
o

CHAS. H. Joxes,

P. 8.: 1 have asked Mr. E. A. Brand, secretary of the tanners'
cotincél.lato inform you in relation to the inereased duty on tanning
materials. '

THE NATIOSAL BHOE TRAVELERS' ASSOCIATION (INC.),
Boston, Magz,, April 12, 1922,
Hon, Davip I, WALSH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My DEAR BENATOR: We wish to call your attention to the proposed
duty of 15 per cent on hides, and wish to express our opinlon on the
same to the extent that we feel it will be detrimental to the interest
of t:]l_m shoe industry and thereby incrense the cost of foorwear to the
public.

For that reason we would be
positive attention, that the zame
infloence of yours.

Yery truly yours,

leazed if you would give this your
e not favorably passed through any

T. A. DELANY, Secretary.

Lyx~, Mass., March 29, 192,
Senator Davip I. WALSH,
Benate Office Building, Washington, D. C.

Deanr Me. BENATOR : I am iustructed to Inform you that this organiza-
tion is strongly opposed to proposed duty of from 13 per cent to 20
per cent ad valorem on the hides of cattle imported from foreign coun-
ries, We believe that this countr{ will never produce sufficient hides
or its tanning industry and that the imposition of any duty on hides
Eluﬂ-s upon the American tanner a serious handicap in his competitive
uying of forelgn hides with the tanners of other nations., We further
believe that such a duty will seriously and injuriously affect our com-
merce with foreign nations, particularly those of Bouth America, and
largely decrease our export trade. It will have a tendency to destroy
the bnsiness of independent tanners and throw the control of the
tanning industry of the country into the control of the large packers.
In our judgment, it will not result in any perceptible added price to
the farmer for his cattle but will resuit in a largely increased price
which he will have to pay for the varlous leather products which he
himself uses. We still further believe that it will inflict upon the
American public a substantial increase not only in the cost of shoes
but all other leather products, and bearing In mind how clozely
Mas<achusetts is allfed with both shoes and leather, wa hope you can
see your way clear to oppose any effort to place a duty on hides.

Yery truly yours,
LYNN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,
W. H, Day, Jr., Becretary.

NORTH ABINGTON, MAss.,, March 20, 7922,

Benator Davip 1, WALsH,
Washington, D, C.
My DEAr SENATOR WALSH i It 18 disappolnting that we feel it neces-
your time with matters of laflqintlcm. but we can not
des and skins, {s merely

sary to take up
help feeling that the tarlff bl relative to b
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& project to favor especially the packing interests and to rai=e the price
to the public on shoes and manufactured leather goods.

Bhoe manufacturers have been cutting every possible point for the
gurpose- of putting shoes on the market at a low price and many of them

ave lost very heavily, cutting into their surplus and ecapital in an en-
deavor to get thelr 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
bﬁg:use the free hides of cattle made it possible for them to obtain

(5 “_per footwear.

e feel that we can compete with forelgn markpts in sapplying this
country with boots and shoes with hides of cattle on the free iist, and
the 10 per cent duty on boots and shoes made wholly or in chief valua
of leather made from hides of cattle of the bovine specles would not
in any way compensate for the duty on the hides of 15 per cent,

Paragraph 1601, which places boots and shoea not made from hides
of cattle of the bovine species on the free list, makes it very probable
that boots and ghoes made from hides of cattle will be so doctored that
it will be impossible to tell them from the other boots and shoes upon
their entry into this country, and consequently there will be a tre-
mendous amount of fraud practiced in introducing boots and sghoes
made from hides of cattle,

As this appears to be an attempt at class legislation, may we urge
¥ou fo protest vigorously against the passage of the bill in question ¥

With many thanks in advance for your courtesy, mav I remain,

Very truly yours,
ApsTiN 8. Kissxg,
General Manager of Lewis A. Crosseft Co,

' BosTox, April 22, mes,
Hon. Davip IGNATIUCS WALSH,
United Stotes Henator from Massachusetts
i Washingfon, D. (.

DEap Smk: I beg your indulgence in calllng your attemtion to the
Propom] hide duty of 15 per cent, which I understand is proposed to
ncorporate into the new tarif bill. The writer believes beyond doubt
that this 1s most unjust and that the only one that will benefit by the
!m]i:osi.non of such a daty will be the large slaughterhouses who, the
writer has not the slightest doubf, will imm tely advance their
prices very materially when such a law might become in foree and
that inevitably it must advance the cost of shoes and all articles in
which leather is used in the manufacture.

It appeals to the writer as strictly a class legislation in favor of
a few and distinetly against the interest of the country and the public
as A whole, and the writer earnestly hopes that you will use your
influence to defeat the same,

Honin%eynu may give this communication your favorable consider.
atlon, 1 beg to remain
Yours respectfully, T. F. Russern Co.

T. ¥. RUSsELL.
BrocxTON, Mass,, April 6, 022,
Hon., Davip I. WarLsa

I'nited Statex Senator, ‘Washington, D. (.

DEAR SENATOR: It has come to the attention of the shoe workers of
the city of Brockton that there iz a possibility of the Benate imposing
a tax on hides in the tariff bill now pend[nilbefore the Congress of
the United States, Shoe manufacturers in Massachusetts have con-
sistenily opposed a duty on hides, belleving that such action would con-
stitute a seripus handicap to the shoe industry of this section.

Anything that affects shoe ?ruduction and burdens it in any way

seriously affects the standard of home living of workers engaged in the
shoe Industry of Massachusetts. For many years employer and em-
loyee have joined in onoaing a doty on hides, believing that such a
ax would prove harmful to the best Interests of each. Employers'
associations in the shoe industry and labor organizations among the
employees have believed in the wisdom of opposing such sactlon for
many years, They have merged their ogpoaition to such a measure on
the ground that it would prevent the best progress and development
of the shoe industry in this State,

Convineed of the wlsdom of these reasons, we urge you to exerclse
ﬂ?&“ great influence in preventing the fixing of n tariff duty on raw

PE,

The Joint Shoe Counell No. 1, of the Boot and Shos Workers' Unlon,
of Brockton, represents 13,000 men and women employed in the shoe
factories of this ciiy. 1Its action on this matter is distinctly repre-
sentative and it is authorized to speak with anthority on questions of
this kind. At its meeting held on April 8, 1022, it was unanimously
voted to ask ¥oo to place your vote and influence on record against
the imposition of a tariff tax on raw hides,

Very truly yours,
PATRICE O'BYRNE, President,
JAMES O'CONNELL, Recretary.
BosSTON, Mass,, March 11, 1922,
Davip 1. WALSH.
Washington, D. 0.

Dear SIR: Regreaentlng the center of the world's leather market
?‘ou have no doubt given thoughtful consideration to the pending tariff
egislation affecting this industry.

Without golng into detalls as to the extremely difficult period that
ianners are going throwzh to-day, we are wrlt!nﬁ {nst to emphasize
the importance of you, as a Senator, taki a defluite stand for free
hides when that item of the pending tariff bill arises in the Senate,

The tarif on hides is but a repetition of former attempts to close
the world’s marketa to our industry and gena]lze the consuming public,
Refer, if you will, to Blaine’s letter to Hon. William McKinley, dated
April 10, 1890, on this question, which to our mind s an intelligent
review of the situation even as it exists to-day. Remember, al=o, the
measures to which ex-President Taft was forced.

1s President Harding to find himself confronted with making decl-
slons on vital issues, such as thig, because Members of the Henate are
not willing to take an open stand. We think there are men of broad
vision in the BSenate, unblinded by the Plen 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 yon to the man to take the lead In
a clear-cut, fntelligent fight to place hides on the free list, Tarlff on
hides means the complete elimination of independent tanmers in this
country and the control of the leather influsrr{l by the packers. This
can not be denied. Are you willing this should happen *

Hon.
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Xou men in Congress, reprmﬂnm Natlon, are passing uuong
o

a ggt;od when individual, ‘“E‘ sec and 1nt; ust
Bu rged by measures of na 1 and world benefit. The industries
of the United States now pever befl on the continuous

‘ore depend
world's markets unhampered by tarlff,

ons demand and shutting thls country
up behind a high tarlff wall is but postpo: the world adjustment for
which there is such a dire need.
view past few years and imagine, if you can, the detriment to
the tanning industry which would have resulted with a hide tariff
exeluding us from rating in the world's hide markets, These mar-
kets mnst kept mn. in which to obtain our raw materfals and in
which to sell our product. We as an industr{nm willing to
eompete with the world's tanuers when able to ¢ te an mar-
l"‘mt. m firmly take our stand for free es, free leather, and
ree

It behooves you to give this serions thought, and as ot
tive from this district, we request from you a definite g
the exact stand yon nli; planning to take on this issue.

Yours very tru
KisTixr LesH & Co. (Inc.).
H. Freoerick LEsm, President.

BosToN, Mass., September 2, 1921,
Hon. Davin 1. WALRSH 2

United States Senite, Washington, D. O.

DesrR MR. WALSH : Pree hides are essential to the life of the inde-

ndent tanners, An import duty on hides would not do justice to tne

gt interests of the public for the reason that it would reflect in in-
creased costs of finished leather, shoes, and harness,

The hide market is world wide in scope. ‘In the United States the
elaughter of cattle hides does not exceed 50 per cemt of the require-
ments of the domestic taumers, The remaining 5? er cent must be

ted, and should therefore be admitted free of duty. A duty on
hides will not belp the farmer. A tariff on hides could not make catile
rajsing more profitable in this country; instead, it will allow the
domestic packer to increase price of his hides. Independent tan-
mers are find it difficult to get their ng)piy of hides at home S0
they are compelled to into foreigm markets for a large percentage of
their n:ippiiu. inasmuch as tamning packers use a l.a.rg portion of their
own hides. Now, if the ind ent tanmers have pay a duty on
hides they can not compete with tanning packers, and it th Jjust a
gquestion of time until all small tanners have to of business.
¥ree hides nre, therefore, the only salvatlon of the independent tammer.

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

Hides are o basxic raw materfal, it must be remembered that
hides are a by-product and cattle are not raised for the hides they will

roduce and the farmer will not ve one cent more for his cattle
ue to a duty being put on hides.

A tariff on cattle gldps is economically unsound.

When we set up a tari® of this kind we protect only the packer; im
short, a tariff on cattle hides {s fundamentally wronlg and agalnst the
best interests of this coun inasmuch a% the public would be taxed
with this additional burden the finished product. At this time the
whale Nation is looking for relief from excessive high prices.

We summarize briefly why hides should be free:

. 1;' Hides are a by-preduct; & 2,000-pound steer yields a 60-pound

e,

b. Cattle are bought and sold on the basis of beef value.

¢, Higher prices for hides never have caused higher prices for cattle.

«, Tariff on hildes would not protect the farmer.

€. Tax hides and shoes will cost more,

f. Domestic supply of hides is 50 per cemnt too small

. Tanners import 50 per cent of the hides they tan.

‘h. Foreign needed to keep tanners and shoe factories running.

i. Bixty-six per cent of the domestic hides are produced by packing
concerns, 84 per cent by farmers.

%.vﬂldp tax will help nobody, but hurt everybody.

e sincerely trust that g}u will agree with our position and that we
will have your assistanee this Important matter. We would like to
bave an expression from you as to your position in this respect.

Very truly yours,
Leas & McVirry Co,
s James P. MauER, Manager.

During the speech of Mr. WArsH of Massachusetts,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator
from Massachusetts has expired.

Mr. McOUMBER rose,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does the Senator object to
my continuing? .

Mr. McOUMBER. Oh, no.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 1 will say to the Senator that
1 desire to discuss two paragraphs together so that I need
not take the floor later, Of course, I can, if desired, stop now
and when the paragraph on leather and boots and shoes is

. reached renew my discussion, but I thought it would save time
and Lbe more enlightening to the Senate to discuss the duty on
hides and leather and boots and shoes at one time, because they
are all interlocked. It is possible to have all the discussion
take place at one time and then have a vote on the two para-
graphs, one following the other.

1 intend at the proper time to make a motion to put hides
upon the free list. I think the best wny, however, is to have
a voite upon the committee amendment and, if that is rejected,
place hides upon the free list. That is the simpler and better
way. The test vote is whether or not the Senate proposes to
accept the committee amendment, 1 can now discuss the sec-
ond paragraph. 1 ask unanimous consent that I may be per-
mitted to make my a t now -on paragraph 1481,

exchange of merchandise in
The world economic conditi

representia-
tement as to

rgumen
Mr. McOUMBER. T think there can be no objection to the
Senator discussing one paragraph right after the other and
taking an hour on each if he so desires,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The unanimous-consent
agreement provides——

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. I do not want to press the
matier, but I do not see why it is not going to expedite busi-
ness to discuss together two or three paragraphs, rather ihan
have one paragraph taken up at a time and spend an hour
on it and then have another paragraph eome up, and have the
@iscussion largely repetition. The purpose I have in mind is
to confine my whole discussion to these two paragraphs and
then not say anything more and have the vote upon them.
You can not discuss hides without discussing leather and you
can not discuss leather without discussing boots and shoes
and the duties upon them.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa-
chusetts will appreciate, however, the very difficult position
in which the Chalr is placed. A unanimous-consent agreement
has been entered into which it is impossible literally to en-
force, s0 the Chair is doing the best he can to give the unani-
mous-consent agreement a reasonable interpretation,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, I ask unanimous eonsent
that T may proceed at this time to discuss paragraph 1431
under the rule.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none.

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand, of course, that the Senator
from Massachusetts may occupy an hour 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 to discuss them consecutively it will
n?t be granting to the Senator an extra hour on these sched-
ules.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not antici-
pate that contingency. The Senator from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent—-—

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Of course, I can pursue this
course: 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 two
natural divisions—hides and leather and boots and shoes be-
ing in one class, and, second, gloves, harness, and other leather
goods—and that, therefore, two arguments would cover the
entire subject. Gloves involve an entirely different question

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 and leather at 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 asks unanimous con-
sent that he may discuss at this time paragraph 1431, as the
Chair understands. Is there objection? The Chair hears none.
The Senator from Massachusetts has now an hour on para-
graph 1431,

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. 1 appreciate 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, T am sure,

After the speech of Mr. Warsu of Massachusetts,

Mr. MocCUMBER. Mr. President, I find it exceedingly diffi-
cult to follow the Senator from Massachusetits [Mr, Warssu]) in
his discussion of any of these schedules. I have no difficulty
In finding from the Senator’s argument what he is against; but
what I should like to ascertaln, if possible, is what he is for.

The Senator recognizes the necessity of raising funds to meet
the appropriations that are made each year by Congress. I
know of nothing that has been proposed that the Senator does
not object to. I wish he would suggest in some of his argu-
ments just how he would raise the funds to ecarry on the Gov-
ernment of the United States. He has told us how to tear down
a structure. He has not informed us how to erect one. Ile has
shown us what he considers defects in this bill. He has shown
no real remedy for those defects,

I will admit that every tax is onerous. I will admit that
every tariff i3 an imposition npon the public, who have to pay
that tariff in some form; but I really wonld like to find some
way In which we could carry on the Government without uny
taxation and without levying any duties. In every one of the
schedules the Senator from Massachusetts has followed one line
of philosophy, and that has been that if we levy a duoty at the
source, of eourse it is reflected many times over bhefore the
article upon which the duty is imposed reaches the ultimate con-
sumer, and therefore, if we cellect one dollar in duty, it is
reflected in three or four or five dollars to the ultimate con-
sumer.

‘Mr, President, is not that trae if you levy a ‘tariff for revenne
only? 1Isnot the philosophy exuctly the same, and is not the
Senator driven by his process of consideration to the ultimate
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result that there should be no duty levied upon any article for
revenue or for any other purpose? Where there is one importer
of fabries there are 10,000 people who must buy those fabrics;
where there is one importer of the raw material there are 10,000
people who must purchase that raw material ; and therefore the
Senator would be forced by the logic of his own arguments to
vote against a tariff duty upon any product. ¥e would be com-
pelled to favor a direct sales tax, so that whatever is paid is
paid by the ultimate consumer and is paid but once; or, in lieu
of that, he would have to go to the system of direct taxation,
and the Senator is not in favor of any of them, Consequently,
I am at a loss to know what he is in favor of as a means of
raising revenue to carry on the Government.

The Senator’s argument is like a double-edged sword. He
says that the price of a steer is not affected whether there is a
duty on the hide or whether there is not any duty; that the
producer of the steer is at the mercy of the packer. Following
the line of his argument, a packer will pay just as much for a
steer without a hide as he will pay for one with a hide. Follow-
ing the philosophy of his argument, a packer will pay just as
much for a steer that has not a pound of tallow inside of him
as he will pay for one that has 50 pounds of tallow inside of
him. There is nothing in the argument that the farmer will get
no benefit. If the duty has the effect of raising the price of
raw lides 2 cents per pound in the United States, the farmer
will get on the average $1.35 more than he is getting now for
a hide,

1 am not arguing what effect the duty is going to have upon
the price of shoes or harness, but simply the one guestion, first,
Will the farmer get a benefit? If he gets no benefit, it will be
becuuse the importer absorbs the added price of the hide by
reason of the tariff, that is all; and if that be true, them we
get the revenue from the foreign importer, and we are paying
nothing for it. I will go further than that, however, and ad-
mit that it will undoubtedly to some extent raise the price of
the hide.

Now, Mr, President, I want to consider the question of
whether or not the duty on hides will affect the price of a pair
of shoes. Of course, while there are eomparatively few men
who skin steers, there are 110,000,000 people in the United States
who wear shoes; and if we are to adopt the philosophy of the
Senator from Massachusetts we should give no tariff upon hides,
and under the same principle we should have no duty for reve-
nue or otherwise upon any article which is consumed by a
greater nmumber than the same article is produced by in the
United States.

T want, first, to call attention to the fact, which most people
do not understand, that a calfskin Is not a hide according to
the construction that has been given for many years fo the hide
schedule. If a hide weighs more than 25 pounds it is a cow-
hide. If it weighs less than that it is a calfskin, and does not
come under the definition of hides.

AMr. LODGE. The Senator has referred to revenue. I just
want to inquire of him if any estimate has been made of the
amount of revenue on hides? Of course, he would have to
take also the estimate of the revenue on boots and shoes.

AMr. McOUMBER. We would simply bave to get the number
of pounds, and I have not it here, to determine just what the
revenue would be upon the hides which are imported into the
United States. About 55 per cent of all of the hides that are
used in the United States, both calfskin and otherwise, are
produced here, and about 45 per cent are imported.
thMr' LODGE. The Senator puts the importations as high as

at?

Mr. McCUMBER. That is the Tariff Commission's report.

Mr. LODGE. That ought to be correect, of course.

Mr, McCUMBER. About 45 per cent. The expert informs
me that it would amount fo 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,
and the rest is sole leather, which is made of hides:

The leather in a pair of shoes will not amount to more than
1.5 pounds for the soles and 1.8 pounds for the other parts of
the heavier leather that is used; so that not more than 2.8
ponnds of the leather that goes into an ordinary pair of men’s
ghoes will bear this taxation 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 less than 6 cents on a pair of shoes,

Duoes anyone having a sane mind and knowing anything about
the retail price of shoes believe for a single moment that this
matter of duty of & eents upon the leather which goes into those
shoes is going to fix the price of the pair of shoes just 6 cents

higher than it otherwise would be? If you will get the profits
in the manufacture of a palr of shoes you will find that that 6
cents is absorbed many, many times over. It will not affeet the
price. What will affect the price? Ability to purchase. What
will the trade stand? So much for a pair of shoes. When they
get too high, people will wear their old shoes a little longer, and
then the price of shoes has to come down, or there will cease to
be a lively and a healthy movement in the shoe line. That is
true of every other product. To show you that it is measured
by the ability of the public to pay rather than the mere cost of
the leather that is in those shoes, or the cost of the hides, lef
me call your attention to the fact that in 1919—I think that was
the high point—when raw hides were worth about 19 cents a
pound, shoes, of course, went up very high. The price fell to 12
cents per pound, practically the pre-war price; but has anyone
bought a pair of shoes at the pre-war price? Hides have gone
down, and gone down to about pre-war prices, but we all know
that shoes have not gone down to anywhere near pre-war prices.

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator think that other costs of
production hiave gone down to pre-war figures?

Mr,. McCUMBER, Not quite.

Mr, LENROOT. Anywhere near?

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; as to some things. In the production
of a pair of shoes, nearly everything is machinery. The machin-
ery has not raised its scale of wages. The man who operates
one of a dozen machines which are grinding out ready-made
ghoes may have had his wage ralsed to some extent, but the
machine producing those shoes has not raised its wage one
penny, and the principal item in the cost of making shoes is not
the labor but the material from which they are made.

Mr, LENROOT. Does the Senator take the position that
the cost of production has nothing to do with the price of the
product?

Mr. MicCUMBER. The Senator should not ask me a question
of that sort.

Mr. LENROOT. The Semator stated, as I understood him,
that the price pald by the consumer depended wholly upon abil-
ity to pay, and if that be true, does the Senator take the posi-
tion that the cost of manufacturing shoes might be one-quarter
what it is to-day, and yet the price of the shoes to the con-
sumer be the same?

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, President, I do not know, and the
Senator does not know, whether they would be sold at a lower
price than the present price if it cost a half or a quarter to
produce them what it does to-day. I assume the price would
go down the same extent if they could be produced for such an
abnormally low price. But I do say that if you reduce the
cost of producing your shoes 10 per cent to-day the price to the
final purchaser will not go down 10 per cent. I think I ecan
make that figure 20 per cent and say it would not affect the
retail price of a pair of shoes, and that is what the purchaser is
interested in.

I have here a statement which I want to read into the Recorp.
It is a very careful estimate by an expert of the Government of
the effect of a tariff of 2 cents a pound upon the raw hide, the
green hide, and it is definitely and fully worked out for the
purpose of determining whether or not it increases the price of
a pair of shoes, as stated by the Senator from Massachusetis.
It was given in evidence but a very short time ago that a
farmer in the State of Idaho, whose Senators must be ac-
quainted with the facts, took the hide of a steer to market and
got for it half the price he had to pay for a pair of shoestrings
made out of leather. This statement reads:

METHOD OF DETERMINING THR COMPENSATORY DUTY ON BOOTS AND SHOES.
From data submitied by a prominent tanning company with a cut-

stock department the estimate of waraqe number of pairs of soles for
ghoes per whole hide is 36. On the basls of average weights and yleld
of domestic and foreign and salted hides the average weight

of sole leather per hide s a {”&0 pounds. This would give
an average of 1.2 pounds of outer sole leather per pair of shoes.

The average amount of upper leather per pair of shoes is 33 feet
for men’'s shoes and 8 feet for women's shoes. In addition to the sole
lenther and upper leather other leather is required for welting, in-
soles, counters, etc. This other leal represents on an average from
20 to 25 per cent of the total leather of a shoe,

Another large manufacturer on about 33 feet of upper leather
and 24 pounds of sole leather for men's work shoes and mukes no extra
allowance for welting, oles, counters, etc. Upper and sole leather
figures are supposed to be lnr?e enough to take care of the remainder.

On the basis of 85 square feet of npger leather per 100 pounds of
hidea or skins and assuming 3% feet of upper leather necessary for
one pair of men's shoes, 3.8 pounds of green hides would be necessary
for uppers. Then, taking 1.2 pounds of outer sole leather, on the basis
of 80 ﬁr cent yield, the amount of green hide necessary for the sola
wonld 1.5 pounds. As the sole and uppers represent 30 per cent of
the total hides and skins in a shoe, the total amount of raw stock for
:ﬁ;. entire shoe would be the equivalent of 6§

ns.

ounds of green hides or
This e

may be taken for a man’s ordinary sboe. To average

men's; women’s, and children's high and low cut shoes together, 6
po would probably be a falr figure for all the hides or in a
pair of shoes.
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Leather and raw stock necessary to make one pair of men’s shoes.

Comparatipe prices of Chicago packer hides for 10 years, ete.—Countinued.

Yield of leather Amount of Extra-
Heavy | Hea Light
Kind. Amount of leather. | M 100 | 'raw hides Spreads| 1aivy | Texas | Toxas Jght | Batt
ides or Skins, | OF skins. * | steers. | steers, | steers. | o S%d rands.
Pounde. Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents.
jriye e D R sgsquara feet.... 85 square feet 3.8 253-26 23 233 23
e e e 1.2 pounds. . ..........| 80 pounds..... L5 30 -3¢ |32 _32i 29 |26-27° |31-31
Welting, insoles, counter, eto..| 20 to 25 per cent of |........... s 1.325 30 28 27 a3
total required, 52 -53 48 48 50 48
about 1.3 pounds. 25-20 |25-27 |24-26 |23-25 |23 -2
Total 6.625 14 I i 12 1%
OUT OF SBALT.
So the sole leather which would go into that pair ofdshge;
would amount to 2.8 pounds, with & calfskin upper, and a e e
= t
cents per pound the duty would amount to the enormous sum Solo- |Branded, ;,ive | native | Native \Branded
of a little less than 6 cents upon a pair of shoes. cows. | cows. € !
We have some evidence upon the subject qt the change of
a rawhide into a pair of shoes which I think ought to g0 Gonte | Conte. | Cones: |- Gt | ‘cents:
into the Recorp. I will quote from a statement of Frank B. 17 | 173-18 | 174-17% | 15 -1 12 -13
MecClain, vice president of the National Livestock Exchange, x i;! 5 —El g 151—:17 ig -}:}
Chicago, Ill, He said: SR Zgig; % m_g 21 '%* ,“ '1;
Take the subject of leather goods, for Instance. air of shoes for i
his 4-year-old child costs him more than he receives for the hide of a 26427 |29 -33 | 20-32 |27 -28 23 .g;t
1,300-pound steer that he slaughters for his family use or divides the 2 28 24 213 1
carcass of with his neighbor, 50 53 61 43 41
Senator McCuMmBER., That hide will make how many pairs of those ﬂ-ﬁ 30 -313 % 23 -24 18 -28*
oes ?
3|.h;1. ?éc(',‘:.,mé. ‘!l‘h;\.‘r tiﬂde nlr a l.goo-pc:'undt stv,;;r v;hen g:ﬁon RETI:IH
we unds. en salted and ready for e tanner e e 2
e will gﬁemn 85 pounds and will make from 40 to 45 pounds of Comparative prices of Chicago mu::;‘v”mdﬂ for 10 years, week ending
finished leather. A pair of shoes for a 4-year-old child will weigh ug v

(made of leather) not more than 6 ounces.

Senator McCuMmpEr. About 8 or 4 ounces?

Mr, McCraiy, Certalnly not more than 6 ounces,

Take the cost of a set of harness for one horse.
the value of the hides of a fair-sized drove of steers.
equity in that?

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I do not believe
that what has come to be called “normaley ™ or “dawn of the new
day " ean be or will be arrived at until the dollar of the farmer buys
as much of the things he must have as the dollar that buys from him
the things that be produces.

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

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

All of the arguments for and against placing hides 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 hides. On the other
hand we have perbaps a thousand manufacturers of shoes requesting
that hides be placed upon the free list, in order, no doubt, that the
may continue their %undeﬂn practices of 1919 and 1920, whie
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, taking
their toll even on the fooiwear of the day laborer's little children.

Then, ag&ln, we have that vast army composed of the general publi
who are the consumers. If the result of placing hides on the free lis
would be giving the consumer cheaper footwear, the argument of the
live-stock producers might bave less effectiveness, but experience has
demonstrated that cheap hides do not mean eheal: 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 T submit to you
eviiienee from sources prejudiced against the hide, leather, and shoe
business ; instead, I will present the statement of a publication which
is certainly favorable to the leather and shoe business, because it is
thelr 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 hearings
at pages 4461 and 4462,

There being no objection, the tables were ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Comparative prices of Chicago packer hides for 10 years, week ending
August 20,

Why, it resents
¥ Is rtf:‘:m any

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

Extra-
Hea Hea Light
s{;:;;iy Dative | Texas | Texas | Jebt | Butt
8YeQrs. | steers. | steers. | steers, | reras [brands.
: : + | steers.
Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cenls. | Cents. | Cents.
oof 21=22 19% 17 173 | 1641 1
194-20} 19 1 184 | 173173 [ 18 -1
21422} 21 20 1 19° |193-20
27 -28 2 |oumi| = 22 | 23

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

Heavy | Heavy Ex- Branded| Calf-
steers. | cows. | BUMS | ramee | Bulls [“pides | skins, | KiPS
1012 15 ”f's'g 1&“1‘;'; 154 | 15316 | 121-12} | 12313 ;| 1o
e e 1 13 |18 23 | 16418
1913.. .| 153-16 | 151-18 ﬂlﬁ:m 16 -164 | 13414 1.%:15 1%: 2 | 15418
1014...1 1617 | 18417 |17 7 18 | 135143 | 1417 | 207- 25 | 185-19%
i dy s e ) g 208 |
o 3 % 29-38 |2~
1917...-| 26 -28 2 |240-28 |2-2 |22 oo |%0-2 |7 ﬁ
1918. .. 2 254 2 2 17 |15-16 |34-44 |2t -2
1019.-.1 42 45 |40 42 |40 43 |50 -8 |32 -34 70 -100 | 50 673
1920...1 1920 |18-20 1420 1421 |15-16 |12-13 |20 -373 | 1530
W -8 | 7-74| 6-7 | ob10y | 45 | 4-5 |14-20 |12 17

Mr. McCUMBER. I read further:

Benator McCuMmeEr. Do you desire to make the table you submit
from the Hide and Leather Journal part of your testimony and have
it inserted in the record?

Mr. McCrAiN. I do; and in connectlon with the same, let me call
to your attention that in 1912—

That was before the war—

heavy steer hides sold at 193 cents; in 1913 they sold for 19 centsj
in 1914 they sold for 21 cents; in 1915 theg sold for 27 cents; in
1919 they sold for 53 cents; and to-day, in 1921, the maximum price
at which they are selling is 14 cents.

That is, as against 194 cents in 1912 and 1913.

Let me further call your attention that in 1912 light native cow-
hides sold at 173 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 maximum price

same grade of hides is sellin

at which this is 12 cents pound,
{These prices apply, of course, to salted hides.) Are shoes lower in
price than they were in 1912, 1913, 1914, or 19157 It goes without

saylng 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. Whaﬁ, in the name of God, 1 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 do—
the wearing gualities 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
g};ﬂb]lc during the present year as compared with the prices of 1920.
nufacturers and retailers tell us that the reduction In prices has

been 40 %er cent, but investigation seems to Indicate that the state-
ment of the manufacturers and the retallers in this matter is somewhat
exaggerated.

Again he was asked:

Senator McCuMBER. Assuming that there are 2
;ﬁ(‘la pair of men's shoes, to what extent would a
es—

That is double what the tariff is now—

increase the Erlce of that pair of shoes? Have you made any com-
putation of that?

Mr. McCraiN, It is nol hard to ﬂFare out, taking the weight of
finished leather that a 65-pound or 70-pound salted hide will 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 welght than the shoes of the male,

Senator McCUMBER. The object of my question 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. McCrLAIN, Hardly that much on children’s shoes,

pounds of leather
0 per cent tariff on
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Senator McCumser. I have made such estimates mygelf, and I do
not think there would be a difference of more than 4 to b cents,

Mr. McCCLAIN. A tariff of 80 per cent om hides would not increase
the cost of a pair of adunlt’s shoes (averaging men's shees and women’s
shoes) more than 7 cents.

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

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me, taking into considera-
tlon 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 eent of what he re-
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
hide of a 8-year-old steer, even though it does load upon the
American public an additional cost of 8} cents upon a pair of
children’s shoes or the enormous sum of 6 cents upon a pair of
men's ghoes,

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

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. On that I ask for the yeas
and nays.

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

We have just listened to a very learned address from the Sen-
ator from North Dakota [Mr. McCOumser], the chairman of the
committee, in which he has described to us the very small
amount by which the price of shoes should be approximately
increased by reason of this very small tariff npon hides.
ghould be astonished, when the vote is east upon this paragraph,
if anyone who has heretofore been voting for duties npon im-
ported articles should cast his vote against this paragraph. Not
a single argnment has been made in favor of a single duty in
the bill which, ean not be applied to this paragraph. That it is
an essential industry no one can deny. That the industry is in
a depressed condition no one can deny. That the supply of ani-
mals to produee the food for this country is at the present time
Just about the number regquired 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 eonstantly on the decrease, Just
prior to the war, in 1918 and 1914, according to the report of
the Tariff Commission, we had just about reached the point
where this country would have to import beef if it met the
supply demanded by our consumers. During the war, owing to
the necessities and the increased prices of meat, the number of
beef eattle in this eountry inereased, 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 people for beef. The industry, of
‘eourse, must be considered as a whole. The hide is just as
much a part of the producer's produet 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 earried 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 guestion 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, and
the business to-day is slmost in the throes of desperation, I
do not believe there is a cattleman in the United States who is
making any considerable profits at the present time. The west-
ern 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,
chiefly from Argentina and other South American countries,
come to us from ranges which cost the producer but little. No
one has 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 tariff
upon other articles for those reasons, I would ask anyone who
has supported those taxes why he does not support thig?

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 15 based—at least, it
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 couple of paragraphs from a speech made by
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Kxxprick] on June 28 last,
in which he said:

In 1800 we had . 50,000,000 beef cattle. In 1910 we bad 41,000,000,
and because of the increased activity and encouragement tﬁat pro-
ducers had to redouble their efforts contingent upon the war and
after the war, there was an increase of about 2,000,000 head, making
43,000,000 in 1821, These figures are better understood when we
consider them in connection with the fact that during the inter-
yvening time from 1900 to 1920, as I recall the figures, our ulation
bad increased about 20,000,000, which suggests a very smailer

per capita ply of beef pmdui'u!. In 20 years we had increased our
Eggulntion ”5‘3.030000 ple and we had decreased our number of
f cattle about 7,000

As another fllnstration of how the industry has been affected by
the reconstruetion period, I want to give a few figures in reference to
the decline in the value of the produet. In 1921 the meat animals,
as marketed through the central markets of the eountry, returned to
the producers 81,958.000.000 as against $2,913,000.000 in 1920, show-
ing a shrinkage in the income of live-stock producers of mnearl
21.000.000.000 that year. The cattle
447,000,000, swine producers $460,000,
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 npon hundreds and thousands of articles
the prices of which to-day in the American market are 50
per cent and sometimes 100 per cent higher than those which
obtained prior to the war. In fact, as I stated on yesterday,
the average priees to-day of manufactured 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 price. 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 favor 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 npon an essential commodity which is selling for
one-third less than it was prior to the war?

Mr. President, T have listened with attempted patience to
fhe argument which has 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 all 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 high 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. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CaMeroN in the chair).
Does the Senator from New Mexico yield to the Senator from
New Jersey?

roducers contributed abou
0, and the sheepmen $37,-
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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 1 wished the indus-
tries 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 he 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 benetit 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 said. I think I may
gtate, 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
gaid is undoubtedly intended to embody the argument which
has 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. LENROOT. 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 not legis-
lating with respect to monopolies. It is absolutely denied 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 troe of the beef packers, why is it not true
of every other monopoly?

Mr. 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?

Mr. 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.

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. 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 Mexlco. I gladly yield.

Mr, LENROOT. Does the Senator from New Mexico indorse
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,

My, 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 it 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 sueceessful in reducing all other rates to the level of
the Underwood law, but had been successful in increasing all
rates which he favored, would he 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 needed
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 prineiple 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 wlill 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 hetter 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?

Mr, 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 fhe
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. When the very first ltem in the bill came
op for consideration that fact was made perfectly apparent,
You talk about a tariff levied for protection 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 than a very
infinitesimal number of the items mentloned in this bill. You
have no theory of protection, if this bill is an expression of
what you think that theory is,

The 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.

Mr. LENROOT, Mr, President, will the Senator yield fur-
ther?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I gladly yleld.

Alr. LENROOT. The Senator certainly has not understood,
from uny question I asked, that I was defending the rates in
this bill. I was talking about the different thcories, the Re-
publican theory and the Democratic theory of tariff duties.

My, JONES of New Mexico. I assumed that the Senator
from Wisconsin represented and expressed what he thought
was the Hepublican theory of protection,

AMr, TRAMMELL., Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield,

Mr. TRAMMELL. . Did not the Senaftor from Wisconsin
also say, come two or three weeks ago, that unless the bill was
re-formed he would not vote for it?

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. I believe I remember that state-
ment made by the Senator from Wisconsin,

Mr. LENROOT. 1 did not catch the statement of the Sen-
ator from Florida,

Mr, TRAMMELL. I understood the Senator from Wisconsin
to say, In discussing the bill here some two or three weeks ago,
that if it was not re-formed he would not support the bill.

Mr. LENROOT, The Senator correctly understood me. I
did state that.

Mr., JONES 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
attempied 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 Senuator on the other side of the Chamber that that
theory has not been applied to the rates in this bill, and I
imagine the Senator from Wisconsin is going to vote for it
with all of the iniguities 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 us something about difference in prices, and they sent
out the Reynolds commission to ascerfain that difference in
prices. 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
in this bill?

But, Mr. President, what I wanted to emphasize was 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 gide of the Chamber has yet undertaken to answer
that question, and I submift there will be mno satisfactory
answer to it from any side of this Chamber,

Senators talk about inecreased costs. Do you mnot 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, them 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
thig bill on its final passage that there should be a tarift duty
on hides. A number of different theories have been stated,
but I submit that any theory of protection, whatever it may
be, upon which any Senator expects to vote for this 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 duties
upon substantially everything he must buy. You have increased
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 price of the
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clothing which covers the body and contend that the shoes
which cover the feet should not meet with like treatment? In
discussing the duties on a number of articles it has been said
that the amount was small, and that was glven as an excuse
for levying duties, I remind Senators that, measured even by
that statement, they 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 against 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 high duties upon the produects of industries in their own
States and voted 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 disearded 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
conld get a decrease in all of the dutles 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 sald yes. Of course, that meant
just 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
possible.

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. Mr, President, of course 1 am
in 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. LENROOT. I yield for that purpose, because I do not
wish to be unfair to the Senator from New Mexico.

Mr., JONES of New Mexico. I should not be considered as
acquiescing in the statement the Senator has made, and I
want fo disclaim any aequiescence in his conclusions as to
what my position is,

Myr. LENROOT, We will let it go at that. Other Senators,
like the Senator from New Mexico, have defended their votes
for rates even higher than those proposed by the Committee on
Finance itself upon the statement that industries in their own
States were vitally involved, and they have attempted fo ex-
cuse themselves by saying that if we were going to have 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,

My, JONES of New Mexico, Mr, Pregident, I desire again to
dissent from the statement the Senator from Wisconsin has
made, I have said nothing which was at least intended to even
imply or hint at the statement whieh the distinguished Senator
has just made,

Mr. LENROOT. Did not the Senator state, in response to
my question, that if this 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 vote for the bill? Did he not state
that to me?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico.
what I said.

Mr. LENROOT. Then there is no disagreement between us.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If you will let me write the
duties in the bill I shall yote for it.

Mr. LENROOT, Very well, then, But the Senator has justi-
fled voting for high duties on the products of industries in his
own State because he sald 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 duties for other Btates, and will give him his high duties

I think that is substantially
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for his own State, then, instead of voting against the bill, he |-

will vote for it. I do not tHink there can be any misunderstand-
ing between us; and I understand that there are about 18 Demo-
cratic Senators who occupy exactly that position. All T ask
is that if a Democratic Senator staunds for protective duties for
industries in his own State he should' stand for protective duties
un industries of otlier States; that is all,

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr, President, I simply reply by
making practically” a restatement of what I said in my opening
remarks, that whenever a tariff duty is levied upon any article
imported into the United States, and a comparable article is
produced in the United States, that duty is, pro tanto, a protec-
tive tariff.

Mr. LENROOT. Exactly; I agree with the Senator to that

extent.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. As to every item in the existing
law putting a duty upon any importations, where there is a
comparable article produced in the United States, it is a pro-
tective law.

Mr, LENROOT. Exactly; to that extent. The Senator must
also agree, however, that the higher the rate the less the reve-
nue, in a great many cases, and that if youn are standing upon
the Democratic theory, you ean not go beyond a rate which
will produce the greatest amount of revenue from the given
commodity.

Mr: JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I would like to
remind the Senator of one other thounght in connection with his
question. He has referred to the rates in the existing law. In
a general answer to the Senator's inquiry some little time ago
1 said that T would support the present rates, and my answer,
of course, was a general answer, based upon the propesition
that under the existing law there is not a single industry in the
TUhnited States which is being injured to any mesasurable extent
by importations from abroad.

Mr. LENROOT. Under the Underwood law?

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. Yes; under the present law. I
ask tlle Senator to point to a single industry in the United
States of any material consequence which is being Injured
to-day by reason of extensive imports.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, surely the Senator from New
Mexico, having made a thorough study of the pending bill, must
have forgotten this morning all of his previous studies; because
a most cursory examination 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 being seriously injured by reason: of
excesgive imports, and' in some cases factories are entirely
closed down.

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. Of course, we can not settle the
question here and now, but I want te have it go out as my state-
ment, after all the study I have made of this question, that the
statemrents of the Senator from Wisconsin are unjustified by the

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a pair of
German gloves, which are being imported into this country
to-day for half of what they can be made for, and the faetories
in this country are closing down. Duves the Senator take into
account any such evidence as that?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I did not understand to what
article the Senator refers.

Mr. LENROOT. I hold in my band a pair of ladies’ gloves,
the invoice price of which is $8.56 a dozen pair, or about 30
cents a pair. Does the Senator seriously say that the importa-
tion of that glove Is not interfering with or injuring' American
industry?

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, the: story about
gloves is gomewhat lengthy, but the Senator upen examination
of the question will' find that it does. I do not know the class
of glove he has exhibited, but I assume it is a high-grade glove.

Mr. LENROOT. It is.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico.
made.

Mr. LENROOT. It was made in Germany.

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. With regard to that high-grade
kid glove made i Germany, the facrs are that in this country
we have never been able to produece that quality of kid glove
at a reasonable price. -

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, will the Senator from
‘Wisconsin permit me to answer the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. LENROOT. Certainly.

Mr. WADSWORTH, I have in my hand two pairs of the
very kind of glove which: the Senator from Wiseonsin has ex-
hibited, and which are made in this country.

My, JONES of New Mexieo. Ob, yeéx; they are made here,
but I said at a reasonable price.

1 do not know where it was

Mr. WADSWORTH. ' The Senator probably forgets that
men'’s gloves have had a higher rate of protection than women’s
gloves. If the same rate of protection were given 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 the price. With the same tactics employed with reference
to women’s gloves, they could Le made here as well as the men's
gloves and the price would' be reduced accordingly. We have
never liad a chance to make the women’s gloves.

Mr, LENROOT. Mr. President, I know the Senator from
New Mexico made that general statement in good faith, but I
know that if heewill refresh his recollectlon and study, as I
know he has studied, the imports, he will remember that tlere
are many articles as: to which the imports are very excessive
and where the American industry, unless they have some re-
lief, will be very seriously injured. I think I ean fairly say
that because, Republican as I am, I have stood upon this floor,
and’ propose to: stand' here until the tariff bill' has be. a1 finally
disposed of, fighting against what I believe to be excessive rates.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, another point
which should not be overlooked in this commection is the fact
that the pair of gloves whielr 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 of commodities
from Germany were made at excessively low prices,

But I want to remind Senators that if the tariff bill is to be
framed upon conditions in Germany the foundation is one of
sand. Everybody knows that Germany is in an industrial col-
lapse; that she has not since the war been ahle to produce more
than 60 per cent of what she was producing prior to the war,
and her exports are only 40 per cent, and that of those exports
altogether there came to' the shores of America' only: 7.1 per
cent. Yet because of that unfortumate condition in Germany
it is proposed to disturb business industries of whatever char-
acter all over the United States. The Republicans Have built
up these dunties by reason of that unstable, uncertain founda-
tion which is claimed to exist In Germany.

Mr. LENROOT. All T have to say in response to that sug-
gestion s that if a man dies of a disease he is not very mmch
éntetr:sbed in the post-mortem. fo ascertain what caused his

eath.

Now, Mr. President, to get down to the question before the
Senate, the Senator from New Mexico [Mr, Joxes], in opening
his remarks, stated thiat whatever contention might be muade
as to whether the farmer 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 sec-
tion of the country is the American Farm Bureau, and T am
going to read the closing paragraph of thieir brief submitted to
the Finance Committee wherein they said:

The t to consumers of leather produtdts )mnl than
the an:gaed return to hide. lproducera even all: %hnmhr:?:nenaul o&sg

was passed omw to the producers, of which there Iz no assurance,
Thureghre,. we bel.lmm hides; futhe:v, and leather products shonld

The American Farm Bureau is a very respectable farm
organization with a very large membership. It dees happen, I
know, to be constituted' almest wholly of small farmers and
perhaps has no membership of the large cattle growers; with
their thousands and thousands of cattle.

Now, Mr: President, I am opposed to the duty en hides, first,
because I am convinced that so far as: the average farmer is
concerned, if there be any benefit aceruing to: the farmer——

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President——

Mr. LENROOT. Just a moment. If there be any increase
in the price of hides the cost to the farmer in the shoes and
leather products that he must buy will be very much: greater
than: any possible increase in price that he may receive for his
hides.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
econsin yield to the Semator from New BMexico?

Mr. LENROOT. T yield.

Mr. BURSUM. The Senator from Wisconsin stated that
some' farm burean favors free hides. May I ask the Senater
what farm bureau that was?

Mr. LENROOT. I quoted from a brief filed with the Senave
Finance Committee by the American Farm Bureau Federation,
of which Mr. Howard is president, and of whiech Mr. Gray
Rilver, whom: I think every Senator knows, is secretary, having
headguarters: in Washington. It iz perhaps the most active
farm organization that there is in looking after the intevests of
the farmers in legislatiom

Mr. BURSUM. We have a farm bureau in my State, and. no
such request has been made by it.
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AMr. LENROOT. That may be; but this Is the national fed-
eration about which I am talking. I am not talking about
some little organization that the Senator may have in New
Mexico. ;

Mr., BURSUM. If the Senator please, I would advise him
that New Mexico ig a part of the Union.

Mr. LENROOT. 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 Mexlco.

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?

Mr. BURSUM. Is the Senator inquiring of me?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes. Is the Senator from New Mexico in
favor of the committee amendment Imposing a 5 per cent duty
upon shoes?

AMr. BURSUM. I will 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.

Mr. LENROOT. So the Senator from New Mexico declines
to gnswer whether he 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 Senafor from New Mexico will not
hes:tate to state his position.

Mr. LENROOT. But the Senator declines to express him-
gelf 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 hides in return for their votes for
a b 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 a 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 hides. So I
commend his discretion.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr, LENROOT. I yield.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The Senator was rather criti-
cising some of us for voting because our constituents live in
a cattle-raising State.

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

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The Senator from Wisconsin
has 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
he is voting against the duty on hides?

Mr. LENROOT. If the Senator will have just a little pa-
tience, I assure him he will find out. I referred to the
National Farm Bureau, with organization headquarters in
Washington, which, representing the national organizations,
took its position before the Finance Committee. Now, answer-
ing the Senator’s question, I am 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
gis]ll more than the benefit they will receive from a tariff upon

es,

Mr. POMERENE. Mr, President——

My, LENROOT. 1 yield to the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. POMERENE. The Senator has indicated that if this
duty were placed on hides, of course it would tend to increase
the cost of shoes to the consumer. I agree with that proposi-
tion. Has 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 subject

very briefly.

In the second place, Mr. President, I am opposed to this
duty because I am satisfied that the chlef beneficiaries will be
the packers of the United States and not the farmers, nor even
the ecattle 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 bheef
packers of the United States, who to-day have a very large
control of it.

Mr, STANFIELD, Mr. 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 Senator think the other 35 per
cent would enter into combine with the packers and that the
packers would receive all the benefits of the duties on” hides?

Mr. 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 33 per cent.

Mr. STANFIELD. The Senator is undoubtedly aware that
outside of the so-called packers’ combine, which is composed 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 others not associated with the so-called packers’
combine, if there be such a thing.

It is a well-known fact, I wish to say for the enlightenment
of the Senator, that every time there is a fluetnation in the
price of the by-products of the slaughterhouse, the by-products
of cattle, sheep, and hogs, the live-stock market fluctuates proe
portionately, so that if hides go up, live stock goes up; if wool
goes up or sheepskins go up, the live-stock market goes up pro-
portionately.

Mr. 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 has
asserted time and time again that the beef packers control the
price and pay the farmer, pay the cattle grower, pay the sheep
grower such prices as they choose to pay. It is absolutely un-
der their control.

Mr, STANFIELD. I do not believe that the investigations
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.

Mr. STANFIELD. I can not agree with that, because so far
as the live-stock organizations of the United States are don-
cerned, 75 per cent of them are on record as saying that such
a condition does not exist.

Mr, LENROOT. Mr. President, that may be so of late—

Mr. STANLEY. Will the Senator yield to me? -

Mr. LENROOT. No; I wish to finish my statement. But a
couple of years ago and for many years prior to that time [
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
assoclation did not agree with the statement which has been
made by the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. STANFIELD. I will say, then, that the Senator prob-
ably refers to one of the so-called national live-stock organiza-
tions, for the National Wool Growers' Association have always
been on record denying that such a condition existed; the
Northwestern Cattle Growers’ Association have always been on
record to the same effect and have always Indorzed resolutions
of that tenor whenever the question was presented.

Mr. LENROOT. Yes; but there has been a very thorough in-
vestigation, as the Senator knows, by committees of this Con-
gress, I wish to say to the Senator that some of the methods
which were pursued in order to secure testimony favorable to
the packers were not very 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 is that the packers, fo whom
the Senator clearly referg, 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 hides it is the packer, because he surely would want to
bring his products from his slaughter and packing houses in
South America, Australin, and New Zealand into the United
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States free of duty. It is only consistent and reasonable -that
be should.

My. LENROOT. When the packer, utilizing 65 per cent of
the hides that are produeed in this country, can add 2 cents a
pound to their price, he can well afford to pay the additional
duty on the 33 or 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 should like to remark to the Senator
that the ontside leather is largely controlled by the so-called
large packers. That the Senator must admit. Does he mean to
say that the large packers turn their hides over to the inde-
pendent tanners when they are engaged in the leather business,
as he has asserted here? Is it reasonable that they would do
sach a thing?

Mr. LENROOT. I have not the time fo go into the question
of the eontrol of the tamning industry by the packers. My time
is rimning short; I ean not go into that. But I do give it as my
profound convietion that the duty that is proposed here upon
hides will drive the independent tanners out of business in the
United States and concentrate control in the packing industry.

Mr. President, I have wondered why it was that the com-
mittee in reporting their amendment imposing a duty upon
hides were not content to provide merely a compensatory duty
on boots and shoes—and that I shall speak of in a moment—
hut they also gave a § per cent ad valorem protective duty.
When one looks at the imports of boots and shoes and examines
the exports of boots and shoes there can be but one conclusion,
and that is that 5 per cent ad valorem duty was put on there
as a bait to get votes for the tariff upon hides. I wish to call
attention to the fact, beecause I want to know from the com-
mittee before this debate is conecluded bhow they justify put-
ting 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 1021 there were 203,000
pairs imported, valued at $775,000. In 1921 our exports of
children's shoes amounted to 2,000,000 pairs, valued at
$8,340,000 ; our exports of men’s shoes during the same period
amounted to 5,173,000 pairs, valued at $16,319,000; our ex-
ports of women's ghoes during the same period were 1,767,000
pairs, valued at $5,016,000, or a total export of over $25,000,000,
a8 against imports of a little over half a million dollars; and yet
the committee have proposed a duty of § per cent ad valorem
upon shoes,

Mr. STANFIELD. Does not the Senator think that that was
a poor method of attempting to trade for votes? If the shoe
manufacturer does not need the duty, why wounld the New
England Senators or Senators from other shoe manufacturing
States vote for a duty on hides?

Mr. LENROOT. 1 think they used very poor judgment, be-
cause I do not believe they caught the New England Senators
in their attempt.

Mr. STANFIELD. Does the Senator think that they would
have'listened to the importunities of the cattle-growing sections
and the farming sections if they had made such a proposal as
that to them?

Mr. LENROOT. Well, Mr. President, I am reminded of a
statement 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 for
New England that he wanted he had agreed with western
Senators to stand for a duty on hides; that, although he thounght
It was wrong, it was necessiary to make that combination. T am
afraid there are some people who thought that such a combina-
tion conld be made now.

Mr. STANFIELD. I do not believe the Senator——

Mr. LENROOT. I do not mean that in the sense of being
corrupt or anything of that kind, of course not; but the
Senator 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-
dustries of my own State.” Does the Senator deny that?

Mr. STANFIELD. Yes; I do. I believe that it is the
opinion of the consistent protectionist that the protective
tariff is not a local question, and that if he is going to be a
copeistent protectionist, he must grant protection to the in-
dustries or produeers of another section whose interests are
different from those in his seetion.

Mr. LENROOT. 1 agree as to that.

Mr. STANFIELD. To that extent, T think there are these
who subscribe to the interpretation suggested by the Senator:
but they do not vote simply for duties on the produets of their

own sections; they are beyond 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 he should vote for that
duty because he fears if he does not there will be retaliation
upon him?

Mr. STANFIELD. No; I do not believe that is right, and
I do not believe that such a condition as that exists here ab
this time.

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

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I think, in all fairness——

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

Mr. LENROOT. T yield.

Mr. GOODING. I think, in all fairness, that the Senator
ought to name those Senators who have taken that position,
and not make his statement general.

Mr., LENROOT. I am not going to name them,

Mr. GOODING. It is, I think, due to Senators here that the
Senator from Wisconsln should give the names, because it
seems to me that there has been one thing clearly demon-
strated here, and that is that there never has been any under-
standing between what is ealled the tariff bloe of the Senate
and the Committee on Finance.

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

Mr. GOODING. Baut it has been charged upon this floor.

Mr. LENROOT. I have not charged it.

Mr. GOODING. It seems to me that time affer time the
votes have demonstrated that there is no truth in that charge,

Mr. LENROOT. I want to say that the Senator from Idaho
is not one of the men to whom the statement I have made conld
possibly refer, because there has not been any duty which
has been proposed during this entire debate that was too high
to suit the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I want to say In that respect
that the Senator is entirely correct.

Mr. LENROOT. Certainly; I knew I was correct.

Mr. GOODING. I do not belleve that, based on foreigm
valuation, this bill is going to afford, so far as that is con-
cerned, the degree of protection which sheuld be afforded to
some of the industries of this country.

Mr. LENROOT. I knew I was correct.

Mr. GOODING. The Senator is absolutely correct.

Mr. LENROOT, So the Senator is completely absolved from
any possible imputation that he has been voting high duties
because he was afraid that he would not get the duties that he
thought he ought to have in his own State, The sky is the limit
for the Benator from Idaho.

Mr. President, I said to the Senator from Idaho that I would
discuss to some extent what the cost of this duty would be to
the consumer, and I am going to try to be extremely conserva-
tive. In the first place, the echairman of the commitiee stated
that the leather which is the product of hides now under con-
troversy only entered into the soles and the heels of shoes.
Mr., President, I ean not put it in the ReEcorp, I am sorry to say,
but I hold in my hand something like a dozen samples of leather
that are the product of these hides. They are split leathers
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 expensive
shoe that he wore. It is not true that this kind of leather goes
only into soles and heelg; on the centrary, it is true as to
practieally all of the heavy working shoes used by the farmers
of the United States in their daily work and by other laboring
men that the heels, the soles, the uppers, and all the rest of
ltll;g ghoe are made of the leather which is produced from these

es.

Let us see what the judgment of the committee itself is npon
the question of the cost to the consumer by reason of this duty
upon hides. For the purpose of this argument, Mr, President,
I am going to take the judgment of the Finance Committee, and
let us see where we will land.

The Finance Committee, in the amendment that is pending,
proposes that there shall be levied upon beots and shoes, made
wholly or in chief value of leather made of hides of cattle of
the bovine species, a duty of 12 cents per pair. That is the
judgment of the Finance Committee as to the compensatory
duty that must be allowed the manufacturer of the shoe wher-
ever that shoe is made wholly of this kind of leather—12 cents
a pair, The junmior Senator frem North Paketa [Mr, Lapn),




1922,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

11119

in a speech made some time age, very erroneously assumed
that the compensatory duty that might be provided, whatever
it was, would be the extra charge paid by the consumer.
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.
¥Very well. Then the cost of that shoe to the manufacturer
has been increased 12 cents, certainly, on each pair. The
manufacturer must have his profit, must he not? That 12
ecents a pair is a part of the manufacturer's cost of production.
What Is 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 floor and
gay that I have placed my estimates too high. We will give
the manufacturer a profit of 10 per cent. That would bring

is 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—
which i8 not a fair assumption, but I am giving the estlmate
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, President——

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

Mr., LENROOT. I do. “

Mr. GOODING. I am going to contend that it Is 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 too high,
unreasonably high. It can be properly called, in my estimation,
profiteering. -

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator gay 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

r cent.
peM.r. LENROOT. Who pays that—the consumer?

Mr. GOODING. I do not think there is any question of
doubt about the consumer paying it; but you are not going to
charge it up to the farmer, are you?

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

Mr. GOODING. We are discussing now the duty on hides.

Mr. LENROOT. Yes; and I am talking 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 Senator deny that it
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
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.

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator ean make himself a public
benefactor, and monuments will be erected to his memory in
‘generations to come, if, after we have concluded the considera-
‘tion of this tariff bill, he can devise legislation and get it
through the Congress of the United Btates 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 bave the Senator's assist-
ance,

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator certainly will. If he can de-
¥lse 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
lm!lcll{I a few more and fill them up, and we will stop it very
quickly,

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

Mr. GOODING. They can make laws that will fill them.

Mr. LENROOT, It reguires juries of the United States, com-

sed of citizens of the United States, to find men guilty, be-
ore penitentiarles 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 shioe is 20 cents a pair by reason of this proposed duty
upon hides,

In the testimony of Mr. Frank B. MeClain, vice president of
the National Live Stock Hxchange, Chicago, he said:

The question of a tarlff on hides not only has direct relation to the
ranchman with his tens of thousands of head of cattle, but, as well,
hg relation to the small farmer who keeps only one cow for his 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-
dent, that there is a farmer, and that he has more than one cow,
and that he himself slaughters one “ critter " a year, The Sen-
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 a
benefit of $1.20, the amount by which yon increase the price of
his hide, he has pald $2.40 in the increased price of his shoes;
and that is a farmer, Mr, President, who, we assume, does have
a4 hide to sell. What will you say of the millions who do not
have a hide to sell?

Mr. BURSUM. My, President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
congin yield to the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. LENROOT. I do.

Mr. BURSUM. How does the Senator make out that the
average increase will be 20 cents a pair?

Mr. LENROOT. Was the Senator in the Senate Chamber
when I was stating how I arrived at that flgure?

Mr. BURSUM. Yes.

Mr. LENROOT. If I did not make the Senator understand
that, 111: 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 that kind 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 commitiea
amendment?

Mr, BURSUM. Reasonably so, I think.

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator know that the committee
amendment reports a compensatory duty of 12 eents a pair upon
;.lil‘iah;)es—men’s, women's, and children’s—made of leather from

es

Mr., BURSUM. I understand that thoroughly.

Mr. 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 mnay 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 cowhides,
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 daily work around the farm, is
not made of this kind of leather?

Mr. BURSUM. Some of them are; yes.

AMr, LENROOT. Does the Senator say that the farmers
of this country in their work upon the farm nse shoes like the
Senator wears?

Mr. BURSUM. Well, we have different kinds of farmers.

Mr. LENROOT. Yes; that is just the point, Mr. Presiident.
We 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 himself
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 ghoes.
Those are the two kinds of farmers we have, I am rather
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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 cenits 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 all shoes made of
this kind of leather. ¥

Mr. 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
go 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
the 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.

Mr. 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 palr. I have
gaid 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
guestion, 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 calfskinsg and would not be dutiable under this act.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, a calfskin is not known us 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 T 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, he-
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
ig, 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 without 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. L]

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. WarsH] 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 oniy
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
in 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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4udge 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 tanper belleves that the reclprocal duty should be
placed on leather to protect against the dumping of forelgn leather
n this country, but so absolutely essentlal does the independent tanner
regard free hides as mecessary to his continued existence, that to
continue to have free hides he will aceept fres leather.

He would rather have the danger and risk which come from
having free hides than to take the certainty of loss which he
sees in the other direction, and he feels also that he would be
deprived not only of the control of the domestic hides, which
has already passed to the packers, but he would likewise be
deprived of any relief such as he can get from the imported
hides.

The hide passes from the tanmer into 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
fndustry in my State and in some of the other New England
States, 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
manufacture of boots and shoes is 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 geing over the number of
people employed, but, as a rule, a shoe factory 1s a small fac-
torv. They are not great concerns, Most of them have very
moderate capital, and there are no combinations among them.
The number of operatives employed is very large.

1 will also say, in passing, as I am speaking of the char-
acter of these factories, that in a somewhat varied experience
‘of tariff making this is the only industry from which I have
received strong resolutions in regard to the effect of the tariff
from the men who work at the bench, and those so engaged in
this industry have appealed to me in regard to this matter of
a duty on hides even more than the manufacturers have. They
fecl keenly the importance of this duty and the injury it would
be to them if imposed.

Now, Iet me say further that we import, I think, about one-
third of the hides used In the country, a very large amount.
It was stated to-day by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr,
McCumser]—I do not think this 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 amount of 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 218,000,000 pounds, in round numbers. Upon that
basis the total revemue would be $6,680,000. That would be
;lsgorevenue if we had next year the imports that we had in

Taking the actual figures for the first nine months of
1921 and estimating the remaining thres months on the aver-
age, there were 12,000,000 pounds of drled hides imported,

Statement showing production, exports, and consumption of leather and hides.

which, with a 4 per cent duty, would yield $497,000. There
were 171,000,000 pounds of green hides, which would 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 80 per cent, the domestic
prices are affected by the world's price. I have here a wable
which I have had prepared, very simple in its nature, showing
the prices of hides running from April, 1021, 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 fluctnations belng very simi-
lar 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 iz not governed by
the price of cattle, I may suggest to the Senator.

Mr. LODGE. That is very trne. 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 thelr own.

Now I have gone as far as 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
ghall 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 boots and shoes, of course, lives all over the
country and in every part of it. I think we may say as Ameri-
cans that the habit of wearing boots and shoes is almost univer-
gal 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 affected 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. Of
course they 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; calfskins, 59,000,000 feet; kip and veal, 23,000,000
feet; kid and goat, 112,000,000 feet. I have given 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 upper 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 18,000,000 pairs of shoes. In all, this would mean 76,-
819,000 pairs of shoes. The calfskin, kip and veal, kid and goat
produced altogether only 58,000,000 pairs of shoes.

The figures in detail are as follows:

-

[From the Tanners’ Couneil, June, 1023,]
Lesther and hides. Quantity. Feot. i Ussd in United States. et

Heavy cowhide el B b 8,185,581 sides, average 20 feat . ........ 163, 711, 620 445 | 157,857,175 feet will produce...........| 63,1
Cowgdapmim 2,380,601 sides, average 10 feet.........| 83,001, &%aﬂ 36,452,482 foot, Will DrOADOa. o - eroerros :.1,1%,:91

DR o 0 o it 3 o e i b ST 6 [ A I M B B TS o A s 8 gl S e e w L e a bl b A sl Gl s S il e d b e Al ik o g i Dudewon 76,310, 061
T I N L et SCa S 5,993,530 skins, average 10 feet.........
§j}5 WO IOl i i i e e PR e I,Bl.l:?gg skins, average 18 feet.........

BDA QOAL. . oo vvrrversvrmvimensrnecvseess| 24,048,460 gking, average 4f feet........
RLORA] ol i it it ' e i o e s . A R e e,
o b e e S B TR s

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, will the Senator inform
me whether the figures he has gquoted of the importations of the
msh hi;leu mean that all of those went into the manufacture of

0es

Mr. LODGE. These are not importations.

Mr. McCUMBER. They are figures of production?

StMr. LODGE. The production of the tanmers in the United
ates,

Mr, McCUMBER. What proportion of thosa went into the
manufacture of shoes, I mean? Of course, we have covers for
;,uttolfmbues and many other things in which we use the split
eather,

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

Mr. McCUMBER. The details, if the Senator will allow me,
do not explain it 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-
portion they do use in the shoes. I intend to give that with
reference only to one great manufacturing company.

Mr. McCUMBER. When the Senator gives that, I should




11122

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

Avaust 9,

Mr. LODGB. 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:

tures 2, ghoes,
Bott doras s Work Shoms foe men Dern WO, pivie; ‘wn) ‘hilren:
Qur production is probably the most representative America to meet
the universal demand and consumption of shoes.

‘We are operating a la.ria number of factorles and seven tanmneries,
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 censum
tion of upper leather was as follows: Cowhides (sides), 63 per cent;
all other upper leathers,l 47 per cent.

Estimating that outsoles, insoles, counters, heels, etc., would require
footage equal to that consumed in up}:ers. the percentage of shoes made
from cow and steer hides, or cattle hides welghing more than 26
{mnnds, would be approximately: Cowhides, 77 per cent; all other
eathers, 23 per cent.

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

Mr. McOCUMBER. 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 knmow 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, {s 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, T 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 prineciple. 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 is 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
ghoes 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 of
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 hides and
free leather and free shoes,

The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lober] has
pointed out the extent of this industry in Massachusetts. In
the manufacture of shoes Massachusetts leads the ecountry.
There are several other States whose shoe Industry exceeds
that of Ohlo, 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, mgst of them from retail
shoe dealers, and, with all due respect to the fine mathematigal
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 had already been manufactured
or to the shoes which had already been manufactured. The
retail establishments were filled with high-priced shoes at the
time when these reductions in ‘the price of hides 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 retall dealers, that they deplored the high prices of shoes.
Bankruptey 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 iz 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 speaking of the hides; 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-produect.

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 he 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, if
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 dressed-meat wmerket and other by-
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products markets of the beef animal and the probable effect of
the available supply of animals offered for slaughter.

Mr. 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. STANFIELD. 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.

1 wish I were able to understand what this modern Repub-
lican theory of a protective tariff is. I confess that I am not
able to understand it. I thought when I came to the Senate
that T 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 Is 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 Amerlcans, with whom we are trying to enlarge our
trade. It will benefit the farmer by adding 6 to 8 per cent to the
price of his children's shoes. It will yleld a profit to the butcher
only, the last man that peeds it. The movement is injudicious from
beginning to end, in every form and phase. Pray atur 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 products
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. What 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 he 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 principally 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.

Mglr. STANFIELD. I am referring to the South American
es,

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, POMERENBE. 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?
l]er. POMERENE. Why, of course, it is not going to benefit

m.

Mr. 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 his 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 iIs 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. POMERENE. 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 in the
background, because it would not be consistent with his posi-
tion that he loves the dear farmer, and wants this duty for tha
benefit of the dear farmer.

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr, President——

The 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 hide
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. 1 do not agree with the
Senator from Ohlo that the hide is the product of the packer.
It is the product of the live-stock producer. The packer, the
very man that the Senator says wants if, 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 wants free hides.
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Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts and Mr. BSTANLEY addressed
‘the Chair,

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

Mr. POMERENE. I yleld first to the Senator from Massa-
chusetta

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr. President, when T was
addressing the Senate a ghort time ago the Senator from
Idaho [Mr. Gooving] interrupted me and challenged the asser-
tion T made that the packers were importing hides from
South America. I said they were importing them in substantial
guantities, He said that was not so; that they are importing
very, very few hides. His correction was a proper one, be-
cause the importation of hides from South America by the
packers is very insignificant. The tammers of America to-day
are buying their hides not from packers but from all over
the world and from independent cencerns other than the South
American packers; so that the packers of South America are

(dmporting very few hides. My authority is the Semator from

Idaho [Mr, Gooping], also the experts of the Tarlff Commission,
whom I only yesterday asked to look mp this matter, and also
manufaciturers who have made a survey of the gquestion. So
that the Senator from Oregon finds himself alone in that propo-
gition,

Mr. STANFIELD, Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Ohio yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. POMERENE. First, I ought to yield to the Senator

'from Kentucky., I will yield to the Semator from Oregon in a

anmoment.

Mr. STANLEY., Mr. President, in the light of the investl-
gation which was made by the Federal Trade Commission,
their sweeping finding, and the statement universally made
on the floor of the Senate when the packers' bill was up—
a bill which I did mot support—an assertion mow.that the
packers wonld not get the benefit of any accretion in the
value of hides is utterly untenable. It wwould be just as sensible
to attempt to benefit the pork raiser by putting a tax en

‘bristles as to attempt to .pass this benefit through the packers

to the raiser of beef.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President——

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

Mr. POMERENE. I first yield to the Senator from Oregon;
then I will yield to the Senator frem Idaho.

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, for the enlightenment of
thie Senator from Massachusetts, as well as the Benator from
Ohio, I want to say that it is a wellknown fact that the
American packers control the slaughtering business of South
Aumnerica, and largely control that ef Australia. It is a matter
of common knowledge.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. They do not import hides in
large quantities. I think the Senator from Idaho [Mr, Goop-
NG| will agree with me in that statement, I ask him now if
he did not say to me to-day on the floor that the importation of
bides by the packers was insignificant?

Mr, GOODING. I understand that the packers do mot im-
port any hides. That is my information. At least, I have that
information from manufacturers and other sources.

Mr. BTANFIELD. I think the Senator from Idaho will
admit that they comtrol the hides of South America, because
they do the slaughtering in South America. That is generally
well known. .

Mr. POMERENE. We will allow the two great protectionists
of the Senate to settle their differences upon that subject. I
yield now 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 in some remarks that I intended to make
myself; but will the Senator permit me, in connection with this
guestion, to read a paragraph from that letter?

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

Mr. BORAH. He says:

It seems to us farmers who rea‘léy farm that we .are paying too
much for the ?rrutectjon we ‘are get in the tariff bill you fellows

.are passing. can explaln by the on hides. We did not think

¥ou olks would be Ignorant of how that tariff would work. "The real
armer will mever get amy ‘benefit from that duty. The fellows at
Chicngo and Omaha either skin the steer or skin fellow who does
skin him. They are the ones who take off the hides, and they control
the price of all other hides,

1 have been raising a few cattle for 30 years. T am notan e:xert,
hecause 1 know the fa2ts; hut whoen it comes to the leather and shoes,
then wo will feel the effect of the duty. They will charge us more
for shoecs and tell us, whether it is true or not, that *it is because

u farmers would have a duty on hides"™—a duty which does nat
cﬁgrzg:sé nawa.im‘;:ut}:ndr ;:?:tfogs?tnﬁv ?attvh: o?!h?ﬁepdes leo:nhﬁmnentorm
all buonk. It does not help the farmer, e

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 knowi
edge, for a .good many years, and farms a farm.

Mr. POMERENE. He has evidently learned in the school of
experience,

Mr, STANFIELD. He may be a free trader.

Mr. POMERENE, He may not be a protectionist. He may
be midway between the two:; but I do not understand that the
saints are 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 was informed just a few minutes age 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 going 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 possession.
But I guess I should not even refer to that, because this duty
is for the interest of the farmers!

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

Mr. STANLEY., Mr, President, I fear the Senator from Wis-
consin [Mr, Lexroor] did the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Geob-
ing] a grievous injustice. He said the Senator from Idaho
never got a duty high enough. 1 was surprised to see, in as
dependable a paper as the New York Times of August 9, that
the Senator from Idaho had voted for free white arsemnic. I
could hardly believe my eyes.

AMr. 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.

Mr. STANLEY. I could not believe it when I read it in
the paper, but it is here.

Mr. 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 Idaho.

Mr. GOODING, Yes; and I demand it at once.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator from Idaho
has not voted that anything should be on the free list.

Mr. STANLEY. It is a mistake of the New York Times in
referring to Senator GoopiNe.

Mr, BURSUM. Mr, President, the information given by the
experts who have spoken to-day as to what is healthy and
beneficial for the farmers is very interesting. The attitude
taken by Senators on this floor with reference to a duty on
hides, taking into account the States which they represent,
would suggest that the idea of Hancock was net so far off
after all, when he said that the tariff was a local issue. It
gseems 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 is right for every section of the country
and for every industry of the country whenever that industry
requires 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 the manufacturer’s
goods, certainly it ought to be proper to impose protective
duties on the basic products upon which the manufacturing
industries depend, if those products are in need ef protection,
if the cost of production here as compared with the cost of
production in foreign countries makes protection necessary in
order to permit those industries to live. :

I can not agree with some of the statements made here with
reference to the reflection of the duty in the prices of the

cts s0 protected; that is to say, that if we impose a duty

| produ
of 2 cents on green hides, it will not benefit the farmer or the

producer of those hides. Certainly we expect that the duty will
be reflected to a very large extent. Otherwise there would be
no benefit derived by anyome.

1 can not agree with the proposition that the packer takes for
himself and puts into his own pocket whatever increase might
be brought about in the value of hides by reasor of this duty.
There is 1o industrial institutien im this ceuntry I know of
which is more sclentific in the havpdling of eattle, sheep, hogs,
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and live stock of all kinds and by-produets than the packing
institutions of this country; and the prices and value of the
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
market.

1 know that in the case of lambs the value of the wool would
have a great deal to do with the market value of the lambs.
Whether or not a lamb was shorn would have a great deal to
do with the value of the lamb upon the market.

The same rule must apply with reference to cattle. During
the war there were times when hides were worth as much 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
very sulsaaulial factor in arriving at the markast value of the
animal from which it was taken. Of course it is. There can
be no question about it,

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LExroor] laid great stress
on the compensatory duties which would be levied, stating that
the imposition of a 2-cent tariff duty would mean an sdditional
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 of this com-
pensatory duty there would be an increase on each pair of
shoes sold in this country amounting to 20 cects 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
conld not posgibly 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 percent-
age of those shoes might be ladies’ shoes, made out of kid,
moroceo, 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
expenses of the Government. The duty is carried on to the con-
sumer, and the consumer pays his pro rata of the expenses of
the Government, Certainly the Government must derive the
revenues to pay its expenses from some source, and what fairer
mefhod 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 devised, 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 lives 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 human 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 puy. The only safe course for the country and for
the consumers of the country is to preserve the home industries
80 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 palr 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. Warsu]
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
with an understanding, if not an agreement. That, to my
mind, accounts to some extent for high prices.

The duty is small, Itis 2 cents a pound on green hides and
4 cents on dried flint hides. Four cents on dried flint hides is
the equivalent practically of 1} cents on the green. The flint
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 palr, 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. SyooT] 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
amount 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 are 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
hand 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-
guate 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: Twentg 7yeam a we had
50,585,777 beef cattle with s population of about 76,000,000 ; at pres-
ent we Lave 85,424,458 with a population of about 105,000,000, which

‘{s inereasing In the same ratio as beef ‘production s diminishing,
Tl Poinion San Leramt, 40 Jin ot et yrafnetion oo, &
;;ec%sev{vihi fal;:l;ﬂatton inerease we would now %are 70,000,000 instead
of 85,000,000 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. What an inconsistency it 1s 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
geems to me to be Inconsistent. Hides are the finished product
of the farmer just as much as is any other manufactured
product the finished product of the manufacturer.

To my mind the proposed duty is reasonable; it I8 just, it
is modest, and it is desired by the farmer. I do mot agree
with the statement made by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
Lexgroor] that all the farmers of the country are in favor of
free hides. My observation would not justify such a coneclu-
sion; and I kmow that is not the case in my State. In my
opinion the duty is necessury; it is an element of protection to
the benefit of which the farmer is entitled. The hide is just

much a part of the actual value of a live steer as is the

f: and it is just as much entitled to a duty as is any
‘article of leather which is produced by the manufacturer of
‘saddlery, of harness, or of suit cases, or of gloves. If the
producer of the so-called raw material is not entitled to the
benefits of a protective duty in proportion to the difference be-
tween his cost of production and the cest of the production of
the imported article, then certainly the manufacturer can not

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 reguirements, based upon
the same principle, to the farmer. '

I say, Mr. President, if we are geing 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 give a pro-
portionate duty to the producer of the basic material from
which 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
the time of the Senate in making a speech on the pending sub-
ject. The Senator from New Mexico has covered it in a very
comprehensive way from my viewpoint; but I desire to say that
I can not understand how any Senator here who is a consistent

rotectionist 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
‘at least a protection for the cattle producers; and I wish to say
to Senators here that the tariff difference 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.
! The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PomereENE] stated that this
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 careass of the meat is not
reflected to the cattle producer; and we know that that is not
the case. In order to show the inconsistency of his statement,
he maintains that this duty would be detrimental to the owners
‘of hides in South America or in some other foreign countries,
‘As 1 stated at the time, it is well known that the American
packers—the small group of packers, the minority group of
packers—are in control of the slaughtering of live stock in
South America. Therefore, If it would be detrimental to their
interests in South America how 1s it going to be of concern to
them that there shali be a duty on hides in order that they
might make a profit on perhaps 40 per cent of the hides which
they control imr America? It is not reasonable.

1 do not believe that any Senator who believes in protection,
if he should vote against this proposed duty, could sguare his
act with the policy that he represents. I am pot surprised at

e attitude of certain Senators here who are opposed to this
Etlzty. because they have shown a number of times—I refer to

epublican Senators—that they are not consistent protection-
ists; that they are apparently In 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 prepaganda 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 as 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 effect 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 revenue only I wish to say that this is a duty for
which they may consistently vote, for it is a revenue tariff. It
will 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 Senator 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 if is proper for me to make my position on the tariff
question a little clearer, possibly, than I have made it in the
past. 1 have always believed In the great prineiple of protec-
tion, but I never occupied the position that I do to-day, where
in ing the bill which is before the Senate I have taken
the pesition that the duties could not be too high, and that
many of the schedules are entirely too low. I have, however,
been discussing a bill which provides for the levying of duties
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 pald to labor in this country as
measured by the gold standard, I do not 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. Satoor] placed in the
Recorp 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 REcorp on different occasions the prices
paid for labor in Germany in the principal trades and indus-
tries, and all the way through the average 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-
dustries by a system of coefficients or multipliers, so that in
some cases the duty in France has been increased 10 times
as against the depreclated 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 receiving 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 exlist 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 present
time, with a protective duty based on foreign currencies that are
not worth in some cases the paper on which they are printed. It
geems to me, Mr. President, if I can see the situation clearly,
that we are faucing a new world, with entirely new conditions.

The greatest question that confronts any country at 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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ing 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 country
and the rest of the world in building her navy and extending
her army. Now the world is on a peace basis. England is
scrapping some of her great weapons of destruction. We are
serapping our Navy and Japan likewise is reducing her navy,
and we have reduced our Army in this country in the last year
something like 75,000. As I see it, the great question befare
the American people is to find employment for our own, people,

That condition confronts every country on earth to-day. DBe-
sides the world being on a peace basls, new inventions are being
discovered that are making inroads on laber. Hvery industry
in America is overdeveloped. There is not an exception to that
rule in the great industries, at least. T placed in the REcorp
only a few days ago a report from the Department of Labor
which showed that in the coal mines alone from 250,000 to
800,000 men were employed that were not needed at all; that
the steel indusiry, the boot and shoe industry, and, in faet,
every other industry is overdeveloped, and that not over half
the men employed in those indusiries 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-
developed, and in some cases can supply the needs of the world,
1 do not believe it is possible to find employment for our own
people except through a high protective duty, following along
the lines other countries have followed.

If all the poris of the Old World were still wide open to the
American manufacturer and the American people, I wonld not
take the position that I do to-day. I want to say fo the Senator
from Ohio that some of the South American countries have an
embargo against shoes—Chile especially, In others the duties
are so high that they practically act as an embargo. Germany
has a license system, an embargo on all articles that her people
can manufuacture for their own use. That country is closed to
ihe industries of this country, or at least to our manufactures.
France has the coefficient system of multipliers, so that she has
practically an embargo on many of-the manufactured articles.
Sweden has increased her duties five times over pre-war levels.
Spiin has materially increased her duties, praetieally placing
an embargo, the same as other countries, on those articles that
lier people can manufacture for themselves.

Poland has a complete embargo on articles that can be manu-
factured at home. Eeunador has an embargo on shoes. Belgium
has increased her duties from 100 to 300 per cent. Italy has
un embargo against many of the artieles manufactured in the
United States or any other country on earth. Austria has in-
creased her duties two hundred times. Switzerland has an
embargo against all articles that can be manufactured at home.
Canada has protected herself against the depreciated currency
of foreign countries. We are practically the only country left
on earth that has not taken some action toward protecting
her manufacturing industries. England has a protection as
ngalnst Germany of 50 per cent. Twenty-six per cent of this
is arranged for in the reparation act on all imports from Ger-
many into Great Britain, and with 334 per cent for what Eng-
land ealls her key industries she has a protection of 59 per
cent, which is nearly twice the average duty that we give manu-
facturers here in America.

There is one thought that controls me on the tariff question.
It is not a question of protection to the farmer. It is not a
question of protection to the manufacturer 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
8.500.000 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 stores as a profit on imported articles over
the price that is paid in foreign countries. Will a 35 or a 50
or a G0 per cent duty on foreign valuation protect the American
manufacturer? When Senators here discuss a guestion and
say that there are no imports of a certain manufactured article
I want to tell you that the industry that is manufacturing that
partiemiar article here is ronning at foll speed. I know that
American labor is employed in that particular industry manu-
facturing for the needs of America. That is why I stand in
the position that T do to-day.

In my judgment, as I have said before, as far as protection is
coneerned to many of our great indnstries 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
the position T take; but' I bhelieve that unless something is
done in some way or other- to start the wheels of industry in

this conntry and give the labor of this couniry an opportunity
to work we are going into the winter with 6,000,000 or 8,000,000
men unemployed.

Mr. Hearst said, in an editorial:

Better have a tariff with graft and everything that goes with it than
to have milHons of unemployed In the country, Better pay $23 or $£100
for protection to e the laboring man employment than to throw eunr
ports o to 1 countries, and give foreigners employment and an
opportunity to work for the American people.

Mr; President, again I want to say that with the world on a
peace basis there is not work in the world to-day for all the
peoples to do. It is just going to be a question of what country
is going to find employment. for its own people. These Oid
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 for themselves.

Again, Mr, President, let me say that we are no longer a new
country. Nowhere in the great West is there a. single
stead left for the homesteader where it is safe for him to take
his family and try to make a living, and there is no opportunity
to relieve the congested conditions of the great cities by people
going out upon the farms, This talk about “back to the farm *
is filled with irony and sarcasm. The farmers of this couniry
for the last two years have lost billions of dollars in the prices
they have been forced to accept for their farm products. 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 left
the farms because they could not make a living. So unless we
do something to create employment in America, tell me what the
winter is going to bring forth! 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 going to ask to haye read.
Mr; Thomas G. Clarke, the president of the National Print Cut-
ters’ Association of America, brought into my office some time
ago a print roller for printing wall paper. He ftold me one of
the saddest stories that I have listened to in many a.long day.
.]i asked him to write me a letter, telling me the story of his in-

ustry,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the
Secretary will read the letter. ¥

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

ExecuTive COUNCIL
NarTioNAL PRINT CUTTERS' ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA,
Philadelphia, May I7, 1922,
Hon. Fravxk R. GoopiNg,
United Ftates Senate, Washington, D. O.
DEsr Sik: In accordance with my promise to yomw, I am herewith
sending you a t:;jaéwnnt of facts as relate to print cotting and

P osed new .
rint cutting for wall paper is rated as one of the highest skilled
trades in the United States, being tedious, exacting, and all hand
work, but as this work can be imported, it has never been paid in
proportion to the skill reguired.
e years of apprenticeship mmust be served, and few men are fin-
ished workmen in t. time,
We for a number of dycars an agreement. with the wall-paper
rinters whereby they wonld use only union-made prints, but being
d pressed by the mapufacturers of wall pa to get a satisfactory
comntract  on September last, they agreed to eliminate the union-made
Eggt clause in thelr contraet, which placed us at the merey of foreign

T,

The wall-paper manufacturers’ committee before the Ways and
Means Committee pleaded for an adequate tarif on wall paper, as
without it they could not continue in business and compete with the
foreign wall paper, and teeling'lg referred to the American workman
the trade employed who had to have wa in proportion to American
standard of living. Notwlthstanding this tH?lraa‘, hundreds of print
rollers have contracted for and impor to this country for the
new-season line,

American cutte
in. German

3 recelve B0 cents per hour, or £38.40 per week, and
a
less than $2.50,

the present rate of exchan the weeckly wage is
You can readily see that the Erofumed tariff of 45
per cent ad valorem, on ge 37, paragraph 392, Is insufficient and
will' not help us at all. ) sbouid have at least 76 to 100 per cent
ad walerem, American valpation, to save us from annihilation, as 45
per cent of our members are over 60 years of age and can hardly at
thls late day earn enmough at some other business even for a bare
Ving.

The wages of on the output of wall paper
of the eptire tra amounts to approximately one-tenth of a cent om
a roll of wall paper, so you can see that the comsumer will get no
benefit from cheap German print cotting, but: the manufacturers will
haye greater profits to divide,

The improved patterns are having the words *“ made in the U. 8. A"
placed on it so that it will print on the margin of the paper. We have
refused to fashiom the letters in brass, as we copsider this a mis-
repregentation, but the manufactorers. are having: castings made for
this purpose.

en war was declared with Germany all print cutters who were
eligible went into the service. These who were too old gave their sous.
Aiter our contract expired with the manufaeturers the entire trade,
with exception of those too old and feeble, whole-heartedly used their
skill in Government work, where men who real could use tools were
needed as much as the young men on the battle fleld. Every dollar we
could spare we invested in Liberty bonds.

I do not mention these facts with a desire to boast of the virtues
of the print cutters. On the countrary, It was our great privilege to deo
everything in our power for the honor of our country, and should the

ggint cutters, averagi
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pocasion again avise we would just as gladly do the same for this
“* our country.”

The war é over and imperialism has been defeated, but as far as
wa are concerned, unless we have an adequate tariff, Germany will bave
won the war, for we will be enslaved and pauperized.

Our ease 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 strangle the print

cutters bY sending thelr work to Germany,
The on& people who will profit will be the German print cutter and
his ally, the American manufacturer. We only ask that we be given

the right to earn a decent living for those depending on us, I am,

Sincerely yours,
THOMAS G. CLARK
National President,

Mr, GOODING. That is 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, and unless it is properly protected
It is going to pass out of existence and be lost entirely to this
country. What is true of this trade must 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 others, as I have been
studying the great tariff question at this time, which have led
me to believe that the pending bill, with its foreign valuation,
ag far as protection to American labor is concerned, Is abso-
lutely worthless,

I am not going to take up a great deal of time, because noth-
{ng I am going to be able to say is going fo change a single vote.
The die is cast, ag far as the duty on hides is concerned, and I
know it is late, and before we can possibly get through with
this schedule it is golng to be well into the night. We must
finiah before we can recess, because there are other important
rates to be considered in this schedule besides the duty on
hides,

1 know of no industry In America which during my lifetime
has had the struggle the cattle growers of this couniry have
had. I especially speak for the small man, the cattle grower
with 20, 50, 100, or 200 head. The cattle growers of the West
in a large measure are made up of small herds. In the early
history of the range we had a few great cattle growers, and we
have some to-day, of course, down in Texas; but in the West
generally the cattle growers are small cattlemen.

No class of citizens in -America have given so much and
received so little for their labor as the small cattle growers.
I know a great many of them in my State who have been
strugeling along for more than a third of a century. It has
heen a fight all the time to keep the wolf from the door. Mar-
ket prices would increase so that the business looked prosperous,
then reverses came, and there were low prices again, and the
little bands of cattle remained about the same as they were 30
years or more ago, and they had to struggle all the time for
existence.

The cattlemen received fairly good prices during the war,
and then came the winter of 1919, and In a great many cases
in Montana and in my own State if the cattlemen had given
the cattle away at the beginning of the winter they would have
heen in befter condition financially when spring came, after they
had paid the winter feed bills, where in some cases they were
furced to pay as high as $50 a ton to save their live stock, One
of the hardest winters we haye ever known swept over the West
that year,

I"or the cattle grower of this country there is never a holiday ;
Sunday is never a rest day. Hternal vigilance must be the
watchword all the time, regardlesz of the weather and regard-
less of how flerce the blizzard is. In bad weather the herds
st have the closest attention,

1t seemed to me when the cattlernen were satisfied with the
little protection of 2 cents a pound on the green hide and 4
cenfa on the dried hide, equivalent to a 15 per cent ad valorem
duty, and the manufacturer was given protection, that the coun-
try would accept it without guestion.

There has been a good deal said about the farmer not being
in favor of a duty on hides. I have not found that farmer.
There may be some farmers who are not. I do know of free-
trade farmers. I have known men in the sheep business who
voted for the Democratic Party when they knew that free trade
meant absolute destruction of their industries. I presume there
are farmers who would not change their politics to save n great
industry. But that principle exists only among farmers. I
have not found a manufacturer in America anywhere who ever
took such a position as that., They all want protection; and
they want high protection and, besides, they want free raw
material., They want the farmer to slave for them ; but if there
is a manufacturer in America who i8 not asking and demanding
protection I have not found him, It is simply beciause he has
stndied the gquestion a little better than the farmer has, in my
jndgment.

Last winter the President, after discussing the needs 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 February 23-27,
1622, and beyond a doubt those who were invited were repre-
sentatives of agriculture, as far as the Secretary of Agricul-
ture could accomplish that result, for no one will deny that the
Secretary of Agriculture i= a friend to agriculture, doing all
he can to assist it. This is a part of a resolution 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 Qer pound ; green, 3 cents riber ound, with an ad valorem
minimum of 20 per cent; wool used for clothing or wearing apparel pur-
poses in whatever form, imported, 83 cents per pound of clean content ;
mutton, 8 cents per pound; lamb, 5 cents per pound; live sheep, 3'.!
per head.

If we have had a representative gathering of farmers within
the last year, who had a right to speak for the great agri-
cultural inferests, it seems to me this conference, called at the
suggestion of the President, was that body; and that is the
last word.

I have a copy of a report from an employee of the Tariff Com-
mission, which is in the hands of the printer at the present
time. It may not be strange that this report is in the hands
of the printer at this time, but T have a very good reason to
believe that no friend of the farmer can remain long in the
employment of the Tariff Commission if the present members
of that branch of the Government know it. That is a pretty
strong statement to make, but I make it advisedly.

This rveport relates to the production of cattle hides in
America and their effect upon the shoe industry.

In the year 1914 we produced 695,748,000 pounds of cattle
hides.

Calfskins. of an average of 10 pounds each, were produced
to the number of 46,614,000 pounds.

Of sheepsking, averaging 4 pounds each, there were produced
80,842,000 pounds.

Of horse and colt skins, of an average weight of 30 pounds
to the skin, there were produced 30,000,000 pounds.

We imported in the same year 351,282,000 pounds of cattle
hides, 110,134,000 pounds of calfsking, 101,065,000 pounds of
sheepskins, 20,058,000 pounds of horsehides, 29,000,000 pounds
of buffalo hides, 147,000,000 pounds of goatskins, and 1,000,000
pounds of kangaroo skins. I will just read the millions and
put the table in the Recorn. 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 calfskins, 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 calfskins, 112,000,000 pounds of sheepskins, 21,-
000,000 pounds of horsehides, 20,000,000 pounds of buffalo
hides, 150,000,000 pounds of goatskins, 1,000,000 pounds of
kangaroo sking, and 7,000,000 pounds of other hides and
skins,

So the total production of those hides and skins in this
country was 972,321,000 pounds, and we imported 520,923,000
pounds. So it will be seen that our production in this country
is almost double our imports.

Mr. 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 geoing to be. Of course, 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 the effect of the duty
on hides was under the Dingley law. This is the report of a
representative of the Tariff Commission who said: *

Prior to 1897 cattle hides were free and leather and slioes were
dutlable. By the act of 1597 cattle hldes were made dutiable at
15 per cent ad valorem.

sing average yearly wholesale prices gathered by the Bureau of
Labor %tutlstics. it appears that tge price of sole leather and work
shoes did not increase relatively as much as the price of cattle hides,
The average yearly wholesale price for cattle hides In 1886 was
50.0811 per pound. In 1809, two years after the enactment of the
uty, the price was $0.1283, an increase of $0.0424. In 1880 the price
of oak sole leather was $0.§925 r pound ; in 1889 it was $0.3358, an
increase of $0.0433. In 1886 the price of men’s brogan split leather
work shoes was $0.9938 per palr; In 1899 it was $0.03735, a decrease of
£0.0568. During the entire 5;;erlml that the Dingley Act was in effect
green hides increased $0.0525 per Gpound. =0le leather increased $0.0875
per pound, and work shoes $0.1416 per pair.

That was the effect of the Dingley bill. There is a lot of very
valuable information, and it is regrettable that it has not been
in the hands of every Senator. I am not going to say there was
a conspiracy to keep it out of the hands of Senators, but I
ghall have something more to say about the Tarift Commission
before we cloge the debate here on the tarift bill.
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I ask unanimous consent that the report to which I have
referred and from which I have briefly gquoted may be printed
in the Recorp, and with this request I shall conclude my re-
marks.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ordered,

The matter referred to is as follows:

THe ProrosEp Dury oN CaTTLE Hipes.

1. Domestic prodoction and lm?:)ru.

2. The relation of the price of hides to pril:es aid for live cattle.

3. The effect of the duty on hides under the Elxle:r Act on prices of
gcle leather and shoes.

4, Prices of hides, leather, and shoes from 1910 to 1922,
lago_‘ll‘hs 2Un1ted States export trade in leather and leather products,

6. The estimated financial results of a duty on hides.

7. Duties on hides, leather, and shoes since 1804,

Domestic production and imports of hMdes and skins.
{Converted to a green basis, 1 poun? of dried equals 2 pounds of
green,

Without objection, it is so

g

972, 321,

THE

RELATION OF THE PRICE OF HIDES AND DRESSED BEEF TO LIVE
TTLE.

The relative values of dressed meat, hides,
ma considerably from time to time, according to the eha.nginx
supply of and for the respective a&roduets. owever, in order
to glve a rough indication of a normal situation it may be said that
the meat packer obtains about 79 per cent of his total returns of the
beef-packing end of his business from the dressed-meat carcass, 11
per cent from the hide, and about 10 per cent from a namber of
minor products, such as tallow, oleo oil, stea casings, the like.

A study made by the Tariff Commission of average yearly whole-
eces for a period of five years (1912—1910) couri.ng
packers' heavy, native steer hides, cholce steers,
good Dative steer carcass beef, all in the cago msrket. brou,
the fact that while the price of dressed carcass beef in the icago
market inereased but 8.8 per cent the price paid for live cattle in-
creased 14.8 {(Table 1.) was made possible enlj
through the rise in price of hides, which was 48.9 per mﬁ and the
increase in price of tallow, oleo oil, stearin, and other by-

A similar study for a period of nine ynr! (1908—1916) brﬂmt out
the same relationship. In this instance the price of dressed beef
increased 81.4 ger cent, the price of live cattle 80 per cent, and the
price of hides 95 per cent. 'or the 14-year period (19006-1919) the
price of dressed beef increased 122 per cent, the price of live cattle

and other by-products

! cent

192 per cent, and the price of hides 193 per cent.
In the long run, therefore, higher hide prices, like higher 'beel'
?rices—mﬂy to a lesser extent—means that her prlcee can be

or Hve cattle. Though temporar‘yh or short-time variations, 1:11.u'1)a to
loeal or other factorg, may cause the price of hides to move one way
&nd the price of live cattle in the opposite direction, neverthelegs over
a long period the two price curves show a fairly close relation. (A
depression in the hide market such as has occurred during the past:
year ia reflected in a reduction in the price of live cattle or in increase
in the s price of meat, or sometimes both. Con-
versely, an increase in the price of hides means a lowering of the
eelling price of dressed beef or an increase in the price pald the
ducer for the live animal, or both.) On the basis of yield a 13
pound steer of fair average quality will yield about BB5O poun s of
dressed carcass and 60 pounds of green hide., An increase of 1 cent
per pound in the price of hides is equal to a credit of about 12 cents
r 100 mds on the f or 6 cents 100 on the

dressed hee: per ‘pounds
live welght, (C. V. Whalin, United States Bureau of Markets.)

Briefly, there ggean reason to belleve that om the whole com-
petitive buyin live-stock markets has forced the packers to Fa
the true mar value for live cattle purchased and for the hides
‘they carry, Competition among live-cattle buyers and hide sellers
thus quickly tends to cor‘reet any apparent dlscmps.n es which may
occasionally exist betw the values of hides and Iive cattle. It
therefore neems robahla that in the long run packers would be com-
pelled by compegltion to add a duty to the price paid for live ani-
mals, getting this nddltjon back w‘.hen hides or lea It
'thus would appear tha tanners and independent tanners
wonld be affected by a dut{hand that virtually the only effect on inde-

dent tanners would be the larger credits needed to carry stocks of

er-priced hides.

TaBLe 1—Average yearly prices ogm hides,
[Chicago nmarket.]

er are sold.

live caltle, carcass beef,

Hldes—Green, i $ila
salted, } LN Carcass beel—Good
heavy, native Steers, to native steers.
Year.
Per Rela Per Per | Relative
to 1913. 01013, | pound. | to 1913,
$0. 134 72.8 $0. 080 T0.5 $0. 105 8.3
« 165 8.6 . 085 5.9 + 110 04. 6
. 1656 8.1 . 070 82,5 . 115 .1
. 148 80.3 067 0.1 112 6.6
. 176 95.7 . 054 98, 8 .13 102.6
184 100. 0 . 085 100.0 130 100. 0
. 166 106. 7 . 060 106, 2 . 138 105.3
242 1310 . 102, 3 . 139 9.5
262 142. 4 " 112.5 .138 106, 7
. 327 178.0 128 150. 6 167 167.2
. 301 163.8 . 164 193.1 22 170.9
. 303 213.8 L3 26,7 .33 180, 2
.313 160. 6 . 148 174.1 + 230 | 176.9
.139 6.5 087 102.3 . 163 1254

THE: EFFECT ON' THE PRICES OF LEATHEBsAND BHOES AS A RESULT OF A
DUTY OF 156 PER CENT ON CATTLE HIDES UNDER THE ACT OF m

Prior to 1897 cattle hides were free and leather and shoes were

dutiable, By the act of 1897 cattle hides were made dnﬁable at 15

per cent ad valorem. (See Table & for comphte t of duties.)
Usin% average yearly wlw gu.t.hered b Bureau of
Labor Statistics and given t ce of

sole leather and work shm.'s dld not 1ncreus

nthrely as much as the

g o! cattle hides. verage yearly wholesale price for cattle
ides In 1896 was $0. 0813 pet pou In 1899, two years the
enactment of the duty, the ce was $0.1235, an Increase

In 1896 the price o! cak leather was .i per pound ; 1399
lt was $0. crease of 0.0488. n 1896 the priee of men's
m&an split lelthu- work shoes was. $0.9938 per pair; in 1899 it was
30 ecmse $0 00

he entlre that the Din Act was. in effect

uring
hides increased $0, 05 %onnd, sole leather increased $0.087 per

pound, and work nhoeu 141

It requires aligwx!matuy 13 ufrmnds of hides to make 1 pound
of oak sole 1 Then tlnlgin: e lncreue in hide E ce ot
0.05250 per pound bx is $0.07875. The actual
n sole-leather price 0875 per pound. w 0.00870 more than

accounted for by the incre&ae in price of hides. ut there was also
ltduty of 20 per cent ad w.lnrem on sole leather. If the a.verase value

multi lied by 20 per eent. the in

dne to tﬁr duty wuuld %ﬁ und if the duty were wgolly

effective. It is unlikely thnt It was fn.‘lr:

OComputations.

Price of cattle hides, 1908 $0. 1338
Price of cattle hides, 1896 . 0811
Increase in hides 0525
E—
Price of sole leather, 1908 3800
Price of sole leather, 1896 2923

Increase in sole leather. . 0875
One and one-half pounds of hides und of sole leather.

hen, pounds multiplied by $0. X
Diterenge between $0. TE and SO 07876 uﬁo uals $0.00875.
value of $0 at 20 per cent equals

Duty on sole leather
S0.0G or the possible j'uxﬁﬂah difference between the increased price
Ienther ag the increased price of hides, yet this difference was
onl

'IY hen, sgai.n with men's work shoes, it requires 6 ds of greem
hides to make a r, about 3 pounds of which are for so‘le leather
and the balance for upper leather. TUpper leather increased in price
a8 well as sole leather, but as stati ara not avaﬂable for upper
len.ther only sole leather will be mcluded This, of cnuﬂe. presents
art of the case, but is sufficlent to show the trend.

l!u tiply the increase in hide prices of $0.05625 b{ pounds of
sole leather the increase in shoes would have been. $0.1575. Yet the
increase was $0.1416, or $0.0159 less.

Computation.,
Price of eattle hides, 1908 £0. 1338
Price of cattle hides, 1896 . 0811
Increase in hides. . 0625
f shoes, 1908 = 1. 1834
m :f "“m, 18986 . 9938
Increase: in shoes: . 1416

Three unds of sole leather multiplied 0525 equals $0.1575.

Dihrel;'ge tween $0.15 75M§OHBM$BOI

If the 25 duty on shoes wer a difference of about

gun is uhown here wald Imvn been nst!ﬂable. t the shoes

d not even increase the full amount of the hide increase by $0.0159,
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Durlog this 13-year gerlod it would appear that (1) there was little
it any pyramiding of the prices of lsather and shoes as a result of the
duty on cattle hides, and (2) other factors are instrumental in deter-
mining the price of leather and shoes than lh% ide cost,
lising average prices for the period 1890-1899 as equaling 100, the
relative changes in prices of the three products are as follows:

were $41,565,000. In these two last periods hides were dutiable. 1t
appears that if the leather industries were handicap they were suc-
cessful in overcoming the difficulties. (See Table 4.

The table below summarizes the export trade of all leather and leather
products by five-year periods and gives the percentage increase over
each previous period.

1896 1908
Percent. | Per cent.
Caktho Dl 22 oo s s iaddin s pra ks aia's 88.6 142
L 87 113
100, 4 114.8

s vaiae. | oas
value
b-year periods. of annual over
exports. proceding.

TasLe 2.—Average yearly wholesale’ s of hides, sole leather, and
shoes, 1 1910, f 3 -
Green salted pack-
Yiae ers’ heavy native | Oak sole leather | Men's work shoes
x stears hides (Boston). (Boston)! 1
(Chicago). 2-year period.
TasLn 4—Falue of leather and leather products export
U!Iitecf Statea, 1890-1922 (oll fiscal. yul!%}. Sy she
Per cent, FPer cent, i o [ ] R S e A S B SR S S S S S et L $12, 430, 000
Averange, 1800-1899 ..| $0.0937 100 $0. 3363 100 $0. 0804 100 1801 e 13, 279, 000
L T T el . 0833 99.0 8771 112.1 1. 0500 106.1 | 1802 e s pmm, ks , 085, 0
20050 | 10L5| 8670 | 100.4 | 1.0500 L T A R TR e R Se AE GRRS S Skl 1T,
. 0870 02.8 . 3421 1017 1. 0875 1 LK R E T ST A T e e L e S L L LS e e 14, 28
%’f Q‘g % 1%9 1'% 1%;.% Five-year average, $12,800,000.
L1028 100.7 L3421 10L.7 . 0813 v9.2 | 1895 e 15, 614, 000
L0811 8.6 2925 §7.0 . 0638 100.4 | 1880 e -=- 20,2438, 000
. 0096 106.3 . 3079 ol.6 . 9500 96,0 | 1897 LEL - 19, 161, 000
L1151 122.8 .3213 95.5 L0125 92.2 | 1898 e T 21, 115, 000
L1235 131.8 « 3358 90.9 . 9375 o948 | 1800 ————— e 23, 468, 000
.ig; g;; m iag a?ag %2 Five-year average, $19,920,000.
ms | 128| Jsso0| 1130 | (9313 9a.1 | 1500 s i 27, 293, 000
o | 48| 2| uL3| e e e e e s R e s e =LZt 924, 000
s | i244| 340 | 1026 | o250 0.5 | 1908-2" = = == et R
Q%0 [ xs2e | lsess| 1089 noomsz| 1ons | 1903 PS4 11
a3 | 1ea7| ame| 120 Lose TS | AR e i 83, 980, 000
_g g ﬁ ﬂg,g %,-f;a 1?3,7 Five-year average, $30,122,000.
5 5 E 14.8 | 1905 = - 7
aea7 | wes |  oaizs|  1227| Loooo| 1|1 T gt o 4 G
1546 165.0 4148 123.3 | L3756 T e R e S R R S e A e TR S 45, 477, 000
1908___ - e e L 40, T390, 000
1 Brogans of split leather. 1909 - - 42,976, 000
PRICES OF HIDES, LEATHER, AND SHOES FROM 1010 TO 1922, mf;"ﬂ*’m average, $41,6560,000. i s
Prices given In Table 8 are in a period of free hides. They are e e e 2, 847, 000
largely the story of prices during the pre-war and war perlag In ]ig}! """""""""""" s 63, 673, 000
the main hide prices increased faster at the of the war and T T S S T R s e e “g- 751, 00U
declined greater and quicker in 1921, While hides are now beginning e SRR SR e A s Tk S S S A D AT g-' gg& %
to rise siightly, leather and shoes are still slightly declining. e M
Tastn G—dverage yearly wholesale prices of hides, sole leather, and mﬂ""“' Sverngy, $51.701.000. R s
shoe. : ] - '
: s ST s en o
Greon salted pack- | Oak golo leather, | Men's work shoes | 1918 S — ~ 100, 831" 000
ers’ (Chicag ( ) (Boston).} 1919 e e e S e 182, 064, 000
Five-year average, $140,907,000,
Heavy Btear Heavy Bteer Heavy Steer }gg? """""" e --- 201, 801, 000
native. | hides. | native. | hides. | native, | hides. -~ mme- --- 98,208, 000
Two-year average, $195,004,000.
July, 1921, to April, 1922 (i[) months), $47,540,000,
Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. TapLe 3. —Estimated financial results of a duty on hides.
$0. llis m.g $0.388 8.5 !l'.l.sxi 6.7 Tounds.
:L;‘i lﬁn ;,‘2 1%3 1‘?} 1%3 Domestic production of cattle hides__ __ . ____________ T00, 000, 000
196 106.7 am 105.0 1.152 1085 | Cattle hides imported for consumption_ .. _________ 800, 000, 000
242 1316 . 504 112. 4 . 265 L AE T 3 X M e,
| ome] o ode| 188 rEl  nal Total (about 93 pounds per capita) ... 1, 000, 000, 000
gg{ i&g %‘l‘ i%i ll'.' % &g On tlmﬂhl}sls gflg&:lty of 2 cents per pound for green hides and 4 cents
- . ' per pound for dried—
303 213.8 013 203, 5 1.967 176. 8 (a) The returns to the producers would be, assuming the increase
312 169.8 .85 100.7 :2.598 192.9 | of the full amount of the utJo was reflected in increased prices paid
139 75.0 -548 1221 1.951 144.8 | for live cattle and hides, $14,000,000.
149 510 515 114.7 41,645 122.1 (b) The cost to the farmer and his family (20,000,000 pcogle), at
12 pounds per capita (30 per cent higher than avenu;e) $7,200,000,
Wl Ehe price mi%lﬂ: bﬁ ne:[eﬂsed th;-.h tu&l umr.;lunt 3 theldut ,utlhg
price of Any commo y ependads upon & deman i su 0 a
Computed to commodity, It is conceivable that a slackened dem:nd mlggt,decrmse
with previous Actual | Relative | the above figure, or in times of great industrial prosperity increase it.
shoe given of . | price. (ﬁ) T!:lle9 mcostogs all consumers of the country, at 51 pounds per
new capita i
+ d) The revenue to be derived by the Government would be on
,000,000 pounds, $6,000,000. No allowance is made for disburse.
Par vt ments due to the drawback provision.
?ﬁ; Q&g }%g TABLE 6.—Duties on hides, leather, and shoes since 189}.
1.610 1951 144.8
L3 | Les| 121 i
—_ Cattle hides. | Shoes.
1 Split seamless Creedmoor, one-hall double sole. e 3 Upper | e
1 Computed for 1913 , with the percentage flgure given. Sole. (dressed).
A for 5 mouths January-May, 1022, |
4 Sm to tanned graln b!min' |
UNITED STATES EXPORT TRADE IN LEATHER AND LEATHER PRODUCTS, .| Free..........| 10 percent....| 20 per cent.... ngml-\t.
18901922, .| 15 per cent....| 20 per cent.... 20 per cent....| 25 per cent.
?inhm iﬁgodﬁ?" i“l“;fdour!e‘ ot n?? 1}‘55:*3"{ and ﬁﬁm“wf' Free.......... %gcmt.....l '%Orper('ent.... “,E:rmm‘
ucts has steadily increa . In the period o uty on - Freo..........[ Fres..........| Free.......... gy
1907) there 18 no Indlcation that our xpor trade was affected. . Aver: i P fl el i g oo )
nfe annual exports for the five-year period 18951890 were valued at Emnmts'p‘,"nd P : cent. E
$10,920,000, bout one-half of this period hides were free. In the | 3

n
next five-year Perlud 61900—1904} average value of exports increased to
$30,122,000. In the five-year period 1905-1909 average annual expor

101 cattle hides only, 12 cents pair plus 5 per cent. All other, 6 cents pair.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The guestion is on agreeing
to the amendment of the committee.

Mr. CURTIS. Let it be reported.

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

Pan. 1427a. Hides of cattle of the bovine species; raw or uncured, or
green or pickled, 2 cents per pound ; drled, 4 cents per pound,

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. 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, FErNALD's name was called). The
Senator from Maine [Mr, Ferxarp] is absent ou account of
illness. If present, he would vote “nay.” He has a general
pair with the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Joxrs].

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHieLps]. 1
am informed that if present that Senator would vote as 1 shall
vote, Therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD (when Mr. HARRISON'S name was called).
The junior Senator from Mississippl [Mr. HarrisoN] is neces-
sarily absent. He is paired with the Junior Senator from West
Virginia [Mr, Eugins]. If present and permifted to vote, the
Senator from Mississippi would vote “ nay.”

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). 1
have a general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr, Fer-
warn]. I am advised that on this question he would vote
“nay.” I transfer my pair with that Senator to the Senator
from Nevada [Mr. Prrrmax]. If the Senator from Nevada
were preseut, he would vote “yea.” 1 vote * yea.”

Mr. NEW (when his name was called), I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr, McKELLAR].
On this question I have been assured that he would vote as I
shall vofe, I therefore feel at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr, SIMMONS (when his name was called). I transfer my
general pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr,
Krirocc] to the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSOX]
and vote " nay.” §

Mr, SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ros-
18soN], who -is absent. I understand if he were present he
would vote as I expect to vote on this question, and I therefore
feel at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr., WATSON of Indiana (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. Witciams]. I am unable to secure a transfer and there-
fore withhold my vote., If I were permitted to vote, I should
yote “yea)”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. McCUMBER. I have a general pair with the junior
Senator from Utah [Mr. Kivg]., I am unable to secure a trans-
fer of that palr and therefore withhold my vote. Were I
permitted to vote, I should vote * yea.”

Mr. EDGE. I have a general pair with the senior Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen]. I am informed that if he were
present he would vote as I propose to vote, and I am there-
fore at liberty to vote. I vote “ nay.”

Mr. JONES of Washington (after having voted in the affirma-
tive). The genior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swaxson] is
necessarily 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 afirmative). 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
Senator from Nevada [Mr. PirrManx], to whom I transferred
my pair, is 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 Connecticut [Mr. McLEAN]
to the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKerrar] and
allow my vote to stand,

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the senior Senator
from Minnesota [Mr. Nersox] is absent on account of a death
in his family.

I also wish to announce the following general pairs:

The junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Errginsg] with
the junior Senator from Mississippl [Mr, Hagrrsoxn]; and

The senior Senator from California [Mr. Jorxsox] with the
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Warsox].

Mr. LODGE. I wish to announce that the senior Senator
from Minnesota [Mr, Nersox], whom I am informed would vote
“wyea,” is paired with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr,
WeLLgr], who would vote “nay"; and that the Seunator from
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Washington [Mr. Porxpexter], who would vote *yea,” is
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Pace], whe would
vote “ nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 26, nayws 39, as follows;

YEAS—20.
Ashurst Fletcher McNary Shortridge
Broussard Goodin Nicholson Smoot
Bursum Harrel Norbeck Stanfield
Cameron Jones, N. Mex, Oddie Sterling
Capper Kendrick Phipps- Warren
Curtis Ladd Ransdell
Ernst MeCormick Sheppard
NAYS—i0,

Ball Gerry New Stanie{
Borah Glass Newlerry Sutherland
Brandegee Hale Uverman Townsend
Calder Harris Pepper Trammell
Colt Heflin Pomerene Underwood
Cummins Keyes Rawson Wadsworth
Dial Lenroot Reed Walsh, Mass
Dillingham Lodge Bimmona Walsh, Mont
Edge Moses Smith lis
Frellnghuysen Myers Spencer

NOT VOTING—30.
Caraway Johnson McLean Rhields
Culberson Jones, Wash. Nelson Swanson
du Pont Kellogg Norris Whatson, Ga.
Elkins }g Owen Watson, Ind,
Fernald La Follette {3 eller
France MeCumber Pittman Williams
Harrison MceKellar Poindexter
Hitcheock McKinley Robinson

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 articles covered by
paragraph 1427a, which reads:

.Hides. of catile of the bovine species, raw or uncured, or green or
plckled, 2 cents per pound; dried, 4 cents per pound.

Mr. SMOOT. Not only that one amendment but about four
other changes will have to be made, three of them relating to
articles which go on the free list. Then, of course, we shall
take up the others when the paragraphs are reached.

Mr, LODGE. The articles embraced in this clause should be
placed on the free list.

Mr, SMOOT. If the Senator will allow me. I will move the
amendments in their order.

Mr. LODGE. VYery well; but hides will be placed on the
free list?¥
Mr. SMOOT. They will be placed on the free list, I will say

to the Senator.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-con-
sent agreement the Senate now proceeds to the consideration of
paragraph 1431, on page 195.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to re-
mind the Senator from North Dakota that under the unanimous-
consent agreement whatever amendment is desired to be offered
to that paragraph must now be offered.

Mr. McOUMBER. I think the idea is to disagree to the com-
mittee amendment there,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee amendment
will be stated.

The AssSISTANT SECRETARY. The committee proposes to strike
out paragraph 1431, as printed in the House bill, as follows:

Pan, 1431. Chamois skins, planoforte, planoforte action, player-
lano action leather, enameled upholstery leather, and glove leather,
nished, in the white or in the crust, 20 per cent ad valorem,

And in leu thereof to insert:

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 valorem ; calf and veal skins, tanoed or tanned
and dressed, 16 per cent ad valorem; patent, japanned, varnished or
enameled leather, made of hides of cattle of the bovine specles, T3
cents Eer square foot and 156 per cent ad valorem ; tﬁa.tant, japanned,
varnished or enameled, not made of hides of cattle of the bovine species,
B cents per square foot and 15 per cent ad valorem ; chamois sking and
glove leather, finished or unfinished, or in the white or in the crust, 20
per cent ad valorem; planoforte, pianoforte-action, and player-plano-
action leather, 20 per cent ad valorem ; skins for morocco, tanned but
unfinished, 5 per cent ad valorem ; upper leather, finished, not specially
provided for, made of hides of cattle of the bovine specles, 2Feccents
ger square foot and 15 per cent ad valorem; all other upper leather.

nished, not speclally provided for, 15 per cent ad valorem ; leather cat
into shoe uppers, vumrﬂ. soles, or other forms suitable for converslon
into manufactured articles, 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 which the{ are cut; case, bag, strap, up-
holstery, fancy, bookbinders’, and all other leather, not specially pro-
vided for, made of hides of cattle of the bovine species, 25 per cent ad
yalorem ; not magle of hides of cattle of the bovine species, 15 per cent
ad valorem; leather 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 specles,
12 cents per pair and 5 per cent ad valorem : all other boots and shoes,
made wholly or in chief value of leather, not specially provided for,
6 cents per pair.
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Mr. SMOOT. I mow desire to ask unanimous consent to turn
to the free list and to perfect the bill as to items on the free
list. Then we shall know just exactly what action has been
taken hy the Senatein reference to the free list proper.

AMr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand, the purpose is that
hides are to be put on the free list, as are boots and shoes?

Mr. SMOOT. Boots and shoes and two or three other items,

Mr. WALSH 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.

Mr. LODGE. We ought to act on these various items and
select those which are fo be placed on the Tree list.

Mr. SMOOT. I do net think there will be any objection in
having 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.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-con-
sent agreement nothing can be considered at this time save
paragraph 1431,

Mr. SMOOT. That is trune; nothing save that paragraph may
be considered except by unanimous consent., Now, Mr. Presi-
dent, in paragraph 1431 I ask that the committee amendment
may be disagreed to. If that is done it will leave the House
paragraph just as it originally was, reading as follows:

Par. 1431, Chamols skins, ]ir]snoforte, pianoforte-action, player-piano-
action leather, enameled upho stery leather, and glove leathers, finished,
in the white or in the crust, 20 per cent ad valorem,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 1 have no objection to that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will assume that
the amendment printed in the bill has been offered, although the
Rpoorp does not show that that has been done up to this time,

Mr. LODGE, 1Tt is a committee amendment?

Mr, SMOOT. It is a committee amendment, and I ask that
it be disag to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The guestion is on agreeing
to the committee amendment.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. If we disagree to the com-
mittee amendment the House clause will then remain?

Mr. LODGH. Yes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the committee amendment printed in the bill proposing to
substitute a new paragraph for paragraph 1431.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. SMOOT. On page 197, paragraph 1432, line 4, before the
words * per centum,” I ask to substitute the numeral “ 50" for
the numeral “60.” That is the paragraph -covering bags, bas-
kets, belts, satchels, cardcases, pocketbooks, and so forth.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification of the com-
mittee amendment proposed by the Senator from Utah will be
stated.

The AssiSTANT SECRETARY. On page 197, line 4, before the
words “ per centum,” it is proposed to strike out the numeral
“60 " and in lien thereof to insert the numeral “50.”

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, I shounld like to ask the Sen-
ator from Utah if he offers the amendment which he has pro-
posed as a substitute for the committee amendment?

Mr. SMOOT. I desire top modify the committee amendment
by the substitute which T have stated, proposing, on page 197,
line 4, before the words * per centum,” to strike out the mu-
meral “ 60 and to insert in lieu thereof the numeral “ 50.”

Mr. WALSH of Magsachusetts. Then, T move, on page 197,
line 1, to amend the committee amendment by striking out the
numeral “ 40" and inserting in lieu thereof the numeral “ 85.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Massachusetts is not now in order. The Chair
desires to remind the Senator from Utah that there is no
provision for 60 per cent in the paragraph to which he refers.
The provision of the House bill is for 30 per cent, and that is
the provision upon which the Senate is now acting.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, of course——

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts, I rise to a point of order.

The PRESIDHNT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu-
sefts will state his point of order.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. T understood the Senator
from Utah to offer a substitute for the amendment of the com-
mittee in line 4, on page 197.

Mr. SMOOT. That is true.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So that the committee ammd-
ment——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The commlttee amendment
is not before the Senate; it has never been offered, awd has not
ns yet been acted npon by the Senate.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. We bave been proceeding in
this manner heretofore.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point
of order.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The committee have becn 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 words “mnot jewelry.” Is there any dbjection
to that?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. None at all.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The guestion 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 commiftee amendment is to strike out the words “ not
jewelry."”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next committee amend-
ment will be stated.

The next amendment of the Uommitiee on Finance was, en
page 196, at the beginning of line 24, to strike out the words
‘not jewelry."

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
to the committee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

'The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ment will be stated.

The AssisTANT SECRETARY. On page 197, line 1, before the
words “per cent,” the ‘Committee on Finance propese to strike

The question is on agreeing

The next committee amend-

-ount the numeral “ 25" and to insert the numeral “ 40.”

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Now I move to amend the
committee amendment by inserting the mameral “ 30" instead
of “40" on line 1, page 197.

Mr, SMOOT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. I should like to address the
Senate very briefly on my amendment to the committee amend-
ment.

Mr. McCUMBER. Of course, the question is open to discuos-
slon before a vote is taken. 'The committee has had no op-
portunity to go into the guestion of just what the rate should
be, in view of the fact that hides have been placed on the free
list. Of course, that will necessarily carry with it the leather
which would properly, for the most part, go upon the free
list, and, imasimuc¢h as the 40 per cent rate was based upon
the assumption that the leather would be dutiable, and the
Senator from DMassachusetts has moved to reduce it, as I
understand, to 80 per cent——

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is my motion.

Mr. McOUMBER. 1 think that should be done, and, with-
‘oiut speaking for the committee, I should vote for that reduc-
tion.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Then probably we can dis-
pose of the amendment immediately by a viva voce vote,

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly.

Mr, JONES of Washington. Mr, President, I understand the
House bill was framed on the theory that hides would be on
the free list. As I understand, the committee has not con-
sidered what the effect would be upon these rates under the
amendment which we have just adopted putting hides on ihe
free list. Why should we not go back to the House rates in
view of the circumstances?

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the House rates are based
upon the American valuation at the time they were imposed.
In this instance the House rate would be higher than the 40
per cent rate propesed on the foreign valuation,

Mr, BMOOT. It would be 40 per cent.

Mr. McCUMBER. It would be equivalent at leust to 40 per
cent, and 1 think a little more on some articles. I think the
40 per cent should be reduced to 30 per cent.

Mr. SMOOT. I agree with the Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetis. Then we can dispose of the
matter by a viva voce vote.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question iz on the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to the
amendment reported by the committee.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed fo.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I desire to substitute the
numerals * 45" for the numerals “ 60,” in Jine 4, page 197.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think the committee onght
te make the rate “40"; I was going to move to make it “ 35"

Mr, SMOOT. I will remind the Senator that the duty pre-
posed is on fancy articles, such as bags fitted with traveling,
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boitle, drinking, dining or luncheon, sewing, manicure, or
gimilar sets.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetis. They are largely luxurles.

Mr. SMOOT. Absolutely; and they ought to pay 45 per cent.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. I will not contest the ques-
tion.

SEVERAL SENATORS. 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 will be
gtated.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 197, line 8, after the
word “ manicure,” it is proposed to strike out the word “and”
and to insert the word “ or.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. Now, Mr. President, I move to modify the com-
mittee amendment in line 4 by striking out “60" and insert-
ing “45."

J’ll‘lue PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment as pro-
posed to modify will be stated.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 197, line 4, before the
words “ per centum,” it is proposed to strike out “B0™ and in-
gert “ 45" so as to read:

; i with traveling,
32:’113.‘ till'll"hkfjg]r:,s ?]itl:l gﬁﬂ%ﬁ-ﬁe,ogtt:gw&ng ;uar:i:gfg or similar set%,
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
Benator 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 [Mr. Lapn], Who
has an amendment to offer to this paragraph, has just been
called from the Chamber. He will return as soon a8 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. Mr. President, on this subject, pending
the 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
net know how accurate the statement is, but it is a statement
made by those engaged in the business. The communication
is dated August 2, 1922, and the writer says:

THE ASSOCIATION OF GLOVE IMPORTERS,
New York, August 8, 1928,

The question is on agreelng

Hon. DuMan U. FLETCHER
United States Senate, ﬁ'ﬂah(smton, D. 0.

Dear Sme: I would ask your attention to the inclosed reprint of
recent artiele and of an editorial published in the Journal of Commerce
and Commercial Bulletin, of New York, both relating to the progosed
rautes on women's leather gloves as provided for in paragraph 1433 of
the pending tariff bill. e article was prepared by the president of
thlx association, Mr. Thomas R. Lewis.

This article shows clearly, and with respect to evidence submitted
to the Committee on Flnance of the Senate (referred to on page 4 of
the inclosed reprint), that the proposed duties would be prohibitive
as to the importatlon of women's lightweight leather gloves made of
leather which has been dyed by the process of brushing, and that such
gloves can not be manufactured successfully in the United Btates,

The result of the adoption of the committee rates would be that
the women of the United States would be unable to obtain the light-
welght leather gloves which to them are articles of apparel positively
necessary for certain seasons and occasions. Thef would be com-
Eelled to use the heavier gloves made of leather which has been dged

¥ the process of dipping, instead of the lighter gloves made of brushed
leather to which they have become accustomed and which are the only
gloves suited to thelr is at the and i 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
gtrong persistent protest from the women who buy gloves. It has
never been considered that the principle of protection to American
ndustry calls for prohibition of the importation of articles that can

uenuﬁ there
prohibitive

ot be produced in ihe United States and wherein cons
The object of su

no American industry to protect.

duties could only be to drive the American ﬁieople into the use of some
other and less desirable substitute. I would respectfully submit tha
such e;ﬁpmcoodln would be an abuse and distortion of the principle o
protection, and t the infiiction of such an injury upon the Ameri-
can women at this ti ower prices, wounld
go far toward dlscredl e doctrine of pro-
tection
Yours very truly,

when they are demandin
g and breaking down

A, J. F. GoESBLING, Recretary.

I submit a brief upon this subject, which is not very lengthy,
and ask that it be also printed in the Recorp,

I shall not take the time now to discuss the matfer 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 gloves, or automobile
gloves—now almost an independent branch of the Industry. Work
gloves are * block-cut " with dies of approximate measurements; dress
loves are * table-cut "—that is, the skin is manipulated to the gizes
t will stretch to desired widths when drawn on the hand. The dress
ﬁloves made here are “broad-cut’; the imports, principally in the
ghter welght, fit more exactly., Most dress gloves were formerly mads
of Imported s EEE and lamb skins but are now made prinelpally from
domestic raw materials. ocha skins, extensively used, are practically
all dressed and finlshed here. Work gloves are from domestic mate-
rials—cowhide, horsehlde, and sheepskin, or of canvas or canton flannel
reinforeed with leather,
Schmaschen gloves are cheap dress gloves made of the gkins of
stillborn—or sometimes of very young—Ilambs,

The production in this country of leather gloves and mittens
in 1914 is given as 3,082,376 dozen pairs, valued at $20,206,558.
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 3,615,708 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, Of the men's gloves imported in the years 1919
and 1920, England sent amounts valued at $104,7564 and §4585,122, re-
spectively. uring the war perlod Imports of women's and children's
schmaschen gloves decreased. In 1918 none was recelved from Ger-
many and Belgium and but small quantities from France and Italy.
In 1920, however, Germnn{hsent gloves to the value of $170,890, which
was a large proportion of the total. Imports of women's and children’s
i:loveu. not schmaschen, less than 14 inches in length, came lange from

rance, In 1020 the United States imported a value of $8,796,004
from that country, $1,615,900 from Germany, $1,061,374 from Itals.
over $750,000 from Belglum, 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 matter any further.
Have I permission to have this brief inserted, Mr. President?

rghr:d PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows :

[Reprinted from the Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin of
New York, May 8, 1922.]
PROHIBITIVE TARIFF ON MANY CLASSES OF (ILOVES—WOMEXN'S AND
CHILDREN'S LEATHER GLOVES CAN Nor B2 MANUFACTURED 1IN THE
UNITED STATES,

(By Thomas R, Lewls, president of the Association of Glove Importers
of the United States,)

The tariff bill (H. R. T456), as reported to the Unlted States Benats
h{' the Committee oun Finance, provides for rates of duty on leather
gloves which are as follows:

Men's gloves, not over 12 inches in length, $5 per dozen pairs,

a Wom;:i': and children’s gloves, not over 12 inches in length, $4 per
OZen 8.

For each inch in length in fxcess thereof, B0 cents 1mr dozen palrs,

2 {?esadditton thereio, on all the foregeing the following cumulative

u :

When lined with cotton, wool, or silk, $2.40 per dozen palrs.

When lined with leather or fur, $4 per dozen pairs.

When embroidered or embellished, 40 cents per dozen palrs,

Provided, that all the foregoing shall pay a duty of not less tham 60
nor more than 70 per cent ad valorem.

Thomas R. Lewig, presldent of the Assoclation of Glove Importers
of the United States, says:

“ The domestlc manufactnrers of leather Floveu are chiefly located
in Gloversville and neishborlng towns in Fulton County, N. They
supply fmctlcnﬂy all of the heavy working gloves and from 85 fo 9
per cent of the men's leather gloves sold in the United Htates, an
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 p!undzinf. Thesa are known as Cape an
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 onl bfv the process of brushing.

“Women's and children's light-weight leather or kid gloves ean no%
be succesefully manufactured in this couutri, and the greatest faul
of the above provisions in the pending tarlf bill as reported to the
Senate is that the{ will establish practically an absolute embargo upon
the importation of gloves that women in moderate circumstances all
over the country find it necessary 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 gloves, at much higher prices, In place of the imported
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lght-weight kid gloves which they have beem acrustomed to wear for
certain seasons and eircumsiances, because of the greater delicacy of
{exture, sty‘.lle. and finish of these light-weight gloves.

“Phe lightwelght kid gloves are necessities for women and children,
aod this was recognized at the time of the enactment the war
revenue act of 1918, when, notwithstanding the exiraordinary for
revenue, which led to taxes on sales of luxuries wherever possible, nx
wuch luxury tax was put on women's kid gloves, he present nee
for revenue from tariff duties has been sacrificed in the matter of
gloves for the )l;mrposw, of foreing the women of the United Btates to
go without the 1i nwe‘light kid gloves heretofore imported from France
and other countries and to pay tribute to a few manufacturers in one
county of one State,

IMIOSSIBILITY OF MANUFACTURING HERE THE LIGHTWEIGHT KID GLOVES
FOR WOMBN,

" 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 flow
but they have completely falled to mapufacture the lightweight leathe

loves of the style and finlsh that Amerlean women insist n wear-
ng, and it is thorou 1¥ well known in the glove trade that such
gloves can not be made in this country, and that this fact has b
conclusively establizshed by the nnsucceéssful outcome of r number o
attempts,

“V. Perrin & Co,, the largest manufacturers pf leather ﬁlovu in
the world, with factorfes in France, Canada, and the Unite nies,
and with a large production in the United Btates of women's gloves
made of leather dyed by dippimg, have not beenm able to produce here
any appreelable quantity of women's gloves made of the lighter leather
dyed by brushing, even when importations from France were impos-

ble because of war eonditions, The well-known wholesale dry
company, Mills & Gibb, established a factory in Fulton County, N. Y.,
during the war for the purpose of making women's ]Lihtwe!ght kid
gloves, and after a large expenditure of money were obliged to dis-
continue the attempt because the product eould not be made satisfac-
torily. Testimony of these facis was s tied to the members of the
Eenate Finance Committee at Washington,

WHY THEY ARE MADE SUCCBSAFULLY ABROAD.

*SBuch 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 (le-
wveloped 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
oves is the result of the experience of a great mﬁy ears. The
on largely

ndustry is for the most Plu‘t a village industry, carri
the same families generation after generation, & great deal of the wor
being done in the homes of the people.

“Years of such training are required before the most careful labor
can acquire the skill necessary for mak‘l)‘l;ﬁ Iightwe.:th gloves. Our labor
in the United Btates hag never develo) the ence and skill neces-
sary 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 thelr native country, but
the resnlt has been that, away from the habits and costoms of their
native villages, they could not maintain thefr former skill and and care
and could not make gloves of the desired quality here because of lack
of collaboration by different allied operators, such as exist only in
centers where the industry originated and where it conetitutes the
livelihood of & large pereentage of the inhabitants.

FRANCE IN NBED OF AMEBRICAN PRODUCTE,

“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
aud would buy a great deal more of such artieles if she conld only pay
far them, but France can only pay for f\)ﬂdi prodnced here by ng
to us certain goods produced there, f our tariff law prohibits the
importation from France of gloves for women such as ¢an not be pro-
duced here, it is not protectiom to a cempeting American indastry,
which does not exist, nor to American labor, which is not now amployed
in such industry.

* Prohibiting” the importation of women's lghtweight leather gloves
is beyond anything like protection. It is slmply giving a license to
Mr. Littaner.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 embarge very much
richer, and all this will be Haid for by the milllons of women who now
find it very difficult to provide themselves and their children with neces-
gities, and by the hard-pressed workers in the many factories which
enght to sell more of thelr products to France, and would do so if
Jthey could get fair play.

THE HIGHER PRICES THAT AMERICAN WOMBN MUST PAY.

“1f the Littauer glove rates are enacted, the women's kid glove

known as P. K. 2-¢lasp, now retalling at $3.50 per palr, must be ad-
vanced in price not less than §1.25 per palr. The exleting rate of duty
18 $2.25 per dozen. The Liitaver duty would be $£10.27 per dozen, or
alinost five times the present duty, and the Increase in the duty over
the present rate would be 356 per cent,
* Rimilarly, the women's 16-button mousquetaire glove, now retailing
at sﬂjm pair, must be advanced in g:rice b{q_élﬁo per pair, and hence
be sold at retail for $8.50 Per pair. he existing rate of duty is $4.50
per dogen. The Littaver duty would be $19.068 per dozen, an increase
over the present rate of 334 per cent.

“ It is well known that women will not and can not paf guch high
prices for gloves, and the sale of the imported gloves will be practi-
eally prohibited. This is Mr, Littaver’'s purpese. He gnd the other
manufacturers will then advanee the griem of their gloves to the limit,
The effect of this upon the public mind when it ha];pens can be well
understood in advance. This outrageous im tion for Mr. Littauer's
advaniage is to be p:getnuﬂ upon the milHons of women buyers at
a time when they n 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 honseholds, who are also demanding that
the cest of living be brought down.

AD VALOEEM DUTIES ON GLOVES ARE TMPRACTICABLE,

* The Littaner duties as written inte the remlm bill, guoted above,
¢opntain a provision that the gloves as dmg;nalecf shall pay a duty
of uot less than 60 nor more than 70 r cent ad wvalorem. This
provision is the joker, aml in addition to the lack of a rearonable
classification permitting the impgmﬁon- of the brushed leatber (light
welght) kid gloves will make the Littauver schedule most completely

prohibitive and establish the domestic monopoly sought. Moreover, it

will plage the glove schedule again on an ad valorem basis rather than
B ¢ basls. This will bring serious administrative difficultics,
overnment, in addition to the loss of revenue threugh the

sroh.lbllion of importations, will have to contend with expensive
hﬂ;ntes about values,

Ad valorem duties on leather gloves were tried out thoroughly
a number of years ago and found to be entirely impraclicable, uﬁ%nﬁ
the leather in the gloves is a natural product that iz constanily
hJ and fluctuating tntgua.llly and value, it is not possible to
¢losely and fairly determine the actual value of the gloves. he efforts
to collect ad valorem duties resulted in so much confusion and
difficulty, with ex ive and vexatious litigation, that the appraisers
and collectors of customs about 25 years ago demanded that the
dutles be changed from ad valorem to specific rates. This was done,

nd specific rates have prevailed ever since under the Dingley and
"ayne-Aldrlch tariffs, as well as under the existing tarlf law, and
have been entirely successful.

“I belleve I can say without fear of contradietion that when the
leatber-glove duties were under consideration the Senate Finance
Committee it developed that practically all the members of that
committee, a8 well ag the Treasury experts and customs appraisers
who were assleting the committee, were convinced that It would bé
entirely impracticable to apply ad valorem duties to leather gloves.

“1In this matter of leather gloves, of which I am
no opposition on our part to duties which sball be fully
the established American industry.
is an indefensible abuse that is sought to be committed in the name o
a protective tariff, and whieh, if it should be consummated, would dis-
credit and injure the protective system and the great political party
that champlons it.

"In this paragraph on leather gloves, ad valorem duaties ghounld be
stricken out and specific rates im d. An a d t has been pro-
posed providing for rates on men's gloves, and women's and children’s
gloves made of leather dyed by the process of dipping or plunging, pro-
tecting the American manufacturer in a far greater measure than in
the Payne-Aldrich tariff, known to be the highest in the historg of our
country. A separate rate has been proposed for women's and children's
Floven that can not be Prndueed here, so that it will be possible for the
Ightweight kid gloves to come into this country, thereby yielding reve-
noe for the Unifed States Treasury. 'J‘h:egubl welfare ealls for such
an amendment, which has been introdu in the Senate by Semator
LApp, of North Dakota, & prominent and very able Repuhlican, who i
ga ]leadlegg' advocate of a protective tariff that will be just and we

anced.

protective t
t we are contending nsalnai

[Editorial reprinted from the Journal of Commerce and Commerclal
Bulletln of New York, May 12, 1922.]

TARIFF JOKBRS—NO. b,

The tarif bill (H. R. 7456), as reported to the United States Senate
hf the Committee on Finanoce, provides for rates of duty on leather
gloves which are as follows:

Men's gloves, not over 12 inches in Jength, $5 per dozen pairs.

Women's and children's gloves, not over 12 Inches in length, $4 per
dozen palrs.

For each ineh in length In excess thereof, B0 eents per dozen pairs,
= {.;1 addition thereto, on all the foregoing, the following cwmulative

utles :

When lined with cotton, woql, or silk, $2.40 per dozen palrs.

When lined with leather or fur, $4 per dozen pairs.

When embroidered or embellished, cents per dozen

Provided that all the fomﬁol:i' sghall pay a duty of
nor more than 70 per cent ad valorem,

In this paragraph, which has formed a bone of contention for years
g;:lt. there now reappears an old, familiar friend. This is found in the

clause respecting an ad valorem rate be charged upon * all the
foregoing.”” The joker t:iunltur of it lics In the fact that inasmuch as 1t
applies to all gloves, Including those that are competitive and those that
can not be prodan at all in this conntry and are not classified in such
a way as to permit proper grouping, it provides a prohibitive tariff rate.
The increase in rate made effective, 18 reckoned by experts ag about
834 per cent over existing levels.

It was the glove schedule which torned the stomach of President
Taft just at last moment when the conference committee was in
final session over the Payne-Aldrich tariff in 1909. ITe sent back—so it
was then asserted-—ihe projected duties which contained a joker of this
same sort for revislon, with a stern message which portended a vete
if the tal!endinil provision were not modified. Wil President Harding
do likewise if this joker holds its own up to the last?

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, do I understand that we are
now considering paragraph 14337

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now consid-
ering paragraph 1433.

Mr. CALDER. I submit an amendment which I send to the
desk and ask to have stated.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Becretary will state the
amendment offered by the Senator from New York.

The ASSISTANT SECEETARY. At the end of the paragraph it is
proposed to insert——

Mpr. CALDER. Mr. President, I send that amendment to the
desk to be read. I will offer it after the other amendments ure
acted on.

The AssISTANT SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 1433 it
is proposed to insert the following:

Gloves made wholly or in chief value of leather made from horse-

hides, pigskins, and cattle hides of cattle of the bovine nge-;im. except-
lnﬁ wf:n.kjn.l. whether partly or wholly manufactured, 20 per cent ad
valorem

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the Senator has suggested
waiting until we pass upon the other amendments; but inas-
much as the rule which provides that by unanimous consent the
cominittee amendments shall be first considered has been sus<
pended by this unanimous-consent agreement, I can see no rea«

Dot less than 60
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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.
ment which has just been read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the
amendment offered by the Senator from New York.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let it be stated.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, may I make an explanation of
its provisions, after which it can be stated again?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think the Senator ought to
give some explanation of the amendment.

Mr, CALDER. Mr, President, the House bill would carry a
rate of 883 per cent on these working gloves.. The Senate
Finance Committee determined that that rate would be too
high, 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 1018 $1,500,000 worth were imported.
Since then the imports have been negligible.

Mr, McCUMBER. Mr. President, I notice. that the glove

. which the Senator has in his hand is the ordinary workmen's
glove, used upon the farm and used generally by laborers.

Mr. CALDER. Yes.

Mr. MCcCUMBER. 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. McOUMBER. And they are not made out of any hide
other than that which is specified in the Senator's amendment?

Mr. CALDER. 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 duty of 45 per cent against them. They
are made in Canada as well as here, and the committee believes
that 25 per cent would be ample protection for them.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, if these gloves are used by work-
men, and if there are very few imported, and if we are fur-

I offer the amend-

nishing free skins and free hides, why should they not be put |

on the free list, instead of bearing a 25 per cent duty?

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, they are not made out of
liides of cattle. They are not made out of hides which are
placed upon the free list.

Mr. REED. What is' the duty on the hides that they are
gmde out of? I can mnot tell; I can not see the gloves from

ere,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, glove leather is dutiable at 20
per cent ad valorem. I do not know whether it is this leather
or not, though.

Mr., 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.

AMr. 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 Hurope 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, \

1t is true that not very many of these gloves have come in
from Europe, hardly worth keeping a record of; but they can
come in.

Mr. REED. If I understand the Senator correctly, Canada
has a 45 per cent duty on these gloves, ~

Mr. CALDER. Yes,

Mr. REED. Because Canada has a 45 per cent duty against
our 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 protect the Canadian indusiry against
our manufacturers, that is pretty nearly conclusive evidence
that our manufaeturers need no duty at all

Mr. CALDER. I will say to the Senator 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 anti
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 are worn;
and in order to protect their own manufacturers agnlnsi
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 sead
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 Senator from North Da-
kota that none of the hides out of which they are made are on
the free list, because a large part of them are 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 manufactorers. 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 gloves?
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 these
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 be able to send those gloves to
Qanada and compete?

Mr, CALDER, Undoubtedly.

Mr. REED. Then there is no use quibbling about whether
they have been sent in or not. If we are able to ship them to
Canada and sell them there without any protection, why should
we not sell them in the United States without any pro-
tection ? Y

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Pregident, the Senator knows that with
the cheap labor of Europe and the fact that large quantities of
gloves come over from Europe it would be perfectly simple for
the Buropean glove manufacturer to begin the manufacture of
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
| country are entitled.

Mr. REED. The Senator has just said they do not malke them
in Europe. Now he says they may make them in Hurope.

Mr, CALDER. I did not say that; I said they did not wear
them in Europe.

Mr. REED. They do not make them in Hurope, and the
imports are negligible. Now the Senator wants a 25 per cent
duty to protect an American manufacturer so that he ecan
mulet 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, of
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 ma
that it is about time we took some of the burdens off of tha
people who toil. It is understood we are going to take the
duty off shoes. Why put a duty on a thing & man wears on his
hands made out of leather, and put the thing he wears on
his 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 of
the manufacturer, which, when it gets around to the working-
man, will increase the cost of his glove at least 40 or 50 per
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 leather




11136

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

Avausr 9,

produced from the hides which have been placed upon the free
list?

Mr. REED. Partly.

Mr. NICHOLSON. And the Senator from New York voted
to put hides on the free lst, did he not?

Mr. 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? :

Mr. 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
has 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. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator
from New York [Mr. CarpEr] 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 per 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-
gkin, 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.

Mr. 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, but 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
history by saying that the tendency of these rates has been
continually upward, with the exception of the Underwood tariff,

Under the Dingley Act of 1897 the basic rate on women’s
sheep and lamb 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 caxry 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 ieather 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
dﬁwl? 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 upward
from the rate of 12.41 per cent, which the Tariff 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
conditlons must be shown to exist. 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 imports, the situation might seem to be alarming for the
domestic producer, as the value in 1920 was approximately
$14,000,000 and in 1821 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 impgrts 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
$20,206,658 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 have no proof whatever that condi-
tions have been worse in that locality or that industry than
they have been elsewhere.

We have reports to the effeet that the domestic glove manu-
facturers have more business in sight than at any time for many
meonths past, and we may safely conclude that this industry
has not been any more seriously affected by the industrial de-
pression than any other industry, and that, in common with
others, it is now improving.

What the proposed rates of duty would do to the wholesala
aud retail trade in gloves is very graphically «described in a
circular which has been «distributed throughout the country by
the Association of Glove Importers of the United States. This
circular is entitled * Glove Prohibition.”

The glove industry of this eountry is more highly localized
than almost any other American industry. TIn 1919 the State
of New York preduced about §26,000,000 worth of the leather
gloves out of a total production of about $45.000,000, Tulton
County, N. Y., is the center of the industry, and the cities of
Gloversyille and Johnstown are of particular impaortance.

The fizures for local production in 1819 are net available,
but in 1909 Fulton County, N. Y.. produced about 55 per cent
of the valuation of the total output of the United States.

Protective tariff rates on -a commodity made within such
narrow geographical limits affords a wonderfully instructive
exumple of protection of the few at the expense of the public at
large.

Importations of gloves are almost 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. In 1914 the domestic manun-
facturers produced 81 per cent, on the basis of value, of the
women’s and children's dress gloves used in this country. In
1919 much mere than one-half, on the basis of value, of the
women's and children’s gloves worn in this country were pro-
duced here. This in spite of the claims of the manufacturers

that the importation of cheap foreign gloves has increased since,

the war,
The actual figures are:

Valuation of women's and children’s dress gloves.

1014 1919
Fd
Manufactured in the United Btabes.. _...... . .....coe.o.. )| $3,968,170 | $10,333,121
Total importations ofall glOVeS....c..ccveecerrenrerecncanas 0, 366, 809 6, 162, B48

We must bear these figures in mind when the claim is made
that the post-war condition of the women's dress-glove indus-
try is worse than the pre-war condition. On the 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 tariff on leather
gloves. Advocates of high protection admit that the men's
working glove industry does not meed protection, and alse
that the men's dress-glove industry controls ‘the American
market and fears little from foreign competition. They do,
however, assert that higher rates of protection are needed to

_ build up the women's dress-glove industry, and allege that this
branch of the glove industry has been neglected because in
the past it has not received as high rates of duty as the men's
glove branch of the business.

The imported gloves are of & different character from those
made in this country. The foreign gioves, especially those
made in France, are of lighter weight and are manufactuored
more largely by hand processes and from leather which has
the dye bLroshed 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 gloves of the same character as those made in France,
but it has been found that under American conditions, and re-
maoved from the environment and traditions of their native land,
they do not produce 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
1gnmte{i prohibitive duties, the same kind of gloves that we
mport.

If these rates are put into effect, therefore, the American
woman will be deprived of the privilege of wearing the fine,
hirh-grade zloves 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 ask in turn how it happens that they have not imported
larger quantities of gloves? 1 have already shown that the im-

portations have been smaller in quantity since 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 =0 great that quantities brought in have been rapidly
abmrlaeﬂ at prices fixed more by the demand than by the cost
abroad.

Mr. President, if the advocates of this bill believe that the
prices of gloves are too high they shounld take steps to pre-
vent profiteering; the passage of this bill will merely put the
stamp of Government approval on the high prices now being
paid and will give the manufacturers a chanee to profit instead
of the importers. What we desire is a reasonable price to the
consumer without profiteering by either importer or manufac-
turer.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr, Presgident, does the Senator notice
that the ITouse provided, however, that all the foregoing gloves
named in this paragraph shall pay a duty of not less than 87}
per cent ad valorem, which was based on the American valua-
tion, which if translated into foreign valuation wounld read 100

r cent? 3

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes:; and T have shown and
will again prove before I get through that this rate is based
upon the value of gloves which are now coming to this country ;
that the rate is 10 or 11 per cent ad valorem, and it is propesed
to make the minimum here 60 per cent. It is purposed to in-
cregse the duty upon gloves by 500 or 600 per cent.

Mr, WADSWORTH. Does the Senator still say that the rate
in the Senate commiitee amendment 1is higher than the rate in
the bill as it passed the House?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts., I say that the rates upon
gloves by the pair are higher, and that the proviso which at-
tempts to make a minimum and maximum ad valorem rate
makes the 'Renate committee rate higher than the House rate,
I eonsider 3734 per cent, based nupon the foreign valuation——

Mr. WADSWORTH. Itis not; it is based upon the American
valuation,

Nir. WALSH of Massachusetts. [ beg the Senator’'s pardon.
The House rate is based upon the Ameriean valuation, and 87%
per-cent hased on the Ameriean valuation is not more than 60
or 70 per cent based upon the foreign valuation.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think the Senator can be shown that
it equals 100 per cent based on the foreign valnation.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Tt .depends on the kind of
glove, The gloves coming dnto this eountry this duty will
affect are fancy gloves, women's gluves, kid gloves. There ave
practically no ‘importations of men's gloves. There is no com-
petition with the glove industry -of this country from abread,
except in one class of gloves, the fancy kid glove, and it com-
petes with the American dndustry dn this particular : The dyeon
the foreign glove is put on the leather with a brush. In the case
of the American glove the leather is dipped in the dye, and for
that reason the foreign glove is preferred, brings a higher price,
is more in demand, and i8 mot eompeting with the domestic
glove, but supplemental to the domestic production.

Baut it is only the expensive, thigh-class glove. The American
manufacturers control the market of the cheaper kid glove, and
the only reason they are asking for a protective-tariff duty is
that they can, with the proper rates, be able to make gloves
similar to those made abroad, nnd they can keep out of this
country a large mumber of fancy kid gloves which are imported,
if they are given a higher duty.

That is the only tariff issue here. There is not a tariff issne
in so far as men’s gloves are concerned, because there is no
competition. There is not a tarifl issue in so far as wonen's
cheap gloves are concerned, becanse there is no competition.
The only tariff issue is this: Can we, by levying a very high
duty upon kid gloves, make it possible for the domestic manu-
facturer to compel the American wouien to buy domestic gloves?
The importations are heavy. Can the domestic manufacturer
corral that business by pntting upon the market a glove which
will outsell the imported glove? They ean not do it. It has
been tried. The most skilled glove makers of Kurope have been
imported into these factories and have been put to work. They
have tried in various ways to make a glove as fine and as high
class as the European glove. 1 motice the Senator from New
York smiles. ;

Mr, WADSWORTH. T most certainly do. T anticipate the
same old story, that the glove can not be made in this country;
but I happen to have some in my desk made in this conntry as
fine as were ever made,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Then I will ask the Senator
why there are so many importations into this country?

Mr. WADSWORTE. They cun not be made here in competi-
tion with German gloves of the same type, which are made wnd
turned out at the German factory for 18 cents a puir, and 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 importations of women's gloves into
this country were $9,000,000 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 1241 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 call 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
piqué two-clasp gloves, now retalling 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. WALSH 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 guestions directly yes or no and to give no
opinion, but I have found them, when they were asked a frank
question, 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.
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 Massachusetts. 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 is?

I am not much of a mathematician,

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.
g_lhn;. WALSH of Massachusetts. What figures will the Senator

ve

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I shall take that up presently.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. How can a Senator get up
on the floor 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
;ﬂspute the accuracy of the figures and the deductions there-
Tom,

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 correctness 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 Democratic tariff law?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. My information is that the
:iaa:imum heretofore was 45 per cent. Perhaps the Senator is

ght. ’

Mr. WADSWORTH. The Senator is mistaken.
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. WADSWORTH. If the Senator from Massachusetts
will permit me, I can answer that. j

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
Wilson 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. T understood the Senator to say the gloves 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.

th;;.zgtEED. The Senator said they are sold in this country
a .25.
Mr. WADSWORTH.

It was 50

Yes; per pair.




1922.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

11139

Mr. 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. WADSWORTH. 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. WADSWORTH. 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 bappen 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. WADSWORTH. 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. T 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. WADSWORTH. 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 that
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 ean not compete is clearly maintained at an expense
that is unwarranted under any theory of protection that was
ever advanced even by Dingley.

Mr. WADSWORTH. 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?
Lf he has—and I do not mean to ask an impertinent ques-

O

Mr. REED. I have not studied the tariff on gloves, for I
am not here to make an argument for any particular or gpecial
manufacturer. ]

Mr. WADSWORTH. Neitlier 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 has been made out against proposed rates.

The Senator from New York [Mr. WapsworrH], In his col-
loquy with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REep], has called
attention to the fact that women’s and children’s gloves are
not produced in large quantities in this country. I now ecall
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 fioor.

Mr. REED. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I desire
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 sgreement and allowing us to have a part of to-morrow
to consider this matter instead of sitting here late to-night?

Mr. 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. WADSWORTH. 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 lien thereof
the matter which I have marked and which I now send to the
desk. After the Senator from New York [Mr. WApSWORTH]
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
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr,
Lavp].

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 197, line 17, beginning
with the sword “ Provided,” it is proposed to strike out the re-
mainder of the paragraph and to insert in lieu thereof the
following words:

Provided further, That glove tranks, with or without the usual ac:
companying pieces, shall pay 75 ¥er cent of the duty vided for
the gloves in the fabrication of svhich they are suitable: Provided fur-
ther, That women's and children’s gloves not speeiall ﬁrmrided for,
made wholly or in chief value of leather, whether wholly or part};
manufactured, not over 14 inches in length, the lengths stated in eac
case be the extreme length when stretehed to their full extent, shall
pay $2.60 per dozen pairs; for each inch in excess thereof, 25 cents
per dozen paivs: Provided further, That in addition thereto, on -all
of the foregoing there shall be pald the following cumulative dutles:
When lned 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 npon agree-
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from North
Dalota.

Mr. WALSH of Massachugetts, Mr. President:

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. WADSWORTH. 1 yield.

AMr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I desire to ask the Senator
from North Dakota a question. Has not the Senator repeated
suiie of (the language avhich is used in the text in paragraph
14338 previous to line 177

AMr. LADD. I have mot. I have used in part the same lan-
guage as that bezinning in line 17. ]

Alr. WALSH of Massachusetts. As I heard the amendment
reiad, there seenis to be a conflict in the rates and in the lan-
guage and a repetition of what appears above it in the para-
graph.

Alr. WADSWORTH. My, President, I hope I shall not detain
the Senate long; I certrinly do mot want to do so; but I wish to
refer to some matters which 1 think onght to be of interest.

The glove industry in the United States had its ineeption in
the year 1760, when a group of people were brought from Scot-
land, at the instance of one af the pioneers in what was then
the Colony of New York. They were glove anakers, living in
Perthshire, in Scotland. At that time gloves svere made in the
homes of the people engaged in the work, and I may say that a
very large percentage of gloves now are made in the same way.
The impression seems to prevail that gloves are solely made in
factories, but .as a matter of fact a large pertion of the work
1= done in the hames of the people who have grown up in the
business for generations. The glove makers from Perthshire, in
Scotland, settled in what is now Fnlton County, N. Y., and
numed the town Perth, From that little center has grown this
{ndustry, spreading to-day over four counties, and, of course, at
this time including places far removed from the State of New
York, but in that neighborhood alone 40,000 people are de-
pendent upon the prosperity of the glove industry.

Apparently the value of the industry in America generally
wias early recognized, for many years prior the enactment of
the McKinley bill, in 1880, gloves carried an ad valorem duty of
B0 per cent. We hear very loud cries about a duty of 60 per
cent to-day, with wage costs 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.

During those early generations the gloves made were largely
the coarse or workmau's gloves. No effort was made in those
early days to make what is now known as the fine glove either
for men or for women, the demand for such a glove not having
become so widespread as it has in more recent years.

There was no distinction in the early days made batween
men's gloves and women's gloves in the matter of the tariff.
The first gloves which became known as fine gloves and which
began to command good prices were men's gloves made in Eng-
land very largely, and in some other Huropean countries,

They began exporting prior to 1890 a quantity of men's fine
gloves. Benators can certainly recollect that prior to that
time a pair of men's fine gloves could not be purchased in the
United States except of foreign manufacture, and that prior to
1890, when the first change swas made, a decent pair of men's
gloves cost $2.50 at our own retail stores, and the foreigner had
almost a complete monopoly of that production.

In the McKinley bill for the first time an effort was made
to encoursge the production of men’s fine gloves in this coun-
try. The MecKinley bill, as 1 recollect, continued the 50 per
cent ad valorem duty on all gloves, but also provided a specific
duty of $1 a «dozen pairs on men's fine gloves, making an
eqiivalent total ad valorem of something like from 60 to 62
per cent. |

What was the result? 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 industry making men's
fine gloves got on its feet, and with typical American genius
and with the sharpest kind of competition among American
producers they put as fine & 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 pair 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 tariif bill,
passed when Grover Cleveland was President, nnder Democratic
auspices. The Wilson bhill 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
vears. We could not do it in competition with the foreigner;
but with 10 per cent added fto the original men's glove schedule,
making it 60 per cent instead of 50 per cent—the women's glove
schedule—we did suceeed in making the men’s gloves and redue-
ing the price at the same time that we were building up a
great industry.

The Payne-Aldrich bill eame along and made no substantial
change, averaging about 48 to 50 per cent for women's gloves
and about 60 per cent for men's gloves, 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
swore 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 of men’s gloves go down.
They have all these years clung to their contention that we
were not capable of making women’s fine gloves in this country,
because the women's glove is the one thing left to them where
they have an absolute monopoly, which I think I can demon-
strate; and, having the monopoly, they have always charged
whatever price they pleased. It is trune, as the Senator from
Missourl 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 away 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 Underwood 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 for a considerable period behind
what was the equivalent of a tariff barrier, an insurmountable
wall. There was the chance for the American manufacturer
to try his luck at making the women’s fine gloves which it had
been said he never could make, and he proceeded to do it

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President—

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield.

Mr. BURSUM. I think the logic of the Senator's argument
about gloves should apply to hides also. Does not the Sena-
tor think so? '

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; I do not

Mr. BURSUM. Why not?

Mr. WADSWORTH. I am speaking of a manufactured
product, not a raw material. There is a very different ques-
tion involved.

Mr. BURSUM. The hide is the finished product of the farmer,

Mr. WADSWORTH. 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 lambs,

The American manufacturer found, as he knew all the time,
that he could make the women's gloves, and he proceeded to do
it. Of course, wages during the war went soaring to untold
heights and so did all manufacturing costs, all supplies, over-
head, and everything else, and the prices of gloves went soaring
upward, no more so, however, than the prices of any other
articles .in general use by the people. That condition lasted to
and including 1919. Then the effects of the war hegan to wear
off, and the Germun and the Frenclunan, who arve the largest
producers of women’s fine gloves, bezan to 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. 1 read this to show what happened to American
working people as the result of a foreign monopoly :

At a meeting of the Ministers’ Association of Gloversville, N. Y., and
vieini held on Monday, June 5, acting entirely on our own initiative
and without suggestion of nn{ kind from the outside, & 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 regarﬂlnf elther the tariff
or the American-valuation n, but we are closely in touch with the
economic conditions of Fulton County. For over a year the manufac-
ture of gloves has been at a standstill, The last winter has been one
of unusupal suffering because of the lack of work. Funds were raised
by popular subseription to alleviate the distress, a larger amount being
required than eyer before in the history of the community. Our
churches have been overtaxed In trying to help needy familles. The
glove sh?s 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 géova industry, in behalf of
those whose capital is invested in the leather and glove business, we
lead for immediate relief and a tariff that will enable us to suStain
he 1tr;ﬂustry 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 floor this
afternoon, amount to only 11 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. 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. WADSWORTH. 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. WADSWORTH. 1 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. WADSWORTH. 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 matfer 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-
geript 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 pair 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 $18.50. 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 it 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!

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a
question?

Mr. WADSWORTH. 1 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 order 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 the 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. WADSWORTH. 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
Ear. That is the only time they ever had a chance to make

em,

Mr. REED. What were these people who are now out of
employment doing before the war?

Mr. WADSWORTH. They were making men’s gloves,

Mr. REED. Are they still making men’s gloves?

Mr. WADSWORTH. 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, WADSWORTH. I am not speaking of the working
gloves at all.

Mr. REED. Has 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 gloves are pouring info this country.

Mr. REED. Other industries are flat on their backs also.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not to the extent 1 have noticed in the
glove industry.

Mr. REED. The price of these men's fine gloves did not stay
at a dollar and a half during the war? :

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; during the war everything went
up. Wages went up and everything else went up. But prior to
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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
game period, did it not?

Mr. WADSWORTH. It did not, by any means, occur in the
case of all manufactured articles. I bought a good many manu-
factured articles. I know 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. WADSWORTH. Not at all; it was before the Harvester
MTrust was formed.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator
when the petition which set forth the conditions was drawn up?

Mr. WADSWORTH. A year ago.

Mr. FLETCHER. Up to that time the Industry was fairly
prosperous, was it not?

Mr. WADSWQORTH. It was prosperous during the war.

Mr. FLETCHER. But before the war?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; it was prosperous in the pro-
duction of men’s gloves beforg 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 it 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 made
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 absolute 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 firlnly established than the women's glove
industry?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Prior to the war the 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 the 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.

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; not as large in proportion.

Mr. LENROOT. Then why did the committee propose a
higher specific duty upon men’s gloves than upon women’'s
gloves when the importations of women’s gloves are very much
larger than those of men’s gloves?

Mr. 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 glovés 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 gloves., They are balanced in that way. The new
element in this amendment {s the limitation of 60 per cent ad
valorem. It provides that the duty shall not fall below 60 per
cent ad valorem, and G0 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 T 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:

Dur the war, when I tati £ th !
leather g vesa were puc‘flcall}m mrpgss?lglz 1'1): an;evo‘mg:,n:a lég&tﬁﬁﬁ:é
a factory in Johnstown, Fuiton Couniy, N. Y., expressly for the purpose
of making such gloves—

This is what he says about it. I want the Senator's epinion,
He states this as a fact—

Nevertheless we were obliged to discontinue r att t to mak
thege lightwelight ﬁlori‘s after every possible en'ortoguringel:n gons?dem%)l:
period of time and 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 articles hera wers
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 iz handed down from generation to gen-
eration, and the skins are supplied from their neighborhoods: and with
this near-by source of supp l{ and early-acquired knowledge and skill
these European villagers work continuously all their lives ﬁ: producin,
the same line w“s‘ This goes on, generation after gemeration, mg
in each of the us processes, the tanning, dyeing, sewing, ete., which

to make ugﬂthe completed article. It is the intensive study and care
n all the little detalls of a delicately construeted article, patlently
:Plﬂlled from youth to age and handed on. Our lubor in this country

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 w . In our nttem&ted 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 Euaro-
pean villages referred to, and such conditions can not possibly ba
reproduced here.

He makes the argnment 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 will hand the letter to the Senator.

Mr. WADSWORTH. 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
{s not signed.

Mr. WILLIS. This page is attached to it. I do not know
the gentleman. He says he Is one of the Senator’s constifu-
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.

Mr. LADD. Mr. President, a short time ago I sent to the
desk an amendment to strike out, beginning with line 18 on
page 197, down to and Including line 23 in paragraph 1433,
and substituting therefor the paragraph which I sent to the
degk. I am not interfering with the tariff proposed on those
gloves which are produced in this country, but what T 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 have here, which
was gecured from the woman at Woodward & Lothrop's, in this
city, who for the past 15 years has been the buyer of gloves for
that company, and she states that durlng that entire time
there have never been offered to her, or to Woodward & Lothrop,
American-produced gloves of the types included in that por-
tion of the paragraph I have asked to have amended. Without
reading it, T ask that it be incloded as a part of my remnarks.

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

CiTy or WASHINGTON,
District of Columbia, ea:

Stella G. Fischer, being duly sworn, deposes and says as follows:

1. That she is buyer of gloves for Woodward & Lothrop, of Wash-
ington, D. C., an been assistant buyer and buyer of gloves for
the sald firm for about 15 yeare.

2. That she is familiar in her experience with the two kinds of
women's leather or kid gloves which are known to the trade, 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 gloves are made of the heavier skins;
and that the other kind of women's and children’s leather gloves known
to the trade are mada of lightweight skins, considerably lighter than
the heavier skins above mentioned, and that these lighter skins are
dyed by having the dye applied on one side by a brush.
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3. That the gloves made of dipped leather are practically an Ameri-
can product, and that the hmshr’dp;lwea are & Puoropean product; and
that in all her experience ¢he has pever known of the lightweight
brushed gloves being manufactured in the United States, and that she
hax not at any time been shown samples for purchase or been offered
such brushed gloves of Ameriean manufacture, aud that all the light-
welght or brushed leather gloves that she has bought in her expe-
rience as a buyer have been of foreign manufacture, and that she has
always been informed during her experience as a buyer of gloves, and
believes, that such gloves can not be manufnctured successfully in the
United States, and bave never been obtainable in any commerclal
glt:nntlues; and that she has been repeatedly informed and believes

at all attempts to manufacture such gloves in the United States have
been entire failores,

4, That in her experience the women who buy gloves insist upon
haying the llshlweiﬁt brushed gloves for many occaslons, and can
not be sat d with the bheavier dipped gloves as a substitute; and
that higher prices for the brushed gloves would have the effect of
mrrin% the wemen who buy gloves to use the heavier, dipped gloves
against their will,

BreLna Q. FISCHER.

SBworn to and subscribed before me this 4th day of August, A. D.

>

[smAL.] RicHEARD O. MULLIKIN,

Notary Public.

Mr. LADD. In this particular instance I want 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
charges are 84 cents, the present rate of duty is $2.25, while
the proposed dufy of a minimmm of 64 per cent would make
$10.1%, or an increase of 849 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 down here
$34.03. The rate asked is an increase of 174 per cent. These
gloves are sold at retail at $4.50 at the present time, and would
be sold at nearly double that under the proposed rate.

I was informed that.a large firmn of imperters, also manu-
facturers, 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 mapufacture of gloves of the
same type in this country during the war when they had a
complete monopoly of the trade. They state in their letter to
me, which I ask to be incorporated in the Reconp 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 reason that the gloves produced here
were not of the same quality because of the lack of skill in
handling; that they did not streich in the same way and did
not wear as well, and were unsatisfactory te 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 inserted as a part of my
remarks.

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

Juse 16, 1922,
Hon. E. F, Lapp,
United Ntatecs Renate, Weskington, D. O,

Dwar SiR: We wish to add our commendation to the amendment
which you have introduced to paragraph 1433 of the tarif bill now

nding in the Senate (H. R. T458). Your amendment relating to

ather gloves very well meets the practical requirements of the situa-
tion a provides a proper and necessary classification for women's
lightweight leather gloves which long experience has proven can not
be made suceessfully in this country. Your amendment Ermridns for
very high protective dutles (all that amyone could possibly ask for,
snd muoch higher than the corresponding rate in the former Payne-
Aldrich tariff) on all the kinds of leather gloves which American
manufactures are able to produce commercially in the Tnited States,
namely, men's gloves and the women's gloves made of leather which
has heen dyed by the process of dipping or plunging; and at the same
time provides for adequate duties, not too high to prohibit importa-
tions, of the sort of women's gloves which can not possible be made
here suecessfully, but which the women of the United States demand
for certain seasons and occasions, namely, gloves made from the lighter
and more delicate skins which can be dyed only by the process of
brughing. You are thus protecting completely every American indus-
try engaged in producing leather gloves, and permitting importations
{le yield needed revenne to the Government) of the vlass of gloves not
prmi’llcnﬂ or capahle of being produced here.

We know Ll.lornu;?hiy from our own acvtual experience that it is not
possible to produce here in any apprecinble quantiry the women’s leather
gloves made of the ll{hmr leather (kid) which must be dyed by the

rocess of broshing,. We have been for many years wholesiale dealers
n men’s and women's gloves of all kinds, domestic and imported. Dur-
ing the war when importations of the women's Hghtweight leather
sloves wore practically Jwpossible in any volume, we estahlished a
actory in Gloversvills, Fnlton (County, N. Y., expressly for the purpose
of making such gloves, from the lighter skins which must be ‘dyed by
brushing, such gloves being very well distinguished in the trade from
the women's and children’s leather gloves muide of leather whiech has
been dyed by the process of dipplng or Tnn:ing. This latter class
;]f gloves are of heavier skins, and are known as Cape and Aocha

Oves,

Int this manufacturing effort we had the advantage of a great deal
of experience in gloves and with the labor required for making them
and we were able to make all necessary expenditures of money, an
Importations of forcign-made gloves were almost entirely shut out by
a practieal embargo ecansed by war conditions, while the demand of
American women for the lightweight kid gloves was urgent, and prices
of all ves in this country were very bigh. WNevertheless we were
obliged to-discontinue our attempt to make these lightweight gloves,

after every possible effart during a considerable period of time apd
with a large expenditure of money, because the product could not be
made sati orlly. Testimony concerning this effort and to this

:ﬁt was submitted by us to the Senate Finance Cemmittee, and
m

lar testimony coneerning other like and unsuccessful efforts by
other well-known manufacturers to prodnce these articles here was
also submitted to the committee. In fact, during a long period of
years and under very high protective tariffs there have been within
our lmg’wl a pDumber o attemnpts by manmufacturers to produce
these gloves in 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 pecullar
difficulties of tamning, dyeing, and handling the lighter and more dell-
cate skins. In France and other European ecountries where such gloves
are made successfully the children in the villages where the gloves
are made grow with an intimate knowledge of the skins and how to
handle them. is knowledge is handed down from geueration to
generation, and the skins are lied from their neighborhoods and
with this near-by source of supply and early acguired knowl and
skill thesa European villagers work continuously all their lives in pro-
ducing the-same line of gloves, This goes on generation after genera-
tion, and in each of the varleus processes—the tanning, dyeing, sew-
ing, ete.—which to make up the completed article. It is the in-
tensive stnd care in all the little detalls of a delicately ecom-
structed article gatlently aplit!ied from youth to age and handed on.
Our labor in this country will not and cam mot obtaln or a pl'{ any
such knowledge and skill and does not have the patience or ge. re to
acquire It. Tt is not a question of wages. In our attempted mann-
facture of these gloves we paid the highest wages and had the most
skiliful laber, but the desired result was not obtainable. The fact is
that the making of such ves positively requires the ioherited and
established conditlons of tbe European villages referred to, and such
conditions can not pnsalblf be reproduced here.

We take this opportunity to thank you for taking np this snbject
and for the able way in which you have ham.lln(f it. Samples of
gloves such as we have referred to will be placed in your hands early
next week, after conference with Mr. T. ﬁ Lewis, president of the
Association of Glove Importers.

Yours very truly,
Mins & Gisr CORFORATION,
G. R. FoGARTY, Preaident.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. LADD. Certainly.

" Mr. LENROOT. I did not quite understand just the effect
of the Senator’s amendment. The amendment provides that if
the 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 correct?

AMr. 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,

Mr. LADD, It would be $2.40; In other words, on the gloves
that we do not make and never have made in this country.

Mr. LENROOT. I know, but why shounld the mere difference
of proeessing 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 the
gloves we have produnced I have not proposed a change in the
rate, but I have simply taken the rates for these gloves which
are made in small institutions or in the homes abroad and not
made in this country, and proposed that that rate shall be re-
duced.

Mr, LENROOT. May I ask the Senator this question, then?
A glove that has not been dyed by the process of dipping or
plunging, but is.dyed 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?

Mr. LADD. Yes, -

My, LENROOT. If it does compete, does it not displace it if
the rate is too low?

Mr. LADD. That is very true, But what I am objecting to
is forcing the women of this country te pay an unnecessarily
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 has the effect of forcing from the Ameri-
can market the foreign glove and substituting a glove that is
entirely different.

Mr, LENROOT. Why, then, should not the Senator’s amend-
ment be so worded that anybody could understand it? Why
should there not be a straight reduction to whatever rate the
Senutor proposes, if one does compete with the other?

Mr, LADD. One is made in this couniry and the other is not
mare in this country.

Mr. LODGE. Where is it made?

Mr. LADD. The glove is made in France and Germany, but
the gloves that are dipped are made, 1 understand, in ihis
country.

My, SMOOT. I wish to say that both are made in this coun-
try.

Mr, WADSWORTH, I have a pair in my hand that was made
in this country.

Mr. SMOOT. I have here samples of gloves made in this
country, one of the dipped style and the other of the krushed
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style. If the Senator is not a pretty good judge, he counld not
very well tell the difference between the two, and yet the
brushed glove is made here. The statement that they are not
made 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,

Mr. SMOOT. That is the brushed glove.

Mr. WADSWORTH. They are not made commercially be-
cause they have never been given a chance, but they can be
made very easily.

Mr. LADD. 1 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 country.

Mr. WADSWORTH. For an obvious reason.

Mr. LADD., The Senator has exhibited gloves made for this
particular purpose, and I have some of the same gloves.

Mr. WADSWORTH. But the purpose is obvious. The im-
porter does not want to have them made here.

Mr. LADD. Without regard to price?

Mr. WADSWORTH. 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 will they, I am told, be of the same
gquality.

Mr. WADSWORTI, Of course, 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 saleswoman 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
gloves if once given a chance. The significant thing is that of
all the women's fine gloves that are imported in the United
States 90 per cent are the brushed gloves, which under the
Senator’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.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques-
tion? Where are the brush gloves made? I understood the
Senator to say that they are made in Germany and France, I
thonght they were made in Italy.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Some are made in Italy; but Germany
and France are the largest producers. They are also made in
(‘zechoslovakia.

Mr: LODGE. They are made everywhere.

Mr. LADD. In the European countries.

Mr. WADSWORTH. It has always been said we could not
make them here. It is the old ery of the importers.

Mr. LADD. I desire also to insert in the Recorp the amounts
of importations of gloves nnder the Wilson law from 1894 to
1897, under the Dingley law from 1898 to 1908, under the
I'ayne-Aldrich law from 1909 to 1912, and under the Underwood
law from 1913 to 1922, showing the imports of men's, women's,
and children’s gloves and the total imports of men's gloves;
also a table showing the total production for certain years and
‘persons engaged in the industry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. OppiE in the chair).
out objection, it is so ordered.

The tables referred to are as follows:

Statement showing the fmports of men's, women's, and children's gloves.

With-

Imports of
lm:u'sJI Imparts of
women's, men's
Year. and loves
children's total
gloves (total | dozens).
dozens).
1895 1,208, 006 44, 657
RUFTET LTS 1 R p—— | 1,262, 427 65,120
1897 1,235,192 61,420
1898 1,040, 535 36,720
1890 1,054, 988 40, 500
1000 1, 206, 874 B4, 826
1001 1,042,228 50, 380
1902 1,014,711 60,040
Dingley bill, 18081908, .. .uevsseiuioransnansasssd 1003 924, 033 73,050
1904 053, 056 74,350
1905 866, 250 B9, 008
1908 1,038, 025 92, 600
1907 1, 186, 569 108, 000
1908 002, 541 93, 961

Stat ¢ showing the imporis of men's, women's, and children’s gloves—Con.
Imports ol
mon'sf Imports of
women's, men's
Year, and ?-l
children’s t
gloves (total | dozens)
8

(00 | Tawior| oesm
Payne-Aldrich Bill, 1909-1912. . . o.vvvrnonnnnannss 1911 1ﬁmisn £6, 610
1912 1,128,355 65,350
1913 1,118, 632 66, 810
1014 1, 475, 689 63, 627
| Vi) e
Underwood bill, 1913-1922 .. .,..oeeveneniananes b 735, 879 sf: i
1918 665,316 81,212
1019 380, 558 6,185
1920 B3l 0% 20,135
1021 912, 856 18,262
;1 RS e R P SR S ST EEpR 28, 767, 437 1,633, 940
Per cent.
e g e S A e e e A By N L 5.67
L R e e G S e R R SRR 17.80

Statement showing the production of men's, women's, and children's gloves,

(Dozens.)
Year. Domestic. | Imported. | Combined

1,054,086 | 3,030,647
053,056 | 4,324,102
1,169,221 | 4,527,856
1,475, 680 4,568, 065
380,658 | 4,046,603
5,024,410 | 21,407,273
1,004,882 | 4281 454

Average yearly importations, 23.47 per cent.
Average yearly domestic, corresponding years, 76.58 per cent.
Btatement &howing persons engaged in the glove induslry.

Pirsons

lation, .
Years. nited “&‘:g‘]’g‘,‘: Census.

Btates indus: y.
1 el TR R Ll AR TR s 63,069, 756 15,325 | 1590
T i R s e 7, 236, 1,712 | 1004
T R e e i S P o 93, 402, 151 12,050 1900
T R e sl st 107 436 441 1Z35|  Du

Population, inerease, 704 per cent. Persons, decrease, 19.56 per cent,

Mr. LADD. I have no particular interest except that I feel
and still maintain that the gloves have not been made in this
country, whatever the reason 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 this tariff of 340
per cent is an unnecessary burden,

Mr. REED, Mr. President, the great difficulty in all discus-
sions is to arrive at the basic fact. The Senator from New
York [Mr. WapswortH], who always speaks with a rare degree
of clearness, nevertheless makes the mistake which other mor-
tals make of assuming & premise which may or may not exist,
and arguing from that premise. The whole basis of his argu-
ment is that there is a European monopoly controlling the
prices of gloves in this country. Over and over again he re-
ferred to the European monopoly.

I asked him one gquestion and his answer destroyed his entire
argument. He admitted, or stated frankiy—that is the more
polite way to put it—that the European market was absolutely
open and that anybody could go to Europe and buy European
gloves in a free and open market, If that is the case, and
since it is admitted we must assume it to.be the case, then
there is no European monopoly and the scarecrow of European
monopoly which he held up before us vanishes in thin air.
If there is any monopolization of the business of handling
European-made gloves, it therefore is not a European mo-
nopoly, but is a combination of importers, and since every
dealer is privileged to buy in Europe and since all of our very
large dealers do have thelr Buropean agents and do buy di-
rectly, it follows that if exorbitant pricez are charged to the

| retailer, it is the result of a combination conspiracy or trade
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understanding of some kind which has been arrived at by the
dealers in the country.

Now, if there bhe a combination of that charaecter the ques-
tion at once arises, How will a higher tariff in any way tend to
benefit the American purchaser? That is the first question
to which I want to give a moment’s consideration. If with a
tariff of $2 per dozen the American importers, through a com-
binution among themselves, for a glove which costs 18 cents
at the factory deor, and which with the tariff and the trans-
portation added wonld not cost more than 33 or 40 cents,
charge the American people $2.50 per pair, how will it benefit
the American consumer fo make the tariff §5 a dozen or any
other higher amount? Manifestly if we are in the grip of such
a combination as we have spoken of the higher we raise the
tariff the more difficult. it will be to purchase gloves abroad,
the more complete will be their monopoly if the tariff has any
eflfect, and certainly it must be true that the tariff will not tend
to reduce the price to the American consumer, Neither will
it tend to limit the extortion practiced, as it is alleged, by the
importers,

The next guestion then arises whether we can produce a
competition with the foreign importer, who has monopolized
the market at home, not abroad, by establishing the business
there through a high tariff,

l.et us examine that for a moment. If those who handle the
retail and distributing glove business of the country are strong
enough to go into the open European market, where everybody
may go; to go into France where these gloves are manufactured
and where everybody may go to purchase; into Germany where
these gloves are manufactured and ‘where everybody may
purchase 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 impositien
of a tariff the same instrumentalities would not control the
‘prices? To say that they would not is simply to assume some-
thing of which there is no evidence, which is not borne out by
any kind of legic. Now, for a moment let us turn to the ques-
tion of the building up of the glove industry in the United States
by the enactment of a higher tariff. 'We have ‘had in the
United States a tariff upon gloves for 30 or 40 years, and a
very high tariff. The Underwood tariff is somewhat lower than
the tariff that preceded it, but under those very high tariffs the
manuiacture of women's fine gloves in this country never
sprang into existence. A few gloves were made during the
World War, when prices went to an unheard-of figure. What
reason is there to believe that an industry which teok some
Taliering steps during the war may be built up now by any
tariff that is within the limits of reason?

Let us see what the proposition is. The Underwood tariff
as it stands to-day imposes a duty of $2 a dozen upon gloves
which at the factory door cost $1.80 a dozen—a tariff of over
100 per cent—and we are asked to believe that an industry
ought to be built up by a higher tariff, which in 40 years'
time, with more than 100 per cent tariff, aceording to the
‘figures that have just been given here—it has not been 100
per cent in figures, I am aware, but it ls equivalent to 100
per eent when a duty of $2 a dozen is imposed on gloves that
‘cost $1.80—has not been able to coinpete with the foreign article.

Mr. CALDER. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me
to interrupt him?

Mr, HEED. Let me just tinish this thought. What reason
is there to believe that we may 'build wp such an industry in
the future through the medium alone of the tariff?

Mr. CALDER rose.

Mr. REED. I will yield in a moment. But that is not all
‘of the story which we are told here this afternoon. We are
told that these gloves which cost $1.80 a dozen at the factery
deor are sold in this country by this combination or monopoly
at $13 a dozen. 1If, then, a monopoly has fixed a price of §13
a dozen, or more than six times the cost of the foreign produc-
tiom, anrl yet the industry in our country which has been estab-
lished is languishing and going to destruction, although the
price of the article with which it competes is 600 per cent above
the cost of production, the eonclusion is inevitable that this
business can not be established by any kind of sensible tariff,

O, but it is said that if the industry did start, then the im-
porter might drep his price to_a destructive figure. But the
importer has not dropped his phice; he maintains it now—e00
ver cent, speaking broadly. above the cost of foreign produc-
tion—and yet it is said that the domestic factory doors are
clfosed : that women and children are starving. Why have they
not made these gloves in Gloversville -and offered them to the
pnhlic at, say, $12 a dozen, which is still 600 per cent beyond
the cost of foreign preduction? Why did they shut down?
Why did they not go into the market and offer their geods?

The trouble with this matier is that when it is said there i3
‘a foreign monopoly which has put the priee up 600 or 700 per
cent and still there is no domestic competition Senators have
argued themselves into a position where they have demonstrated
that the domestic 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 child in the United
States who wears a glove shall be taxed, although they can net
sell in competition when there is a protective tariff and when
there is a monopoly profit added of 600 or 700 per cent.

There have been some statements made in reference to the
enormous ameunt of dumping of gloves in this counftry. What
are the facts? In 1914, before the World War, we imported
1,200,000 dozen pairs of these gloves. In 1921 we imported
911,000 dozen pairs. We have not reached the pre-war figure,
In 1914, of the total consumption of gloves in this country, we
Aimported 47 per cent, and in 1919 only 11 per cent, and the
importations to-day, which Senators on the other side of ihe
Chamber say have closed the doors of the factories in their
States, do not equal the importations before the war.

What is the trouble with the glove business here? In the
first place, the manufacturers raised the price of gloves to an
exorbitant, outrageous, and ¢riminal price during the war. The
people were able to pay those prices then because they were
making a great deal of money. The glove producers continued
to prosper «during 1918, when other people were prospering, but
when the slump of 1920 came and the people could no longer
afford to buy these expensive gloves, that business, which deals
inan article which is at once a necessity but also in the nature
of a luxury, suffered. Now, when everyhody is suffering, when
everybody else is compelled to take his losses, it is proposed to
tax those who are forced to take their losses in order to sustain
a business which admits it ean not compete although the market
price is 600 per cent above the cost of foreign production.

Who is protecting the American farmer? Senators 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 priee of foreign wheat fixes the price of wheat here,
The American farmer has to sell his surplus meats abroad in
the foreign market, and the price there, broadly speaking,
fixes the price here. I am omitting in all my statements seme
little cornering which may oceur at times, Who Is protecting
the great body of the Ameriean people, who are compelled to
lower their cost of living because their income has been de-
creased? Many of them are walking the streets; many of
them ure seeking employment; but it is now proposerd as fo
every woman and as to every girl who wears a pair of
gloves—and the Senator from New York [Mr, CAbER] even
proposed on workingmen's gloves a tariff,” although he pro-
posed a lower rate, I give him .credit for that, than is in this
bill, but a higher rate than is in the Underwood law—to levy
a tax on the very necessities of life that everybody has to
have, to lay that tax even upon the unemployed, because therve
is some umemployment 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 have
seen these leeches and bleodsuckers come before the Committee
on Finance demanding what they proposed to have in the
way of a tribute frem the remainder of the American people.
I have seen them demanding a tariff eight or ten times greater
inthe aggregate to be collected than their entire pay roll; and
they did it in the name of Ameriean labor.

The truth is'that this administration has surrendered itself,
body and soul, to the big interests of the country. The Re-
publicans have taken -the taxes off the millionaires and left
‘them on the common people; they have taken the taxes off the
profiteers and left them on the common people. Now it is
proposed to put a tax on the common people for the benefit of
the millionaires, of the trusts, and the combinations. Nothing
I can say will stop it; but the American people will stop it
after the next election. Now, drive on.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Nerth Dakota [Mr, Lapn].

The amendment was rejeeted.

*Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, on page 197,
line 19, I move to strike out the numerals “ 60" and “ 70"
and to insert'in lien thereof the numerals *30” and “40,” and
upon that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President. I ask that the amendment to
the committee amendment may be stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

The Reaping Crerk. On: page 107, in line 19, it is proposzed
10 amend the vommittee amendment by striking out the na-
merals “ G0 and “ 50 " and inserting * 30 . and 40"
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Mr. CURTIS. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll, ¥

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ball Hale Norbeck Stanfield
Calder Harreld Oddie Stanley
Cameron Harris Overman Bterlin
Capper Heflin Pepper Sutherland
Colt Kendrick Phipps Townsend
Cummins Keyes Pomerene Trammell
Curtls Ladd Wadsworth
Dlal Lodge Bhepgulrd Walsh,
Edge MeCumbe Shortridge Walsh, Mont.
Frost McKinley Simmons Warren
Fletcher McNary Smith Watson, Ind.
Qerry Moses Smoot Willis
Gooding Nicholson Spencer

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators having an-
swered to the roll call, a quorum is present. The question is on
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WaLsH]
to the amendment of the committee.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. On that I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. BALL, May we have the amendment stated?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The Reaping Crerx, On page 197, line 19, the committee pro-
poses to strike out “ 38731 ” and insert * 60 nor more than 70.”
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALsa] proposes to
strike out “387%#" and insert “30,” and in the same line to
strike out the numeral “70" and insert “40,” so that it will
read ;

Provided further, That all the foregoinf ghall pay a duty of not less
than 80 nor more than 40 per cent ad valorem.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of
the committee, on which the yeas and nays have been demanded
and ordered. The Secretary will call the roll.

The 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.
FrrwaALD] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Pirrman] and will
vote. I vote “yea.”

Mr, KENDRICK (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the Senator from Illinois []Mr. McCormick] to the
E%euat?r from Texas [Mr. CursBersoN] and will vote. I vote

At ym.! -

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWOOD].
I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr,
Pace] and will vote. I vote “ nay.”

Mr, McOUMBER (when his name was called). I transfer
my general pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixa]
to the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. PorwpexTEr] and
will vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr, McKINLEY (when his name was called). Transferring
my general pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
(CARAWAY] to the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr, NELSON],
I vote “ nay."

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Kgr-
roga]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Nebraska
{Mr, Hrrecrcock] and will vote, I vote *“ yea.”

Mr, SUTHERLAND (when his name was called), I transfer
my general pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
Ropinson] to the senlor Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRAN-
pegeE] 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.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am paired with that Senator.
I transfer that pair to the Senator from Arizona [Mr.
AsuaursT] and 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-
si=sippl [Mr. Wittiams] fo the senior Senator from Maryland
[Mr. Frasce] and will vote. I vote “nay.” X

The roll call was concluded.

AMr. EDGE. I transfer my general pair with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr, OweN] to the Senator from Delaware [Mr,
pr Pont] and will vote, I vote “ nay.”

Mr, HALE, T transfer my pair with the senior Senator from
Tennessee [Mr., SHiELDS] to the junior Senator from Maryland
[Mr, WELLER] and will vote. I vote “ nay.”

Mr, CURTIS., 1 desire to announce that the Senator from
Washington [Mr. JonNes] is necessarily absent. He is paired
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr, SwaxsoN].

I also desire to announce the following general pairs:

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkins] with the Sen-
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Harrisox]:

The Senator from California [Mr. Jouxsox] with the Sena-
tor from Georgia [Mr. WaATsox]; and

The Senator from Indiana [Mr, Nuew] with the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr, McKELLAR].

Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the Senator from
Mississippi [Mr. Harrrsox], if present and not paired, wonld
vote “ yea " on this question.

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 83, as follows:

YEAR—22,
Bursum Harris Overman Stanley
Capf)er Heflin Pomerene Tram:i‘lel[
?ggtcher g(ou?'iNlE e gﬁd rd g‘ﬁ‘ %n”-
endric eppa alsh, Mont.
Gerry Ladd Simmons »
Glass Nicholson Smith
NAYS—33.
Ball Ernst McNary Sutherland
Broussard Gooding Moses Townsend
Calder ale Oddie Wadsworth
Cameron Harreld Pepper arren
olt eyes Phi[l)%r_q Watson, Ind.
Cummins Lenroot fs[-llm tirige Willis
s moo
Dillingham McCumber Stanfleld
Edge McKinley Sterling
NOT VOTING—40,
Ashurst Harrison Myers Ransdell
Borah Hitcheock \Tgl.son Rawson
Brandegee Johnson New Robinson
Caraway Jones, Wash. Newberry Shields
Culberson Kellogg Norbeck Spencer
du Pont Klnﬁ Norris Swanson
Elkins La Follette Owen Underwood
Fernald MceCormick Page Watson, Ga.
France MeKellar Pittman Weller
Frelinghuysen McLean Polndexter Williams

8o the amendment of Mr, Warsm of Massachusetts to the
amendment of the committee was rejected.

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I move to sirike 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 Reapinag Crerg. On page 197, line 19, in the committee
amendment, it is proposed to strike out “60 ™ and insert “ 50,
so that it will read, striking out “ 873 :

Not less than 50 nor more than T0 per cent ad wvalorem,

Mr. McOUMBER. Mryr. President, before that vote is taken—
and possibly, therefore, the Senator need not call for the yeas
and nays—I will say that the committee accepts that modi-
fication.

Mr. STERLING. Very well,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from South Dakota to the amendment of
the committee. Y

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 ask for the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the Chair state the question to
the Senate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the committee amendment as amended.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Have we passed upon the preceding
committee amendments to this paragraph? However, it makes
no difference, so far as I can gee. We can go back to them.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment as amended, on which the yeas 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).
announcement as before, I vote * yea.”

Mr. HALE (when his name was called),
announcement as before, I vote * yea.”

Making the same

Making the game
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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. UNpERWOOD],
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. Kerroae] to the
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrrcHcock] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. 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. 1 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 Sefator from West Virginia [Mr. ELxins] with the Sen-
ator from Mississippi [Mr, Harrison] ;

The Senator from California [Mr. JoENson] with the Senator
from Georgia [Mr, WATSON] ;

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. New] with the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr, McKELrLAR] ; and

The Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] with the Senator
from Virginia [Mr. Swansox].

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:

YEAS—34,
Ball Gooding McNary Sterling
Broussard Hale Moses Butherland
Calder Harreld Nicholson Townsend
Cameron Keyes Oddie Wadsworth
Colt Lenroot Pessper Warren
Curtis Phipps Watson, Ind.
Dillingham MeCormick Shortridge Willis
Edge McCumber Smoot
Ernst MecKinley Btanfleld
¥ NAYS—21.
Bursum Harrls Pomerene Trammell
Cnpfer Heflin eed Walsh, Mass.
Dia Jones, N. Mex. Sheppard Walsh, Mont,
Fletcher Kendrick Simmons
Gerry Ladd Smith
Glass Overman Btanley
NOT VOTING—40.
Asburst Frelinghuysen Myers Ransdell
Borah Harrison Nelson Rawson
Brandegee Hitcheock New Robinson
Caraway Johnson Newberry Shields
Culberson Jones, Wash, Norbeck Spencer
muoring Kellogg Norrls Swanson
du Pont King Owen Underwood
Blkins La Follette Page Watson, Ga
Fernald MeKellar Pittman Weller
France McLean Poindexter Williams
So the amendment of the committee as amended was
agreed to.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Before we leave this para-
graph I ask permission to have inserted in the Recorp a table
ghowing 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 Recorp, as follows:

Imports for consumption—revenue,

Actual Production.
Quan Value | and
Fiscal ":”:: Vali gl = o
year. | (4 ues. - |un pu Dozen
lected. | quan-| ad va- Value.
pairs). tity. | lorem | PAIFs-
rate,
§
;1
5
.
5’
s!
7, 588, 814 L
6,162 13. 66| 3, 615, 703] 44,831,777
14, 107, T sSetta prpaRaci

I Calendar year 1909.  Calendar year.

LXII—503

" Fraxcis T. StuMons & Co.,

hicag:
Benator WALSH, of Massachusetts v bl oS v
Uniled States Senate, \Vnnmmon, D. C,

Dear SiR: I was very much intevested in reading your recent
on the tariff, as just reported in the Daily News Rec{)rd. of New orlt

What is ing attempted with regard to the women's kid-glovae
schedule in the proposed bill is a very fair example of what you gaim
with regard to the make-up of fpnrts 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 and never will be made here, There-
fore anything but a reasonable tariff for revenue placed upon them
would have to be proposed with some ulterior motive.

It is no secret that for years the manufacturers of Fulton County,
N. Y., have been trying to Eet a prohibitive duty placed on women’s
fine imported kid gloves. The supposition is that while they ean not
produce these gloves themselves they mﬁht. by shutting them out from
this country, increase the demand for their own products and in this
way have a practical monogoly. Thelr last serfous attempt along this
line was in 1009, under President Taft's administration, and thelr
complete failure then is a matter of political history.

The same interests, under about the same leadership, are apparently
having another try at the game. Their motto seems to be, '* 011
don't at first succeed, try, try again.” They are no more entitl to
success in 1922 than they were in 1909 ; and If they and other manu-

facturing bloes do succeed in imposing their will upon Congress, the
people gﬁn hg:l to pay for it and the §ms will be heavy. g
ery truly,

WM. N. Kxnar,
Becretary of Francis T. Simmons & Co.

A APRIL 12, 1922,
The Hon. PorTER J. McCUMBER,
Chairman United States Senate Finance Commitiee,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

Deir 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 reported 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 and
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
g:;«;;i]:m?n}l a:n:l not for the purpose of protecting an existing or a

e indnstry.

The specific duty proposed in paragraph 1433 is $4 per dozen, which
is just double what the present duty is. It has been proposed by muny
people familiar with the glove business that an increase of 50 per cent
on the old $2 rate would be ample as far as having the glove-lmport-
ing indust‘? ghare In providing its part of additional Government
revenue, ith the present rate of $4 per dozen the old rate has been
Increased 100 per cent and whether that increase is justidable and
equitable might be open to discussion. What we wish to discuss here
is the fact that the specific duty is made subject to a clause providiug
that it shall not be less than 60 per cent ad valorem.

To show you how this works out, the cheap two-clasp French lamb
i‘luve now gquoted at 120 francs ger dozen would figure in cost in

merican money $11.08 with the French exchange of $0.0923 quoted
this morning. On this $11.08 the specific duty would be $4 but a €0
per cent minimum ad valorem duty would be $6.65.

Taking a higher priced gluve. the 16-putton French kid mounsquetaire,
the present quotation is 850 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 G0 per cent minimum ad valorem
duty would raise this to $19.38. The table in the next paragraph will

show these two gloves with a comparison of the gresent duty, the
proposed specific duty, and the proposed ad valorem duty:

Foreign cost. Proposed

Present !;lro . ad
duty. ot valorem

Francs. | Dollars. ¥ | duty.

lamb. ....... 120 11.08 2.00 4.00 . 65
Sixteen-button French kid..... 350 32.30 4.50 10, 00 19.38

In our opinfon it is inconsistent to state that the duty on the 2-clas
French lamb glove shall be $4, excepting that the ad valorem rate w
make it $6.65 and that the duty on the 16-button French kid mousque-
taire sh be $10 per dozen, excepting that the ad valorem rate shall
make it $19.38,

We maintain that the ad valorem rates g;;{’?osed are ahsurdly high,
particularly in view of the fact that the s affected are not made.
in this country.

The 2-clasp lamb glove referred to is worn by almost every woman

in the country, and the enormous increase in the duty on this glove
as well as on other fine imported kid gloves, will simply tend to puf
lishment of the Nation's

grtce‘a at an artificial level, while the reesta
usiness 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 {s trying to make an equitable and just settlement
of the tariff question. ong this line, we claim that women's fine im-
ported kid gloves should be taxed with s fic rates only, and in view
of the fact that they are not made in this country those rates would
be sufficiently high for revenue Eurposea if increased 5O 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 mow proposed in the 60 per cent ad valorem
part of paragraph 1488, 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 reduction of the volume of importations.

Very truly,
Fraxcis T. SizaioNs & Co.
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AvuGusT 9,

o BosTton, Mass., February 2, 1922,
Hon. Davip 1. WaLsH,
Washington, D. Q.

Dear Sir: As distributers of small wares, knit goods, hosiery, under-
wear, and gloves we have been in business for a considerable gth of
time and feel that we have had considerable rience in the dis-
tribution of both imported and domestic merchan . -

We wish to call your attention to the new proposed duty on im-
ported kid and lamb gloves.

We are enthusiastically patriotic, but believe that common 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 eertain kinds of merchandise that can only be produced in

Benate | Ford
Francs. | Dollars, | Freent | o0 (g rates (373
" | percent).| per cent).

MEN'S GOAT ORIGIN GLACE
FINISH.

Under 12in. embd., 1-clasp O
SeWD.. 183 $14.85 $2.50 $5.01 $5.57

rwmnuan 200 18.00 .75 10.80 6.75

their native land. This may be due to elimatic conditlons or an in-
herited adaptability of the natives for its making.

Buch articles, we believe, should be permitted 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 walorem rate.
To apply any but a fic. rate of duty to ngorted kid gloves or
any other article that not a manufactured product is edly un-
reasonable, because the material from which the article s made is not
fabricated from raw material but one of nature's own products.

No skins are alike and can not be made alike. It is true that per-
haps one of the best ua.uinot skins in a lot has a blemish which
reduces its value ms&,. ad valorem duty on such an article is
gimply courting trouble, as there are mo two skins ever alike In value.

Dissatisfaction with the tariff is lasting when it embodies schedules
known to be unreasonable, and ordinary common sense '‘should show
conclusively to a tariff 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 yours, ’
WaALERR StETSON CO.,
Jas. H, STeTsoN, President.

BosTON, May 13, 1928,

Hon. Davip I, WALSH
The Senate, WnMSM, D. .

Drar Sir: The Senate has mow under consideration the matter of
a tariff schedule on foreign-made kid gloves.

We are heartily In sympathy with a tariff which is nu:esmrzuto pro-
tect American manufacturers as against foreign competition, but care-
ful investigation shows that there are certain of leather gloves
which never have been successfully manufactured in this country, and
the sehedule quoted to us places so high a duty on these cular
ltIpes of gloves that it would seem as though it mlght either prohibit

eir sale or, if not, that the American user of the gloves would have
to pay an exorbitant price for them and be, in t way, ge‘onunsed
without any American manufacturer deriving any beueﬂ‘t m the
entire situation.

If wpon investigation it seems {o you that our understanding of the
sltuation is correct, we hope that you will take action along lines
which seem to us best nnder the circumstances.

Very truly yours,
R. H. Warte Co,
G, B. JOHNSON, ﬁruidmt.

A. B. CavrpELn & Co.,
! ew York, April 18, 1922,
Hon. D. 1. WALSH,

United States Senate, Washington, D, C.

Deir BIR: The tariff rates published in the New York press April
12 states the rates proposed by the Senate Finance Commiites re
women's and men's leather gloves, viz, §4 on women's gloves and $5
on men's fglom, supplemented by a * catch-all ™ phrase, “provided
the rate of duty is not less than 60 per cent or more than T0 per cent
ad wvalorem.” .

The decision can be readily understood, In the lght 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
unfalr ecompetition with our own.

International exchange rates made the necessity real, urgent, and
- too important to overlook iIn any brief smbmitted to the Senate
Finance Committee, consequently the decision was unguestionably
founded upon the facts as presented.

It is the application of these new rates onder the Senate Finance
Committee decision and the Fordney bill, H. R. 7456, which led me to
review the rates from the mndgﬁint of what they mean to those
- engaged in the business and what they mean to the public,

e application of these rates, when translated into trade figures,
establishes a result which I belleve 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 eurrent quotations In France, applied to women's goat, glacé finish,
exchange estimated at 9 cents to the franc:

Senate
Francs. | Dollars. ng::‘ rates (60 | rates (373
per cent).| per cent).
r WOMEN’S GOAT ORIGIN GLACE
" FINISH,
kus:s‘zll:.n- 0 100 §0.00 $2.00 $5.40
T TN 40
Uﬁg 14 in. embd., 2-clasp, 7 e pos o
” BN e ) Ve s el Fins 2
U:ger H in. P/E am'.u!l.:l embd., o S e a0
) . WT. W. buckle. .. 2,25
Under 261n. ambd., 16 bt. msq. e iy
O e e L S e as B.75 4.50 20.25 12.68
Under 28 in, emb., 20 bt. msq.
K st Lot e s fe s 500 |  45.00 5.50| 27.00 13,87

The above tables, if applied on a glove costing 75 francs or $6.7)

uld impose an assessment of $4. Practlcally no gloves undei thﬁé
above classification are quoted us at 76 francs at the present time.

The rates proposed have no bearing on production costs, and any
additional tax lmposed in excess of that required to protect our indus-
try against cheaper rureijgn labor and depreciated exchange rates im-

an un ry bur tax on the publle.

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.

ewed by past achievements, have the American manufactuorers
proven they are justified im ¥y Goveroment 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, imposlngm: tax of from 45 cents to $2.25 per pair,
whether this is tified ¥ e census shows that the num' of per-
sons engaged in the leather glove Industry was, in the year 1899, 15,:?;5,
and in the year 1914, 12,845 a decrease of appro ately 189.56 per
cent. Comparing only the interval from 1900 to 1910, 10 years, the
population of the country increased 20.88 per cent, showing a differ-
ence of 40.44 per cent. The population of the country from 1890 to
1920 increased (Tables B and J) 704 per cent. The reports covering
the periods 1889, 1894, and 1919 are not available to make a com-
1son. However, while the population of the country was increas-
ng the number of ipersmm: engaged In the glove industry decreased in
o startling proportion.

Therefore the figures must make clear to you that, with an Industry
going backward while the coun is progressing, there is evidently
something within the industry that is wrong. The answer is a matter
of detail which is purposely excluded from this outline, but which can
be satisfactorily explained at lemgth if desired.

ow, let us see what has been accomplished by the domestic manu-
facturers in the men's field, which they have controlled during the
26 years bg reason of prohibitive rates on men's gloves, 1908 to 1912,

4 to $4.80 per dozen, which were sufficient to check Importations, as

m 18935 to 1921 only 5.6T per cent of the total importations were
me;’s gloves (Table C).

¥y referring to the tables of statistics of imports and duties cover|

the years 19?]% to 1914—Tables Nos. 3180 uu? 3181—on men’s leatm
of sheep origin and exterior surface removed, and Tables Nos. 8182
and 3193, on men's leather of goat origin and exterior surface removed,
the totals combined show that the ay e. yearly importations were
only 1,239 dozens. The value per unit o quanﬂtgﬁln the above-men-
tioned tables shows the rate of protection of from per cent to 67.91
per cent (Table D).
Dl;m%g _clasaiﬂcatlons above mentloned, translated into trade terms, ap-

ﬁen's Mocha one-clasp PXM, now retailed at from $3.50 to $5 per

pair.
Why $3.50 to $5 for men's Mocha PXM gloves?

The public will want to know this—

For the reason that competitive types of forelgm gloves are practi-
cally excluded from our market, which has resulted the creation of
the demand for practically one Je of men's domestic gloves for stree
SEink of 1hs Teeuine WeIShE S Chis B eIt o ann ety Rish

ns o red we , AN as resu UDDECessar
prices for these protected goods,

In other words, because men by these prohibitive rates are denied
the choice of the same ruﬁa of types as granted to women, the demand
rfg: ﬁ:e particular type of domestic glove is unrelleyed, and high prices
ult.

Before the people of this country unite and protest against the new
proposed rates under either the Sepate bill or the Fordmey bill, does it
not agpear that the most reasonable course to pursue is to haye a
tariff law, as applied to the glove schedule rates established, which
will stand a common-sense view of the subject in the last analysis?

the figures establish that a glove schedule can be written under
specific rates which grants adequate protection to the American indus-
try, somewhere between the high and the low rates under different
administrative policles? (Table E.)

New basie rate figures are 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 schédules. (Table B.

To equalize exchange depreciation use Senator Smo01's suggested
plan, L e, add 1 per cent depreciation to the new hasic rates for each

per cent of depreciated currency of any for country.
Then, as foreign countries improve their financial conditions, their
rates are lowered. By this method, when we reach normaley and pro-

duction costs decline, the Ameriean manufacturer will not be left with
a rate far in excess of his needs.

Why 60 per cent ad valorem rates now when from the year 1880—
McKinley bill—specific rates were adopted for the purpose of &l;eventin
undervaluations and proved an unqualified success, enabling the hon
imsorter to enter the field of competition; subsequently, in the Din%lgi
and Aldrich-Payne bills, the gut ty clause, $56 per dozen, was omit

Your attention is directed to the finctuations excbnng during the
past year—francs advanced from .0585 to .0923, and if the same Fm—

rtionate improvement continues it will not be a long time before

hey are valued at 12 cents, (Table F.)

ereas under the 60 per cent catchall, which is obviously designed
for present-day conditions, a return to normalcy in currency rates
would practically treble the duty rates as shown and tmalim foreign
countries for improving thelr financial conditions, Is not inviting
retaliatory measures?

We must think not only of the Enbl!c. we must think Internationally
on the subject. Is it fair to strike a mortal blow on sur late allies,
vis, 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 gloves, whether we calculate in
dollars or from the time dozens were recorded In Government statistics,
you will find it i from France the greater numbér of gloves are im-
ported, (Tables H-I.)

My estimate of costs and tariff rates shows how unreasonably the
that under the Benate Finance Committee rates
the penalty France must pay in customs duty iz to be measured by the
present depreciated currency of Germany. (Table I.)

How long do you suppose it will be before the schedules proposed
will have the same effect on women’s and children's %oves as shown
by retail selling prices per Eai.r for men's Mocha 1-clasp PXM?

The erection of the tariff barrier means practically turning over the
total gquantlty of women's and children’s gloves to made here, and
in view of the startling figures shown by the census—population in-
creasing ; persons engaged In the industry decreasing—how can.we
possibly make them? Aside from the facts revealed by schedules it
can bé shown by explanatory details connected with the industry
that it can not be accomplished excepting by grant of an absolute
monopoly and depriving both men and women their freedom of choice
in selecfing gloves for their comfort.

1t is certainly mot your Intentlon to bring this result abont unless
convineed 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 these years between American and forelgn-made gloves,
granting both men and women freedom of choice?

This %s the broad outline of the subject; the remainder {8 a matter
of detail. Should the opportunity be offered to explain details in com-
nection with the figures presented, pray command.

Yours truly,

duties incresse, so

A. B. CAMPBELL,

THE ASSOCIATION OF GLOVE IMPORTERS,
New York, August 2, 1920,
Hon. D. T, WALSH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O,

DEAR Sik: I would ask your attention to the inclosed reprint of re-
cent article and of an editorial published in the Journal of Commerce
and Commercial Bulletin, ¢f 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 president of the
association, Mr. Thomas R. is.

This article ghows clearly, and with respeet to evidence submitted to
the Committee on Finance of the Benate—referred to on gnﬁe 4 of the
inclosed reprint—that the pragoaed duties would be prohibitive as to
the importation of women's lightweight leather gloves, made of leather
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 wonld be that the
women of the United States would be unable to obtain the lightweight
leather gloves which to them are articles of apparel posltivelﬁ 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
whieh they have become accustomed and which are the only gloves
guited to their needr at the seasons and occasions referred to.

It is certain that to adol)t the committee rates and compel the Ameri-
can women to buy an article they do not want and at the same time
pay much Ehhlﬁher prices for it would bring intense resentment and
gtrong, persistent protest from the women who buy gloyes. It has
never been considered that the prineiple of protection to American
industry calls for prohibition of the importation of articles that can
not be produced in the United States and wherein conse%uent]ﬁ there
is no American industry to protect. The object of such prohibitive
duties could only be to drive the Ameriean ple into the use of some
other and less desirable substitute. I would respecttul}y 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 thls time, when they are demanding lower prices
wolildtfo far toward discrediting and breaking down the doctrine of
protection.

Yours very truly, A. 1. F. GoEssLixg, Seoretary.

[Reprinted from the Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, of
New York, May 8, 1922.]1
PrROHIBITIVE TARIFF oX MaNY CLASSES OF GLOVES—WOMEN'S8 AXND
CHILDREN'S LEATHER GrLOVES CAN Nor BE MANUFACTURED IN THE
UNITED STATES.
(By Thomas R. Lewis, president of the Associatlon of Glove Importers
of the United States.)
The tariff bill (H. R. 7456), as reported to the United States Senate
bf the Committee on Finance, provides for rates of duty on leather
gloves which are as follows :

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 pairs.

For each ineh in length in excess thereof, 50 cents per dozen pairs.

- In addition thereto, on all the foregoing the following cumulative
uties :

When lined with cotton, wool, or silk, £2.40 per dozen pairs.

When lined with leather or fur, §4 per dozen paijrs.

When embroidered or embellished, 40 cents per dozen pairs,

Provided, That nll the foregoing shall pay a duty of not less than
80 nor more than 70 per cent ad valorem.

homas R. Lewis, president of the Association of Glove Importers of
the United States, says:

“The domestic manufacturers of leather gloves are chiefly located in
Gloversville and nelghboring towns in Fulton County, N. Y. They sup-
ply practically all of the heavy working gloves and from 85 to er
cent of the men’s leather gloves sold in tie 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 sking which can be dyed only

by the process of brushing,
“ Women's and children’s l!%!;twelght leather or kid gloves can not
Buccess ¥ manufactured this country, and the greatest fault
,of the above provisions in the pending tariff bill as reported to the

Senate is that they will establish practieally an absolute embarge npon
the Importation of gloves that women in moderate cireumstances all
over the country find it necessary to have and which can not be pro-
duced here. Unléss these provisions are amended, the result will be
that women and children will be compelled to use heavier and less
sultable leather gloves, at much higher prices, in place of the imported
lightwelght kid gloves which they have been aecustomed to wear for
certain seasons and circumstances, because of the. greater delicacy of
texture, style and finish of these lightwelght gloves.

“The lightwelght kid gloves are necessities for women and children,
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 gales of luxuries wherever possible, no such lux-
ury tax was put on women's kid gloves. The present need for revenue
from tariff duties has been sacrificed in the matter of gloves for the
ﬁurposc of forcing the women of the United States to go without the

ghtwetght kid gloves heretofore imported from France and other coun-
é:;!:tsean to pay tribute to a few manufacturers in one county of one

IMPOSSIBILITY OF MANUFACTURING HERE THE LIGHTWEIGHT KID GLOVES
FOR WOMERN.

*" These few manufacturers have had the benefit of high protective
duties continually for many years and during the war were favored by
conditions which curtailled the importation of women's kid gloves, but
they have completely failed to manufacture the lightweight leather

loves of the style and finish that American women iilmist upon wear-
ng; and it is thoroughly well known in the glove trade that such gloves
can not be made in this country, and that this fact has heen conclu-
slvele; established by the unsuccessful outcome of A number of attempta.

“ V. Perrin & 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 It:? dlptplng. have not been able to produce here any
appreciahle (iltmn ty of women's gloves made of the lighter leather
dyed by brushing, even when importations from France were impossible
hecause of war conditions, The well-known wholesale dry goods com-
lmny Mills & Gibb, established a factory in Fulton County, §1 Y., dur-
n% the war for the purpose of making women's lightweight kid giovos,

after a large expenditure of money were obliged to discontinue the
attempt because the product could not be made satisfactorily. Testl-
mony of these facts was submitted to the members of the Benate Finance
Committee at Washington.

WHY THEY ARE MADE SUCCESSFULLY ABROAD,

“Buch gloves are made puccessfully in certain foreign countries,
France especially, becanse the lightweight sking have been obtainable
there for many generations, and greater skill and care have been de-
veloped in the labor of dyeing and handling the gkins and making the
gloves, In France all the work incident to the making of women's kid
flm'es is the result of the experlence of a great many years. The
nduktry is, for the most part, a village industry, carried on largely b
the same families generation after generation, a great deal of the wor
being done in the homes of the people.

“Years of such training are required before the most eareful labor
can acquire the skill necessary for making lightweight gloves. Our
Iabor In the United States has never developed the patience and skill
necessary to make such gloves. In fact, skilled artisans have been
brought into thls 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
ekill and care and could not make gloves of the desired quality here
because of lack of collaboration by different allied operators, such as
exist only in centers 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 cles if she could only
pay for them, but France can only pay for Fwds produced here by
sending to us certain goods produced there. If our tariff law prohibits
the importation from ce of gloves for women such as can not be
produced here, it is not protection to a competimi American industry
which does not exist, nor to American labor which is not now em-
plo{ed in such industry.

“ Prohibiting the importation of women’s light-weight leather gloves
is beyond anything like protection. It is simply giving 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 m factories
which ought to sell more of their products to France and would do
go If they could get fair play.

THE HIGHER PRICES THAT AMERICAN WOMEN MUST PAY.

“JIf the Littauer glove rates are enacted, the women's kid glove
known as P, K. 2-clasp, now retalling at $3.50 per pair, must be ad-
vanced in price not less than $1.25 per pair. The existing rate of duty
is $2.256 per dozen. The Littaner 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 Eer cent.

“ Similarly, the women’s 16-button Mousquetaire glove, now retailing
at $6 émr pair, must be advanced in price by $2.50 per pair, and hence
be sold at retail for $8.50 per pair. The existing rate of duty Is $4.50
per dozen. The Littauer duty would be $18.53 per dozen, an increase
over the present rate of 384 per cent,

“1It is well known that women will not and can not pay such high
grlces for ﬁloves, and the sale of the imported gloves will be prac-

cally prohibited. This is Mr. Littauer's pur{:ose. He and the other
manufacturers will then advance the Pl'icea of their gloves to the limit,
The effect of this upon the public mind, when it happens, can be well
understood in advance. This outragecus imposition for Mr. Littauer's
advantage is to be perpetrated upon the millions of women buyers
at a time when they need, and are urg@nﬂy uskiuf for, lower prices
for gloves, and when all the women have votes, In additlon to the
votes of the men folks of their households, who are also demanding
that the cost of living be brought down, 4
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AD VALOREM DUTIES ON GLOVES ARE IMPRACTICABLE.

“ The Littaner duties as written into the pending bill, guoted above
contain a Earavision that the gloves as designated ‘shall pay a duty of
not less than 60 nor more than T0O per cent ad valorem.” This pro-
vision is the joker, and, in addition to the lack of a reasonable classl-
fieation permitting the Imﬂortutlun of the brushed leather (light
Eid gloves, will make the Littauer schedule most completel

weight)
prohibitive and establish the domestic monopoly sought. Moreover,
will place the glove schedule a on an ad valorem basis, rather

than a specific basis. This will bring serlous administrative difficul-
ties, The Government, in addition to the loss of revenue through
the prohibition of importations, will have to contend with expensive
disputes about values.

“Ad walorem duties on leather gloves were trled omt thorounghly a
number of years ago and found to be enﬂrei&aumcumhle‘ S{nee
the leather in the gioves 1s a natural uct t is constantly vary-

and ﬂuctuatluf in guality and value, it 18 not possible to closely
:..i:fl fairly determine the actusl value of the gloves. The efforts to
rolleet ad valorem duties resulted in so much confusion and difficulty,
with 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 ratea. This was done, and spe-
cific rates have prevailed ever sinee, under the Dingley and Paynee
Aldrich tariffs, as well as under the existing tarlif law, and have been
entirely suceessful.

“1 believe I can say without fear of contradition that when the
leather-glove duties were under consideratlon by the Senate Finance
Commities it develomfl that practically all the members of that com-
mittee, as well as

assisti he ﬁmm exper& ::ﬂd tiustttﬁm drn‘l;:u“t L
t! the comm! wera convin a WO entirely
s e ad orem duties to leather gloves,

impracticable to s.pp}y

“In this matter of leather gloves, of which I am speaking, there is
no opposition en our:part to duties which shall be fully protective
to the established American ind . What we are contending against
iz an indefensible abuse that is sought to be committeed in the name of

if it should be consummated, would dis-
credit and injure the protective system and the great pol’ltiul party
that champions it.

“In this paragraph on leather gloves ad valorem dutles shounld be
stricken out and specific rates An amendment been pro-
posed providing for rates on men's gloves and women's and children’'s
gloves made of leather dyed by the process of ping or plnngini,‘pm-
tecting the American manufacturer In a far greater measure than in the
Payne-Aldrich tariff, known to be the highest in the history of our coun-
try. A separate rate has been pro for women's and children's

a protective tariff, and whic

oves that can not be Pmduced here, so that it will be possible for the
ightweight kid gloves to come into this country, thereby 1ding reve-
nue for the United States Treasury. The publlc welfare for such an

nmﬁndmug,a :;It:ich has blien 1tntro&1uced l:b ltehenﬂenll’lﬁe by Beb:agzr Ll::‘t;,
f North & prominent and very oblican, w [} -
fns :dvocnte otaa'. pr%taetive tariff that will beeﬁlst and well balanced.”

[Editorial reprinted from the Journal of Commerce and Commercial
Bulletin, of New York, May 12, 1822.]
Tarry Joxens—No, 5.
The tariff hill (H. R. F’IQH]. as reported to the United States Senate
by the Committee on Finance, provides for rates of duty on leather
gloves which are as follows:

Men's gloves not over 12 inches in length, $5 dozen pairs,

3 Wogn:nqa and children's gloves not over f2’!n5:s in kfznth, $4 per
ozen pairs.
Tor ep:ch inch in length in excess thereof, 50 cents dozen pairs,

= In addition thereto, on all the foregoing the following cumulative
utles :
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,

In this paragraph, which has formed a bone of contention for years
ast, there now reappears an old, familiar friend. This s found in
he final clause rasgu-ttng an ad valorem rate to be charged upon “ all

the foregoing.” The joker quoality of it lies in the fact that, inas-
much as it applies to all gloves, including those that are competitive
and those that can not be produced at all in this country
classified In such a way as to permit proper groupi
prohibitive tarilf rate. e inerease in rate, if made effectlve, is reck-
oned by erts as about 334 per cent over g levels.

It was the glove schedule which turned the stomach of President
Taft just at the last moment when the e committee was in
final Session over the Payne-Aldrich tariff in 1909. He sent back—so
it was then asserted—the projected duties, which contained a joker of
this same sort, for revision, with a stern mm:lia which portended a
veto if the offendin rovision were not modified. Will President
H likewise iftﬁis Joker holds its own up to the last?

THE ASSOCIATION oF GLove IMPORTERS
or THE UNITED STATES,

New York, April 21, 1928,
Prorosetp Dury INceeEasm 350 Per CENT.
Through the efforts of Mr. Lucius Littauer, aided by
ence, a prohibitive glove tariff on women's kid gloves has been presenmted
to the United States Senate. Littauer's glove schedule will in no way
protect an American industry, as women's lightweight kid gloves have

never been manufactured successfully in onr country.
The glove trade all know that the American manufacturer is or-
nized to produce cape and

and are not
it provides a

olitical influ-

g mocha gloves, and the importers as
ir-minded men a that the domestic manufacturers should have
protection on the 88 of gloves they can manufacture.

A committees was sent to Washington to interview Senator CaLprr,
who had charge of the glove schedule, and this New York Senator
was convinced that the rates of duty on women’s kid gloves as pro-
posed to him by Mr. Littauer were necessary for the protection of the
American maker until the importers’ committee pointed out to him the
difference between the American preduction and the imported article.

he domestic mannfacturers had submitted as samples to Senator
CalpEr about 156 pairs of women's gloves, the type of glove ihey
could manufacture; each and every pair were eape and mocha gloves,
which are made of dipped leather, whereas women's imported light-
weight kid gloves are made of brushed leather.

When the importers’ committer pointed out to Senmtor CaLper the
difference between American gloves made of dipped leather and im-
g;:ted I%rig;“ made of brushed leather he, Senator Carpemr, admitted

dl ce was quite apparent and reguested the importers’ com-
-mittes to draw up an amendment whereby the domestic industry would
be protected on the type of glove they could make and still’ permit
the importation of women's lightweight kid gloves. An amendment
was drawn up and submitted fo Senator CALDER proposi one rate
on gloves made of di:;ged leather and another rate for tweight
gloves made of brush leather, and both rates were higher than
the Payne-Aldrich schedule, which were the highest ever enacted,

When Littager heard of the amendment he demanded that it be en-
tirely ignored, and the glove rates were written in the bill without
the amendment, exactly as dictated by Mr, Littauer,

The time has now arrived to aronse the g‘ubﬂc as to what has taken
place. Are we merchants, both retail and wholesale, to sit b; idly
and allow this one man to continually dictate the glove tarif? M.
Littauer has been before the pubHe a great many years on tarif® mat-
telgr'a ar:!:# it ésd_gil:gh tér:e tl:el»t ::‘.l:i;vuld1 be elim.tn:tled {rm{ di:rtﬁlting the

es 0l ¥ ¢ following i an example of what ha;
ff the Littauer glove rates finally become a law: pi

Women’s P. K. 2-clasp, now retailing at $3.50 per palr:
Per dozen.

Present rate of duty 2,25
Littauer rate of duty. 0.27

Increage over present rate, 356 per cent.

Women's 16-button mousquetaire, retalling at $8 per pair :Per
Present rate of duty d‘;’.*slk
Littauer rate of duty {9. 53

Increase over present rate, 834 per cent.
glall\?;sm rates mean an absolute embargo on the importation of kid
: LITTAUER’S OBJECT I8 SELF-EVIDENT.

This is of such vital interest to your glove department that we ur
g:u to have the inclosed petitions sdgzm and forwarded dlrect to tg:
tes?:ogr:i :;.‘tyg;;:usmtgith o Iet::r" you voicing an emphatie pro-

outrageous ra asking your Senators to vote for
the glove duty amendment, which will give ample
ican manufacturers (om gloves they can make), a
a separate rate on women's lightweight kid gloves,
portation will not be ])'rohtbited.
Yours very truly,
T. R. Luwis, President.

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in
paragraph 1433, on page 197, line 10, to strike out “$4” and
insert in lieu thereof “ $5,” so0 as to read:

Men's gloves not over 12 Inches in length, $5 per dozen pairs.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetis. 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.

The next amendment was, on page 197, line 11, to strike out
“$3 " and insert in lieu thereof * $4,” so as to read:

And women's and children's gloves not over 12 inches in Icngth, $4
per dozen pairs.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts.
and insert in lieu thereof * $2."

Mr, WADSWORTH. That is the Underwood rate,

The amendment to the smendment was rejected.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McCUMBER. T think the Senator from Utah desires to
offer another amendment to paragraph 1433.

Mr. SMOOT. I move in paragraph 1433 the amendment
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 ths
amendment.

The Assistaxt Secrerary. The Senator from Utah moves to
add at the end of the paragraph, after line 23, the following:

Gloves made wholly or in chief value of leather made from horse-
hide or pigskin, whether wholly or partly manufactured, 25 per cent
ad wvalorem.

Mr. SMOOT. I simply want to say that if this amendment
is agreed to, then I shall offer an amendment to the free list,
when we reach thaf, 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 amendiwent was agreed to.

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 ask now for the consideration of para-
graph 1435a, which is an additional paragraph, and I ask that,
inasmuch as we have placed hides upen the free list, the Senate
comnittee amendment be disagreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro rempore. The Secretary will state the

at the same time
80 that their im-

I move to strike out “$47

amendment,



1922, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

11151

The ASsSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 198, after line 4, the
committee proposed to insert the following paragraph:

PAR. 1435a. Harness, saddles, and saddlery, in sets or parts, except
metal &mrtn for any of the foregoing, ﬂnisged or unfinished, 385 per
ecent ad valorem.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. McCUMBER. On page 223 I ask that the Senate dis-
agree 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-
poses to strike out paragraph 1582, as follows:

Par. 1582, Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, or dried, salted, or plckled.

Mr, McCUMBER. Senators will understand that this was
in the free list and the committee proposed to strike it out. I
ask now that the Senate disagree to the comnmittee amendment,
which will place the hides back on the free list.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the committee amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. McCUMBER. On page 224 T ask that the committee
amendment, beginning on line 19, be disagreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be
stated.

The AssISTANT SECRETARY. On page 224, after line 18, the
committee proposes to strike out paragraph 1600, as printed
in the House bill, as follows:

Par. 1800. Leather: All leather not specially provided for; harness,
saddles, and saddlery, in sets or parts, except metal parts, finished 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.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. The action requested by the
Senator would put harness and saddlery on the free 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. McCUMBER. On page 225 1 ask that the Senate dis-
agree to the committee amendment beginning on line 1.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be
stated.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 225 the committee pro-
posed to strike out lines 1 and 2, as follows:

PAR, 1601, Boots and shoes made wholly or in chief value of leather,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The action the Senator re-
quests will restore boots and shoes to the free list?

Mr, McCUMBER. Yes; it restores boots and shoes to the
free list.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment of the committee,

The smendment was rejected.

My, SMOOT. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment
at this time. On page 222 ] move to insert a new paragraph,
to read as follows:

Par, 1573a. Gloves made wholly or in chief value of leather made
from hides of cattle of the bovine species.

Mr. STERLING. “The effect of that is to put the articles
named on the free list?

My, SMOOT. On the free list.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Utah.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McOCUMBER. Mr, President, this completes the matters
which, under the unanimous-consent agreement, we were com-
pelled to dispose 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 to-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 the 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.

FETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr, WARREN presented resolutions of the Lions Club, of
Rock Springs, and the town councils of Wamsutter and South
Superior, all in the State of Wyoming, protesting against any
action tending to set aside the United States Supreme Court
decree divorcing the Central Pacific Railway from the Southern

Pacific Co., which were referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce.

Mr. WILLIS presented petitions of sundry eitizens of Cincin-
natl, Uhrichsville, Dennison, Marion, Columbus, Chesapealke,
and Marietta, all in the State of Ohio, praying 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 Mr. WILLIS:

A bill (8. 3890) granting a pension to Ella Williamson (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HARRELD :

A bill (8. 3900) for the rellef of Washington Gill Squires; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

RECESS.

Mr. McOUMBER. 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. i :

The motion was agreed to, and (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.

SENATE.
TrurspaY, dugust 10, 1928.

(Legislative day of Thursday, August 3, 1922.)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the
recess,

THE TARIFF,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the cons
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. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum,

roll.
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senatorsg
answered to their names: .

Ashurst Gerry Moses Bpencer

Ball Gonding Myers Stanfield
Brandegee Hale New Btanley
Bursnm Harreld Newberry Sterlin
Calder Harris Nieholson Sutherland
Cameron Heflin Oddie Swanson
Capper Jones, N. Mex, Overman Townsend
Caraway Jones, Wash, Pepper Tramimell
Culberson Kendrick Phipps Underwood
Cummins Keyes Pomerene Wadsworth
Curtis Ladd Ransdell Walsh, Mont,
Dial Lenroot Rawson Warren
Dillingham Lodge Sheppard Watson, Ga.
Edge MeCumber EBhortridge Watson, Ind,
Ernst McKellar Simmons Willis
Fletcher Me¢Lean Smith

Frelinghuysen McNary Smoot

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. NErsoN] is absent on account of a death in hisg
family.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 wish to announce that the Senator
from Nevada [Mr. Prrracan] is absent on account of illness in
his family. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-six Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is & quorum present.

My, KENDRICK. Mr. President, T present a telegram trans-
mitting a resolution adopted by the Wyoming Druggists’ Asso-
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 referred to the
Committee on Finance,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without objectlon, the Sec-
retary will read as requested.

The telegram was read and referred to the Committee on
Finance, as follows:

[Western Union telegram.]
Laraymip, WY0., August 7, 1922,
Hon. J. B. KENDRICK

»
United States Senate, Washington, D, O.:

Our commititee as a whole in convention assembly has unanimousl
adopted the following resclutions and requested that {:u use all pos-
=ible influence in the gropar direction there, as the retail dmpﬂlsts ot
the country recently have been charged with *“ profiteering’™ on the
flvor of the United States Senate;

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the
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