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FREE IMPORTATION OF TEXTILE MACHINES FOR
INSTRUCTIONAL PURPOSES

THURBDAY, JANUARY 17, 1953

UNITED STATES SENATE,
CoMMITTEE ON FINANCE,
Washington, D. C.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10 a. m., in room 312,
Senate Office Building; Senator Clvde R, Hoey presiding,

Present: Senators Hoey (presiding), Kerr, Frear, Millikin, Butler
{Nebraska), Martin, and “’illinms.

Also present: Senator Willis Smith (North Carolina); and Elizabeth
B. Springer, chief elerk.

Senator Hoxv, The committee will come to order.

‘T'his hearing was set this morning to he held on 1. R. 1012, which
is a bill to permit educational, religious, or eharitable institutions to
import textile machines and parts thereof for instruetional purposes.

n order to make the record complete, 1 will submit a copy of the
bill for the record.

Also, a résumé from the Tarifl Commission which gives information
covering the importations of machinery, and so forth,

In mhliliun to this, I submit a copy of a letter from the Secretary
of the Treasury touching this bill, and also a letter from the Scere-
tary of State relating to this measure.

In addition to this, I want to put in the record a statement from
Congressman Cooley from North Carolina, who is the author of this
bill. " Congressman Cooley is nt home, sick, and it is impossible for
Lim to be here today. He has a short statement that 1 will not read
but I will include in the record. °

(The docwments referred to are as follow:)

111, B, 1012, 821 Cong , tst s

AN ACT To permit eduentions), retigious, or charitable institutions to impott testile maclines and purts
thereof for instractional parposes

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representalives of the United Stales of
America in Congress assembled, That the Tarifl \et of 1930, as antended, is further
amended by adding at the end of title IT (the free List) thereof a new paragraph to
read ax follows:

“Panr. 1817, Any society or institution incorporated or established solely for
educational, religious, or charitalde purposes may import free of duty any teatite
machive or machinery, or part thereof, for its own use in the instruction of students
and not for sale or for roy cotamereinl use, under such rules and regulations as the
Seaictary of the Treasury may prescribe.”

Passed the House of Representatives January 17, 1951,

Attost: Raven R. Roserts, Clerk,
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2 FREE IMPORTATION OF TEXTILE MACHINES

UNitep StaTes Tarirr CoMuissioN

WASHINGTON, D. C.
Jaxuvary 11, 1052,

MeMoRANDUM FOR TiE CoMMiTTEE OX FiNancr ox 11 R, 1012, Kranrv-secoNn
Coxaress, A Bict, To Peruit EpvcatioNar, Retiaiovs, oR CHARITABLYE
Instirvrions To Turort TexTiLy MachiNes aNp Parts Tuereor ronr Ix-
STRUCTIONAL PURPOSES

11, R. 1012 proposes the addition of a new paragraph to the free list of the
Tarift Act of 1930, to read as follows:

“Par, 1817. Any society or Institution {ncorporated or establizhed solely for
educational, religious, or charitable purposes may im*mrt free of duty any textile
machine ar machinery, or patt thereof, for {ta own uze in the instruction of students
and not for sale or for any commercial uze, under such rules and regulations as
the Sceretary of the 'Treasury may preseribe.”

The cnactment of this iegislation wonld exempt from duty textile machinery
when imported by the institutions and for the purposes gpeeificd in the lexﬁﬂ‘
amcndinent which are now dutiable under parazraph 372 of the Tarifl Act of
1030 at various rates, A table of 1030 and current tari(f rates applicable to
toxlll'(: n‘mchlnory under paragraph 372 of the Taritf Act of 1930, a3 amended, is
attached.

It has been tho historical poliey of Congress to encourage the advancement of
culture and sclence in the United States by providing duty-freo teeatment for a
fairly extensive list of articles which are imported under prescribed conditions and
the importation of which freo of duty was cousidered by Congress to be in the
interest of cultural or scientific advancement in the United States.  Fducational
and religious institutions have been among thoso which have long been granted
tho privilego of freo linportation of specified articles, and the 'Pmsont polic?' of
Congress in this respeet s reflected In paragraph 163) of the TariT Act, which
reads as follows:

Par. 1631, Any soclety or institution Incorporated or established solely for
religlous, philosophical, educationa), scientifie, or literary purposes, or for the
encouragement of the fine arts, or any college, academy, school, or seminary of
learning in tho United States, or any State, or public library, may fmport free of
duty any book, map, nusie, cngraving, photograph, etching, tithographic print,
or chart, for itz own use or for the encouragement of tho fine arts, and not for sale,
under such rules and regulations as the Sceretary of the Treasury may prescribe.

1t should be noted that, throughout the history of the type of legislation under
dizcussion, Congress has more or less limited the free-entry privilego to classes of
articles whose fruportation would aid the development of the arts and sciences in
the United States and which would nccesaarily customarily be of a type which was
not readily available in tho United States.  The proposed legislation (1. R. 1012,
which {3 in reality a proposed extension of the present exemption provided for in
paraﬁra h 1631 of tho Tariff Act, would if enacted permit the free importation by
a]lx\c nstitutions of any textile machine or machinery, or part thercof, a ciass
of goods entirely unlike books, mara. musie, engravings, photographs, etehings,
lithographic prints, and charts, which are presently covered by paragraph 163t.
Although there are some unique types of textile machines available abroed for
which no counterpart could be found in the United States, it Is probable that for
the most part textile machines produced abroad can be or are duplicated by the
domestic industry producing this class of machinery. Al(hou%h it is posaible that
some textile machinery that would be imported under the bill if enacted would
consist of machines of types manufactured, in the United States, it is likely that
most of such machince would be special machines or machines having epecial
featurea and of types not made in the United States at the time of importation.

Although tho Cominiasion has no information availablo as to the exteut to which
the rroposed exemption, if enacted, would bo utilized, it scems probable that the
total Imports of textile machinery undes the provisions of the proposed bill would
be small in proéxmlon to normal domestle production and eales of such machinery
in the United States. The real policy question involved here {s whether Congress
desi-en to axpand the classes of articles which educational fnstitutions ma{ tmport
free of duty to include text!le machinery. Should this bill be enacted, institutions
of the type named in the bill and similar institutions might scek pri\-lloges with
respect to other types of equipment used In these institutions for the purposes
specified and perhaps for other purposes. .
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Textile machinery and parts—~Rates of duty in 1930 and current rales

Peroent 8 valorem

1930 Current
ate rate

Embeoldery tnachines, including shuttles for sewing and embroidery machines:
Shutthes for sew ing and embroldory machines .
Othorthan shuttles . ... .

lu\*tmk!n{ machines, and machines :
'lJmlu;vn Uocluding go-througty .. .

Knittlug, bralding, hwe bratding, and {nsubying machines, and all other similar tex-

tik inachineey, finished of unfinished, n.s. p. £ 2
Kuoitting tnachines:
Full-fashioned hosiery. ..
GLL U e

%

13

gL 2%

-
<

11

Tewtile wachinery similar nit!
ing, and insulating machines . . .
1 Bralding, kace bralding, snd insylsting machine
ooms  ._...... eeeaeeanee os Cese s
Machinery kv lmklnr synthetic textile flamente, Lands, strips, or sheets. . .
Bleaching, printing, dyving, or fintshing machinery .. oo ... ..o ..
l\hchlmv{ for textile manulscturing of processing prioe to the making of fabries or
woven, knit, crocheted, or felt articles not made from (abrics:
For manulscturing of peocvssing vegetable fibers (except winding, teaming,
warping, and slaching machinery and commbinations thereof) ... .
Circutyr combs commonly known as “Nobtk” or “ Hradford" comb .
Other, Including winding, braming, warping, and slashing machinery and
binathons thereof ... . . O, ..
Other textile machinery ...
Pats, n, 8. p. €, wholly or In chiel value of
Siner: s

e3ce
LRVRR VI

s &g &8
=¥ &3

8

0] ®

¥ The rate for the articles of which they are parts,
3 The current rate for the articles.

FEBRUARY 2, 1951,
Hon. Warter F. GEORGE,
Chairman, Commitlce on Finance,
United Stales Senate, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mg, Ciuatryan: Further referetice is made to your letter of Janua,
22, 1951, requesting a statement of this Department’s views on the bill 11. R, 101?:
“to ,x-rmit educational, religious, or charitable institutions to import textile
machines and parta thercof for instructional purposes.”

The meosod legislation would add a new paragraph to the free list of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, to provide for tho importation free of duty b

any society or {nstitution incorporated or established solely for educational,
religious, or charitable mrgmcs of any textilo machines or machinery, or part
thercof, for its own use in the instruction of students and not for sale or for any
commercial use, under rules and regulations presctil‘od by the Secretary of the
Tmaqugé

The Department has had experience with somewhat similar language in other
tariff provisions such as raragraph 1631 of the Tariff Act of 1930, and on the basis
of such experienco, anticipates no unusual administrative problems if the glroposui
legislation is enacted into law. This Departiment, therefore, would have no
objection to the enactment of the pro legislation.

he Department has been advised by the Bureau of the Rudget that thero is
no objection to the submission of this report to the committee.
Very truly yours,
Jonun S. GRAHAM,
Acting Seerelary of the Treasury.
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FeErruaRry 14, 1051,
Hon. Warter F. Grorar,
Chairman, Committce on Finance,
United States Senate. '

My DEeARr SexaTor Grorar: Reference is made to your letter of January 31,
1051, requesting the views of the Department of State on 11, It. 1012, an act “To
permit educationa), religions, or charitable fnstitutions to import textite machines
and parts thercof for instructional purposes.”’

This bill would amend the Tariff Act of 1930 to permit, under rules and regula-
tions as may be preseribed by the Seerctary of the Treasury, the duty-free entry
of textile machinery or parts thereof for the above-mentioned use.

This Departinent has examined the bill for its poszible relationship to United
Sttalss cio;nmercial policy and has no objection to its enactment from that
standpoint.

No comment has been made on possible administrative questions raised by this
Y)roposlm legislation since such matters fall within the jurisdietion of tho Treasury

epartment.

he Department has been informed by the Bureau of the Budget that there is
no objection to the submission of this report.
Sincerely yours,
Jack K. McFaut,
Assistant Secrelary
(For the Secretary of State).

STATEMENT IN Beirary or MR, Coom:v,sz‘\muon or If. It. 1012, JaNuary 17,
14

1. R, 1012 was introduced by Mr. Cootey, of North Carotina, January 8, 1951,
It would amend the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, and permit free entry under
that act of any tentile machine or machinery or parts thereof imported by any
socicty or institution incorporated or established solely for educational, religious,
or charitable purpases, for its own use in the instruction of students and not for
sale or for any commercial use under rules and regulations prescribed by the
Secretary of the Treasury.

The machines which would be imported under the bill would be special machine
or machines having special features and which are not made in the United States
at the time of importation.

. R, 1012 was considered by the House Ways and Mcans Committee in 1951,
The Department of State, Treasury Department, and the Department of Com-
merce advised the committee that they had no objection to the enactmeat of the
Jegislation and the committee was alzo informed that the Burcau of the Budget
had no objection to the bill.

The Housze Ways and Means Committee unanimously reported the bill favor-
ably. ‘Thereafter a rule was granted and later the legilation was cousidered in
the House aud was approved and passed by unanimous consent January 17,1051,

Mr. Coolev, author of the bil), requested that I say to you gentlemen that it has
been the poliey of Congress to encourage tho advancement of calture and xcicnce
in the United States by admitting free of duty ccortain articles for use by re-
ligious, philosophieal, educational, selentifie, and literary institutions. He has
directed that I express in his behall the hope that you gentlemen will report the
bill favorably.

Senator Hoky. I believe the first witness this morning is Mr.
Maleolin Campbell, dean of the North Carolina State College.  Mr.,
Campbell, will you come forward, please.

Senator Syitu. This is Mr. Campbell whom I have the pleasure
to introduce to you.

Senator Hoky. Senator Smith of North Carolina presents Mr,
Malcolm Campbell of the North Carolina State College, dean of the
school of textiles.
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STATEMENT OF MALCOLM CAMPBELL, DEAN OF THE SCHOOL OF
TEXTILES, NORTH CAROLINA STATE COLLEGE

Mr. Campiety, My name is Malcolm Campbell. T am dean of
the scliool of textiles at the North Carolina State College of the Uni-
versity of North Carolina. I wish to speak in favor of this bill,

It is our objective to train young men and women in the technology
of the textile industry and thus to produce futureleadersand executives
for the industry. There are nine other college-level textile schools in
this country with essentially the same objectives.  ‘The textile courses
in these institutions consist of lectures, classroom studies, and labora-
tory work.

In our own school, which is fairly typical, we have machinery and
apparatus in our laboratories for the processing of all types of fibers.
including cotton, wool, and rayon and synthetics, into yarns, woven
fabrics, and knitted fabries; and for the bleaching, dyeing, and fin-
ishing of these products. e also have machines, instruments, and
ap'\)umtus for the testing of fibers, yarns, and fabrics.

Most of the machinery and apparatus in our laboratories was manu-
factured in the United States.  However, in the past 2 years T have
personally visited textile schools, mills, research laboratories, and
textile machine builders’ shops in several countries in Europe and in
South America. I have seen there a number of textile machines and
devices that are substantinlly different from any that are obtainable
in the United States.  Tam convineed that it would be to the advantage
of our textile students to see and to use some of this equipment. |
believe that as a result of the new ideas and thinking that these ma-
chines would stimulate in our students, the textile industry of the
United States would be the beneficiary.

At the present time the import duty on this machinery and equip-
nient ranges from 10 to as much as 40 percent. I would like to depart
from my statement for a moment and say I have been told todey that
the 40 percent on looms has probably been reduced to 20 percent.
}n my statement I mention 40 percent, but T am not sure of that
igure.

gAs a general rule, the budgets for new machinery in the textile
schools are very limited, so that the duties may make tho cost pro-
hibitive in some cases.

For purposes of illustration, I will mention two textile machines
manufactured in Europe, which several of the schools need, which are
not manufactured in this country, and on which the duty constitutes
a considerable outlay of funds. ‘Tho first is a “sample weaving ma-
chine” made in Switzerland. This device has a pattern mechanism
operating on the clectramagnetic prineiple which permits a wide range
o} now fabric patterns to be mm‘o very quickly. It is ideal for the
teaching of fabric pattern designing, but it could not possibly be used
for the commercial manufacture of fabrics. The Treasury Depart-
ment has told us that since this is a loom it is subject to a 40 percent
import duty, which amounts to $1,500 or more per machine.

Another case in point is the Shirley Aunalyzer, a machine built only
in England, which permits an analysis to be made of the foreign
matter content of cotton, both in the raw and semi-manufactured

94590—~52——2
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states, as well as of cotton waste.  This device is almost indispensable
for the attack on many cotton research problems. The duty on it
amounts to several hundred dollars,

Other foreign-made textile machines which we have examined are
substagtially different, in one respeet or another, from any made in
the United States. I am certain that if somo of these could be brought
into this country duty free, the schools would buy a number of them,
and thatasaresult ourtextilestudents would obtainnewideas that would
oventually be of benefit to the textile industry of the United States.
I wish to repeat that these machines are materially different from any
made here.  To illustrate, in 1950 I saw a shuttleless loom in Brazil,
which was said to have been invented there. Now, Brazil is not
noted for new developments in textile machinery, but that loom was
so different from any American loom we know about that it would
be a highly desirable mechanism for our students to study. Similarly,
the French have developed a circular loom that has no counterpart
in the United States. The Germang have brought out a new yarn
twister which I saw last year at the International Textile Exposition
in Lille. The spindles of this machine are driven by gears instead of
the conventional tapes, and it is considered somewhat revolutionary.

There has always been a high degree of cooperation between the
American textile machinery builders and the American textile schools.
This relationship is now a closer atuld more mutually helpful one than
ever. American-made textile machines form the basis of education
in textiles here today, and they always will.  No textile school in the
United States has eitier the desire or the funds to import more than
an oxtremely limited number of machines, most of l;nom cssentially
different from any made here. I am sure that our own textile machin-
ery builders, however, do not claim to have a world monopoly on im-
proved machine design. The passage of this bill as written, therefore,
will be of definite benefit to the textile industry of the United States,
by enabling our schools to import machines now saddled with an un-
fair duty, for educational purposes only, and by stimulating new ideas
of design in the minds of tomorrow’s American textile leaders.

That completes my statement, sir, Thank you.

Senator Hoey. Thank you, Doctor.

Doctor, how many textile schools are there in the United States?

Mr. Camenert. There ave ten college-level textile schools.

Sonator Hoey, What de you estimate would be the number of
machines of any one of these kinds that probably would be desired to
have imported .

Mr. Casepirs, 1 think all 10 schools would desire to have a sample
of thoe specific machines that they know are available.

Senator Hoey. So your estimate is that these 10 textile schools in
the United States would probably want a machine of each type for the
pur;‘)os_o of studying it?

Mr. CavpBELL. Yes.

Senator MiLLikiN. Do you train yowr students to operate textile
machines produced in this country?

Mr. CaupBELL. Yes, we do, not for the purpose of making machine
operators of them but for the purpose of acquainting them with the
potentialities and possibilities of the machines.

Senator Mituikin. The general field of training the students in
your school is to operate the machines made in this country, is it not?
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Mr. CavprseLn. Yes. -

Senator Miruixix, What is the reason for importing the machines
from abroad?

Mr. CampepeLL., Because our students not only become textile
execulives but they becomo engineers, machine designers, and many
other things in the textile industry, and because the mechanisms on
some of !ﬁo forcign machinery are so different in many respects it
would stimulate new ideas in the minds of our poo)l)lo.

Senator Mituixiy, Could they be taught from blueprints?

Mr. CamepeLr. Probably not; I should think not.

Senator MiLtikiN. Your students can read blueprints as well as
study the machine, can they not?

Mr. Cavrenreur, Yes. However, in order to determine the over-all
possibilities of the machine they should hiave the machine available
and test the product on the machine, which cannot be done, of course,
from blucprints.

Senator MiLLikIN. You say there are no comparable. machines
made in this country?

Mr. Caxenerr. T don’t believe T understand your question, sir.

Senator MiLrikiN. You have listed three or four %iffvronl types
of machines made abroad.

Mr. Camenern. Yos,

Senator MiLuikiy. Do we make the same type of machines in
this country?

Mr. CamperLL. In many cases, no.

Senator MaLuikin, In some cases we do?

Mr. CamprELL. In some cases we do, and in many cases we do not,

Senator Miruikiy, Would you mind telling us where we do and
where we do not on the illustrations you have given?

Mr. Camppirn. The illustrations I have given here, sir, relato
only to machines not made in this country. I can perhaps mention
some machines made abroad that have similar counterparts in this
country. There are spinning frames made in England, spinnin
frames made in Switzerland, and also made in Germany, Italy, anc
other countries, that are, to some extent, similar to, in many details,
to machines made in this country. -

Senator MinLikin. What has made you believe the 20 percent
tariff in some instances, as I understand it, and up to 40 percent,
determines the use of the machine for instruction purposcs?

Mr. CamreBeLL. Because the machinery budgets for all of the
textile schools are so limited, and we have to try to spread our money
as far as we can, and a 40 percent duty in some cases makes it prac-
tically impossible for us to afford it. )

Senator MirrLikiN, Of the various machines that you described
what is the cost of the Swiss patternmaker, if that is what yvou called i?

Mr. CamppiLn. The Swiss sample weaving machine.

Senator MiLuikiy. What is the cost of that machine?

Mr, Campsein. I am not sure of the present-day cost, but with
the clectromagnetic equipment that is needed in it, it is in excess
of $3,000.

Senator MiLLikiN. About $3,000?

Mr. CamreieLL. From three to four thousand dollars.
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Senator MirLisiN. Now, I am told that the chief machino that
carries more than 20 percent is what is known as the circular comb,
called the Noble or Bradford comb, that carries 40 pereent.

Mr. CavpBeLL. Yes.

Senator Miruikin. Can you tell us why the tariff on a machine
that costs $3,000 keeps you from buying the machine, if you want
it badly enough?

Mpr. Cavesrrr. Not if we want it badly enough, but it curtails
;hc opportunities to buy other machines that we (ioﬁniloly should
have.

Senator Miruixin, The burden of your testimony is it is the 20
percent tariff which keeps you from buying the machines.

Mr. Cameniry. Yes.

Senator MiLuikin, If that is not the burden of your testimony,
will you please explain what is the burden of it?

Mr. Campiirt, I think that is, sir.

Senator MiLuiriN. We have got a lot of precedents to wateh in
connection with this and that is why I am questioning you. Don't
you think that that 20 percent acditional cost, if it is reflected as
additional cost, could be met, assuming that the machine is highly
desirable?

Mr. CampneLL. It could in individual cases, sir.

Senator MiLLixiN. Your institution is not too-poor, you have a
wealthy institution, haven’t you?

Mr. CampBELL. It Lias that reputation; yes,

Senator MiLuikiN. Am I to believe, if you want this $3,000 Swiss
pattern machine, whatever you call it, that one-fifth of that, or $600
would keep you from getting it? ’

Mr. CauppevL. It would probably postpone the day when they did
decide to get it.

Senator MirLikin. It might not be as casy to get it?

Mr. Campsrrr. That is correct, sir.

Senator MiLuikiN, I am suggesting surely if it highly desirable in
your instruction course you are not going to let $600, which I assume
once invested will be useful for a long time to come, stand in the way
of the proper instruction of your students.

Mr. CaupprLL, No, in exceptional cases I think it will not.
Senator MivLikin, Thank you very much.

Senator Hoey. Are there any other questions?

Senator MarTiN. Mr. Chairman,

Senator Hokey. Senator Martin,

Senator MarTiN. Do you have a list of the 10 institutions that you
mentioned, that are on a college level?

Mr. Camenern. I can wote them to you, sir, or I can prepare a
list and give it to you. ould you like me to tell you where they
aro located?

Senator MarTIN, Yes.

Mr. CauporiL. There are five in the North and five in the South,
In the North there is the Lowell Textile Institute at Lowell, Mass.

Senator Kern. Is that a State school?

Mr. CaumpsiLL. Yes, that is supported b"l" the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts. There is the New Bedford Textile Institute at New
Bedford, Mass., which is also State-supported. There is tho Bradford-
Durfee Technical Institute at Fall River, Mass. That is also State-
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supported, The textile department of the Rhode Island School of
Design in Providence, R. 1., which I believe is a ]{rivntelv supported
institution. The Phil’ndolphin Textile Institute in Philadelphia, which
is also privatcly surportod. The School of Textiles at North Carolina
State College. All the five Southern schools are Statc-sup;i‘or(ed.
The School of Textiles of the Clemson Agricultural College.  The A.
French Textile School of the Gcorgiu Institute of Technology. Tex-
tilo department of the Alabama Polytechnic Institute. The textile
department of the Texas Collego of Technology. ‘Those are the 10.

Senator MarTtin, They are all State-supported except the one in
Philadelphia?

Mr. Cavpnrrn. The one in Philadelphia and the one in Rhode
Island, which are privately supported.

Senator MarTIN. That answers the question. .

Senator Mirrikin, Dr. Campbell, I would like to call your attention
to tho fact that the bill before us does not limit the importation of
machines that are not made in this country. In other words, it
refers to the importation of any kind of machine even though it is a
duplicate of the machine made in this country.

Senator Kerr. Do I understand it provides an umbrella large
lonou%;h for many institutions to get under other than those designated
rero

Senator Miruikin, I think so. The thing that bothers me is the
precedent.  We open the door for one particular segment of industry
and it would be difficult to refuse the same privilege to other industries.

Mr. Camenery. Senator, I would like to comment on the remark
you just made,

Senator Mirrigin. I would not for one moment put a prohibition
on your institution to bringing anything in from any foreign countries
that you want to bring in for educational purposes.

Mr., CampBELL. Yeos.

Senator MiLLIKIN. The sole question is whether we should take the
tariff off to facilitate your process of instruction.

Mr. CampeeLL. If I understand you correctly, you said if a machine
today was not built in this country, if we did not have anythin
simifar to it today, that it could be imported duty-free for educationa
purposes.

Senator Mivrixiy. No; I did not say that. I said you could pay
the price and bring it in. ~ The sole question, from my own viewpoint,
is whethier this tariff that we are talking about, which in all instances
is less than 40 percent, cxcept for one classification, whether we
should take off that tariff or whethier the problem could not be met by
paying the tariff just as everyone else does. - ‘

Senator Hoky. I think you misunderstood the Scnator’s reference,
to the effect that this bill is broad enough so the machines could be
brought in whether we brought in the same type of machine or not.

Mr. CanpELL. Thank you. I understand it now.

Scenator Hokey. Are theroe any other questions? Thank you, Dean,
for your appearance,

. Senator MirLikiN, Mr. Chairman, if I may make this observation,
the reason I think this particular question is important, I assume it
would permit them to bring in machines which are not similar to the
ones produced in this country, to instruct the students how to use
them, and it is equally true it would permit them to bring in machines
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which are similar to the machines we make in' this country, and thus
we are distinctly discouraging the production of the domostic product
where the domestxo product duplicates the foreign product. e are
teaching them to teach the use of the foreign machines after they are
mstmct,ed how to use them.

Senator Homy, 1 thmk one thing involved in Dr. Campbell’s state-
ment is thede students becoma engineers, designers, and so on, and
by » study of the operation of the foreign machines some improvement
might be made in other machines which would be produced in this
ooun

Senator MiLuixmv. I want to repeat again I am not taking any
Position that we should foreclose the teaching of the operation of any
machine in our educational institutions, the sole question to me is
-whether this tariff is an impoitant deterrent to the proper spread of
knowledge and whether it will open the door not only in this case but
whether it will set. a precedent in many others.

Sanstor MarTiN, Mr, Chairman, I do not waat it understood that
I wu opposing it in my questions, I just wanted to get the scope of the

ut there is another feature that should be meationed.  We are
2; righ} now some unemployment by reason of the importations
nhous parts of the world. ' Up in my State it is getting to be a

very ‘serious problem. In to what Senator Millikin said there,
}t might be setting a ent thn.t. would be rather embarrassing:
or ua in the tuture, so I think it ought to be ngen very careful thought.

I do not mean to unply I em oppo?imlg it at al

AMpBELL, Senator, I ke to add something. I have
lmt of the rates of duty on textile machinery and parts as of
1930 n.nd the current rates, which I %ot. from Mr. Cooley. The letter
¢f trananiitta) is dated October 26, 1950, and the rates on looms are
40-pment ad valorem, the current rate ps of October 26, 1950, and
- among -other machines, textile machines are listed up to 40 ercent

Tam not -\g{e that is the latest but it is the latest that Mr: Coole

1

l.mxm L {r. Chairman, I would like to advise ¢ t. is
no t.heh t. beenrevue&dowutozopeme
onr. lateat. figures are_ ineluded m t.he report from
mmission, which is already in ¢

Sena&or Mn.uxm 1 .«ould like to advnse dso that almost all of )

duties very recentl have been cut in half, from 40 to 20 percent.
I notice has been reduced from 40 to 10 percent which in itself
a n\xbs tial encouragement. '

", Mr,
Hoxy. Sendfor Smith. :
Behhto;‘ umo Y. Mr, Cftdrmanm of course the apb of the bilt

@ are 4 thh onlyav short and I think it
“\Q wbo W eg“;?nt. it m” ¥oco i paragre
loxY. L have put the qmire bill {n, .

Sutrn. It reads: '

20sin}; institution uublhhod lely for oduentionxl,
e om m in‘;grt free of duty r;y textile mashine or

m purposes
pu-; thereof, for ita own use in the ipstruction of students and not
mmwr'm elal he, umhr mmmmmmutho

. Chin by w5 the natiy o ather piachinery
&‘h &nf" it might o brougt I by ol shiols fsz medicine,

i

/,‘.
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-and that sort of tlningf that teach students how to operate a particular
item of machinery. 1 can understand that there is maybe a question
of precedent involved which I am not capable of discussing to any
great oxtent, but if there should be a machine in other parts of the
world that was so much more cfficient that would justify being im-
ported into this country by manufacturers, that they could see their
way clear to obtain, then we ought to have a chance for young men t-
learn the technique of using the machines.

Of course, it is not just one institution or one section of the country
but it is all sections. I have here g letter from Mr. Everett V. Olsen,
assistant to the president of the T.owell Textils-Insgtitute, Department
of Education, the Commonwealth of Massachimsetts, in Lowell.
This letter is addresspd to Mr. Cooley, the introducer of this bill, and
the letter says: e

Your letter to Ppéf. James H. Kengedy, Jr., of our {ustitute has bden turned
over to my office bécause it is of rgal intereat tp me and tg the institute, aha whole.

H. R. 1012 is of particular intetest WTFM" indtitute use of the manufagturing
equipment which we must ?%m whjch will be uged only for classroom demon-
strations. It i true that the manufagtyring patential or ,tf‘:: machine Eﬁgs{m,

) rely educational institute, we
t Harvard Universityland

but we not/a manufacturin; asa
feel th.ﬁhis i}l is quite falr for . ’,il?l;'" also

other echools |n the area would have'sfy'intetest in yaur,bill because they iinport
ocrtain mach! erlv. surgical instmmzo " ar?d ther equif ment not manufactyred
in this countyy for use/Ti their labokatorieq and denlonstrations{ I

that this bill is giv?nh able rnd into a law.
We woul pf;reclate earing her fromiyou if yhere is anything which we
might add to kelp strengthen the cdpa for this biil. - ~—
1 put thai in becaugo yon’gohtlemen haye geen oid already,/and
iou gentleman know, 1t 18 not just-one institytion. Dgan C bell
appens to be\the dean of our State collage of engincerjng. I wgs told

several ycars ago. by one of the distingujshed men j assachiusetts,
with whom I had some busigess dealings, disti: hed in thé textile
field, that he regarded the Notth Gerolina School of Textilg£nginecr-
ing as the finest in America. 2

Now, the State df North Carolina has appropriated-large sums of
money from the public ury to develgp this getfool. We have a

large number of boys not o yz'«ut from Nowtir lina but from all
over America who go there, and wo even have some boys from foreign
_countries. I remember there was one from Turkey sometime ago,
and some other countrieés. So we really have a very fine textilo school,
and I think that our State has been determined to do all it could to
further its functions. . .
* ‘This is just one of those that may not be too big in its over-all
proportions and yet it means this amount of money is paid by way of
taxes and by contributions from the textile industry to the educational
institutions, We bave that all over our State, These machines
would be used for educational purposes in the classrooms. That is all
" this.amounts to, because.under tho regulations that the Treasury
Department would prescribe under the terms of the bill they could not
be used for any other purposes. . L .o

So far as I am able to analyze the bill, it could not allow any manipu-
lation or maneuvering that would put these machines in the hands of
anybody that would use them, except in claserooms, .So it seems to
me, from what I know about it, that is not very much. . )

I do have great confidence in Dean Campbell, and I am sure every-
one who knows him, both within this State and out of the State. °
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felt very fortunate years when we wera able to get him to como to
North Carolina to take charge of our toxtilo achool.

Then I might say there is the clament of private business in this.

-I¢ is true that textilo poople, people who are interested in toxtiles,

Youem.’ly contribute to all of theso textilo schools, as I understand it,

koow somo of the busincssmen in the Stato of the distinguished
Senator from Uennaylvania continu try to improve the process by
which they try to mako a bettor product.

it seeans to mo, from a cursory examination of this question there

can be hardly any doubt of anybody being done any serious harm
from tho passago of this bill as it is writton. 1 might call your atten-
tion to onoe of tho sentences and then I am through, In the House
report on this measuro there is this sentence:

It has boen the historical poticy of Congreas (o oncourage the advancement of
culture and sclonee in the United Ktatos by admitting (reo of duty certain articles
for uso by religlous, phllosophieal, educational, scientlfio, and literary institutions,

ph 1631 of the Tarliff Aet of 1930, as amended, providea for ruch freo {m-
portation of books, mape, inusie, engravings, ete. .

That is the statemont I found in this report,

I did know something about the surgical instruments and about
machines in connection with all sorts of investigations of human ills
because of my connection with thoe biggest modical school in the South,
and I know we had been continuously faced with whether we might.
havo money for the particular machine. It might not bo only a quce-
tion of $600 or $800 or $1,000, but tho purchase of the machine might
bo postponed because of budgot necessitics or requirements. So 1
know that all of you gentlemen cannot lwl?‘ but bo favorably diaposed
toward this, if you can work it out, and I hopeo it will be done.

Senator flowy. Thank you for your atatement, Senator,

Senator MILuikiN, Senator Smith, the provision you mentioned is
the provision of the Tariff Act which does exempt some of these things.
That all m for the purposes apecified gencrally as fino arts, It
speaks of books, maps, music, engravings, photographs, etching, litho-
mhﬂ prints, charts, which is somewhat different from going into the

of machinery. o me, from my own viewpoint, thero might be
m gne art in machinery, but I don’t think that is the general under-
s g

Scnator 8mrth. T had never scen it until I read it in this report.
But, anyway, a guestion might develop whether it is well to allow it
in from the standpoint of gratification. 1t might get in as a fino art,
a peychic gratification, or whother it would be some advantage to make
it possible for our students, to make it available to them to study the
manufacturing techniques. 1 am not too familiar with textiles but
1 do have some littlo experience with some phasea of the husinces.
You can see the difference in results produced by the use of certain
machines over other machines.

8enator MiLLixiN. To many businessmen the cash register would
‘probably be desmed as a work of fine art.

Senator Hony, Thank you, Senator Smith,

: Senstor Homy, There 18 ¢ne other witneces'to be heard, Mr, Alex
J. McFarlind, wlio represents the National Aesociation of Textilo
‘Machinety Manufasturers,

vr , '
Vi . b i
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STATEMENT OF ALEX J. McFARLAFND, REPRESERTING THE
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF TEXTILE MACHINERY MANU.
FACTURERS

Mr. McFanrann, Gentlemen, my name is Alex J. MeFarland, 1
am a member of the firm of errick, Smith, Doneld, Farley &
Ketchum, of Boston. I am appearing before you thia morning as a
counsel and n represontative of the National Asaociation of Textile
Machinery Manufacturers,

I have fitod a statement with you gontlomoen, and T must say that
the guestions that the Senators have asked [ think have brought
out the points that T wish to make, but for the sake of tho record
I should like to repeat them,

Senator Hoxy, Your full atatement will be included in the record.

Mr. McFantann, Thank yvou, sir,

I might aay that the association is npimsod to 1, R. 1012 only as
it is prescntly worded.  We suggest, as U will develop later, a simple
amendmont. which T feel sure will produce the results which Dean
Campbell and the textile sehools desire.

Tot mo say that the association feels that the purpose of this bill
is n worthy one, to permit these textilo institutions in particntar- -
although I'do point out that it includes other charitablo and religious
organizations - novertheless, it permits these organizations to purchaso
machinery at less cost than if the duty wero imposed.

‘T'his association that [ represent is well cognizant of the importance
of toxtilo schools.  As a matter of fact, [ am sure that most, if not
all, of the membera of the associntion have contributed to one or
more such schools in the past and are constantly concerned and
interested in their development and progress.  Howover, wo belisve
that 1. R. 1012, as presently drawn, might--and Y emphasizo
“might”’~have somo sovore cffeet on tho domestic textits machinery
manufacturing industry.

As a bit of background, and as is set forth moro particnlarly in tho
written statement | have filed, it is 1o Lo noted that tho tariff on
toxtilo machinery has been reduced substantially since 1030, Thero
havoe beon saveral cuts and, as a matter of faet, within the last 6
years, since 1945, tho tariff has been cut almost in half on the bulk
of the machinery that is manufactured by the members of the
association that I represoent.

Senator MiLtikin, May I intercupt you there?

Mr. McFanuann, Yes, Senator.

Scenator Mirtikix, What are tho principal manufacturing conters
of textilo machinery abroad? what nations?

Mr. McFauvano. That T am not prepared to say, Senator,

Senator MiuLtakin, Is there anyono in the room here who is pre-
pared to say? 1o you know, Dean?

Mr. Camenrnt, Yes, sir. 1 would say the Manchester, England,
aren; BOME Arcas in l‘ﬂ-nnco; the area around Zurich, Switzerland;
Milan, Ttaly; Dusscldorf, Germany.

Senator MiLrikin, T want to suggest to yéu in viow of what you
just aid, in addition to the 60 percent cut in tariff you have had
almost the equivalent of that by the devaluation of tho pound.
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Mr. McFaruanp. I also wish to point out that especially in Great
Britain we find there is & decided competitive clement that has arisen
in connection with our domestic manufacture by reason of the lowered
labor costs in particular. ‘That may be attributed to several things:
the standard of living, and so forth. But the fact of the matter is
that the tarifl ‘)rotection to this induslr{ has been reduced, and our
position is simply this, that we aro generall i opposed to any broadside,
general reduction in the tariff schedule. Tt 1s a sclfish reason, to be
sure, but perhaps, in large part, that is the reason for the tarif.
However, 1f a general exemption is granted in a particular case, it
then opens the door to requests for other general exemptions. Tt is
not unreasonable to suppose, were this bill to be enacted in its present
form, that other groups, who are interested not in educational nstitu-
tions, mind you, but manufacturers and others who have research
and oxperimenta\ shops, as most of these textile manufacturing con-
cerns have, would request perhaps a reduction on their behalf.

Senator MarTin. Mr. Chairman, might I ask a question in that
connection?

Senator Hoey. Senator Martin,

Senator Marrin. Isn’t the reason for the tariff largely to take care
of the differences in the wage scale in America and in competing
countries?

Mr. McFaruano. I wish I knew, Senator. I think there lave been
various reasons given for these tariffs in the past. I am not enough
of a student of tariff matters to answer that question. 1 wish I could.

The association requests that the committee consider the extremo

ibilities of what might happen under this act as presently worded,
in order that you might appreciate our position. I am not imputing
any sinister motives to Dean Campbell in particular, or to any of the
textile schools, Lut 1 think we should keep in mind the Fossabilities‘

Under this bill it is perfectly possiblo for any textile school to
import, duty-free, machinery which is highly competitive with the
domestically manufactured machinery. 'There is no restriction in
that regard. Let us suppose that happens—and it might well happen
for the pecuniary reasons to which Dean Campbell refers, namely,
that that import and purchase could be made at less expense than
the purchase of similar machinery manufactured in this country—
the result might well be that those who aro schooled in these textile
schools in_this country would be schooled, in large part. perhaps
exclusively to take tho most extreme position, on machines that are
menufactured abroad end which are sold in competition with our
domestic machines, That is an extremo position, but I point out
that it is possible, and for that reason the association feels the bill is
too broad in its present form.

Reference has been made to the report of the Committee on Ways
and Means, and I should like also to refer to another paragraph in
that coinmittee’s report in which it was atated:

It is anticipated that most of the textile inachines which would be imported
free of duty under this bill would be special machines or machines having spocial
features and which are not, made in the United States at tho time of importation.

I also refer to Dean Campbell’s statement before you gentlomen this
morning in which he referred to the desirability of purchasing abroad
substantially different machines, or materially different machines, and
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he gave some examples of what I would take to be materially different
machines than those produced in this country.

We are in entire accord with this bill if its provisions were limited
to machines which are not manufactured in this country, or to ma-
chines wlhere the substantial equivalent is not manufactured in this
country. In other words, we are entirely in sympathy with the pur-
poses of the textile schools in that regard. However, we believe that
this limitation of materially equivalent machines should not be left
to speculation or to mere hope, and'we merely request that that should
be finalized in the bill so there would be no question in that regard.

In the written statement I have submitted the association has
suggested an amendment to the present bill. This amendment appears
at the bottom of page 5 and the top of page 6 of the written statement
that 1 submitted, and the amendment really only adds to the end of
the bill as now drawn the following words:

Provided, That any such textile machine or machinery or part thereof, or the
:uh\‘!anlial equivalent thereof, is not at that time manufactured in the United
States,

We believe that that will entirely carry out the intent and purpose
of this bill, which 1 believe was introduced on behalf of Dean Camp-
bell by Rorroscntati\'c Cooley. It will provide the results that were
anticipated by Dean Campbell and at the same time it will provide a
definite safeguard, we feel, to the domestic textile machinery industry.

Thank you, gentlemen.

Scnator Hory. Thank you, Mr, McFarland.

(Tho prepared statement submitted by Mr. McFarland reads, in
full, as follows:)

STATEMENT OF NATIONAL AsSOCIATION OF TEXTILE MACKHINERY MANUFACTURERS

H. R. 1012, providing for the duty-free itnportation into this country of textile
machinery destined for charitable inztitutions, is of the greatest concern to the
textile machinery industry of the United States. A= a representative of a major

rtion of that industry, the National Association of Textile Machinery Manu-
acturers wishes to recorci, on behalf of the textile industry, its objections to H. R.
1012&£n~semly worded.

Theo National Association of Textile Machinery Manufacturers is a voluntary
association of manufacturers of textile machinery and parts. Ita membership
includes all major concerns which manufacture carding and other preparatory,
spinning and twisting nachinery; winders: beaming, warping aud slashing
machinery; looms; and bleaching, printing, dyeing and finishirg machinery. A
list of the association members with addresses I3 attached as exhii.t A.

H. R. 1012 haa a worthy pur . It is apparently designed to make acquisi-
tions of textile machinery by this country’s textile schools less expensive. The
importance of the textile schoola to the textile indurtry of thix zountry cannot be
overestimated and is fullv appreciated by the Association,

Nevertheless, H. R. 1012 a8 presently drawn may if enaeted into law have revere
repercussions on the textile machinery industry and in that respect go further
than the framers of the bill intended. Therefore, the association would like first
to indicate briefly the danger to the textile machinery industry involved, and
f’eeond to suggest an amendment to H. R, 1012 designed to remove some of that

anger,

1. H. R. 1012 if enacted into law would invite further broad exeeptions
to the Tariff Act of 1930 and, more important, would in effect subaidize textile
school tuchiﬁ; on textile machinery imported from Great Britain and other
foreign countries,

The textile machinery industry of this country has recently had to absorh the
shock of repeated and drastic cuts in the tariff on importations of competing foreign
machinery. The following table, comparing the present fmport duties with
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those of 1045 and 1030 on cortain textile machinery itemia covered by paragraph
372 of tho Tarift Act of 1930, as amended, ix deamatic evidence of that facl:

It dutles (pecoent)
",‘:“," 1948 {Presont

Carding, twistin tn oth tn Ine H
r‘&":uunu';:‘ﬂ'u"" g and other peepuring mach tymil‘nflf_

Desctiption

@ aey iiiies eiiie e aas PR, ® k) 10
Fot wool and other hres racept colton and Jute.

Worsted combs. . ..ooeeiviinienn.a P ereenn RO ® © “w

. Other. . ... . .- . e 0 x N
Winders and warp, preparation niachinery .. .. .. ... . . . {0 D N
R0 Vicuthing, Feinting. dyeiog. ¥nd oiber fnlhing sebt PO 1 R R
e ng, printing, R, AN n g Inachinery an ) )
Miscell uuﬁ- £ y.‘;mdmu ..................... ’ l\\' “ n 15

Ax {3 readily seen from the above table, the dutles on weaving machinery,
finishing nachinery, and cotton spinning and preparatory machinery, which cont-
riso the bulk of the production of the members of the National Axsociation of
extite Machinery Manufacturers, has beea cut in half sinee 1915, And these
cuts have heen made in the face of the fact that there is a =ubstantial differential
in cost between forcign manufacture, zuch o the British, and ours, targely due to
lower foreign labor costs avd to aubsidization of textile machinery production by
forelgn governments,  Of cuurse, fn the case of the Japanese, wha are aggres<ively
expanding their toxtile machineey fudustry, the labor cost differential i much
greater.

As a general proposition, the association is oppuosed to auf: broad exception to
the structure of the tariff »et up by the Tariff Act of 1930, ‘The particular exeep-
tion propozed by the present bill, if passaxd, would invite attempi= to make further
broad oxwrlium. To take ouly one example, it is not improbable that a aimiar
bill providing for duty-free entry of textite machinery to bo used for rewarch or
coxperimental purpazes by variont Unfted 8tated business coneerns would be pro-
posed,  Not only do zuch broad exceptions bring fnevitable adininistrative com.

lications by virtue of difficultics of interpretation aud application-they also
nevitably threaten the competitive position of the domestie industey by lecening
the demand for domestio machinery,

. R. 1013 iy, however charitable ita nature, another tariff cut, 1t i« true that
this cut doea not immediately spell commercial competition to the donestic in-
dustry, but it long-rango effects arv regarded with apprehension by the ascociation.

Tho immediatoe effect will be steppecd-up imporiation of foreign textile machinery
to the nutrerous textile s choots and other iudditutions “incorporated or establi<hed
2olely for educationat, religlous, or charitable purposes” throughout the country.
It is an opportunity that will not be missed b forcign manufacturers to seil their
machinery at the very root of the textile industry of the fulure.  Where future
textilo industry operatives aud executives are heing trained and educated, the
low coat of the foreign procduct will be stressed and attention drawn to the advan-
tages of dealing with a subsidized industey. This is an added hunden to a domestic
industry already faced with rising labor and material costs and lower tarifs on
compeﬁu.‘ rmducls.

3. 1L, R. 1012 should be amended to allow duty-freo importx of ouly such
textile machinery as (s not manufactured in the United States,

Tho report of the Ways and Mecans Committeo of the House of Representatives
on H, R. 1012 aiates:

“I¢ §s anticipated that most of the textite imachines which would bo imported
free of duty under this bill would be special machines or machinex having special
features and which are not mado in the United States at the time of linportation.”

Thoe National Arsociation of Textile Machinery Manufacturers would have no
objection Lo Lthe bill §f this anticipation should prove tv be tho eeality.  Therefore,
it suggeats that, ratber than leaving the matter to apeculation, there he added to
the languago of the bill as preioutly deawn a proviso that free entry bo allowed unly
when the equiva'ent machinery {4 not then belng manufactured fn this country, =0
that tho blil as amended will read as follows:

“Par, 1817, Any soeiet{‘or inatitution fncorporajed or established solely for
educational, religious, or charilable purposcs may import free of duty any textile
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machine or machinezy, or part thereof, for itx own fixe In the fnstruction of =tu.
dents and not for xale or for any commereial use, under such rules atdd regulations
as the Seerctary of the "Vreasury may preseribe, provided that any such tertile
machine or machinery or parl thereof, or the subatantial equiralent thereof, is nol al
that lli;"l;‘l”‘ﬂ’l“fﬂf""ﬂ' in the United States.”  |ltalics 1o indicate the amendment
supplied.

Such an amehidiment would, it would seem, cffectuate the intent of the Houso
Ways and Means Commiitee,

‘There v furthermore an interesting paratlel providing precedent for stich an
amcudment frot a source sometimes regarded s 1oo carcless of United Niates
interests,  Thix {2 an agreement sponsored hy the United Nations Edueational,
Selentifio, and Cultural Organtzation. which agreement was In part negotiated hy
representatives from the United States State Department,  The agreement |
entitled “Agreciment on the Iinportation of Fucational, Scientific and Cultural
Matcrials,” and i+ designed to offeet generally duty-free finportation of educational,
seientific, and cultural materials by countries dgning the agreement, It is not
entirely clear whether textile machinery 3 covered by this agreement, but if it
i, it could only be under the following fanguage of the agreement:

Nelentifio Insteuments or apparatus, intended exclusively for educational pur.
poses or pure sefentifie research, provided —

() that such xcientific instraments or apparatus are conrigned to publie
or privale sclentific or educationad fnstitutions approved hy the competent
authoritlex of the importing country for the purpose of duty-froe entey of
these typea of articles, and usedd under the control and responsbility of
these institutions:

''(L) thal instruments or apparalus of equivalent seientific ralue are not being
mannfactured in the country of impartation.” [lalics supplied.)

Here i¢ clear-cut recognition of the interest of every country in rrotrolln! its
domestio fndustry, At least 20 countrics, including the United Kingdom, have
signed the agreement, although as yet apparently only one has filed the neceossary
inztrument of acceplance.

Furtherinore, in the case of thia UNESCO agreetnedt, the United States repre-
sentatives went even further and provided in a protoco) Lo the agrecinent that the
United States had the aption of hecoming a party to the agreenient with A rexesr-
vation premitting the suspension of any imports under the agreement if there I
any threat of “serioux Injury to the domestic Indusey ¢ ¢ ¢ nxmduc]ng.
like or directly competitive products.’”  Thia reservatlon was insisted on In a
case where only educational, scientlfie, and cultural material: were being covered
How mich more reason I there to fnslst on a measure of protection Lo domestic
industry In & case involving the highly competitive field of textile machinery.

In conclusion, the association rocommends that the bill be amended in the
mannce 38 ggested or, if such amendment is not deemed desirgble, that the bilt
be reported unfavorably.

Respectfully submitted,

NATIONAL AssSOCIATION oF TexTILE
MAcHINERY MANUPACTORER:,
By Auex J. Woorano.

ExHisir A

NATIONAL ARSOCIATION OF TRXTILE MACHINERY MANUPACTURBAS AcTiva
MruBRR&HIP List

Ablngton Textile Machinery Works, 10 Congress Street, Boston, Mass.
larber-Colman Co., Rockford, IlI.
Bireh Broa,, Ino., 82 Kent Strect, Somerville, Mass,
Q. L. Brownell, fmz. Station A, ‘Vorceator, Mass,
H. W, Butterworth & 8ons Co., York and Cedar Streets, Philadelphia 25, Pa.
Burlington Engincering Co., Graham, N, C.
Cocker Machine & Foundry Co., Gastonia, N. C.
Cromptoo & Knowles Jacquard & Su“gly Co., 800 Brook Stroct, Pawtucket, R. 1.
Crompton & Knowles Loom Works, Worcester 1, Mass,
Curtis & Marble Machine Co., Worcester 3, Mass,
B:‘vts‘ aognbe{l‘bl»hino go., North Andover, Mass.
., Hopodale, Masx. :
Duk%"Muh?nc Co., |nc.', 288 Derby Strect, Salem, Mass,
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Fay Bcott Corp., Dexter, Maine.
Foster Machlue Co., Weatfield, Mass.
Fleicher Works, Tno,, Glenwood Avenue and Second Street, Philadelphia, Pa.
David Gessner Co., 41 Fremont Street, Worcester 3, Mass.

H. & B, American Machine Co., Pawtucket, R. 1.

George 8. llarwood & Son, 50 Lagrange Strect, Worcester, Mass,

Holdsworth Gill 8¢rew Co., Inc., 1 ¥udora Street, Providence 3, R. I.

Hermas Machine Co., Inc., Warburton Avenue, Hawthorne, N.J.

Rodney Hunt Machine Co., Orange, Mass.

James Hunter Machine Co., North Adams, Masa,

Hussong-Walker-Davls Co., Coral and Valetta Streets, Philadelphis, Pa.
Charles B. Johnson Machine Works, Piercy and Holsman Street, Paterson, N. J.
Kearny Maaufacturing Co., Inc., l'(earnyhﬁ.t J

F. A, zenw & Co., 31068 Elm Avenue, more 11, Md.
Marshall & Williams Corp., 46 Baker Street, Providence 5, R. 1.
awaco Machine Co. klyn !

, 58 art Stroet, Brooklyn, N. Y.
orrison Machine Co., 1171-1225 Madlson Avenue, Patcrson 3, N. J.
ount H%;e Machine Co., 15 Fifth Street, Taunton, Mass,
\'lagmll’ll ying Machine Co., lehigh Avenue and i k Street, Philadelphia
, Pa.
Parks-Cramer Co., Box 444, Fitchburg, Mass.
B. F. Perkins & 8on, Inc., Box 388, Holyoke, Mass.
Proctor & Schwarts, Inc, S8eventh and Tabor Road, Philadelphia, Pa.
Rigg: & Lombard, Inc., foot of Buffolk Street, Lowel), Mass.
B. 8. Roy & Son Co., Worcester. Masa.
8aco-Lowell Shog. 60 Bsﬂegmmh Street, Boston 10, Masa,
C. Q. nt's Sons Corp., Graniteville, Mass,
James Smith & Son, 982 Southbridge Street, Worcester 3, Mass,
Smith, Drum & Co., Allegheny Avenue below Fifth Strect, Philadelphia 33, Pa.
The Terrell Machine Co,, 3008 South Boulevard, Charlotte, N. C.
Universal Winding Co., Post Office Box 1605, Providence 1, R. 1.
Van Viaanderen Co., 370 Straight Street, Paterson 3, N. J.
Venango Engineering Co., Ino., G and Lycoming Strects, Philadelphia 24, Pa.
Warnesit Warper Co., 4044 Church 8treet, Lowell, Mass,
Werner Machine Co., Ine., Pasaaic, N. J,
United States Textile Machine Co., S8cranton 8, Pa.
Whitin Machine Works, Whitingville, Mass,
Woonsocket Napping Machine Co., Woonsocket, R. 1.
The Warner & Swasey Co,, 5701 C'arnegla Avenue, Cleveland 3, Ohlo

odSenator Hoky. This concludes the schedule of witnesses appearing
today. R
M¥ CauppeLL. Mr. Chairman, may I add a few remarke?

Senator Hoev. You may.

Mr. Cauepet, Gentlemen, I would like to make a very brief
commeént on Mr. McFarland’s proposed change, and that is this, that
if such an amendment were approved and passed it would, of course,
leave up to some Government agency the question of determining
whather a machine was substantially different from anything built in
this country, and I personally am afraid that, in many cases, it might
not be poesiﬁlo to find a person qualified to distinguish between ma-
chines made in our country and machines made abroad, to determine
whether thatis similar or dissiniilar, and that might cause difficulties in
connection with the carrying out of this act.

Senator MiLLikiN. We have the same problem in connection with
all classification questions in the tariff.

.Senator Hoxy. There was a suggestion by Mr, McFarland, Senator
Millikin, that we add: - Co
provided that any such textile machine or machinery or part thereof, or the
aut:)g:ntld equivalent thercof, is not:at that time manufactured in the United
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Senator MiLuikin, Is there serious objection to that, Dean
Campbeli?

Mr, CamperELL, No, sir; not a serious objection.

Senator lory. This concludes the schedulo of witnesses for today.
The record will be written up and the committes will consider this
matter at some future meeting. .

Wae thank all of you for attending this morning, and if it meets the
approval of the committee, the committee will adjourn.

Whereupon, at 11 a. m., the committee adjourned.)
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