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PREFACE.

_ Tariff hearings were begun on July 25, 1921, pursuant to the
~ following notice: = } _ OOl e N N
: : i ; UNITED STATES SENATE,
: " : : ey CoumirrEr ON FINANCE,
e Uy S I S, ‘ July 22, 1921,
The Committee on Finance will hold Eublic‘ hearings relative to the tariff at Wash-
ington, D, (., beginning Monday, July 25, 1921. ’ o
[t is the puirpose of the committee to hear first the proponents and opponents of the
Américan’valuation plan. S . R

The committee expects first to hear members of the Tariff ' nmission and certain
- special agents of the New York customs office with respect . . .iis plan upon Monday
- and Tuesday mext. . .. .. ... . o .ol Nty

The committee expects to close the hearings upon the American valuation plan by -
‘Thursday next and then’'to take up the several schedules in order. el

Notices will be sent to all applicants for hearings as early as possible, advising them
when they.cad be'heard.:- : . . ... ... o S

In order to avoid duplication of arguments and suggestions it is requested that

réons desiring to present. the same. character of information relative to any tariff
item ngree upon one representative to present their views, - S

The hearings will be‘condiicted in room:312 of the Senate Office Building. Sessions
will be held: each day fromi 10.30 a:'in. to 12 noon and from 2.30 p. m. to 5 p. m. :

It is desired that witnesses endeavor to prepare their statements in such form that
their presontation Wwill not require more than 30 minutes. .~

Persons wishing to be heard should; if possible; apply to the clerk of the committee,
prior to the date set for thé hearings, for an assignment of time. . In making such appli-
cation the following information shoild be given: Name, business address, temporary
address iu,Wgahitggwn,f business or occupation, the Fermn, firm, corfloratm'n, or a880-
ciation represented, and the'item and paragraph of the tariff bill (H. R. 7456) con-
cerning which testimony will be'given.. =~ L DTG

All briefs and other papers filed with the committee should have indorsed on them
the item and paragraph of the tariff bill (H. R. 7456) to which they relate, and the
nameand address of the persen submitting them, his business or occupation, the name
of the person, firm, corporation, or association whom he represents. )

e | ~ Borss Ppwnoss, Chairman.

The hearings were continued to and including August 31, 1921.
Because of the unsettled and continually changing-world conditions.
and the great length of time required to complete the tariff bill,
it was decided to put the Internal-revenue leg islation ahead of the
tariff bill. The tariff hearings were, therefore, postponed, and
resumed November 3, 1921, and completed January 9, 1922.

The stenographic minutes of each day’s proceedings were first
printed m.pﬁ'ehmmary form in 58 parts. Copies were sent to each
witness with the request that he make necessary corrections for
clearness in his statement and return the revised copy to the clerk.
Such corrections have been observed in pre ’ar.'m% the revised edition
of the hearings. In this edition the chronological order of the state-
ments has been disregarded (except that of American Valuation and
Dyes Embargo, Vol. 1) and the oral testimony and the papers filed
on each subject have been grouped and arranged, as nearly as
practicable, according to the paragraphs of the tariff bill as it
passed the House. :

n



The revised hearings were first indexed and printed in separate
‘'volumes, each containing ‘only the testimony relative to a particular
-schedule, Three additional volumes were a]);o rinted, one contain-
- ing the testimony relative to the American valuation plan, one the
- testimony relative to the dyes embargo, and the other that relative
~to the special and administrative provisions of the tariff bill and testi-

~ mony relative to certain paragraphs that was taken too late for incor-

- poration in the proper volume.

' Vovume II;

. The hearings are here consolidated in 8 volumes (each indexed
by name and subject), including a general index, arranged asfollows:

' CONTENTS OF VOLUMES.

Vondi{z;fi _ e
| o142

Armerican Valuation. ....... CENTESEETER e 1204
3 Dyes Embargo:...... eeaes . Wi dad T 343-TTh
Vorume II: - = - . o e A EIhE N £
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 Sommotin 7.
~ AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS.

AGRICULTURE IN GENERAL.

STATEMENT OF PROF. THOMAS C. ATKESON, WASHINGTON, D. C,,
REPRESENTING NATIONAL GRANGE, PATRONS OF HUSBANDEY..

~ Prof. AtkesoN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
my name is T, C. Atkeson, representing the National Grange. »
I am not here as an individual, but as a representative of an organi-
zation of farmers that has a half century of experience and observa-
tion behind it, with a membership of approximately 1,000,000 ]p_eople'.
This organization has lived through a great many tariff bills and
other bills, and it has lived through calamitous times like these and
other calamities, and it is still in existence and in some measure per-
forms its function. "It will hold its next, its fifty-fifth, annual session
at Portland, Oreg., beginning next week. -
The CHamrmaN. How long have you been at the head of this
organization, Professor? You are president-now?
rof. ATkesoN. I am not master of the grange at all, Mr. S. J.
Lowell, of New York, is the present master. I am the Washington
representative of the grange. I have been a member of the grange
for more than 40 years and have served it in many official capacities.
Our organization in its experience has-had a good deal to do, of
necessity, with problems involved in the tariffi—in taxation and
support of the governmental machinery in all its relations—and
some 30 or 40 years ago we undertook to determine where our
organization stood and, so far as it represented the farmers of the
country, where the farmers stood -on the question of tariff, and
particularly ‘protective tariff, or the protective principle involved
in the tariff problem. We found that we had a good many men"
in our membership who were high protectionists, men who were
free traders, men who favored a tariff for revenue only with in-
cidental Yrotection, and men who favored tariff for protection with
a A o

incidental revenue.

We found that with this- various membership in our organization
it was impossible for us to determine or for us to take the position
for or against protection, and as impossible as it would have been
to take a position for or against the Methodist or the Baptist or the
Presbyterian churches, in view of the dogmas and doctrines that.
come into our organization through the affiliation of our member-
ship with all these churches and in the various relations of life, and
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_that it was absolutely impossible to reach a definite or anything like
a satisfactory decision in favor of problems of that kind. o
We are absolutely nonpolitical in our organization. I think that
we would not have lived so long if we had been a little more political
than we have been. The experience of other organizations that got
into politics has been that they got out of business sooner or later.
 Being a nonpolitical organization we have not tried to settle the
tariff policy of the country. But some 30 or 40 years ago our organi-
zation adopted a resolution reading about like this: That so long as
protection is the policy of the Government, we demand for agriculture
and agricultural products a fair and equal protection under the
tariff laws of the country. _ o , :

In one form of words or another, for 30 or 40 years we have
rei:;lerate'd that position, and that is what I am here to reiterate
to-day. - . T A R T L

Ih{h’é early discussion of the tariff question much was said about
raw materials being placed on the free list, and that manufactured
or finished products should have a protective tariff, and I was con-
fronted, and our organization was confronted, in an effort to de-
termine what constituted a. “raw material.” And I am wonderin
if there is any Senator wise enough to tell us what is a raw materia
that has to be admitted tariff free. Perhaps any of you at first
thought would undertake to answer that question. But it is not so
easy of answer. S I

In my conception the only raw material is the thing as the Creator
made it, where he made it, 1f you want a definition of raw material—
it may be iron in the mine, or coal in the mine, or plant food in the
soil, in the air, or in the water; all those things, in my conception,
are raw materials, and nothing else is. .

In order to produce a crop of corn or wheat the farmer must plow
and cultivate and harvest and take.care of his crop. He has done -
something with what nature provided; that is, his farm has been
factory, He has converted into a commercial commodity: some. of
those properties suitable for immediate use and consumption, others

uiring further manipulation and manufacture on the way to the
ultimate consumer. But so far as the farmer is concerned, the prod-
ucts of his farm age the products of his factory and are absolutely as -
essential as the product of any factory can be to the product of that
factory. A factory takes a commodity at some stage of its existence
and adds something to it, or does something to.it, that further fits it
- for fina] consumption; and every manufacturing interest would like
to assume that the thing at the place where it takes it is raw material
and would like to have it on the free list, and at the place where he
lets it go that it be considered the finished product, and he would like
to have it protected. N o L

So we repudiate entirely the old dictum of tariff philosophers—that
the product of the farm is a raw material. So far as the farmer is
concerned it is a finished product; it is an eternally finished product—
at the place where he lets it go, whatever it may be, whether it 1s
consumed in the form in-which he lets it go or whether somebody
adds something to it following his disposition of1t.

I would like for this committee in considering agricultural tariffs
to keep that in mind. ‘
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Then, another question arises, which is fundamental to fair con-
sideration of this question, and that is whether a tariff can protect
an agricultural commodity or not and just to what extent it may be
protected or its gice increased—and that is what !ou mean by pro-
tection, its price being increased—and you will find a great diversity
of opinion among Senators and Congressmen, as well as among
farmers and economists everywhere, as to the things that may or may
 not be protected by a tariff. S .
~ Therefore, we fall back on this and the enunciation of the National
Grange, that is 30 or 40 years old, and depend largely upon the wis-
dom and the honesty of purpose and the patriotism of the American
Congress to see that 'nj}héultiﬁ‘e is not discriminated against and, so
far as possible under the tariff schedules, to see that the products of

agriculture receive a fair and just Ipl_"oteCtion so long as protection
- is the policy of the Government.- If the Government should adopt
a free-trade policy absoliitely, we will try and survive; we will still
be in favor of the policy of the Government. The responsibility for
the policy of the Government is upon the American Congress and
~ not u{:;m’ us. But so long as protection is the policy, we contend for
- our place under that policy—and we accept that as the fixed policy

of the present administration. . v S
I have said about all, I think, Mr. Chairman, that it is necessary
for me to Sai)l’f;'_"bécaus'g', as the schedule of hearings indicate, the pro-
ponents of the different farm commodities will expect to be heard at
considerable length, and if I may I will not enter into the discussion of
any of those special items in the farm schedule. I understand that
sheep and wool and mutton products are to be taken up next. I think

I will clcse, Mr, Chairman. , i)
Senator Jones. They will undertake to show us as to how a tariff
would affect the different farm commodities and products, whether
the tariff would benefit one class or not or another class or not.
Prof. Arkeson. Well, if a tariff performs any of its purposes, it
always benefits one class to the more or less disadvantage of some
other class, - That is. fundamental. o e
Senator Jones. What I meant was, these other people who are
to ‘be heard here will undertake to show how the tariff will affect
the specific product which they r‘e';i)resent. - IR L VS NI
Prof. Arkeson. Undoubtedly. It seems unnecessary for -me to
go into that now. T would not hesitate to discuss the wool question;
but since there are gentlemen here who are going to discuss that ques-
tion specifically, I just wanted to lJay down a few principles that seem
to me basic and underlying the question of agricultural protection,
_and the one that I would rather that you would not get away from
than any other is the fact that when the farmer disposes of his prod-
uct that it is a finished product, as far as he is concerned.

BRIEF OF GRAY SILVER, REPRESENTING THE AMERICAN FARM
© 7 BUREAU FEDERATION, |

This organization, with a membership' of more than 1,000,000 farmers Jocated in
46 States, necessarily views the tariff from the broad national standpoint. Various
representatives of the federation have appeared to discuss the schedules in detail when
they were under consideration by the Finance Committee. Our specialista have
mng‘ e studies of the need and effect of tariff on farm products in view of the peculiar
and unprecedented situation in world trade at thie time.
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Sinco the expremed palicy of the Nation is for & protective tarifl; the problem
before Congreen is to so adjust the duties as o afford the most thorough protection to
the industries that should be fostered for thé national welfare, while at the same time
not advemely affecting foreign trade, or internationsl’ economic relations.

The farmers’ interest in tariff question in the past has been twofold. . T

(1) As a producer he desires protection in fair relation to the protection given to-

manufactiring industries from the competition of foreign products produced under

conditions of natural advantage or very cheap labor. =~ .

(2) As & consumer he is opposed: to excessively high tariffs which. would -unduly

* increase the price of the suppliee which enter into the coet of his product, and rates

which: unduly increase the.cost of manufactured products which farmers use as a
part of the general consuming public,. .~ .. =~ . - L .

At this time farmers have a third interest in the tariff and ita effects, namely: -

(3) As an exporter of over hall of the Natien’s excers balance of exports in foreign
trade, he is interested in the effect of the tariff on foreign demands for his products
and in maintaining the balance of exports over imports. '

PROTSO’X’IdN 'FOR FARM PROD(IOEM.'

Certain Americah farm.products. meet competition in the markets froin the same
or similar producis prodiced at much lower cost in foreign countries. .To allow these -
cheap products to'flow into our markets inchecked would immédiately result in so
depressing our:own industry in these lines 4s to reflect seriously on other, lines of
production that are-of yital importance,  Public welfare is best served by preserving

B balanced agricultural production which will afford a reasonable ‘profit and maintain-

» prosperous agricultural commodity. - Rates of duty shoild only:be high enough'to
prevent the depression of our markets by the importation of large quantities of foreign
goods, . Prohibitory tariffs are seldom desirable and often injtirious to trade in genoral.

Since protection against foreign competition is a national policy, itis essential that

, ﬁ-lculturebeconm ered in ita'prbgr relation tothe protection of the entire country,

. The production of our farms must be considered the finished product of this industry
in the same manner that machinery, shoes, clothing, etc., are considered finished

- products of otherindustry, ... oo

- Experience with: [P_'r_evxous tariffs has. given somo indication of the.rates of duty
to be asscesed to afford a certain protection to a farm product. The testimony of
groups .of producers of various commodities before committees of Congress shows
the amount of protection that is regarded by them as neceseary to maintain & given
industry in compeutlonmthforelgndzwda TR T TR S A
Certain products may bé produced in quantities sufficient to meet'practically all
needs of the country, provided the difference in coet in this-and: other countries is
covered by a duty. “’%nl le we have the soil and climate to produce wool and -sugar
equal to our entire needs, without a duty we can produce but a small part of our
annual consumption because of the lower cost abroad, :The point to be decided
from ‘a national standpoint is,” What amoiint ‘of our production of each commoadity
shall and can be assured by:a protective tariff? The public interest demands that
a balance be made between the advantages of complete domestic production and
lower cost of imported products. Excessive tarifis which would increase all prices

~would not be to the advantage of the Nation nor to the producers ultimately.

TARIFF ON PRODUCTS THE FARMER BUYS,

\l'he greatest single group: of consumers in the Nation are our agricultural people
-~ who are interested in’ gotting the goods they consuime at the loweet cost consistent
with prosperous conditions in.industry, which in turn sssures & normal consump-
tion of farm products.  The American farmer has the highest standard of living of
.. any agricultural prodiicer in the world and consumes more mantifactured goodager
“capita than the p Fnl: of any other country. . He normally offers the greatest market
for- American manufactured products and ‘also the greatest attraction for the foréign
manufacturer. The tgropooe : wtebti(mf'hi(.ip ustry ‘will be of little advantage
to him'if the cost of the things he buys &re relatively higher and if his buying power -
~ is not increased. *The price the farmer receives for his product is, in the last analysis,
the amount of articles for consumption for which he can oxchanfq' his crop, ' Con-
sequently, the tariff on the Km‘ducu which he sells must bear a fair relation. to the- -
duty on the supplies which he buys. A high duty on supplies which are imported,
zu t‘“ fertilizers, jute bags, etc., increases farmers' cost snd tends to restrict pro-
uction, ‘ S .
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Any scale of rates of duty on farm products must be judged by two conditions:
First, it is sufficient to cover the labor cost differential between American and foreign
production; and, second, does it bear the proper relation to the rate on manufactured
- products which this same producer must buy : ER

. TARIFF AND FOREIGN MARKETS, _

The American farmer produces a surg_lua of several products which must be mar-
keted abroad, and is vitally concerned in the effect the tariff may have:upon the
~ outlet for his export surplus. The Nation as a whole has had a favorable foreign -

trade balance almost continuously for 100 years; only 3 years since 1897 have the
imports exceeded exports ir: value, and that was in relatively small amounts.  On
the contrary, the excess of exports inaa own since the depreesion of 1893, averaging
near to one-half billion dollars until tife beginning of the World War, when values
begm'i ;.ggme and the excess of exports amounted to over $4,000,000,000 in the calendar
1 Y Agriculture has provided the largest part of this excess of exports from our earliest
history. - From- 1852 .to 1881 agricultural ‘products made about 80 per cent of the
total 'of domestic exports; . During the next-30 years there was a décline until in 1911
when agriculturil products provided about 64 per cent of all exports. This decline
- was chécked by the opening of the World War and the volume of exports increased
- steadily until 1920. - The incréase in values was even more rapid, due to the ad vancing
rices. The beginning of the decline in value was shown in 1919 while the difference
" 1n tobnage was relatively small, " - , - L ,
. There has been a tendency in recent years for agricultural exports to be offset by
relatively larger proportion of agricultural imports, thus impoeing on agriculture a
heavier share of foreign competition.

) ADJUSTING THE TARIFF TO OHANGING CONDITIONS. S

At the preeent ;ﬁm,e!the economic relations of nations are subject to changes that
can not be anticipated. ' This makes it especially difficult to fix rates of duty which
will meet all: emergencies.: =~ ) e S

A means of tariff adjustment which will operate quickly is needed. The extension
of the powers of the President or the Tariff Commission to meet any emergency,
operating within limits fixed by Congrees, would aid greatly in increasing the pro-
tective services of the tariff. . . . e e
"13' constant study and investigation this body should be able to quickly adjust
tariff rates to changing conditions in international trade without the delay of referring
the entire matter to Congress, : . : f\ i

THE BASIS OF VALUATION, - ¥

In the present tariff bill there appesrs the new American valuation plan, The
adoption of this samt.em would involve radical changes in the system of collecting
customs duties and require the entire reorganization of-the revenue service, .

The first effect of this system of valuation would be to increase the amount of duty
to be paid, since the Fordney bill provides that the duty be calculated upon: the
wholesale market pricé which includes distribution costs 1n addition to production
costs. .. When goods are imported that have not been sold here, an American price
must be named by the customs officials which in effect obligates them to perform a
price-fixingduty, . = . B _ S o

In view of the discussion of the éffect of this American valuation, present rates as
determined for farm’products must be regarded as tentative until the rates on supplies
which the farmer purchases have beénrevised.. ‘A proper balance must be maintained.
Since most agricultiiral duties are on a specific basis and most other duties are on the
ad valorem basis, the American valuation would disturb the relations of these rates
seriously if it should have the effect of increasing duties as is generally stated. The
mte of duty should be sufficient to cover the ad vantages in lower labor cost and a part
of lgtpm.l sdvantages of foreign producers, but not the difference due to business.
1netliciency. e e TR A

The importation of foreign goods would be disturbed because of the uncertainty
a8 to the amount of the duty if it should be based upon a fluctuating wholesale price.

GENERAL TARIFF RELATIONS. .
(1) The farmers of the country are g‘eneml? in favor of tariffs that will protect
American producers against the competition of extremely cheap goods produced in



other countries where labor is maintained under very low standards of living. . They
believe in « fair relation of tarifis between farm products and manufactured products.
(2) Theagricultural products upon which'a protective tarif! is effective are relatively
few, The recent expérieiice with the emergency tariff indicates that the restrictive
effect on trade of agricultural products is'slight except in a fow instances. Moderate
tariffs will not seriously change the rate of trade, but excessive tariffs would probably
do so to the ultimate disadvantage of the country, = . . o Cie
~(3) Farmers interest in protection is not confined alona to his industry but extends
to American manufsctirers, - 'American industries and business provide the greatest
market for American. farm products. Normal employment is necessary to maintain
normal agricultural consumption. Maximum income on farms means maximum
consumption of manufactured goods. Consequently the protection of agriculture
_ is'also protection for our other industries since it conservee their home market through
sustained buying power of farmers, . - . e L
No tariff ‘can: protect the ‘American farmer from the competition of the cheaper
products which'his girplus meets in the foreign market, therefore the home market

.

[t

must he carefully safeguarded. . ...~ - . oo
.(4) Ther. must be reasonable limits to such protection; however, in order not. to
fosti:r profileering and to preserve.the force of competition of the foreign products. -
Protection for manufacturers mist bear a fair relation to protection for.agriculture. -
(5) The nature of foreign trade will:determine the status of agriculture, The
outstanding examples of this are Great Britain and Germany.: . For 50 years previous
to the recent war Great Britain allowed, hénmcultmitoamﬁerm hout affording
it protection. - While her tariffs. were not at first designed to be protective tariffs,
such have been adopted since the war under the title of eafequarding of industries,
Protection of British industries was afforded. through cheap ocean freight rates. . ..
In-Germany the policy of the Government to:foster agriculture through -effective
protection developed & much stronger agriculture, though the purpose was to-gain
military power. “The advantage of such a‘.gopg‘ waa clearly shown'in the war when,
without the aid ‘of other nations, Great Britain alone would probably:have been -
defeated because’ of the shortage of food without aid from the United States while
Germany was not starved. - mm agriculture is the basis of national prosperity.
(6).To I;resefve" foreign trade-there ‘mw,bé'i._l‘ﬁe balance of iniports to-offset
exports. - In the: past agriculture has borne an equal share of imports as compared
with exports, - This ratio should not be: seriously changed. Tariffe that are pro-
hibitory on imported products that make up the large part of our trade must therefore
be objected to by farmers. A reasonable rate of duty that will not seriously disturh
the balance of imports is more désirable than an exceesive rate which would act as

tariff barrier. T T
-(7) The constant production of a surplus of foodstuffs ia the consumer’s best insurance
against a scarcity and the resulting high price. . Without an outlet the American
farmer would be penalized when he produced a surplus by the low. prices due to &
restricted market. He would have no-incentive to expand production and output
would ‘decline; the farmer as a constimer of manufactured goods would be weakerned
and al]’ business ' would feel the effects just as it has this year when farm depreesion
has been reflacted throughout the busness structure. 1f ‘a shortage resulted and
high piices came the consumer would be forced to pay more. Manufacturers would
be forced toseek a market for their goods abroad in competition with those from
other manufacturing nations. ,
" Moderate rates or protection on agricultural groducts with a moderate rate on a
correeponding manufactured product is to the | interests of both producer and
Farmer ¥ are asking only for a rate that will afford them an even opronunity with
foreign “produ to ‘maintain the industries in their present development, with
opgortnl;_itieei"to grow as & means of cheaper production are devised by better practice
and scientific improvementa.: - .. oo o e
1t is ot desirable from the national standpoint to have rates of protection of manu-
~ factured products which will enable them to be sold constantly at far above the level
_of prices of similar products in other countries. Such an artificial trade barrier is
~not only unjust hut dangerous and doomed to collapse sooner or later with disastrous
eﬁecu,;upﬁzl.f business a8 a whole, though a few individuals might temporarily make
aaluﬁtioﬂ for importation should reflect the cost of production and the duty represent
the difference in Iabor cost. Tariffs above that become embargo. Such valuation

can only be secured in the country where the imports originate.
Trade is a matter of fair exchange and relations with the United States to other
nations are now such that a large volume of trade must be maintained. A healthy

foreign trade in agricultural products is the beet stimulant to American agricultural
production, .
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STATEMENT OF JOHMN H. KIRBY, PRESIDENT SOUTHERN TARIFF
. ASSOCIATION, HOUSTON, TEX.

 Senator Gooning. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that a little more
~ than a year ago an organization was formed in the State of Texas,
known as the Southern Tariff Associution, Since that time every
Southern State has become a- member of that association—in fact,
several Easterr. and Western States—so that to-day they have a mem-
bership of 41 States, This association represents 62 different indus-
tries, and linked with it"is membership of 247 State and local organ-
izations, The preeident of that association is here this morning, Mr.
Chairman, and I would like to ask him to tell the committee why this
- organization was formed, its purposes and aims. I have the pleasure

of itroducing Mr. John H. Kirby, of Texas, president of the South-
- ern Tariff Association. : .

Senator McCustper. Mr. Kirby, we shall be very glad to hear from
you. - . o - ‘ .
- Mr. Kirey. Thank you, Senator. We of the South thomufghly ap-
preciate the courtesy of this committee in giving us this chance to
, gres:nt some of our problems, which, of course, we must do in a very

rief way. e | |

‘Following. the suggestion made by Senator Gooding, I will state
that the Southern Tariff Association grew out of the distress, largely,
of the agricultural elements of the South, under the application of
the new doctrine which has come to be known as the doctrine of free
raw materials. . - . o

. Personally, T am not a producer of any product—my leading busi-
ness being the manufacture of lumber—that solicits or desires or
could be affected by any form of tariff legislation with respect to
that particular commodity. But I am interested in the public wel-
fare and in the thrift of mﬁ’_custo_mers and in the progress and pros-

rity of my country. Therefore, upon the urgent request of the

armers and stock raisers of Texas, I took upon myself the woik and
the duty of acting as president of this association at its inception.

The association was first composed of farmers and stock raisers in
Texas. Then it grew and other southern States became attracted to
as, 1&9&1 it has reached the magnitude outlined to you by Senator

ooding, e L

Distr%ss brought it into being. The cotton farmer of Texas in 1920
found that his cotton seed had undergone frightful shrinkage in
value—that was true not alone of Texas but all of the South—the
shrinkage amounting to something like $300,000,000. We knew that
a part of this was in consequence of the deflation program of the
Government through the Federal Reserve Board, but we were con-
vinced that the greater part of it resulted from the importation duty
free of vegetable oils from the Orient and from the Tropics.

The peanut farmer in the South, whose crop in 1919 had sold for

ractically $100,000,000, could not in 1920 sell for $10,000,000, largely
rom the same cause. _ o ;

The egg and poultry growers of the South, who had enjoyed some
prosperity prior to 1920, found themselves unable to ’keeg their hens,
lm"gely from the importation free of duty of eggs from China.

The woolgrowers of Texas found their spring clip and their fall
clip still in the warehouses at San Antonio, San_Angelo, Del Rio,
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and E] Paso, and other concentration points, without a bidder for
that commodity, all through the free importation into this country
of foreign wools, largely from Australia and Argentina, &
The cattlé raisers of Texas (and every farmer in Texas is a cattle
raiser ; not big herds, though 'some men have large herds) found that
their meats had shrunk until there was no demand for their steers,
all through the free importation of meats from Argentina.: We can
not compete anywhere in this country on our ranges with the ranges
of Ar’%entina; we can not fatten our steers anywhere in this country
with the expensive feed that we must provide for them in competition -
with the steér growers of Argentina. o
There they plant clover, and inclose it, and then at feeding time,

instead of employing men and buying expensive feed, they turn their
steers into these clover fields, so that a steer in Argentina 3} years
old will weigh 200 pounds more than a steer of the same age anywhere
in the United States. They can kill and dress those steers in Ar-
gentina for less money than we can here, because they have a lower
wage scale; they can load them in the refrige_mtor ships in the ports
of Argentina and ship those carcasses to the principal markets of
this country for less freight than we must pay from Fort Worth,
Tex., to those principal markets.

Under these circumstances of free importation of meats the cattle

~ industry is being ruined. . , ,
The free im; ortatibn;;'{);f'hides__w;t_s‘takinﬁlthe hide industry away
from us. - So that it really did not pay to skin an animal, unless you
skinned himfor other 'pu_:}')o'ses‘ than the recovery of his hide.
The free importation of mutton from Australia and New Zealand
into the markets of this country in refrigerator ships destroyed the
demand for American sheep. o : :
~ So-all down the line, the agriculturist of the South found every-
thing that he produced practically on the free list, while he was com-
pelled to buy his supplies in a t¢ » -d market. C
Under those circumstances ti.. Southern Tariff Association was
organized to protest against the doctrine of free raw materials
and to conten(f) that in all tariff levies, whether for revenue or for
protective purposes, there should be no discrimination against any
industry or any section of the country. That is the way we started.
We have been charged with being a Republican side show. Per-
‘mit me to say that 95 per cent of our members are Democrats. I do
not want to Introduce any controversial question, but I just want to
put our position squarely before you. We come to you pleading for
~ justice, not for favor, and to ask you that in the levies that you -
male you will give the agriculturists of our section of the country
and all the products of our section of the country the same character
of treatment that you accord other sections of the country, without
discrimination toward them or toward us. =~ SR
~ Senator McCumaer. Let me say, Mr. Kirby, that the view of this
side of the chamber has always been that the tariff is not'a local but a
national question; and we want to do entire justice, Sometimes,
however, 1t is a. little difficult when we always find the votes from
your section against us in the matter of expanding our policy of pro-
tection over the whole country. . s
Mr. Kirsy. We have been taught, Mr. Chairman, that protection
was a wicked device of the Republican Party, created for the pur-
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pose'of imposing unjust burdens upon the South. That has been th
political contention heretofore, but we have been making some: in-
vestigations upon our own account. We find that instead of this de-
vice having been invented by the Republican Party for wicked and
despoiling purposes, that it originated with the Constitution itself;
that the very first general act passed by the First Congress of the
United States was a protective act, and one that recited in its pre-
amble its purposes—to raise revenue to defray the expenses of the
Government, and to encourage and protect manufactures against
foreign goods, wares, and merchandise. T
There were notorious impostors in that Congress, according to our
modern philosophy in the South, because they gave assent to that
- preamble and bill; and among those impostors were men whose
‘names appeared signed to the Declaration of Independence, men who
had assisted in formulating the Constitution of the confederation
under which we fought the_gRe'volutionary_War,‘ men who sat in the
convention that framed the present Constitution—James Madison
was there, Richard Henry , Charles Carroll of Carrollton,
Elbridge Gerry, Abraham Baldwin, and many others who repre-
sented the brains and patriotism and purpose of the Republic at that
time. And the act was vitalized by the signature of a man who was
“First in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of his country-

moentt o e G
Modern men there may be who say that the first act of the legisla-
tive body would perhaps be a per diem and mileage bill. That wasnot
 what those old patriots ..cought. The first thing was to protect
American industry and give us a position in the world; that is what
th,%y'_thought, and that is what they have handed down to us and for
which we steadfastly contended even up to the times of “ Hickory
Jackson ¥—— o S S
Senator McCumMBER '(interposini). I wish to make clear that while
' we recognize gour sympathy with our views, your vote is always
‘against us; end we would like you to impress your influence upon the
vote that will help us crystallize into law what their sentiments are
-‘where they agree with you. o i R R
Mr. Kirpy. We are trying to tell you, Senator McCumber, why
we are not following our southern politicians. The business men of
the South, the producers of the South, the bankers of the South—in
fact, the whole South has awakened on this question.
Senator McLeax. All but the voters. BT T o
Mr. Kmsy. They have awakened also. Did you notice what you
got in the South the last time? |
Senator McLeaN. We did not get enough. S
Mr. Kmsy. You did in some States. You carried some States, to
“your amazement. ‘ L R ART IR I '
Senator WaTsoN. I think you ought to be congratulated upon the
promise and the hope that you hold out. [Applause.] o
Mr. Kmey. I thank you; that is the encouragement we need.
We have come to look upon this as a purely economic question
and not really one that ought to be the football of partisan politics.
There are a great many men affiliated with us who earnestly be-
lieve in a proteetive tariff, who have been investigating this economic
question, and who believe—who know from history—that there has
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never been any prosperity in this country under s low: tariff, when
national and international conditions were normal. . = .
Of course, my Democratic friends contend that under the Walker
tariff of 1846 we had marvelous prosperity for a period of almost
10 years. But they have not stopped to consider world conditions
and what brought about that prosperity. We prospered then, as I
now know, but did not used to know, in spite of the Walker larift.
It was not a free-trade tariff, and it was not a discriminating tariff,
but it was a low tariff. 'We.prospered in spite of the Walker tariff,
because immediately following its enactment we went into war with
Mexico. By the time peace was restored we discovered gold in Cali-
fornia. About that time the third Napoleon ascended the throne of
France through i"évti:"’l;‘:i()n and all Europe went to arms; and in 1883
France and Great Britain put in with Turkey to whip Russis, and
Russia was under blockade for a couple of years. : —
Then we had in that same period the Irish famine and short cro
and distress throughout Europe, all of which made great dra
upon our farms, fields, and factories.  So that we prospered in that
time in spite of that Walk_exf tariff, . . BT
But just as soon-as peace came to Europe and the men who had
been engaged in military lines went back to the arts of peace and
useful, productive employment we had the panie of 1857. We have
had panic and distress following every low tariff that has ever been
put on the statute books in this country. - . L
That is what we know down South, and that is the doctrine we are
preaching, and that is the doctrine we stand for. = But we are not
standi'n'g'for it in order to curry favor with the Republican Party,
- and we are not standing for it as partisans, We are standing for it
- ag business men, as Americans who want to build up the country,
to assist in continuing here the greatest country in the world. A
 country that has only 6 per cent of the area of the world and only
6 per cent of the g»_opnl@tmn of the world and yet owns one-third of
the pro%)erty of the world and more than 40 per cent: of the gold of
the world and more than 40 per cent of the railroad mileage of the
- world is worth preserving. .= A _ _ ,
I wus old’ enough to know som‘ethin%of-the conditions that fell
upon the South after the Civil War. If you look at me you will see
I am still a youth, but I was there at the time. d[l'qaughter.] :
~The condition of the South at that time is __léplicated to-day in
Europe. I was a babe when the war broke out, and my father at that
. time was sheriff of our county, a man of property, who also owned
 slaves. But when I grew up—a few years after the war, say, within
10 years after the war—I plowed a yoke of oxen, because that father
- of mine was not able to buy another horse. My mother and my sis-
ters spun and wove ,tg:”cl'oth‘fout ‘of which the family clothing was:
‘made. My father made the family shoes from leather obtained from
“rude tanyards in the neighborhood. We worked long hours for little:
pay. Why? Because we were broke. Our Government was broke;
“our State government was broke, our county government was broke,.
and our municipal governments were broke. All our industries were:
* broke and all our people were broke. e : ‘
That same condition exists in Europe to-day. . They will make the:
cheapest merchandise, the chea goods that ever came into the-.
“markets of the world. If you do not accord to American toil some-



AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS, 2565

. protection ‘against those cheap-made goods our American toilers
:vxlé go to the level of the pauperlzed peoples of Europe and Asia
o-day.

There are 20000,000 people dlrect]y and mdxrectly engaged in
manufacturing enterprises inthis country. More than 50 per cent
of them will be tramps if you do not continue this American policy,
instituted by our forefathers in the first general act of the first Con-
gress that sat under this Constitution; 1f you do not continue that
general policy in the present economic condition of the world you are

ing to.bring distress not only to every toiler, but you are going to
ﬁo ing tears and heartaches to every man and woman in America.

In that policy we agree with you, and we want to be represented n
it with justice and without discrimination. :

Now, I want to introduce these resolutions passed’ by a congress
of this association held in Greensboro, N. C., on August 16 last

[reading] :
First. That the tnrlft pollcy of the Sixty seventh Conglesb was deﬂnitely

settled at the November election, ..
‘Second. That we recommend siuch . tariff schedules on southern products as

will equalize the ‘cost of production in this country with that of forelgn -
countries, so far as may be consistent with the. public welfire, such schedules -
to be 80 placed as to fairly distribute the burden and benefits among all in-

dustries. without discrlminating against any section, class, or product, to the
end that there may be niaintained American standards of living {n every line

of effort.” .
Third-That we aro opposed to the ‘doctrine of free raw materials on ugrl

cultural, pastoral, and mineral produicts. ;
Fourth, That we appeal to all Congressmen to glve. conslderatlon to. the" '

economic welfare of the S8outh by favoring the same tariff policy for southern
products that is applied to the products of other sections.

That resolution not only met with unanimous report of the con-
gress held in Greensboro on the 16th day o September, but bears
the signature of 414 banks in the State of North Carolina, being 70
per cent of all the banks in the State, and from which State all of
- the banks’ have not been heard from, but the relation of the banks
in North' Carolina to this resolution stood 414 to 11 against. In
Mlsmssnp%l( there were 243 for to 5 against, or 81 per cent of all the
banks in lSSlSSlel signed this reso utmn, 269 banks, constituting

ﬁsr cent of all the banks in the State of South éarohna 257
ban constituting 50 per cent of all banks in Virginia; and 239
banks, constituting 80 per cent of the banks in the State of Lou*smna,
mgneci this resolution, together with other banks from other Southern
States, aggregating 2,254 banks voting in the affirmative and 32

banks declining to sx%u
Senator WATSQN hen you say that a bank slgned what do you

mean? -

Mr. Knmr. The responsnble .officers of the bank prwldent or
e~aghier, which bears the signature of the bank, and those signatures
are here on file with your comrmittee. I am Just summarxzmg for
your information.

Senator WarsoN. I was wondenng whether one person of a certain
bank signed, or was some action taken by the board of directors; did
tthpreSIdent and vice presxdent sign 169

Kirsy, We' thmk in most instances the board of directors
acted, because we had in some instances statements from the officers
of the bank that there was opposition, and notwithstanding the fact
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that the board. of directors were in the majority for it,.they would
have to vote in the negative because it was their policy. not to carry
anything except by unanimous vote, ; Lo Ul
enator WarsoN., Where they signed, was it unsnimoust .
Mr. Kirsy, Yes, sir. In addition to that, certain agricultura] com-
missioners. of _certain .Southern .States. signed, including W. A.
Graham, commissioner of -afg’ricu'lture ini the.State of North Carolins ;
B. Harris, commissioner of agriculture.of the State of South.Caro-
lina; G .W. Koiner, of the State of Virginia; and:Dr, F. A. Woods,
of the State of Maryland.. No commissioner of agriculture, so far as
we are informed, has declined to:sign, but these were merely. signa-
tures sent in by those interested in our work in the various localities,
Senator Simmons, Will you let me have a copy of this resolution !
- Mr. Kirny. We intend to file it. I think it 18 on file already, but
you are welcome to that copy [handing copy of resolutions to Senator
Simmons]. v
Senator Simmons. Is this what you call the signatures down here

[indicating] ¥
Senator SrMMoNs. You mean these printed signatures? :
Mr. Kmmey. The original, with written signatures, is on file with

your committee here. That was typewritten for convenience.

- Senator Srmmons. Mr. Kirby, how did-you procure the signatures

of these banks? Did you have somebody to go around to each bank?
Mr. Kirsy, I did not handle it myself, Senator, but I do not
understand that that has been the method. E. B, Wharton, of

Greensboro, whom you doubtless know, and who is a friend of

~ Senator SrMMoNs (inte'rp’osl_ng‘}.-_ Yes. .. L

, Senator McCumeer. If you will permit me, I will explain it.

.~ Senator Srmmons. I would just as soon Mr. Kirby should explain

-it; he is the president of the Tariff Association. . . : =

i r. Kmsy., Mr. Wharton was created chairman of the North Caro-

lina division of this association, and the circular to the banks and the

‘resolution were sent to the banks through Mr. Wharton, or under

his direction—I do not know just the method. But the signatures

~ came back and were filed with us at the central headquarters.

Senator Simamons. You do not know what sort of a ‘presentation
was made to the bank or whether any was made or not {

Mr. Kmsy. I do not know what kind of a letter accompanied the
resolution.. . o A RS
i Senator SiMmons. Your impression is that it was just sent to them
- Mr, Kmsy. My impression is that the resolution was sent to them

_in printed -form, togetlhier with ;the‘-ro%uest to give it consideration,
~ and that they spproved it, signed it, and returnedit. -~ = =

Senator Simmons. And you say that the commissioner of agricul-
ture of North Carolina signed that{ :

Mr. Kimey. Yes, sir. ST

Senator Stumons. And the State commissioners of agriculture—

Mr. Kirey (interposing). South Carolina, Virginia, Maryland,
and Louisiana are the only signatures we have here. - We know that
the commissioner of agriculture in Texas is sympathetic, but I do
not know whether he added his signature or not. AR
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ITALIAN PRODUCTS.

STATEMENT OF L. J. SCARAMELLI, REPRESENTING ITALIAN
OHAMBER OF COMMERCE, NEW YORK,

Mr, SoaRAMELLI, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the Senate
Finance Committee—— I e
The CHAIRMAN (interposing). You reside in New York
The CaARMAN, What is your occupation and business?
Mr. ScAraMELLI. I am a merchant. I come before you as the
president of the Italian Chamber of Commerce of New York.
 The CHAIRMAN. Proceed. N : ,
Senator CALDER. That chamber of commerce is an organization of
American business men dealing with Italian products? , ,
Mr. ScarameLLi. I was going to explain that, Senator. The
Italian Chamber of Commerce is an American association of business
men. It was incox:gbrated and organized in 1886 under the laws of
the State of New York and, with the exception of a few associate
members with no voting power residing in Italy, the balance of them—
nearly a thousand—are American business men.
Senator McCumBER. Why the particular name—the Italian Cham-
ber of Commerce % , B
Mr. ScarameLur. It was organized in 1886, and the name has
- remained the same ever since, ' 5
Senator WATsoN. Are all the members Italians? .
Mr. SoaraMELLY. Oh, no; we have practically all the largest Ameri-
can bankers in New York City. Our chamber is composed of import-
ers and exporters, representing Italian manufacturers and American
manufacturers. L _ R L
Senator WATsoN. You merchandise to and from Italy exclusively ?
Mr. SoaraMELLI. Our chamber is for the purpose of increasing and
promoting business between the United States and Italy. !
Senator McCuMBER. That is the reason you use the Italian name ?
Mr. SoaraMELLI. That is the reason. - o Ll
~ The opinion and facts which I am about to give you represent the
general view of our members interested in tariff matters. In order
- to save time, if you will allow me, I will go right in and begin to speak
on a few articles, and I shall take, first, cheese. L
- The Payne-Aldrich bill had 6 cents a pound duty; the Underwood
bi}l\?ilanged’it to 20 per cent ad valorem; the emergency tariff 23
per ¢ent ad valorem. , _ el T
The Fordney bill provides for 5 cents a pound up to the valuation
of 30 cents a pound and above that 25 per cent ad valorem. You
can see that we are going from bad to worse. Just imagine, gentle-
men, cheese worth 30 cents a pound will pay 5 cents and cheese
worth 31 cents will pay-74 cents a pound duty. I never could sce
why the Underwood bill changed from specific tariff to ad valorem;
one reason, of course, was to reduce the tariff, and they did, because
when times were normal 20 per cent meant 4 cents a pound, and that
meant 2 cents lower than the Payne-Aldrich. Twenty-three per
cent ad valorem, as per the emergency tariff bill, means exactly 12

81527—22—s0H T—2
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Cﬁntsper pound. The only cheese that runs anywhere like the
cheese——
‘Senator SMooT (interposing). It means 12 cents a pound {
fr. ScArRAMELLI. It means 12 cents a pound on foreign cheese
coming into this country. . |
Gentlemen, if you will allow me to ex{pl ain and then ask me all
the questions you desire, we will procoed faster. - L
at I want to get at is this: The cheese that we manufacture
in this country that might feel competition is the domestic Swiss
cheese. We all know that Wisconsin and other States are making
Swiss cheese in large quantities. To-day the imported Swiss cheese
costs to import 65 cents per pound, New York City, duty paid.
If you add 10 per cent, the usual wholesale profit; it makes a selling
‘price of 72 cents a pound. The domestic Swiss sells from 25 cents
to 45 cents a pound, and the cheese selling at 45 cents a pound is
~ near in quality to the imported. There you can see a difference
of 30 cents a pound in the selling price, ang I ask you why we need
12 cents per pound protection ? . .
~ Senator WATsoN. You say that the 45 cents domestic Swiss cheese
and the best grade that you import from Italy is comparable?
~ Mr. SoaraMELLI. About the same as to quality.
Senator WATsoN. At what do you Iay down the Italian imported
Swiss cheese in the United States—what does it cost {
Mr. ScARAMELLY. Sixty-five cents. ’
Senator WaTsoN. Where does it come from ?
. L({lr. ScARAMELLI. This Swiss cheese generally comes from Switzer-
and. :
Senator McCumBER. How are you able to sell in competition with
45-cent cheese? | | O =R
 Mr. ScAraMeLL. We _are not selling it. There is only a small
quantity coming'in now. = - e
" Senator McCuMaeR. Is it made from the same kind of milk?
Mr. SoaraMELLI. It i8 made from the same kind of milk and about
the same percentage of butter fat. -
Senator McCumBer. Is it made from cow’s milk ¢
Mr. SoarAMELLI. It is made from cow’s milk.
Senator McCuMBER. And not from goat’s milk ? S ien
Mr. SoarAMELLY. No; Swiss cheesé is made from cow’s milk.

_Senator SuTHERLAND. They must inake a very much larger profit
than they do.upon our cheese. It certainly does not cost more than
American cheese—American Swiss cheese—does. Gl

Mr. ScarameLLL. I would say to you that it costs a great deal more
money than to manufacture domestic Swiss cheese. Switzerland has
a gold basis prewar exchange. : _ o L

Senator WarsoN. Why do they not buy the American product-at
45 ocents when they have to pay 65 cents Ior the other{ .

Mr. ScarameLLr. They have to pay 75 cents for the imported.

_ 'Se;mtor WarsoN. What do we want? Why not buy the Amer-

Mr. SoaraMELLI. We do; but is it fair for cheese coming here for a
century to be prohibited from importation just so long as 1t does not
create comg‘(;tntion with the American { B o

Senator WaTsoN. It would be prohibited anyway, would it not ?
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‘Mr, SoaramMELLI. Whyt v RO \

- Senator WATsoN. But you have to pay 65 cents a pound for one
and 45 cents a pound for the other; that of itself would prohibit,
would it not ! : o

Senator McCuMBER (interposing). Even though you deduct 12
cents a pound. . BTN w G e

-Senator WaTsoN. If you did not have any tariff, absolute free
trade, are. ‘éOple~g01n% to pay 65 cents for foreign cheese when they
can get almost as good cheese at 45 cents a pound produced in the
. Mr. SoARAMELLI. The fact remains that there is a demand for the
imported cheese. A certain clientele has been getting it for years
and years, and it is unjust, it seems to me, to prevent our people from
getting it if they want it. L

Senator Watson. Is the American cheese just as good, so they
can not tell them apart? e L SRR

Mr. SoAraMELLI. I tell you some of it is just as good as the imported
in my opinion, but others do not think the same because they demand
the imported. R T ,

. Senator WarsoN. Can you tell one from the other if it were put

on a plate, by sight or taste? o . o

Mr. ScaraMELL1. By sight and also by taste you can tell the
difference. N AR e e e

The cheeses coming from Italy—none are manufactured in this
country to any extent. During the war, I, for one, started to make
some ltalian-type cheese here, but we could not succeed. In the
first place, some of them, such as Roman cheese, is made of sheep’s

mﬂSﬁx?mtor Wartson. Is not,‘\im'p«)rted Swiss cheese made of goat’s
Mr. ScaraMELLI. No; it is made of cow’s milk. I am talking about
Roman cheese now. : o _ .

Thé CrairMAN. Milk in the dairies over there does not have the
careful governmental inspection that it has here?

Mr, SoaraMELLI. Yes, they are subjected to inspection.

Senator SiMmMoNs. Do the cows over there give the same kind of
milk they do over here? o

Mr. ScaraMELLL. I suppose they do. =~ ‘

Senator SnamoNs. They do, if they are the same kind of cows.

Mr. ScaraMELLI. Gentlemen, if you will let me go along with the

ent; we will proceed faster. . . , :

A Roman cheese, as I stated, which is made out of sheep’s milk—
during the war we put the proposition up to the farmers in this
country to see whether it was-worth while to milk sheep and make
~ that cheese, but we found it would require a great many years to
perfect the industry, and in addition to that the individual business
would not have been big enough to make it worth while. Some one
tried ‘to. make an imitation with cow’s milk, but th:fr did not succeed.
. So we have the genuine article imported from Italy to this country,
which is used by those men who are laying your railroad tracks, and
you are charging them 23 per cent ad valorem. We claim that just
80 long as such chesse is not manufactured in this countrg, just so
long as it is used by the poor laboring classes—because cheese, we

. —
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all agree, is the next thing to meat, and should be cheaper than meat
(and it is not at the present time)—12 cents a pound duty is entirely
too high. We recommend that you should go back to a specific
duty. If you do nothing else for us, gentlemen, have the Fordney
bill go back to a specific duty, -make it 5 cents a pound;-and if you
can not give us 5 cents a pound straight, let us go back to 6 cents,
the same as the Payne-Aldrich, but please let us have a specific duty.
Senator McCuMBER. This is made out of sheep’s milk, you say
Mr. SOARAMELLL Yes. .
Senator McCumBER. What does it sell for in this country
Mr. SOARAMELLI. It costs 63 cents a pound to import, . '
, hSe" ‘a?torMcC‘-UMnEn. Is that any better than the 45 cents per pound_
cheese
Mr. ScARAMELLI. It is not comparable, sir. This is what is known
as Roman cheese, made out of sheep’s milk. It has a different qual-
ity, and there is no comparison whatsoever.
Senator WaTsoN. And you say that laboring people laying rail-
road track buy that cheese ? , -
- Mr. SoARAMELLY, Yes, sir. They used to at one time buy it by
the pound, and now they buy one-half of & pound only. They have
been accustomed to use 1t from their youth, accustomed to that par-
ticular taste of cheese, and it will be a hardship for them to be de-
prived of it. So,if you can not do anything else, go back to a specific
rate, make it 6 cents, if you desire, but forget the present rate, which
- is unfair to our working man. . . R
~ In addition to that, I want to explain another matter concerning
specific duty: For the last eight years we have experienced all kinds
~ of trouble in establishing the real market value before the ag‘grai_éer
in New York City, due to the fact that all this cheese is cured from
one to two and three l{em’ before it is marketed, and the curing
- process makes practically every loaf of different quality; and I, if
I wanted to be a sharp importer, could enter my cheese at 5 cents
lower than an{ ‘of my competitors, and the examiner would be
- absolutely helpless to determine as to whether I was wrong or right,
due to the variation in quality: e L .
We had a case the 'oaxer' d%y at the appraiser’s store. The Gov-
ernment advanced some invoices, if I am correctly informed, just
~ because an agent of this Government in Italy cabled market values
of that particular kind of cheese, which was Roman cheese. We
tried the case before the appraiser, and won out, in spite of the fact
that you had your own agents cabling the market values. That
- goes to give you an idea of how the examiner is all up in the air. The
~examiner, perhaps one of the poorest paid of Government employees,
~can not expect to be an expert and capable of passing on the value
of this clasa of cheese. - . o i
Senator WarsoN. Where is' Roman cheese made
Mr. SoAraMELLI. Roman cheese is made in Italy.
Senator WarsoN. How much of it is brought in in a year?
Mr. ScaAraMeLLI. Not very much now, because the production is
not so very big at the present time. - ‘
Senator Watson. It is not even mentioned in the report.
Senator Smoor. You say the laboring man buys that cheese and

pays & dollar a pound for1t?
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Mr. ScAraMELLI. He does; though instead of buying 1 pound as
he used to he now buys one-fourth of a pound, but he wants that kind
of cheese; and any time, if you have any Italians in your neighbor-
hood, you see them and inquire about Roman cheese they will tell
you right away whether they want the Roman cheese or not.

It is not fair, gentlemen, that you should insist upon a duty of 25
per cent, which is equal to prohibition. o :

Senator McCuMBER. What effect does the longer curing have upon
the cheese? O s e |

Mr. SoaraMELLY. The older it gets the better quality, and some
cheese is cured as long as four years. ,

Senator McCumBer. It getsripert ... . .

Mr. SoaraMELLY. It cures, I should call it. It has a sharp taste,
which, for food purposes, is preferable, and none of it is made here.

Senator McCumBER. It does not have the fragrance of the lim-
berger? [Laughter.] R h e s

_Mr. SoaramELLI. Limberger is a different kind of cheese cntirely.
Noneé of that comes from Italy. Limberger used to come from Ger-

T80N. The import of all kinds of cheese is 15,992,000
pounds; 5,000,000 of that was Roman; that leaves 10,000,000 of all
other cheeses. ST i e
Mr. SoaraMELLI. T guess it is right. The largest importation of
cheese in this country now comes from Italy. The next one, I be-
lieve, is Switzerland. Bl e I P
Senator McCumMBER. You do not think that kind of cheese that
zou are now speaking of is really competitive with any of the other
rands, do you? S N
Mr. ScARAMELLY. There is none made in this country that finds
competition with any of the imported. . . .~ . .
Senator McCuMBER. 1 would not think so, if they were willing to
*paﬁm a pound for it. S e e sl
r. SearaMELLI. I do not oxactly say a dollar a pound. But I
-simply say to you that it is not made here and there is a big domand
for that cheese by the laboring classes, =~ L
As I'stated, we ask the specific rate ot duty be put back.
Senator StMMoNs. You say the laboring man huys and consumes
that $1 a pound cheese ? L N —
Mr. ScARAMELLI. Yes, sir; they are doing it now. .
Senator SrMmoNs. And this duty you speak of does not protect
any American industry R N i
r. ScARAMELLI. It does not, which adds too much to the cost of
‘living of the laboring classes. S
Senator WATsoN. Is there any of that kind of cheese produced in
this country ¢ L o ' o5
Mr. ScArRAMELLL. Absolutely none. I
I want to say something about the contracts and call your atten-
tion to the fact that at the 'Fresent ad valorem duty we can not con-
“tract for any cheeses abroad, because with an excitable market three
months from to-day the value may be higher or lower and therefore
we can not recontract here in advance without taking a gambling

chance.

~
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If you can not see your way clear to make it 5 cents a pound,
make it 6 cents; hut let us 'go back to a flpeciﬁc dugy,* because, after
ds cheeses does not average

all, the valuation of all kinds of importe

more than 10 per cent differenc

I want to say a fow t lemons, - The Payne-Aldrich bill
had 2 cents per pound on lemons; the Underwood bill lowered it
to one-half cent per pound. Now, the emergency tariff bill is 2
cents, and the Fordney bill 2 centsa pound. -~ .
There is very little to say about this article except the statistics
show that California is supplying to-day 5,000,000 boxes of lemons,
against 1,000,000 boxes imported from Italy. I am a Republican,
“and have becn since I became an American citizen, and expect to
~ be for the balance of my life; and if. you can show me that California
in increasing this industry to such a large production still needs
10 cents per pound protection~in  order to get & fair profit out of it
let us give it to her—but I do know she is now making a handsome
profit—and is it fair, gentlemen, to compel the poor classes to pay
so much for lemons, which have become one of the necessities of
our table? You have taken wine and beer away from us, and it
is ’lll‘ﬁ to you to see that we get cheaper lemonade. (Laughter.]
¢ same thing applies to walnuts from California. Their indust.
has grown trémendously. I am selling. them myself in New Yor
City and prefer selling California walnuts because I get 10 cents a
pound higher than for any imported walnuts. Just imagine, 10
cents a pound more, and I can not get eriough from California; and
yet the Fordney bill wants an increase from 2 to 5 cents a pound.
Senator McCumBER. You gay the California walnut demands a

‘words ab

~ hi her‘Pri_éé_'?

r. SCARAMELLI. Sells at 10 cents a pound higher than any im-

rorte‘d_‘ walnuts, and we can not get enough of them from California,
recause they do not grow enough; the consumers prefer the Cali-
- fornia walnuts, =~ - i o
- Senator WaTsoN. And if we sufficiently protect the industry they
- will soon be fui‘nishi"i‘lg; enough of them to meet your requirements?
Mr. ScaraMeLL. They do furnish them. . .

Senator WaTsoN. But I mean enough to supply {our demand.

Mr. ScarAMELLI. The reason they sell them 1s because of their
quality. .. They have been able to establish a demand for their goods
and gradually will %lt: the importers out of business. We are having
less coming from Europe every year. If you think California is
losing money; let us give them 10 cents a pound protection. I want
to say to you that we from New York believe that the million people,
at least, who live between New York and Chicago claim that Cali- -
fornia, in this tariff, is getting undue advantage, and we believe it is
up to you to see that we get a square deal in the East.

Senator McLEAN. Do -you handle the pecan nut ?

Mr. SoaraMELLL. No; I do not handle pecans.
- Another article that I want to say a few words about is olive oil.
The Payne-Aldrich bill had 40 cents per gallon in bulk and 50 cents
on l-gallon cans. - The Underwood reduced it to 20 and 30; the
emergﬁn(ig tariff 40 and 50, the same as the Payne-Aldrich; and
now the Fordney bill changed it from gallon to pound in cans, which
means still another addition of 10 cents a gallon in bulk and 25 cents a

gallon additional in cans.
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_Olive oil is, in my estimation, a necessity for everyone, and par-
ticularly the poor classes, and is needed for medicinal purposes.
California only grows enough to hardly supply the drug stores. I
will give you the exact figures of the importation of olive oil, which
is alf,QQ0,000 gallons a year, and California only supplies 350,000
gallons, . -

We are perfectly
40 and 50 per gallon,

If you have never trie ) ;
and then you will know how good olive oil is. It should be sub-
stituted for a great many fats, and I want to tell you if that was
done your stomach would feel a great deal better. _
- ~Others have been before your committee on olive oil apd’ asked a
difference from bulk to canned, some asking 30 cents, some 15, and
some 20. We claim that 10 cents is sufficient, but if you can not
see your way clear we are perfectly willing to accept 35 cents a
gallon in bulk and 50 cents a gallon in cans. Do not forget that a
great part of the olive oil coming from Italy is packed with American

tinplate, and if you could see your way clear in this tariff to give a
preferential rate to the countries which use American raw products
it might be a good plan. In order to protect California, which does
not make enough oil to supply its own State, you are going to have
olive oil pay the highest tariff in history; if you think that is right,
go to it.  But I know you are going to reduce the tariff to what you
think is just, and at least back to the Payne-Aldrich bill, when the
: gon'glitions were normal; and you will make no mistake to use that

asis. o : D

We have another article from the Pacific coast, and that is cherries,
which ‘had formerly been free since the beginning of history of the
cherry trade. They have been taken from the free list, now assessed
at 3 cents 1;()er pound in the emergency tariff, and the Fordney bill
~ puts it back to 1} centsa pound, .~ -

Gentlemen, every. year 75,000 barrels of cherries come from Italy,
and only 3,000 barrels are grown in the State of Oregon. - The cher-
ries coming from Italy are small for dipping purposes and are used by
the American manufacturers here. Are we going to put a duty on
cherries, which are needed by the American manufacturers, amf are
we §oing-to deprive our poor people:in the summer time, and par-
ticularly the Jewish Face; from getting a nice cherry drink from our
fountains? It is only fair to state, I would be perfectly willing to
accept 3 cents a pound if it can be shown cherries are ‘competitive.
It is a different quality of cherries. They do not grow here. The
Italian cherries are small, while those grown on the Pacific coast are
big cherries. The Fordney bill has given some consideration to my
argument, as I spoke before the Ways and Means Committee. ‘

Senator McCuMBER, This argument is made in favor of the higher
duty of our growers of cherries in Oregon, namely, that the cherry in
Italy being so very much smaller, there are a greater number of
them to the quart and to the pound, and in use of a single cherry
in the top of ice cream or similar purpose, that you get so many per -
quart that they can take the place entirely of the American cherry,
which is a :vet‘g much larger fruit and perhaps equal if not more lus-
cious. They base t‘heirr(ﬁaim on account of the number of cherries,
the very thing which you speak of. '

jilling to go back to the Payne-Aldrich 'biﬂ, of
J)léhse stop there. S e
1 olive oil, tell your wife to fry fish in it,
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Mr. ScARAMELLL, That is just exaoctly what I say, because they
are small they are preferred and demanded by American manufac-
turers; they can use them to better advantage for dipping purposes,
and even if they could use the big ones there would not be enough to
~ supply the industry of the United States. , :

‘Going to another article, and that is tomato paste and Italian
tomatoes: The tomato paste in the Payne-Aldrich bill was 40 per
cent ad valorem; under the Underwood bill it went back to 25 per cent,
and the Fordney bill has advanced it to 28 per cent. Perhaps one
reason it was only increased 3 per cent is because I argued this article
- before the Ways and Means and probably had some weight.

I have a factory in Maryland which cost $75,000 and I make this

aste. [Exhibiting sample to the committee.] This other sample
1s the imported. %Exhibiting another sample.] They are both the
same size, 200 cans to a case, and about the same quality inside, I
can manufacture for $8 a case. We contracted last summer at $10
a case. This [im&)orted]'cost $14 {. 0. b. Naples, with $3.50 duty,
makes $17.50, and with 50 cents freight makes $18. I find I do not
need any protection.. : o S o

Senator McCumBEer. How can you sell that, or practically have to
sell it, for $18 in competition with another which you can sell for $8%

Mr. SoaraMELLL. We'do not sell enough of it; that is the trouble.
It used to be a bigger industry than it is, and it will come back if
Eou don’t pass a_prohibitive tariff. I might say to you that the

avor of imported. is better than the flavor of the domestic, due to
the nature of the tomatoes. There is more food value in this shape
of tomatoes than there is to the American, and it has a particular
taste which is preferred by the immigrants. They want them, and
are willing to pay $5 a case more. Just so long as the high tariff
compels them to de so we do not need any ‘more protection. At the
- present rate of exchange I am figuring the cost when I say $18 per case.
, ‘We also have a great deal of trouble in establishing market values.

- We would much prefer cha'ngin‘gf]this article also to a specific rate of

 duty. Before the war, under the Payne-Aldrich, we used to get an
average of $1.25 per case duty; we are willing to pay $2 and make
the'pricezl‘i’_; cents per pound on gross weight; $3.50 is not fair,
because while we want to increase the revenue of this country we
do not believe it is just to expect that the poorer class should pay
$3.50 duty on a case of goods like this. [Indicating.]

denator WALsH. Are there any other manufacturers of tomato
paste than yourself? '

= Mr. ScaAramMELL1. Plenty of them. -

Senator WaLsH. Then, do you claim that the tariff simply gives
you an opportunity to make profits ¢ i e T e

Mr. ScaraMELLI. No; it does not make any profit for us [im-
porters]. _ R T e

Senator WALSH. You say you can manufacture yours for less than
the imported? , o bt , ,

Mr. ScARAMELLY. Yes. e

Senator WaLsH. And can sell it for less ?

Mr. SoArRAMELLI, Yes. gl e

Senator WaLsH. Is there not a tem(ftation to raise your price in
harmony with the figure the imported brings in order to make all
that you can? ‘
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Mr, SoaraMEeLL1, Certainly; I understand now, you mean that in
charging $3.50 duty I can raise the price on domestic accordingly {

Sgntztpr W.;L‘sn. So the tariff amounts to being a part of additional
profit to yout s : - ;

Mr. SoARAMELLI, Yes. I believe in protection, but if I can make
a reasonable profit I do not want any more.

Senator MOLEAN. Is there domestic competition ?

Mr. SoarAMELLI. A lot of it.

Senator MOLEAN. Does not that regulate the price?

Mr. SoArRAMELLI. Of course, consumption and demand regulates
the price of almost anything; but the main question is, just so long
as the American manufacturer can sell his products to a profit, why
should you charge $3.50 on the imported, when $2 would be pfenty,
and you be treating the poor people with justice? Here is a can of
tomatoes. The Fordney bill has reduced the tariff to 10 per cent.
Of course, that is right, From 25 per c¢ent in the Underwood tariff
the Fordney bill reduced it to 10 per cent. Here is the article [ex-
hibiting can of tomatoes to the committee]. It is not manufactured
in this country. This [indicating] is the shape of tomatoes that
grow in Italy. At my factory in Maryland I have tried to grow
these tomatoes, but the farmers would not grow them, because they
said it takes too long to pick them. These are the same size cans as
domestic and sell at $3 per dozen and the domestic sell at $1.40.
We need no protection, and the Fordney bill did rightfully reduce it
to 10 per cent, but we claim that instead of keeping it at 10 per cent,
which does cause a lot of trouble in establishing market value, we
should change to a specific duty and make it § cent per pound, which
- will give you the same amount of revenue and we will be much

hag‘gler and satisfied. A \ ‘

e chamber of commerce has made up a series of briefs, which I
am not going to read, but which I am offering to be made a part of the
record, with your permission, and in one of them is explained our
views on the Ameriean valuation, which we do not approve of.

In closing, I say to you that my personal opinion, as I did not have
a chance to discuss it with the board of directors of the chamber nor
with the members—that in reading the President’s message, I saw
that if it was possible to aplply American valuations on such articles
that are destroying the industry of our country it may be a good

“policy. As a matter of fact, gersonally,‘ I would prefer this, so long

as we dealt with justice on the other side; Europe should see that
justice be done to us as well; and if any one of those countries over
there are shipping goods here that would mean the closing of the
industries of the »(%nited States, we should protect ourselves.

If the Tariff Commission could gather information and submit
proper changes with the consent and approval of the Senate, ¥-believe
that from time to time in these days, with everything upset, we would
ba able to change our tariff without playing politics with it.

~Senator WaLsH. You preach democracy and vote republicanism,

do you not [Laughter.f , : ) o L

: M‘.,r SoARAMELLI. No, Senator; I believe in the protection of
American industry, but at the-same time I do not believe in increasing

the tariff when it has a tendency to monopoly. '
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BRIEF OF L. J, SCARAMELL], NEW YORK OITY, REPRESENTING THE ITALIAN
OHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF NEW YORK.

We beg to submit the following statements and recommendations with regard to
custom tariff revision:

CHEESE AND SUBSTITUTES THEREFOR.
o e [Paragraph 710]

This chambeér desires to bring to the attention of your honorable committee facts
which which they feel amply justify their contention that the present and proposed
method of assessing duty on cheese demands revision.

The Fordney tariff bill levies a rate of 5 cents per pound on cheese valued at less than
30 cents-per pound and a duty of 25 per cent orem on cheese valued at 30 cents
or more per pound; ... e ‘ v e

In the first place; this chamber is:firmly convinced that the duty should be made
specific, as it always has been'in tariffs previous to the last, the present ad valorem
rate having proved unworkable. That it should not be more than an all-round rate
of  or at the most of 6 cents perpound. ...~ . .. : -

This chamber is opposed to the ad valorem rate, which we consider difficult of ap(fli- :
cation; a breeder of unnecessary litigation, and in the last analysis working to the det-
riment of the horiest merchant and to the advantage of the dishonest, who has not
scn{,'ﬁléa about ‘undervalueing his wares:; ~ . ...... . . . T

When we consider the diversified character of the cheeses imported—each specialties -
of the different countries from which they come—-«“?rou will easily understand the task
that confronts the appraiser.. Toadd to this difficulty, is the fact that there are varying

des of each of the qualities imported, While. theoretically it may be possible, we
ouibt if a man could be fotind expert enough-to dojustice to such'a task, . .

Besides, value is not stable, but varies considerably; and this is especially so at the
present time, dile to unsettled conditions'of the foreign-exchange market. " It is also -
& hardship on the importer who buys in large quantities or upon contract, Hehasto
enter his goods at times at the value paid by a competitor, who buys in much inferior
quantities and with goods contracted for which are not all delivered at one time, but is
at times compelled to cha'xige his entering price on each shipment to make market
price, which puts him at'a’ mdvantn&am merchandising his goods at these figures,
with the importer practicslly out of this market, -~ . . . .. = =

The prices of domestic cheese have greatly receded from the high levels reached
during the war, This is entirely due to conditions of readjustment, as the imported
have in no way offered competition. ‘We are strongly of the opinion that prices will
eventually arrive at a level very near prewar times. The domestic varieties will be
affected sooner, as its sources of supply have greatly increased during the war, whereas
ge_ imported, with greatly dimished sources, may be more retarded in the decline of

eir prices, ., . , e , . . ;

This chamber, in consideration of the above stated facts, recommends an all-round
duty of 5 cents per pound. This would supply, as it did formerly, ample protection to
domestic production, and would be best as a revenue producer, as any higher increase
of duty, especially at this time, would, we believe, prove disastrous to the future

importation of cheess,

. LEMONS,
[Paragraph 743.]

The duty on lemons, equivalent to about f cent a pound in the tariff of 1913,
was increased in the emergency tariff to 2 cents per poiind since incorporatéd in the
permanent tariff bill. Now, itis a well-recognized fact that the only lemons imported
into this country come from Italy, whichvsupphédbs;orior to the war, about 2,000,000
boxes a year, out of a consurhption of about 5,000,000, - The State of California, the -
~ sole source of domestic supply, does not produce sufficient to adequately satisfy
domestic demands. During the hot spell experiénced in the: past simmer this was
illustrated when; in the absence of an adequate foreign supply, discouraged by the
high duty, lemoéns were sold in the New York wholesale market from $12 to $15 per box,
This was a sad imposition upon the public during a time when lemons are most needed
and most in demand, and many of the less fortunate were necessarily deprived by the
price of their salut.a’r{ use. These unheard of prices for lemons were due to the absen-e
of an adequate supply to meet the requirementsof the hot spell, and may happen again

at any time. With the arrival of additional supplies and the Ywmg of the excessive
heat these prices soon collapsed and shortly after lemons sold around $3 per box.
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“This conclusi oVe futility of an excessive duty to stabilize prices, and the
-ultimate danger.to the trade and inconvenience to the public involved in the exclusion
of the imported article, This might be even more poignantly and sorrowfully brought
"home in the event of a failure of the California crop, not without possibility, considering
its susceptibility to frosts, =~ = = . o T
Under the circumstances, ‘we consider that the exigencies of the situation would
dictate the encouragement of imported lemons under a reasonable tariff, asa protection
to the domestic demand and as a saféguard against oxcessive prices. The hthv'ireight
rate of $1,60 per box from California to the East, which was used effectively by the
lemon growers in obtaining the advance in duty, has been greatly overcome by frans-
-portation by water, It now costs ahout 65 cents to transport a box of lémons frorn the
acific coast by the water route, through the Panama Canal, and there is further a
great possibility that rail rates will be matorially revised downward in the near future,
not to sf)'eak of the further reduction which will be made possible by the proposed
'repggl of the Panama toll act, as affecting American vessels engaged in the coastwise
trade, .. oo e : . - . o Ll
The importation of lémons, which had contracted during the war to about one and
-one-fourth million. boxes, owing to difficulties of transportation, has since shown
tendency to recover, but in such moderate proportion (1,419,000 boxes4n 1920) as not
to represent any obstacle to the ‘profitable marketing of the domestic production,
while operating as a safeguard ‘against any monopoly of the market by the organiza-
‘tion of domestic lemon growers.. e o R 4
The- unprofitable character of the 1920 campaign; both-for domestic'as well as for
-imported lemons, which has been hysterically seized upon by the California growers:
48 an argument for the present prohibitive rate on imported lémons, dees not prove
-any ability on the part of imported lemons to undersell the California product, as it
it 18 a well-known fact that the campaign in question provid disastrous for all con-
<cerned. That delﬁreesion"w'a’s -an _unavoidable consequence of aftcr-war. readjust-
ment, and especially of the closing of the saloons through the enactment of prohibi-
tion and the temporary suppression of thia important avenue of consumiption, a8
well as a’consequience of the high cost of sugar, and above all, of the cool sunimer, a
factor, the temperature being of great moment in the fortunes of the:lemon market.
The depression in ‘the’ Italian exchange which was brought forward as the main
.argument for the prohibitive rate of 2 cents per pound enacted on lémons with the
-emergency tariff is a fallacious argument, since, whatever the disparity of the cir-
rency, the cost of merchandise is established on a gold ‘basis, and will be higher or
lower in lire according to the fluctuations of the exchange. 'We may state, on the
-authority of the New York Fruit Exchange, that, reckoning over a period of years,
the seasonal average cost of the imported lemons.is about $2.50 f. 0. b, Sicily, to
which, adding $1.58 as the axpense incurred in delivering a box of lemons from Sicily
‘to New York, we reach a:total cosat, for the imported fruit in New York, of $4.08 per
box, against an average s:1ling price of California lemons for the last 16 years of $3.92.
Under these conditionsive fall to sce how a tariif of 2 cents per pound on lemons can
be sought for any other purpose than that of stopping importation and securing a
‘monopoly of the American market to domestic growers.

In conclusion; this chamber, from the facts above stated; feels justified in respect-
fully recommending t» your honorable committee that the duty on lemons be reduced
to 1 cent per pound, or should this be impossible, no higher rate be imposed than
4that of the Payne-Aldrich tariff of 14 cents per pound. ’

WALNUTS. .
[Paragraph 758.]

The Fordney tariff bill raises the duty on this commodity from 2 to 2} cents per
‘pound for walnuts not shelled 'and from 4 to 74 cents per pound for shelled walnuts, -

This chamber can' not consider that the domestic walnut growers are justified in -
their contention that they. require greater protection by higher duties on this article.
The California walnut trade has experienced great prosperity in the last few years.
From an output of 9,600 tons in 1910, domestic production increased to 28,100 touns in
1919. Such eénormous increase, as these figures represent, does not hear out well the
.contention of dom.estic erod_ucers that they are not sufficiently protected.

While it is triie that the importations during that time have also shown an increase,
‘they are nowis: so striking. - .

The total iraports of fiscal year 1913 amount to about 13,331 tons, of which 8,145

were unshelled and 5,186 tons shelled. In fiscal year 1920%he importation had in-
creased to £2,391 tons, of which 13,639 were unshelled and only 8,752 were shelled.
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Those figures demonstrate that, while in the past 10 years California has trebled its
production, the imported show onily an increase of a little over 60 per centin the shelled
and of about 70 per cent in the unshelled, - S _
We fail to see how these figures bear out the statement that the California producers
have suffered from competition of the foreign nuts. It may, therefore, be stated that,
besides the increase of production, the enormous prices at which their crop has been
sold in‘the past few years greatly added to the prosperity of those growers. As the
imported have not competed with them in quantity, neither have they competed in
gnctcl;,' p;xe .Cammm product having consistently sold at prices far above those realized
It mny& noted, however; that in these past few.years the high prices obtained -
have shown a tendency to curtail demand, and the best informed men in the trade |
realize that, if this trade is to maintain ‘_'e;f‘mulpeﬂty it Las enjoyed in the past, -
prices must evidently settle at a level somewhat lower than those lately prevailing.
For these reasons this chamber is op any increase of duty at this time, it
being convinced that,!hepteéfépt_jduty,’“ 1aviiig been sufficient for protection and reve-
nue up to now, will he even more so in the future, . -0 ..
- Walnuts, like the'other nutsin thisschedule; are a nutritious food, and consumption
" should be encouraged rather than discountenanced,  The-unshelled walnuts, like all+
other unshelled nuts imported, are used strictly in"connection with haking and the
manufacture of confectionery. They compete with no industry in'this country, and
are a necessary article to the trade which they supply. Coming in, as they do, asa °
raw material, and competing with no home product, duty should only be levied in -
the interest of revenue. The present rate of 4 cents per pound should be considered
ample for this,  Any advance would only embarrass this trade, curtail imports, and
cause unnecessary high prices here. .~ L , L
This chamber, therefore, respectfully recommends that the duty of 2 cents per
- pound on unshelled walnutrand of 4 cents per Ko\md on shelled walnuts be unchanged, -
am_lfif x; cﬁse that is not possible no higher rates be lévied than provided by the Fordney
- tariff bill, S N R S

" OLIVE OIL.
[Paragraph 50.]

Thé Fordney tarifi bi pores a duty of 74 centd per pouind both ‘on container and
contents, if in'containers Weighing with the immediate container less than 44 pounds,
and of 64 cents per poind of olive 0il not specially provided for. - The emergency tariff
levies 70 cents per gallon on olive oil in hottles, jars, kegs, tins, or other packages hav-
ing a capacity of less than 5 standard gallons each; and of 40 cents per gallon in other
containers notspecifically provided for in said section. ~ ..~

The proposed rates mean an increase over the: Yrégeq_t.«%inties respectively of 10
cents per gallon on oil in bulk and of 7 cents pér gallon on'oil in packages. .

This chamber desires, first of all, to impress upon your committee the necessity that -
duty on olive oil should continue at no higher rates than those of the emergency tanfl:
now:in force, which already represent an increase of 100 per cent in the duty on oil
in bulk and of 664 per cent on oil in package, over the former rates. L

Olive oil is a food of prime necessity and medicine besides to a great number of
the. populatioti of this country, many among the poorer classes in whore diet it takes
the place of butter and other fats, with the advantages of the greater economy and the
hygienic benefits, exclusively identified with nourishing, upbuilding, and health-

* giving qualities. R o o R

'The war has done considerable, and, if not remedied, irreparable damage to the im-
portation of olive oil into the United States. This importationt, which previous to.
our entry into the war had been increasing annually at a rate of from one-half to a
million fiallcms, haa since decreased to an alarming extent and is still far from recovery,

as the following figures will show:
. United States importa of olive oil.

1910-11..oueniiiinnisinens. 4,405,827 { 1916-17...c.econnen.. eeeeais 7,533,149
19114120 S SR 4,836,516 | 1917-18....covrnrenenninnnns 2,537,512

1912-18. . cinennrinveaaennns 5,221,001 | 1918-19........ccceeuenne..... 4,283,136

1913-T4. . 00iieneiin s ve. 6,217,560 | 1919-20........co0eeenenn..... 6,812,596

1914-15,.....0vnnen Vivdieis L. 6,710,967 1 1920.......... eieiease e ... 4,078,811

1916-16...0.oeenennn. . ®oan. . 7,224,431 |

t Calendar year,
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The reasons of this decrease are numerous and varied. . Production has fallen some-
what during the war, owuif to the cutting down of olive trees for wood in some parts of
Italy due to the penury of tuel, to the lack of fertilizers not always obtainable, to the -
ravages of the olive fly, and to the lesser care of cultivation forced by the scarcity of
labor, called under the colors, The available supply of olive oil, therefore, is lesser
to-day. than it was before the war, no new planting, except perhaps to replace dead
trees, having taken place in the meantime, and, even if it had, with the slow growth
of olive trees, 'reqll:iring decades before they come into bearing, production not be-
coming available before at least 156 years, unless olive groves are extended in Italy,
which was not the tendency in‘prewar times, there is not likely to be in future, even
in favorable years, an ov'euuﬁpl('of olive oil in that cou_nt{y.‘_: T _

According to statistics recently published in the New York Journal of Commerce, -
the olive oi 003» in the Mediterranean countries for the scason 1920-21 has been eati-
mated at 597,000 metric tons, the following countriee contributing to this total: Spain,
210,000 tons;. Portugal, 35,000 tons; Italy, 160,000 tons; France, 10,000 tons; Algeria,
16,000 tons; Turis, 16,000 tons; Morocco, 12,000 tons; New Greece, 70,000 tons; other
countries, 80,000 tons, The total world's production of olive oil was estimated a de-
cade ago as ranging between 733,000 and 916,000 metric tons, the decrease in supply

be%gﬁ‘thus__mamfeat’. » S o BT PR
ile the output has been leseer, the cost of production has, on-the other hand;
greatly increased. To begin with _la‘)or,-its cost is now seven times greater than before
the war, while the day’s work, which used to be from sunup to sundown, has dwindled
~ to eight hoiirs, - Then the cost of material has greatly increased; the item of tins and
cases aloné,  which was before the war about 10 centesimi (hundredths) of lira. per
- gallon, having reached now 3 lire per gallon. Maritimé freight, which"figured at 2
cents per- glll_on in‘prewar times, is now 10 centa per gallon, Besidés this; considera-
tion should be given to the notable increase that has taken place in the price of the oil
itself at the primary markets. - The result is that to-day American consumers, finding
olive oil otit of their réach on account of its exceptional high prices, may be com-
pelled to resort to surrogates, such as'cotton, corn, peanut, and soya-bean oils, tending
to displace it, not-on account of their intrinsic qualities, but by reason of their low
prices, .. The fall in the ‘price of surrogates, such as cottonseed oll, is due in large part
to the failure to do the wsual export business, - - . = - R
The olive-oil trade should be encouraged in the interest.of public health. The -
medical profession universally indorses its high medicinal: properties.” It does not
compete with any home industry. . Californis, the only State producing a little olive
oil, and ‘being, next to New York, the largest consumer of imported olive oil; is not a
factor in the olive-oil trade, as it does not even produce enough for her own con-
sumption; and has to import largely of this commodity, notwithstanding the advan-
 tages of a 50 cents per gallon protective duty, of a 22 cents per gallon transcontinental
freight, and of freedom from any fiscal restrictions as to trade operating as a further
protection... .. . . . e e e
The ];ii-esentj-tot_gl area of olive groves in California was estimated in 1918'hy the
State r_nre&o‘jrtment of Agriculture equal to 31,023 acres, of which Onlgra‘-m,&()l, were
bering fruit and 12,222 had not come yet'fnto bearing. - The yield in 1919.was
14,000 tons of olives. - It is estimated that with the entire 31,023 acres yielding their -
full capacity the total would not exceed 24,000 tons, an’ output, however, which
will reﬂuire. many years before it can be reached. .As it takes about'l ton of:olives
to yield 40 gallons of olive oil, California could not:possibly hope to produce in any
one year more than 960,000 gailons of olive oil. - This represents only 11} per cent of
the total annual consumption of olive oil in this country, which is estimated, according
to the importations for calendar year 1919, at about 8,88_’2,000_ gallons, But, asa matter
of fact, less than one-half of the California olive crop is pressed into olive oil, the
balance.being packed into tins and otherwise prepared. E. F. Woodward, a Cali-
fornia olive grower and authority on this subject, estimated the California olive-oil
cl!;op in 1908 at about 350,000 gallons, and it can not have materially increased since
then, . . i ) e
Developmenta of recent years cause us to view the olive-oil importaiion from
another angle. . It is coming more and more to be imported as a raw material entering
into and developing industry in this country. In the past few years packers of fish—
especially tuna and sardines—have used vast quantities of olive oil in their packing.
This is Fractically a new industry developed since the war, and increased coet of olive
oil would greatly retard, if not destroy, it. Besides, the packing of olive oil, imported
in bulk, into bottles and tins has grown to considerable dimensions, gives employment
to many people, and creates a demand for ting, bottles, shooks, and other materials,

all of which benefits industry here.
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A slight survey. of figures gives iis a'vivid proof of this. Whereas, before the war”
in 1918, only about one-third of thé olive oil was in bulk; we find that in 1919 this had
risen to about seven-eighths of the total importation, . So that to-day we must consider-
and treat olive oil more in'the light of a raw material feeding an industry here than as:
a finished or manufactured article entering into immediste consumption. o

On account of the material of American origin that the packing abroad requires,
the importation of olive il in this country should be looked upon in the light not of’
competition but as o stimulus fo American industry and trade,

ile this chamber is in ‘favor ‘of maintaining a differerice as now ‘oxiati% in the
rates of duty between olivé oil in bulk and olive oil in packages of smaller size than
5 gallons, this différence should remain'as it is, in order to encourage the use of olive:
oil in ita original packsge, and to give to the consunier tho guaranty tht is carricd
with it; . to discountenance the mixing of a lower. with & higher ‘grade of oil, and:

becatise most of the packing materisl, such as tiuplate and shooks, used for the olive
oil imported, is after all of American origin, of which Italy is the largest buyer in this
country, a_mi for which American packi: "i!“ft.h_éf"i@i'ﬂﬁmm lessercost. - ..
If the overseas trade of this country, built during the war; is to be continued, it-
must be prepared to take 'back some merchandise in excliange; as this country can-
not expect to be paid always in gold. -To this end, it seems advisable to encourage-
the importation of an article which is one of the staple productions of the Mediter-
. ranean countriés and which does not enter into competition with any home product:
and’ besides aids in the development of business at home. Under such a category

" -should olive oil be clased.

remain as they are at present in the emergency tariff, representing already an increase

of from 664 to 100 per cent over the former rates, namely, that they continue at 40

cents per lg'ollon on olive oil in bulk and of 50 cents per gallon on olive oil in con-

tainers of less than 5 gallons. These rates, while ample for the purpose of protection,

are also sufficient for revenue purposes. - o -

| o © CHEHRIES IN BRINE.
 [Paragraph 738.] '

They have been taken from the free list of the tariff act of 1913 and assessed 3 cents
per pound in:'the emergency tariff. The Fordney. tariff bill has assessed them 1}
centaperpound. ... oo oo el

Cherries in‘brine have been imported in formet years to thé extént of 75,000-barrels.:
These are in the natire ofa rew material for uso by confectionersand bakers, _ Cherries
of the variety imported, which are smaller in size than the domestic, are not grown:
© to any appreciable extent in this country, and, therefore, do niot enter into competi-
~ tion with any domestic product, There 13 no possibility of ;nylaiglpzproductiozi'of
- this article in this country for many years, as the very natire of the tree requires
~ many years before it will bear in sufficient quantity to be of commercial value. Bince

- the 3 centaimpost lias been in effect the importation hasgreatly contracted and smil}

have been the shipments of cherries in brine this year, greatly to the detriment of

N thz& Amterican confectionery industry, which depends so much upon that imported
g P This chamber therefore recommends that, if it ia not possible to return them to the

- free list, where they should be, they should be assessed no more than proposed by the
Fordney tariff bill, namely, at the rate of 1§ cents per pound.

‘In conclusion this chiatber recommends that the rates of duty on olive oil should

 FiLBERTS.
iy o  [Paragraph 755]
~The Fordney tariff bill raises the 'du? from 2 t6 2} cents per pound on filberts not
shelled and from 4 to 5 cents per pound on shelled filberts. , ek
Filberta are not produced in this country in a commercial way, so that the question
oﬁ rotectilo'n to domestic industry has no bearing in the consideration of the duty on
this article, e e s , ‘
As a means of revenue, we consider that the present duty, of 2 cents per pound on
the unshelled and 4 cents per pound on the shelled, is sufficient. “ Any material
increase in these rates, we are convinced would curtail consuinption and defeat the
ends of revenue, o , - T I
The unshelled filberts are used chiefly for domestic consumption, and, while not
exactly a luxury, experience has taught us thdt a too enhanced value easily would
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make them becomé a luxury, At convenjent prices, on the other hand, they
readily sold, High prices practically destroy their demand, This has been more
_than once illustrated in the case of the high prices that have prevailed during the war,
The shelled filberts are consumed almost entirely as a raw material in baking and
in the manufacture of candy, To increase the duty it would only add an unnecessary
burden to their trade; which would eveéntually show decrease in demand, as the trade

would be forced to use cheaper substitutes, I L
That the present tariff has worked well for revenue is shiown by the fact that impor-
tations, from- 8,480,118 pounds of unshelled -and 1,946,488 pounds of shelled nuts,
under the old rates of 3 cents and 6 cents per pound in fiscal year 1913, vielding,
respectively, $257,688 and $72,631, with a total in duties of $330,119, increased to -
20,581,528 pounds of unshelled and 6,970,072 pounds of shelled nuts, yielding in
revenue, respectively, $411,628 and $288,802, namely, a total of $700,430 in 1920 under

the present rates, . . : L _ S
From the foregoing statement, this chamber concludes that the prevailing rates are
the best adapted for the needs of revenue and respectfully recommends that the
resent rates of 2 cents per pound for unshelled filberts and 4 cente per pound for

p
shelled filberts be continued as they are, .
TOMATO PASTE OR BAUCE.

A 5 - [Paragraph 770.]
The Fordney tariff bill raises thé duty on tomato paste from 26 to 28 per cent. .
Prior to the war, the importation of this article was about 300,000;cages annually.

During its forced aL'eenCe,,Ame_ricgn" manufacturers have tried to aupgly;this"giemén'(l, .
but the greatest output scarcely exceeded 100,000 cases. This is chiefly dile to:the’
fact that the domestic product doee not attain the high flavoring qualities, nourishing
value, and color of the imported. For this reason many consumers have preferred to
do without it, rather than use the domestic sauce, which they. found unsatisfactory,
and consumption was, therefore, curtailed, - Prior to the war the domestic, thén an
insignificant factor, sold at $4 Yer case of 200 tins of 64 ounces each, and the imported

—-for about $8.. During the early part of the war the price of the imported soared as -
high as $24 per casé, at which u;;ripo_i_itjv‘vu preferred to the domesti¢, which had risen -
to $12. . With the passing of the imported from the market, owing to embargoes, the
domestic sold as high as $18 per case, consumption fell considerably, and never reached
over 30,000 cases per year. - While the cost of production may have increased during
the war, it was not enough to justify the rise from $4 to $18 per case. It was simply
taking advantage of the absence of the imported, The higher the tariff burden on the -
imported, the'greater the chance given: to the domestic to take advantage of the
market, - profiteering to the detriment of the'consuming -American public. This
article is_essentially’a part of a poor man’s diet, and, going on record in favor of a
specific duty equivalent to the g:ésent'ad valorem rate as applied to prewar or normal
prices, this chamber recommends that the duty be assessed at 1 cent per pound.

This rate will approxinmteli'a'mesa this commodity at the same duty which pre-

vailed before the war, and, furthermore, tak into account the prewar market

rice for this commodity, the duty recommended by this chamber will approximately
o the same as the duty which is now levied on this article under the present tariff.

CANNED TOMATORS.
(Parsgraph 770.]

The Fordney tariff bill provides a duty of 10 per cent on canned tomatoes.

. The variety of catined tomatoes imported from Italy is the egg or pear sha})'ed descrip--
tion, not canned here. It could never come in sufficient quantity toseriously affect the
immense American pack of tomatoes, which is the largest in the world, and has little
to fear from this imported specialty. This is true as to price as well as to the quantity

lculating a ific duty on similar lines as above, this chamber recommends a
specific rate for this product of one-half cent per pound, which is equivalent to the
proposed 10 per cent. '
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ARTICHOKES, PEPPERS, AND OTHER PRESERVED CANNED VEGETABLES,
o o (Paragraph 773.]

Likewise artichokes, peppers, and other preserved canned vegetables, which, while
have never been successfully canned here in any quantity and which the

wn,
E‘?rdney tariff bill assceses like the rpreaent tariff at 25 per cent, aho'u{d al80 be asseesed
at the same rate of specific duty of 1 cent per pound.
: PRESERVED FISH,
 [Pargmph7aL] e
, ) yarieties of imported fish are amessed under fmgmph' 721 of the
Fordney tariff bill at the rate of 26 per cent ad valorem if packed in oil, and at the
rate of 20 per cent if salted and in'immediate containers, weighing with their conterits
not more than 30 pounds each, and at the rate ol,li'jéents‘-per‘gomid'i,f in containers
weighing with their contents more’than 30 pounds éach, including the weight of the
immediate container with the contents, - They gﬁ,@er&ily follow the lines of other .
imports in bel‘ﬁg‘h;fcuhti“@; ‘and as a'rule not found or not much produced in this.
country. Some, like: the anchovies, have not adequate suhstitutee. here. - Of other
qualities; like tunny, while good :lmhlt}(ml aré packed on the Pacific coast, it must,
however,-be said that they are not the same type of fish. . The tunny.from the Pacific
coast, 'w_‘lile an’excellent fish, has not the taste of the Mediterranean and does net
‘ldequatgl(f supply the wants of those seeking the latter. . While sardines have been
extensively packed in olive oil during the war, they have not succeeded; however,
- in acqujring the patronage of .the consumers of sardines, -The latter-day demand is
falling off considerably for these articles, showing conc,luq_l\'ré(l{j that the discriminating
public, when it can not have the genuine article prefers to do without it.
Duties should," therefore, be assessed 80 as not to put too great a premium on'the
justifiable satisfying of the wants of this particular consuming public, - The fisb,
- packed in oil, is now to be amessed 26 per cent. Following our suggestion to make
- rates of duty specific, and equivalent to the present ad valorem rate as applied to
normal prewar prices, this chamber recommends that the duty on fish in oil be placed
at 2} centa per pound. As to fish in brine, this chamber recommends that it be
- amsessed at the specific rate of l?x cents per pound, excepting salted sardines or sardelles,
. which is a cheap vanet‘r of fish not prepared in this country, for which this chamber
~. recommends a specific duty at the rate of 1 cent per pound.

Many of th

 PEAS AND BEANS, rjiiélii‘sb AND PRESERVED,
o ~ [Paragraphs 763 and 767.]
The Fordney tariff bill raises the duty on these cominodities from 1 to 2 cents per

pound, an increase which this chamber considers excessive. . .
~, Thereisno %u‘e-f-ivn that; considering the advantages'of modern facilities employed
i {bch an -'thg::,vnth_ér,;augplyf of the raw mater l-.upréf)’md vegetables can be
, ed at least as cheap'in this as in any country of the wor
her cost-of labor, the difference of whic the aftermath of war ia:cdmgsratively

: e (
the world, even allowing for the
leas to-day than it once was, ~ In general, duhngthe war the importation of the articles

covered by the above-stated paragraphs was practically stopped by embargoes placed
by foreign Goyernments onthe export of food Froducta from their respective coun-
~ tries, A survey of statistics ngeo us ample proof of this, as imeom of prepared vege-
tables, which in fiscal year 1914 had reached the total of 84,710,137, fell to $1,693,363 -
inﬂmal-'ml919. T A o - .

This chamber, while considering the rates superfluously high, and believing that 1
cent per-pound would be ample, indorsed, however, the principle of assessing the
duties on preserved vegetables, and generally on food products whenever practicable,
on a specific hasis.  Ad valorem duties are always more or less breeders of misunder-

standin 'ortl‘xtisation.-'-f Many timee the honest importer becomes an innocent victim.
- The dishonest is ofttimes benefited, - Specific duties would do away with these
in{xlxstlcea and the unpleasantnees of litigation. ) ‘

alue is a fluctuating quantity and is not easily arrived at. This is more so in the

case of imported articles, which are more or lesa specialties, and in the case of which
prices vary according to the prestige of the different packers. Another fault of the
ad valorem duty is that it presupposes that all exporters sell and all-merchants here
purchase at the same price, as the entering price is the same for all.
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This i far from true and works to the detriment of the larger operator or of the .
shrewder merchant., It works to the disadvantage of the man who on contract
- for future delivery, as the entering prices may be changed on each arrival and place
him at times in grest difficulty to ascertain the proper entering value. It increase
the hazard of the importer’s speculation, for, besides the danger of fluctuation of the
goods, he must also contend with similar fluctuation in the duty,

HEMP AND HEMP TOW AND HEMP HAOKLED, KNOWN A8 ‘“‘LINE or HEMP."

R e e [Paragraph 1001.] R

The Fordney tariff bill takee this raw material from the free list and levies on hemp
‘anduhé‘n_x_p,tov_ 3 duty of three-fourths of 1 cent per pound and on hackled hemp 14
centsperpound. . oo 0

Hemp is 4 raw material essential to and lli,rsrg?’-_@npldye@ in thp manufacture ‘of
high-grade cordage and twine, in which is required great tensile strength, of shoe and
harnees threads, in ‘which like qualities are also of primary importance, of carpet
yarns, and of rough linens; all uses, theee, for which the Italian raw hemp has valuable
quah‘ieuohh;ovm far superior to all oiher hempes, that can not be substituted b:
any other. fiber, _'l_‘he‘ beet twine, for special purpoees, are made of this material,
which has strength and dursbility superior to those of any other hemp, surpassing
th?:nmtgtu unofulrtxﬁut thin l,e ety ate | o

is,"therefore, important that this article, representing a raw material necessary

i ; ‘maintained on the _ffmt,ﬂyhpm it was placed at

cordage _carpet gatne, ndt;(m J;hxf jum'tc e »ogdA?'éﬁcmnu%“um? o
dsge, twine, carpet yarns, and linen to have it exempted from fiscal burden. An

duty on-it now would be ai"h‘iqqtgx__icq to' American ‘maniifacturers, and a burden tz

American conisumefs, who for special purposes can not do withoutit. . = =~ .

According (o the census of 1914, the cordage, twine, and linen industries of this
country alone used 22,752,363 pounds of hemp and hemp:tow, valued at $1,861,817,
agninat 10,724,070 pounds for $1,496,125 in 1909, Of the amount used in 1914,
9,318,771 pounds valued at:$1,583,354 were manufactured into hemp twine, an
increase over the corresponding. production of 1909'of 8,013,349 pounds, valued at
$1,001,201; -In 1914, 5,707,66¢ ég(}imdu' valued at $3,409,136; of linen'thread and
10,799,628 square yards'for $1,765,798 of linen fabrics were produced in the United
States, showing increased value in comparinon to 1909. The fact that, besides the

ordage, twine, and linen industries, with a yearlya ite output of products valued

s homn ol o3 et i B e v
3 1] enting alone a yearly production o ,000,000, shows how wide 1s

the field of application and usef{dnea’;of this article. e e

Hemp was largely iniported before the war. In fiscal year 1914, 8,339 tons, valued
at $1,472,460, ‘were received. Although ‘war restrictions and reqiirements inter-
fered with this trade during the last five or six years, and a difficulty in procuring this
material was experienced in,éveri industry using it, because of its having been requi-
uitib'tife,d,v'to&'wsr,:mrﬁoﬁéa, with the cessation of hostilities it again became available
to the usual channels of commerce, but under the disadvantdge of the high prices to
which the war has raised this article; as shown by an average cost of $666.26 in 1919
a8 against $177.34 per ton in 1914, little has so far been imported. .. .

Ite use will unguestionably increase with the spproaching of normal prices, provided
ita cost is not increased by a duty impost, which would be injurious to many industriee
" hitherto employing this egf and made postible by reason of ite freedom froin duties.

As it can not be substitute ‘)y any other material, its higher cost and consequent
lesser use: would onily cause leas officiency and lesser possibility for American manu-
facturers of competing successfully in the world’s markets with their products. .. .

This chamber-does not ignore that the high:prices which/ have prevailed . during
the war have stimulsted the production of :hemp in the United States, éspecially in
the fertile limestone sdils of the blile’-’ﬂlp' mﬁ? of Kentucky; in the rich prairie and
limestone soils of 'Wisconsin, on the alluvial bottoms and basins of California, and on
‘the muck: lands of Ohjo; Indiana, and Michigan. : Production in this country has
developed: under the present fiscal regime of exemption from duty, because the price
of hemp has been profitable. Otherwise it will pay the American farmers far better
to grow other , such a8 wheat and tobacco, giving better financial returns, In
fact, notwithstanding the protection at first of and then $22,60 per ton on hemp,
which existed in the two tariffs that preceded the present, domes:ic production never
exceeded & yesrly output of 5,000 tons, and was usually below that figure; while in

81527—22—80R T—8
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1917, without . my protectxve duty on homp wboﬂmr raw or backled, domestic pro-
duction mmponedtohnveinmndtoa‘»ut%wo tons, .. _
The growing of hemp is in s thrivma conditioi:, Letnuse mnchinery s brought.
about a revolutlon in thiu ind Hemp is now grown and handled as euily asany
staple Atnenun crop, of hmd labor has been eliminated, and the last
few years' crope h:ve boen h throughout hy labor-saving machmery " Pre-
viously the crudest devices had been used in growing and handling the crop, with an
excoss of lumd labor that made the production too expennve All this has now

changed;
The hemp'hnrveater which was used for the first time in 1917, has ‘become, hk
utionary fsctor

other specially devued machinery now used in this country, a revol
in hemp production; . This machine, another American inveation to be o‘pmud of,.cuts
spreads the hemp stalks at one operatwn, ‘and it does & better job of spreadiug for

and
rottingtlunudonebyhmd ‘as they still do abroad, And wh epnurto&? the

lifting and breaking of the Mks was done by lund, now s er indet is
Central mille for bre ‘the Yemp and cleaning the lgdeﬁdent 'il‘l;-

chinery are mother recent and fu-mchmg nddiﬁon to-tho emp

breaking snd scu g which until
recent years, u now ed m this count.ry on {m

roduction of h em e tune 'heﬂi,_ & ted in- the ground to 'the

y ed condition of hemp, line
¢ _ 'ch modem ‘and improved labo or-saving ma-
f abor in its cost of production to s minimum, - Due
‘is produced . to-dsy in this country, notwithstanding
y than abroad, where hand labor still prevalls,
umber of o rltwel to petlorm the same work which here

th very
e sbove is sifficient . ovxdenca t.hattfohom mduatryhunotonly been main-
unned but ag_;u:ll . prospered without govemmonta.l aid. . It has, in fact, become

s competitor of the imported, now confined to the manufwture of high- gnde articles
uahog?b r rensed impo portations oftbiaarticle since 1917, the year that ‘marks
ival o merican hemp industry, . - tions have as follows:
y ns 9, 335, vnlued at 32,487 477 19 iaons 6, 813 ‘worth $2, 748 376;

) “ed’ at u 601,349; 1920, fons 4, 076 'for s1 735,273,
ng facts it is evldent tlut no dug.y needed by Amencan oweu
p e_purpose of p induury, nnder free trade, has
such an extent that it is eupoble tc exist and prosper on its.own merm
‘;_t.hat ‘exemption of hemp from dut¥ means protection to American manu- -
facturers, who, by the free’ avenueo “of supply of t!m raw material are enabled to
, devel (slthe production of the manuiactures article and to stimu umption,
of wln the first to benefit is American production. urthermore, reimpos-
sny duty on raw hemp would yield very little revenue to the Government
ns&OOOor $125,000 at the most, would handicap manufacturers, and bring no benefit
to the growers.
ugf:hunber therelore, regpectfully recommends that bemp and tow of hemp
- and hemp hackled, known as line of hemp, which doea not advance it further tban e
condxtion of raw mumw, be retumod to zﬁe lreo list, )

4 80 finer than 80 lea or number, 10 per cent ad valorem,
it il_:qho?ly. recommended : that .theee duties be maintained without the incresses
proposed by the Fordney tariff bill, which would levy on single hemp yarns not finer

~ than8 !u,smurpmnd,.but’noth-ghsnzoweont. finer than 8 lea and not
An 60 lea, 8 cents per pound plus one-half cent per additional lea, but not
k-tban-%petcem;:ﬁmthwwhs,ss uperpound,butrmtluthmzsper
cent, The pnmdinum would stop all importation of & semiraw materal
- such as this, w] is in the interest of American manufacturers in various lines of
ind to obtain st the least possible cast.
Prevm&olﬂl&ymo“humtumwmnotm to any extent, llldfl)“l.:g
over the figures showing the importation for the following years, it is to be

that, while not in very hrg;‘«}uanhues these yarns were, howe\er im
'qunntiuea varying from thousande of pounds in 1913 to “about 000--
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400,000 pounds in 1914, and about 1,000,000 pounds in 1915-16, decreasing again in
1917 down to zero in 1918, on account of transportation difficulties and export restric-
tions at countries of %m In 1919 the importation again started, reaching about
1,000,000 pounds in 1920, .~ . e o
What has been imported is almast all yarns of the coarser grades suitable for twine -
or cordage making or for filling purposes in the manufacture of carpets; The con-
sumption of this yarn by the home industries, is without comparison, by far, greater
than the amount of pounds imported and likely to be imported in the future under
the present tariff, which proves that the preeent tarifl protects amply the home
industry of hemp yarns, It gives, in fwt,gdbﬂit 7 of importation on a very com-
petitive price and on'a very small scale; while on the other hand it is very advin-
tageous {0 American industries “ﬁﬁg theee yarns, as this competition keeps the price
ona .iust}evel (the raw material being free of duty) and assures the consumer of hav-
in§ always the best material, which answers its purpose ‘best, ... . =
- Imported hemp yarns, ‘e?e_qnlly those not finer than § les, eup{)ly a pressing need
of the American carpet industry, : Yarns of this class are scarcely manufactured in
the United States owing to the difficulty of production, and to the objection of labor
to the hard work: neceesary to their manufacture, ' Some spinners have been coin-
pelled to abandon the production of this line of yarns because of unwillingness of:lahor
to work at it, so that there ire only two or three spinners in the United States producing
this kind of yarns and proyid&l:g an insuffieient supply of same for the needs of the
unﬁorumc carpet industry of this country. . Carpet manufacturers are therefore com-
__pelled.to resort to more expensive subetilutes, to the detriment of their industry,
By returning the raw heinp onthe free list (therefore placing the American varn
manufacturers from the start on the same basis of the foreign), it would seem that a-
duty ranging from a minimum of 12 per cent to & maximum of 20 per cent al valorem
should protect the American' manufacturer to such an extent (also in consideration of
the fact:that the ocean freight and insurance on yarn is evidently much higher than
the ocean freight on raw material) that any higher duty should be unfair to the ultimate
- American consumer of the yarn, | - o N
-However,’ it seems as if:a-lower-rate of duty should be advantageous to American
carpet manufacturers on these yarns, as the price of same would consequently lessen.
The present basis of duty guarantees a steady revenue to the United States Treasury,
 which on the basis of 12 to 20 per cent must have varied, it is presumed, anywhere
from $20,000 to $50,000 yearly. . If the duty should be increased, this revenue would
- undoubtedly be stopped immediately. . -~ . L s e
- This chamber, in consideration of the above-stated facts, recommends respecifully
that the proposed ratee of the Fordney tariff bill on hemp yarns be reduced 75 or 50
r cent less than the proposed figures; and, should this he imposeible, thén that they
replaced by paragraph 341 of the Payne-;‘.ldrich tariff (1909) substituting, however,
the ad valorem rates therein stated by equivalent specific rates.

 HEMP THREADS, TWINES, OR CORDS.
" [Paragraph 1004.]

The Fordney tariff bill assesses duties on threads, twines, and cords not finer than 8
lea, 16 cents per pound; finer than 8 lea and not finer than 60 lea, 16 cents per pound
and three-fourths of 1 cent for each additional lea or part of lea in excess of 8;.and
finer than 60 lea, 56 cents per pound; but in all such cases not less than 23 per cent.

The importation of these articles has been practically nil under the present tariff of

~ 20 per cent if not finer than 5 lea and of 21 er cent if finer than the proposed Fordney
rates, mich er than even the Payne-Aldrich tariff rates would make importation
abeolutely prohibitive, , e . ‘
+ This chamber therefore respectfully recommends that the proposed rates on threads,
twines; and cords of the Fordney tariff bill be reduced to 75 or mfr cent lesa than the
proposed figures; and should this be impossible, then that they be replaced by para-
graph 340 of the Payne-Aldrich tariff of 1908, :

' LEATHER GLOVES,

{Paragraph 1433;]

‘This chamber does not ignore that the manufacture of gloves has-become an im-
portant industry in the United States, turning out, according to the census figures
of 1914, 3,082,376 dozen pairs of gloves, valued at $21,614,107. Compared to these
figures, the 562,018 dozen pairs of gloves, valued at $7,920,750, imported in fiscal
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yesr. l920 are s Jrelattvely ummporhnt hctor importttxon supplying only ono-ﬁtth'

of the consumption.

The gloves impoi rt trad ) has been hurt
rsctiully mdueed it to one-half of its fo r 1,18
1918.. This has given American msnuhc‘um ‘an ogu
foreign countries, s trade which
and diﬂimltxu of all- kindu, %hioﬂy lack ::t materials, inmaod
c‘ EEN

Yn fiscal year.

the gloves fotmerl supplied by
g ciiy pp

war with'

cost of pmductmn lnd taxation, er freights :
8 play but h?-gconduy role in the supply of Amenm eonaump-

cally confined to. women'’s gloves, which is not the princi-
76,8 per: cent of the domeetic

eom gloves for bo
(] gloveu On the other hm
rtution in ﬂaul year 1920 was of women's glovea, und

To-day im
tion, -

pal line of

it

productlon 11 this country

pmduction was in.1914 of men dslovu,
cent represonted women's and children’

While, in
9.4 per

i’.

b :w condxﬁom,. which lnvo
183,443 dozen pairs, imy

portunity to replace
hborgdmmtho :

ylssager'

y25

there hkel phce in Y lmc  production’ that affects. the least

the: erooatofhborin
m‘ff“‘- ot

msnuhc-

ture to’ mp 1y this muket at :ﬁtuctxxn prleé- -uch pombﬂity 18, howevor,
- only tem;:omy ‘a8 no stable businees can be' dml pe({ tmwhble exchsnge which
~ isbound wmeoverfmmitapmentde future;
; Had it not been for the fact that the nwum moftha Underwood tmﬁmnot
- of a prohibitory chamcter, importations would have been impossible since: the war,
- Now that it is showing symptoms of recovery, after unprecedented difficulties, it
should not be killed by th reenactment of: prohibitive rates such as those proposed

~in the Fordney tariff bill eqmvdent to an mcmue of at lmt 100 per cent on foreign

cost,
This chamber, a!ter c.mtul ctudy of the ﬁsu!
ve statement . of

' heréunto & com

loves, beguleawtosubmit :
.ilUnderwood) and the pro

A Fordney‘) rates, together with its own rooommend ons in the mstter to wh ch it
" respectiully bespes the oonudenﬂon of thi-hononble committee : ‘
" - Glovu (kctha') “ ; N
Unda'wooduﬂlt l'ordneywl Our recommendation.
1 Men's, women's, or | Not over 14 inchés in | Not over i2 inches in | Not over 14 inches In
L dr:'nlw ghoo-‘dnhh‘ length; $1°per doveny | length, - men’s, - #; lougth, 3l.sogzrdoun
Schmaschen (of sheep | pairs and 25 cents | women’s and .chil- pdn ts
" origin). axtra per dozen pairs | dren’s, 83 . dozen mg“ dozen pairs
ST additional for each w oants ex- | for inch in excess,
inch in excoss of 14 dozen pairs for ,
. i lnchﬂ.‘ g o inch in excess of
Loe, Allother women's and | Not ‘over 14 inches 10 [...eeeveerrrnereeniennnns Not over i4 fnches fn
dren’s gloves wholly | length, & per dozen longth, 3 p« dozen
. e o 2 oxtulormhmchin‘
BT mmﬂfm SXOMS.
3. Al mong Jeather | $2.50 T O ﬂ.m extrs per dozen
' ',‘4. !nnqdwu oomnor 25 oants extra per dozen | $2.40 exirs per dozen | 75 cents axtrs per dosen
! vmblomnt. | pairs. . P!' m&:«ﬁ?u lined | ~pairs, ’pa o
Lined with knitted ;tm_ 80 conts extea per dozen |.............. ORI I
"orwith silk, leather, or | palrs. o . L
: Llnodwithfur ........... .| 82 extra per dozen Linad with far or lesther, | $3 extra per dozen pairs,
ATl pique and prix seam | 25 cents extrs per doten lg:g"ddaod or embel- | 40 cents extre per docon
S s o ” nwﬁﬁ'ﬁ ’
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ARGOLS OR CRUDE TARTARS AND WINE LEES, AND TARTARIC ACID,

, [Paragraphs 1 and 9.) -
- Argols and tartaric raw materials, conuuni# \ing no more than 90 per cent of Potnm‘ux’n
bitartrate, are subjected by the Fordney. tariff bill to a duty of 5 per cent ad valorem,
namely,: tothe same rate as at. present in:force and containing above 90. per cent of
pohsiuni.- itartrate to 6 cents per pound, the same rate being levied on cream of
tartar and Rochelle salts; tartiric acid is rated at 6 cents per pound.
The proposed rates represent an increase of 100 per cent on argols containing more
- than .90 per cent of potassium bitartrate on cream of tartar and Rochelle salts, and an
incresse of 87,50 per.cent on tartaricacid. . .. . . .
Argols and ‘wine lees aro the raw materials from which cream of artar, Rochelle
salts, and tartaric acid are manufactured, - They are by-products of the wine industry,
the only available source of tartaric acid which has not yet been obtained synthetically:
memrt it e S iy o ol o
and of food products, as in baking powders and beverages, as mordants in the printi
of fabrics and in'other technical usee.: - The most important use is in ‘the manufacture
22 T o b vl S St Rl b ol
road making and alao oxported; The yearly output of the baking.powder indust
alons ropressnied ‘in the nited States, according to tho census of 1914, & valte of
nearly $22,500,000 and' an invested capital of over $35,000,000, giving work to over
3,600 persons. - Expotts of thess, which had, ‘like the. industry, been steadily in-
cwwdm fiscal year 1918 nearly $2,000,000. - Even before prohibition
was enacted, which cut off any American supply, the American wine industry fur-
niahed only-1 lfm cent of 'the-‘woﬂd-mmy;o ‘tartaric raw materials, - This country
to-day is wholly dependent upon the wi e-mnhnﬁ countries of the Mediterranean,
and chiefly upon Italy, France, Algeria, Spain, and Portugal, for its importations of
tartaric raw. materials, - Im ms, taking one year with another and allowing for
war or tariff conditions, liave been pretty steady, with a tendency of late’ years to
increase, as shown by the fact that, while during the first five years of the pest décade
thoyvgveswd:yesﬂy;ibout 28,085,000 pounds, they have during the last five years
It has:been the traditional policy of the United States to encourage the importa- -
tion of these crude materials, and this policy should be adhered to by leaving un-
chlngodtho present ad valorem rate of duty on argols or crude tartars and wine lees,
whicl beﬁt; a product the value of which varies according to its actual contents in
~_ Imports of cream of tartar gained with the removal of the 5-cent rate which ob-
tained previous to fiscal year 1914, and had kept importations for the period 1911-1913
- at a yearly average of 57,710 pounds, - The present rate of 24 cents per pound, which
- replaced the formeér in 1914, has increased bg)ttationp to a yearly average for the
three fiscal years ending June 30, 1918, to 68, ounds, the e amounts imported
in 1914 and 1915, respectively, of 812,857 and 764,868 pounds being due not solely
to the change in the tariff. but moetly to the strees ¢f war conditions, stimulating
importations in order to provide for emergencies as evinced by their falling back to
& more conservative avérage in the following years, . This shows that the readjustment
of the rate under the tarifl act of 1913 has operated ad vantageously for the interest of
revenue and practically without prejudice to American refiners, as the unabated, in
fact increased, imports of raw materials clearly demonstrate, . .. .
A somewhat analogous course is shown by the importations of tartaric acid, which -
from a yearly average of 149,014 pounds for the period of fiscal years 1009-1913, when
the rate was first 7 and then b cents per pound, increased with ita reduction to 34 cents
in the last tariff act to an annual average of 393,588 ﬁunds'dﬂring the'last five fiscal
years, after having attained somewhat striking totals in 1914 with 848,674 pounds,
under the stimulus of the tariff change, and in 1916 with 820,106 pound: under the
stress of providing for war emergencies, . It is true that i'mporéation from & moderate
increase in previous {mn'»scoentusted?iomjewhatj in 1920, when a total of 797,367
pounds was reached; but this id"solely to the exc(:xef:t_ional conditions of the foreign
exchange, which have prevailed during that period, the only time when it became
poesible for foreign manufacturers, on account of the unprecedented:depreciation of
the lira, to sell their articles to any extent on this market, which had always before
been controlled almost entirely by home manufacturers. Had it not been for the
ex:ﬁtionslly abnormal exchange, foreign manufacturers would not have been able
to to any aplp;'ecisble extent on this market, the tariff having, since the war,
played a relatively unimportant réle in influencing imports into the United States in
comparison to the exchange, with its striking fluctuations.

iy
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The present spasmodic conditions of exchange can not, however, last much longer, -
as they are neither in the interest of Europe nor of this country. A ‘more settled an
stable condition is bound to follow in the no grest distant future, and it would unquee-
tionably be unfair and: metmit_able to base our calculation in amessing duties to-day
on the existing disparity, which can not endure. If they were so based, upon return
to more _x‘xomﬁ,_ nal conditions the protection accorded to domestic manufacturers would
be increased to such extent as to work prohibitively on importation, and, while giving
the manufsctiirers in this country an undesirable monopogro of the market, would also
void the purposes of revenue and destroy a sound competition that alone would
ultimately benefit the consumer,... ... . ....:.. i

"Tho cost of manufacture in faly has incressed groatly ince the war, labor being

: hour day fivefold what it received before the war for & 9-hour day.

y .of materials required in the manufacture other than tartaric raw mate-

‘ia almost superfiuous to state that Italy is at s great disadvantage when com-
:with this ‘co X pex the of iery, coal, ‘and chemical

supplies, which _ig?m%’im * from this country, on which it Jas to p
~ duty, and which o disad

'f 8 8

: 1 wh pay freight and
A 4 h offset any mo!thoAmmm manufacturer for the differ-
ence of freight paid on the greater bulk of the tartaric crude material in comparison
to the finished products, .. ., 0 S Lon s e
_ As s00n es sn improvement in exchange shall have eliminated .that the margin,
 which only of late has made posible importations into this country, asd s eoon a8
- » more settled state of industrial conditions, both here and abroad, shall have made

" miore stable the present fluctusting cost of production; it will bo seen that the present

~ rate’on tartaric acid is sufficiently protective for domestic manufacturers, who have
~ found in the increased consumption of tartaric acid, through the enactment of pro-
~ hibition, & compenssting factor for the temporarily increased imports of this useful

: n the contrary, the proposed incresse from 3§ to 6 cents per pound on tartaric acid
~ could operste u_i;:jnriopﬁ':to the im tiont:}thio commrﬁi?yo as did M%D'ﬁley
rate of 7 cents and the Payne-Aldrich rate of 5 cents, wbich pnctically killed its .

lmmme N T P RIS RE U T

. 'The present rates of 3}.cents per pound on tartatic acid and of 2§ cents per pound

' on creum of tartar have stmulated imports without visible prejudice to American

-~ msnufacturers, whose importations of crude materials have continued to be equivalent

" to more than five times those of the refined articles, and appear therefore to this
" chamber as the optimum rates both for the purpose of revenue and _fort_htto{‘fm :
. tion, and this chamber therefore uhthn&ay continue unchanged. Should, how-

" ever, an increase be deemed unavoidable, this chamber respectfully recommends
- that the rate on tartaric acid be fixed at no more than 5 cents per pound. -

© CITRATE OF LIME AND CITRIC ACID,
_ [Paragraphs 1 and 46.]

- The Fordney tariff bill places's duty of 7 cents per pound on citrate of lime, an

- increase of 700 per cent against the. present duty of 1 cent per pound, on raw ma-
terial necessary to-American’industry- and ‘hardly produced in this-country.. .- - -
“Citrate of lime, the raw matarial from which citric acid is manufactured, is an in-
dispensable  material to ‘American manufacture, of - which this country imported
annually before the war between five and six-million ‘pounds and to 'a somewhat
. greater extent in fiacal years 1915, 1916, and 1917 to make up for the lesser smount
Imported in 1914, when it bad just been taken off the free list, and placed for revenue
_purposes under s duty of 1 ceiit per pound. During the two fiscal years that fol-
owed ‘our entry into the war, importations were restricted owing. to- the tinsettled
conditiona of shipping, so that receipts in fiscal year of 1920, amounting to almost
10,500,000 pounds, made up for the deficiency of the. two previous vears.. - . -
While California has, since the wur, started the industry. of citrus by-products, .
its production is still of small importance in comparison to the large amount of cit-
rate of lime needed by.American manufacturers of citric acid. -In 1919 the Cali-
fornia production of this raw material was reported equal to-about 232,000 pounds
‘and that of citric acid to about 76,000 pounds, ‘which means that California does not
‘per cent of the citrate of lime annually im-

supply at the Bresent time more than he
ported in the United States, and does not produce more than 2 per cent of the citric -
acid manufactured in this country.. Even sllowing for such increase in the output
of domestic citrate of lime as seems reasonable, in view of 75 per cent increase in
acresge of now nonbearing lemon trees cominf into production in the distant future,
it is hardly to be expected that the output of citrate of lime in California would in-
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crease to any important percentage of the supply needed by American manufacturers
of citric acid.: The mggcrgfbniof it has increased from 2,102,256 pounds in 1916 to
4,082,897 in 1917, notwithstanding the lowering of the rate of duty from 7 to 5 cents
r pound at the last tariff revision; which deduction, while it increased importationa
rom a ‘yearly average of 78,964 pounds during tlg(:xferipd-df fiscal years 1910-1913 to
an average of 571,76 pij_'ut"ndn since 1913, did not reduce the averige annusl importa-
tion of citrite.of lime into'this ¢country. . The Iatter increased on the contrary from
a yearly average of 5,152,864 poundain ‘the: g)eriod- 1910-1913 to one of 5,867,000 dur-
ing the last seven' fiscal years ending June $0,°1920;: This shows that the moderate
lowering of the rate on'citric acid has not worked to the prejudice of American manu-
facturers, while'any loss to revenue ($10,435) has been amply offset by the gain from
the 1-cent rate on citrate of lime ($58,670) aseseed. for revenue gu:ipow g ,
The manufacture of citrate of lime in Sicily; from ‘which is'derived 95 per cent of
our supy l{ of this imported raw materisl, is an important feature of the lemon industry,
of which 1t abeorbs the culls, representing about 30 per cent of the lemon production.
It had to ‘be organized in‘a sort of cooperative form to insure its existence from the
ruinous depression.that ruled formerly. - During the wat, which had a depressing
effect on-the exportation of the fruit, owing to unsettled shipping conditions, it con-
~ verted into citrate of lime the surplus cull production, which'was somewhat greater
than usial, but owing to the scarcity of labor, the shorter hours of work, at lesst the
fivefold increase in wages, and the miich higher cost of coal and other materials the
cost of manufacture has also augmented greatly. the price of citrate of lime, which was
187.5 lire &or’ quintal, having risen to. 700 lire per quintal in 1018, .. "~ .
Under the increased cost of this raw material and other disadvantages confrontmg
manufacturers in this country, such as increased freights, ihcreased costs of labor and
of materials, etci, and considering that even for a8 good many years to come California
will not be in a position to supply any: appreciable amount of this article, we believe
that no higher duty.than the present rate of 1 cent per pound should be levied on
citrate of lime and such is the earnest and reu%)ectlul recommendation of this chamber.
- The Fordney tarift bill proposes & duty of 12 cents per pound on citric against 6 cents

in the present tariff. = . -~ . . e s e e
Oitric acid is consumed JMC‘P“CR in the manufacture of beversges and effervescent
salts; also.in some lines of-technical use. After the spurt in imports, caused by the
revioualy in expectation.of &

shipment in: 1014 of amounts which had boen held up'previous 3 0! _
taniff change, and in 1915 by war-emergency requirements, especially since New York
~ replaced London to alarge extent for the resxportation of citric acid toCentral America,
the West Indies, and Far East, it was only with theabnormal conditions of exchange,
which in this, 88 in many other cases, has influenced importations more than the tari
itself, that any chance of businees has existed for imported citric acid, a condition
%hich isonly tem rarY and will disappear as soon a8 the exchange shall have dropped
a lees abnermal level, an improyement which can not be too far distant. -
It would be not only unwise, but also unfair, in the present unsettled and particu-
~ larly hysteric condition of the exchange, when coet of production abroad, as well as
~ here, can not always be reliably calculated, to base rates of duty, which are destined"
to become permanent, on criteria to offset the depreciated currency of the country of
origin, 8s, upon return:to more stable conditions this would eliminate any further
possibility of importation'dnd give the manufacturers in this country a monopoly of
& market which they are unable tosupply. =~ . .. .. .
1f cost of production has increased in this country since the war, it has to a far greates

extent augmented on the other side, whore the economic changes brought about by
the war have been felt éven more acutely than here, in the cost of labor no less than in
that of fuel and matérials other than citrate of lime, in freights no less than in overhead
expenges, without the favorable prospect forincreased consumption of citric acid shown
by this country since:the advent of prohibition.. . - o i L
The domestic indugt{z‘; notwithstanding the higher cost of labor enjoys over Sicil
decided advantages in the cost of production of citric acid..  In fact, while citrus culls
in California ave shipped ‘to the factory by the carload, In Sicily they have to be
carried in moat cases by animal traction at a relatively higher cost of transportation.
Moreover, the cost of fuel and materials, important items of the:cost of production, is
: ter in Sicily than in this country, and the wider use of labor: saving machinery
y domestic. manufacturers counterbalances to a great extent the higher cost of labor.
With reference to a statement made by H. M. May of the Exchange Products Co. of
Corona, Calif., before the Ways and Means Committee of the House, relative to the cost
" of working 1 ton of lemons into citric acid, re&rte(! ina total of $14.76, equal toa unitary
cost of citric acid of cents 36.9, this chamber wishes to point out that the reported
factors of siid cost ar rather exaggerated, especially the item of labor reported for
1 ton of lemons equal to $4.69, as 34 hours of labor required for such elaboration are
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certalnly not paid in Californis, $4.69. - The unitary yield of citric acid from 1 ton of
lemons 1s moreover reported of only 40 pounds p it is in fact of 43,69 pounds,
which would lower to 81.5 centa the unitary cost of production of citric acid,

Under the present rapid readjustment to & prowar base of the price of citric acid
the present 5-cent rate represents already a protection of over 10 per cent to the

In consideration of the afore stated facts, showing that the present duty of 5 cents
per pound on citric acid, while sufficiently protective for American manufacturers, is
also the safest for the ‘slurpoaes of revenue and the interest of consumers, this clnmi)er
recommends respectfully that it be maintained unchanged and that, should an in-
crease be unavoidable, 8 return to no higher rate than that of 7 centa per pound of the
Payne-Aldrich Act, be adopted. ‘ :

CITRON AND CITRON PEEL IN BRINE AND ORANGE AND LEMON PEEL IN BRINE.
 [Paragraph 740.]

Citron and citron peel is not produced in this country and has to be imported
entirely for the requirements of confectioners, which is done by shipping-this raw
material of the candying industry preserved in brine, This commodity has always
been admitted free of duty, but the Fordney tariff bill places a duty on it of 2 cents
per pound, _wholl&'un}uatgﬁed, ‘a8 there is no domestic industry to'protect, and the
import amounts, therefore, to a burden on confectioners and consumers;: - ..

ikewise the orange and lemon peel referred to in the above paragraph-is the Feel
of these fruits, shipped in brine, for the purpose of candying or preserving. It is
essentially & raw material required by'confectioners:and not obtainable in-commer-
cial quantities except from the countries where the citrus-fruit by-products industry
makes this by-product available. - The quantity produced in California, where the
- citrus by-products industry has just been stirted, is yet insignificant in comparison

‘to the demand. Importation of this article is therefore devoid of any competitive
chlmcter. . . . e S . T Y :

It ili(l‘:ap()l‘tﬂﬂt that manufacturers of candied fruit in this country should obtain
these products as cheaply as possible, which could not'be the case it they were bur-
dened with duty. For obvious reasons, making further explanation superfluous, this
chamber, in the interest of American industry and labor, earnestly entreats your
honorable committee to return theee articles to the froe list. ‘

“ALMONDS,
... . [Paragraph754]

The Fordney tariff bill raised the duty of 33} per cent, namely, from 3 to 4 cents per
pound on almonids not shelled, and of 300 per cent, namely, from 4 to 12 cents per
pound, onshelled almonds. .~ . . .o oo Ty

While almonds may be classed by some as s they:in fact represent a very "
valuable food product. They are a nutritious thy.food. . Thoee imported in-
the shell find their utility for household use, while theshe éd.p,ugsly the bakers and
confectionery trade.: During the past few years, when prices soared congiderably, the
‘demand was greatly curtailed, showing conclusively that this article can not stand
moré than & reasonable impost. . Any considérable increase'in the price of almonds
can not fail to do immeasurable damage to'their consumption. ' The California output
has grown to:considerable proportions, thé 1919 crop, which was the largest ever
recorded, being estimated at 7,250 tons.. This is ample proof that domestic produc-
tion is sufficiently protected by the present tariff rates, which have in no way retarded
the development of this industry in that State. In the same year 1919-20 importation
of almonds unshelled amounted to only 3,700 tons, while that of the shelled amounted
toover13,000 tons, - ' - R ; L

While the importation has shown increase, it has been gradusl, especially in
unshelled alm’oné? _Theshelled has shown the most striking increase, having doubled
since 1913. . The reason for this is that shelled nuts are not an industry here, and the
trade which it supplies, the bakery and confectionery, have shown tremendous
exgznsion during that period. = L TR R

e more rapid increase in the demand of California unshelled almonds as compared
with the imported shows conclusively that the California production has little to fear
from the competition of the imported. The present duty ‘of 3 cents a pound repre-
sents about one-fifth of the value, and it is amply sufficient to cover any protection.
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As to the relative cost of production here and abroad, there is no widespread differ-
ence. Almonds, being an arhoreal crop, do.nnt require the amount of manual labor
neceeeary to field crops, In this country there is the special advantage that whatever
labor is required, such as tillage and spraying, is performed by labor-saving machinery.
The orchards in California, being but comparatively recently planted, have the
advantage of the hmﬁxer unitary yield of trees in tho prime of life. Further, of the
greater economy in the coet of production, through scientific planting and proper care
of cultivation, =~ =~ _ L L _ : :

‘The alleged unproportion of the duty between shelled and unshelled almonds is
justified by the reason.that the shelled are {o a great extent a raw material necessary
to one of the largest and most thriving American industries, the candy trade,. While
the unshelled may compete with the foreign for the choice qf the housewife, there is
no fear of competition to domestic production from imported shelled almonds.

In conclusion this chamber earnestly recommends that if it is not possible to main-
tain the present rates of 3 cents per pound on unehelled and 4 cents per pound on
shelled almonds, which have worked well both for revenue and protection, no higher
duties be enacted than 4 cents per pound on almonds with the shell and 6 cents per

pound on the shelled. '

' MACARONI, VERMIOELLI, AND ALL SIMILAR PREPARATIONS,
L ... [Paragraph 726.] ,

‘The Fordney tariff bill proposes a duty of 14 cents per. pound on macaroni and
eimilar preparations. This chamber desires to submit to your honorable committee
the following evidence, showing that this duty is ample for the purpose of protection
and most advisable'for revenue. - . - . .

In this endeavor it is néceesary to survey the conditions of the macaroni trade
mgudx.ttxgboth importation and production in this country, as they were before and
during '

The industry of ahmenpt:? pastes, which-is one of the oldest and most important of
Italy, had greatly developed prior to'the war, especially in-the districts of Genoa and
1‘1:?@;;.‘?&@' em a.traditional reputation 1n this trade. The export trade of
Italian macaroni had reached in 19183 a total of 156,000,000 pounds equal to 7,099,000
boxes, 5,000,000 boxes alone being shipped to the United States. . .

_From the outbreak of the war Italy ceased to be a factor, as far as the export of
macaroni is concerned, owing to:the embargo placed on this essential article of food.
Deprived of this source of supply, the American market was loft entirely to the dis-
position of the domestic producers.: To their credit it must be eaid that they have

taken freely advantage of this olzgogtuni_ty.' . Aside  from the increased production,

* due to the stimulis of necessity, they vastly improved the quality of their prodiict. . -
Excellent macaroni is made to-day in this country, and while the imported macaroni
would still enjoy: meemme with many, there is really no great difference in their
comparative intrinsic quality.: .Of courre, ad vantages of ages of experience, of natural
and climatic ‘conditions, of water, etc:, can'not be easily overcome, and in the last
aualysia ﬁe_mmﬁdﬁ.ﬁétﬂinéd by the Italian product, when made entirely of semola,
will ‘ever enjoy th "-a’dyanm§e that always goes to an article admittedly known as

”Origl;:&l " or ‘‘genuine;” In conclusion, however, we do pot think that some. of
the best brands of domestic_macaroni will suffer much in comparison with the im-.
ported. At any rate not at the present time, when the imported macaroni i manu-
factured with only 756 per cent semola, while the domestic i3 made entirely of semola.

We speak particularly of the future. . For the present the home producers need
have no fear of foreign competition. ‘It is inipossible, under present conditions, for

Italy ht:'»uxm;nbecome a factor in this market. . In the first place Italy has suffered

great hardships'diiring the war, and is still suffering to-day from lack of wheat. She
Eroducgd, less than two-thirds of her own wants of this staple, and the balance she

as to import, at enormous sacrifices, mostly from this country. These sacrifices
are made cially acute at present; due to the disparity of her m’onéar',' and on the
horizon nothing has as yet appeared that might ameliorate these conditions. How
1is it to be expected that Italy can buy wheat in the United States, bring it to Italy,
and return'it to. us manufactured into macaroni at a price that will compete with
domestic production? For, besides the disadvantages of the ‘money exchange and
the added freight, which increased gince the war from four to five times, it must-be
acknowledged that the cost of manufacture has greatly advanced in Italy from the
prewar period. Wages have advanced many times over. All materials used, as
‘well a8 the cost of the upkeep of properties and plants, show a corresponding increase,
so that the Italian macaroni manufacturer tovJay is working under multiple disad-
vantages in the difficulty of obtaining and in the augmented cost of wheat, in the
advanced cost of labor and in higher overhead expenses,
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hc‘yhtl::thtl?her f;n needed that ellx:.l em n‘:;:net beeome 'Y hc:irmg thnn th:t hu%t
e export of macaroni from A COrTespo: of wheat,
has now been itted for some time, sn¥l during this period but s fowpomﬂmg i
~ ments have arrived in this country, and these were offered, on the average, at & ﬁgure :
50 to 60 cents mtlx)l?r box higher than the domestic?
We feel j ed in stating tl}st macaroni can to-d:y be produced cheaper in the
- United States than in Italy,
A few figures will clearly demonstrate this fact, together with the absolute impoasi
bility for talnn $o compete with the. domestic roduct, Italian macaroni is -
offered to-day at 52.50 lire per box oi 22 pounds {. o, b loading port, which at the -
rate of exchange of sy 25 lire, is' ent to $2,10 box Adding for freight
16 cents, insurance 2 cents, duty, at eent per pound, 22 cents, we have a total cost
- of imported macaroni of $2 50 per box, delivered in New York
Demeshc macaroni, solling to-day at the rate of $1.70 per box of 20 pounds, namely,‘ ‘
uivalent of $1.87 per box of 22 pounds, shows an advantage in price of some-
h e 63 cents, thus proving that the present duty is nmply protoctwe for domeetlc

(t ehould be noted further that domestic mscarom, manufactured a8 it is thh sll ;
semola, has an advan g resent over the imported, not only in ‘the price,
:::xt:, t;leo in the q ity, whic for the txme bemg is better in the case of the domestic

cle:

When the forexgn memmm shall sgain be made with 100 per cent semola, its coet
will necessarily increase in proportion, thus a m even & greater dmadvuntsge in
eomparison vsi th th _3domest1c amcle from the int of eompeutlon, which wxn

beenhrelyo t'_ jeatis _ ¥ N
In prewar days, such as Yo 14'* nnportod macaroni sold in New York from

$1.35 to 31 ﬁy box of 22 pounds;’ jt 77 cents to $1.10 for the domestic product.
0 -war domestic paste had the advantage of 1.

‘that even before: thi
und in the price, which we believe ample protection for such an essential

r
lrhclpe otpo food as macaroni. . Long before that time.the domestic macaroni industry
bad experienced conditions favorable to a substantial development later realized to
» far greater extent under the stimulus of war conditions,

The domestic manufacturer is to-day. practically master of the sufply of this amcle
to American consumers, and not only in absolute control of the market of this country,
but also on the way to become a formidable factor of competition against foreign manu-
- facturers in the export trade, a réle this with which it was not identified before the

Many are the new _and At

rice that hsve ceme mto emtence since the war,
oing a prosperous business before, Domestic pro-
, and has firmly gained the patronage of customers
domestic manufacturers are more than able to

1portant trade. o

1t is vary problematical, ! erefore whether, even whén the Russian’ granary shall
have: opened again ‘to foreign’ manufacturers——and God knows how far that may be—
they will sgain to_ recover & part of the position they formerly held on this
this ot the-.,ﬁ, " disad vanhgea that they hnve to overceme,

once eméayed"' e i o duty af s
to provide revenue 1) uraging ) ng"en xroy @ im on, a8
it xould he: sbeolube!y unﬁair to prevent certalzn elemente witha refemm for the

rted article from ing their wants or to further enclimber an industry that

- impo
~ bas already: auﬁeredsom from the dire consequences of war.
~ This chamber is firmly convinced that any addition to the proposed rate of 1} cents
~ m cﬁc»und ‘would be an added burden that the uns)orted macaroni, already greatly

: capped, could not endure, and which is entirely unnecessary for the purpose of

protection and unadvisable for reveniue,

This chamber would consider unjust that a trade built up after many years of hard
work, and which has already suffered areatly through force of war circumstances,
; should be further discriminated againat.

Sentiment, we appreciate, hae no place in tariff makmg, but who amongst us would

: no!:lr ?:lg t)?t% passing of real Italian spaghetti, the pioneers who introduced to us this
table de

This chamber therefore maat reefpectfully recommends that the duty on fnacaroni

be continued at its present rate of 1 cent per pound or that, if an increase is una-

: mdablf, it be not raised more than at 14 cents per pound, as proposed by the Fordney

tariff bill
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CATTLE.
(Paragraph 701.]

NT OF J. A. HAPPER, EL PASO, TEX., REPRESENTING

STATEME ) .
AMERICAN CATTLE GROWERS OF MEXICO.

Senator LA FoLerre. What is yotr name snd address?.

Mr. Harper, J, A Happer, El Paso, Tcx. I also represent. Mr.
Packard, who could not get here in time. He wired me to represent
him. Mr. Sheahan was here this morning, but had to leave.

I have been asked to present this matter in a written statement
of one page, addressed to you gentlemen, which is as follows:

We represent the Association of American Cattle Growers of Mexico, that owns ap- -
proximately 8,612,000 acres of land in Mexico, valued conservatively at $2 per acre,
smounting to $17,024,000; also. 95,000 head of stock cattle, valued at $25 per head,
amounting to $2,375,000; the total investment being $19,399,000. : Derizbiwn

We deeire to present to your committee some figures and statements wherein we
hope to show that it is to the interest of the people of the entire country, as well as
to the interest of the cattle producers, that stock cattle under 2 years of age should
come in duty free. o - _ . T

According to the United States Census in 1900, there were 50,683,777 head of beef
cattle in the United States, and according to the census of 1920 there were only
36,424,458, a shrinkage of 15,159,319,

Senator Smoor. For whom do you speak ? .
Mr. Harper. For the American Cattle Growers of Mexico. -
In the same period of time the pog)miuon of the United States increased from
77,256,630 in 1900 to 107,438,441 in 1920 (Stat. Abs. U. 8., p. 32), an increase of 30,-
177,811, Should this shrinkage continue in the next 20 years at the eame ratio,
it is easy to mee that beef for people in moderate circumstances will be exceedingly
. ex&gmvg'm_dgt_:&rce, S _ e L C R
‘We'quote the following from The Producer, the official organ of the American
National Livestock Association .(E;ullo,ﬁ_iml._- 111,-No. 1, June, 1921):
“‘That there has been a great shrinkage in the number of beef cattle is abundantly
g]rov,ed-b the census figures, and is fully corroborated by the depleted ranges of the
est. T m_shioﬂa%ev age should become more evident later in the year. Undoubtedly
there will be some liquidations in dairy cattle on account of unprofitable prices for
iry. products, and this will to some extent increase the meat supply. But, on the
whole, prospects for the beef producer.seem brighter than for some time. For sev-
eral years he has been confronted with a buyer’s market. Now the situation prom-
ises & change; and the seller should hold the whip hand.”” o e
. In the spring of this year the Secretary of the Treasury found the condition of
the cattle ind in'such a precarious condition that, after consultation with cattle-
mon, bankers, and Treasury officials, he arranged with various bankers in the United
St;tea for a fund of $50,000,000 to be loaned to cattle raisers on long time, to save this
The stock cattle under 2 years of age that have come into this country in recent
years—or that will come into the country in the future—all %0 to pastures or feed lots
to be finished for our beef markets and consume the surplus farm products of this
~ Gentlemen, I just want to add this, that for the last five years
‘they have had droughts in what we call the stock ranges in the
West. They have come intermittently in the Southwest and in the
Northwest. When we had a drought in the Southwest they might
have grass in the Northwest, and vice versa. But the ranges in our
part of the country are depleted. We want the chance, when the
ranges are such that we can not raise stock cattle for ‘feedmfir, to
move them back and forth across the lines, or to import them from
Mexico or Canada or wherever it is necessary.
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The lmportatlons of stock cattleTor this purpose are mﬁmteaxmnl<"~':
to what is used in this country for different purposes, and we believe
that if younger cattle can be brought into this country without a
duty, these cattle under 2 years of age—we do not mean beef cattle—
it will be not only to the advantage W}:eople of the entire country,
but to the st.ockmen themselves in the

If there are any questions that I can answer I would be very glad.

Senator Smoor. There are not very many that would come over
from Mexico, are. thero? _

Mr. HappER. . Very few; very few from Mexico and not very many
from Canada of stock catile.

Senator SMoorT. I mean, those less than 2 years of age.
- Mr. HapPER. Less than 2 years old I am speaking of. ’I‘hat is
all we ask with reference to.
Senator Suoor. There would not be very many that would come
in, anyhow, would there? -
 ‘Mr."HaPPER. No; not many.
(The witness submitted the followmg statement:)

STAMM O!' omms E. WIBWALL, OAHANRA BONOBA,
KEXICO, BEPBESENTING THE OANAHBA OA'.I'."I‘LE 0o.

A.[BH.AN ‘Where do you reside?
Mr. WALL. Cananea, Sonora, Mexico.

The CHAIRMAN. ‘What is your occupation {

Mg. WiswaLL. I am a cattle raiser. :

The CHAIRMAN. Are you an American cmzen?

Mr. WiswaLL. Yes, sir; my family lives in California.

The CraiRMAN. On what pomt do you want to speak?
~ Mr. WiswaLL. I want to speak on the tariff on live cattle.
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‘The CHAIEMAN. And advocate a higher duty or lower duty$ ,
Mr. mem. I want to try to get & lower duty on some classes of

cattle. o W R , .
- The CHAIRMAN.. What State do you come from originally ¢
‘Mr. WiswaLL.: I am a native of Illinois; I vote in Arizona.
- The CrARMAN. How long have you been residing in Mexico {
Mr. WiswarL. T have been residing there 20 years.
- *The CHAIRMAN. You run a large business there, do you ¥
‘Mr. WiswaLL. Yes, sir, :
The CrArrMAN. Is it a corporation?
Mr. Wiswarr. Yes,sir, = .
The CHAIRMAN. What is the name of the corporation ?
Mr. WiswarLr. Cananea Cattle Co. ; ,
The CHAIRMAN. You are the superintendent?
Mr. WiswaLL. 1 am the manager. v
‘ Thetlal?nmm Do you own much of an interest in the company
as wellf:: . ... : . .
Mr, WiswaLL. It belongs exclusively to my wife and her children,
my stepchildren. BT T R R
Senator WaTsoN. Do you vote in the United States? ‘,
~_ Mr..WiswALL. I vote in Arizona. That was my last residence in
the United States, . el TR ~
Senator Smoor. How much land do you own in Mexico ¢
Mr. WiswarL. We own 425,000 acres. =~
_The CHAIRMAN. Do you live there all the year around ?
- Mr. WiswarL. Practically, Senator; I am there probably 75 per
cent of the time. =~ o " :
Senator Smoor. How many head of cattle have you?
Mr. WiswarLr. Thirty-five thousand. ‘
Senator Smoor. And where is your market? =~
Mr. WiswaLL. All over the United States, principally in the
Northwestern States; also in California to a large extent.
Senator Smoor. Feeders ! FSE TR
Mr. WiswaLL. Feeders, practically exclusively.
The CoAIRMAN. Proceed. S e e
- Mr. WiswaLL. I also represent, as vice president, the Association
of American Cattlemen of Mexico. There are not very many of us
left.  Qur association consists of about 25 men. We have lots of
land and not very many cattle. >fI‘llé;bWharshlpir@&tesents, I believe,
about 8,600,000 acres and only 95,000 head of cattle. =~
The CHATRMAN. Do they own these lands outright or only grazing

Mr. WiswarL. They own them outright, sir. But the lands
naturally are capable of carrym% many more cattle than they do at
the v&:resent time,: I have also told you whom I represent personally.

. We have been importing cattle into the United States for the last

20 years, - You will recall that under the Dingley and Payne-Aldrich
tariff laws cattle were dutiable, under 1 year of age at $2 per head;
cattle up to a valuation of $14 per head paid $3.75 per head and over
a valuation of Slmr head paid 27.5 per cent ad valorem. We
encountered two difficulties in the application of this law. In the
first place, there is absolutely no way in the world of telling when a
calf is 12 months of age. A well-grown calf 11 months old is larger
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than a 13 months old calf which has not done well, and you cau see

how that m’ig» lead to many questions, - . s i
The second difficulty was in applying the ad valorem rate of duty.
when cattle were valued at over $14 per head: We had great diffi-
culty in arriving ofttimes at .the valuations with the customhouse
officers. You can readily understand how one bunch of cattle will
be thin in flesh, and have.poor breeding, while another Wunch of
cattle of the same age will be of igoofdv:q;ﬁity and of good flesh, and
there was no way of arriving definitely at the value. We were entirely
at the mercy of the customhouse appraisers; who often were not
experienced cattlemen. Our bills of sale were considered valueloss,
because very frequently unscrupulous cattle buyers would come in
there and make out false bills of sale; and the result was it was
necessarily unsatisfactory both to the importers and to the customs-
house officers alike. , : o
Therefore, we were very much relieved when cattle went on'the
free list in 1913. The importations of cattle while on the free list—
that was a period of seven 'and one-half years, as you know-—more
than doubled. During the last seven and one-half years they have
averaged about 500,000 head annually. Cattle importations from
Mexico jumped to 625,000 head in the year 1914. That was the
year after cattle went on the free list. - This was not because cattle
were allowed to come in duty free, but because of revolutionary
conditions in Mexico, and everybody owning cattle there was trying
to get them out in that year. =~ o
he Canadian importations; which amounted to practically
- nothing up to the time cattle went on the free list, commenced to
jump very rapidly, 28,000 being imported in 1913, and it increased
~ t0.550,000-in 1919. They were off again last year, however, to
316,000 head. As you know, the emergency -tariff bill went into
effect on the 28th day of ‘May of this year. This bill had the effect
of practically cutting off all importations from Mexico. The Cana-
dian importations are off about 75 per cent. . I talk now of the months
from June to September of this year. I was not able to get any
data regarding October. . o , _ :
To show you how Mexico importations have fallen off, there have
been but three entries of cattle from Mexico since the emergency
bill went into effect-—one in June of 1,010 head, one in August of 34
head, and one in September of 327 head, a total of 1,371 head..
We made the importation of the 1,010 head in June, and I would
like to give you the results of it. - These were yearling steers:. We
received $19 per head for these yearling steers on the cars;at Here-
ford, Ariz. e paid $3.50 per head export duty to the 'Mexican
Government; we paid $3.90 per head import duty ‘to the American
Government, a total of $7.40 per head in duties, which left $11.60
& head for the steers.  This was exactly the same:class. of cattle
which we sold 12 months previously at $42.50 :per head to Denver
parties; and after})’aying $3.50 to the Mexican Government it left us
$39 per head net for our cattle instead of $11.60 this year.
‘Senator SMooT. You are no worse off than cattle raisers in America.
Mr. WiswaLL. I am not making any complaints; I am just telling
facts; I am not telling any hard-luck story. You can readily appre-
ciate that we can not raise yearlings for $11.60. ~
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Senator Smumons. What was the highest price you got for year-

VBOVAYBADY: . o e
. .:‘f&ISWALE;1T,342.5Q;;Z We contracted sales in 1920 at $45; but
money conditions:got very bad in the spring of 1920, and the party
who contracted them féll down on the contract. . .
In 1911, which was the first year I was managing this outfit, and
for the first sale of yearling steers I made we received $20 for our
earlings. They increased in price from year to year; never went
ack until 1920, when the contract price was $45, and they went
back in one year from $45 to $19. R R
Senator SzMmons. What were you getting for that same class of
yearlings before the war? i ‘
Mr. WiswarL. In 1914, for instance?- .
Senator Sumons. No; take 1912 and 1913. - e
Mr. Wiswacrr. I will tell you, Senator. In 1911 we fotf $20, and
they increased at just about the rate of $2.560 a year. In 1914 they
| were stationary; it ‘was a very bad year all over the country.
Senator SiMMoNs. What did you get that year?
Mr. WiswaLL. My recollection is that we got $27.50.
-Senator SiMMoNs. In 1912 what did you get ?
Mr. WiswaLL. $22.50. ‘
Senator StMMONS. And $20in1911¢ . . .

- Mr. WiswALL. Yes, sir., As you know, the bill that you are now
considering calls for a duty of 1 cent per pound on cattle under 2
years and 1} cents per pound on cattle over 2 years of age. The
request that we want to make is this: That you reduce the duty on.
the young cattle under 2 years of age. :

Senator SMoor. To what ST S :
Mr. WiswaLL. We would like to get them in free, if possible; any
reduction will be welcome, of course. o -
Senator Smons. How many cattle are there coming into this:
country from Mexico and Canada since 1911 and 1912%
Mr. WiswarLL. How many came in? ‘ f
Senator SiMmoNs. From Mexico and Canada? . -
Mr. Wiswarr. In 1911, Senator? In 1910 there were 5,000 from
Canada. What there were from Mexico I can give you in just one
moment.. In 1911 there were 182,000 head of cattle imported into
the United States. . . , o THE :
Senator SamoNs: How many from Mexico ¥
Senator SmooT. Nearly all of them.
Mr. WiswaLL. Probably nearly all of them.
Senator SIMMONS. - Five thousand from Canada ?
Mr. WiswaLL.  In 1910; yes, sir. L : ,
Senator SmooT. In 1910, 1911, and 1912 Canada was shipping all
of her stock, nearly, to Great Britain. ; ;
Senator SMMoNs. In 1911, you say, we got 5,000 from: Canada,
and how many from Mexico?
Mr. WiswaLL. About 182,000. *
Senator SmamMons. When normal conditions return, we will say,
do you anticipate that exportations from Canada and from Mexico
w1lly be larger than they were before the war? ‘ :
. Mr, WiswarL. From Mexico it is an impossibility, because Mexico
is depleted of cattle.
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Senator SiMMoNs. That is what I want to get at. :
Mr. WiswaiL. Canada has more cattle than she had 10 years ago,
probably 50 per cent more. , o Ry
Senator StmMons. Then, your opinion is that we need not anticipate
a much larger importation of cattle from Mexico in the immediate
future than we received just before the war? i
Mr. WiswaLL. It is impossible that we should receive them.
Senator Smumons. I want to ask you what effect, in your opinion,
does the im?ortation\of 180,000 cattle from Mexico have upon the
price of cattle in the United States, if any ? L |
Mr. WiswaLL. Senator, people would say that I am prejudiced,
because I am in businees in Mexico. e :
Senator StMmoNs, I am asking your frank opinion, and I wi
accept it a8 a frank and candid statement, if you will give it to me.
Mr. WiswALL. There are about 13,000,000 head of cattle marketed
in the United States annually. What effect would 160,000 have on
13,000,000 I do not think 1t would be felt. But, as I say, people
would say that I am prejudiced, and probably I am, because I am
. in business in Mexico. o SRR
I want to explain briefly, if I may, why we ask for one rate on
cattle under 2 years and another upon cattle over 2 years.. In the
 first place, 2 years of age is an age we can arrive at absolutely in a
~ cow or steer. When a calf commences to shed its milk teeth, or
first-growth teeth, it is about 22 months old; and when it gets to be
24 months old it has two large second-growth teeth in place in the
midadle of its lower jaw. So that by examination of an animal’s
mouth, which can be done in a moment, there is absolutely no
question whether it is under or over 2 years of age. That is one
important reason why there should be that division at the age of

: %’he 'other is that practically all of the cattle which are imported
into the United -States which are under 2 years of age,  with the
exception of a very few which come in from eastern Canada, are
stockers or feeders; that is, all the cattle from Mexico coming into .
the United States go to grass. Most of our cattle go-to the North-
west--Montana, Wyoming, and Colorado—where- they are put on
grass and fed out and- marketed as grass-fat cattle at the age of 4
~ years. That is not true of Canadian cattle, -although I am not

familiar with Canadian as I am with Mexican conditions. ...
- Senator SiMMoNs. Let me ask you another question. You say

you sold your steers this year for $11 1 REEI
 Mr. WiswALL. Yes; sir. = S
Senator _Sx_moxqs'.__.Wh'at did you have to pay for beef cattle, get- .
- ting them ready for the market, to send them over here to be fed ?

. WiswarLL. We sold them to poople to be grazed by them.

Senator Smmons. . Do not people sometimes send cattle to a range
and'pa%;for'their feed? — : B SR

Mr. WiswaLL. Yes, sir; we have done that ourselves. SRR

Senator StMmons. How much would be paid in the way of cost of
feed under such circumstances ? Eo i

Mr. WiswaLL. We ran 3,500 steers on the Rosebud Indian Reser-
vation, in South Dakota, for three years. We paid 50 cents per head
per month for the grazing. That was in 1918, 1919, and 1920. The
price was very exceseive.
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S\é%&toi‘ Smvons. How many months did you have them on the
Mr. WiswALL. About 30 months, or a little over 30 months, .
Senator StMmons. Why did you have to keep them on the grass

 Mr. WiswALL, We had to keep them until they were 4 years of
‘age. An animal fed on grass does not mature until it is 4 years of

T R ) R R T R
agSemﬂ;or SimMons. They were sent there when they were what age?
Mr. WiswaLr. Yearlings, or 2-year-olds. ‘ :
Senator StMMoNs. And you paid 50 cents a head? '
~ Mr. WiswaLL. That was a very small part of the expense. We
had the wages of our men and the interest on the money, borrowed
to carry themon, topay. L
Senator Stumons. I understood you to say that you paid 50 cents
a month for grazixig. o ; , .
Mr. Wiswarr, Yes,sie,
Senator StumoNs. And there were how many months’ grazing ?
~ Mr. WiswALL. We moved our cattle to Dakota in May, 1918] and

sold them in November, 1920, 30 months. o
Senator SmumMons. Did you have any other expense connected

“with the cattle after you sent them over here ?

Mr. WiswALL. A great deal of expense.

Senator SMMONs. You had to look after them %

Mr. WiswaLL. Yes,sir, = IR
enator StMMONS. That was just for the privilege of grazing and

mevoNs. Y
Mr. WiswaLL. Yes, sir, o EEE TR D ST R
~ Senator SiMMONS. So that the amount per head that was spent
in this country after the cattle arrived here was about one-half of
what you'got for them, was it not? s
Mr. WiswALL. In this particular case, unfortunately, it proved
~ to be more than we got for them. I was giving our reasons for
asking that cattle under 2 years of age be put in one class and those
over 2 years of age in anothor class, stating, as the principal reason,
~ because we were definitely able to arrive at the age of 2 years and; -
next, because.’ﬁf:ctically all cattle under 2 years of age which are
brought into this country, with the exception of a very few which
come in_from eastern Canada, are stocker or feeder cattle; that is,
our cattle go to the West and Northwest to be put on the grass and
kept there from one to three years, the Canadian cattle, many of
them, going direct to the feed lots. Of course, they are larger cattle
than Mexican cattle and in almost all cases better bred cattle, But
I appreciate the fact that that is not reason enough for asking that
the rate on young cattle be reduced. Our basic reason for making
this request is because we believe that there is no overproduction in
the United States to-day, and we also believe that there is no large
number of cattle, even in Mexico or Canada, which would be thrown
on the market if young cattle were {)ut on the free list. I fully
appreciate the fact that many people will disagree with me—American
cattlemen. ‘ ~ : . E
81527—22—808 T—4

ou had to attend to the cattle ?
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Senator Jones. What is it that makes you believe there is no
overproduction of f'oupf cattle in the United States to-day
~ SeMrt.o Wiswarr. 1 will give you my figures, in just a moment,
Senator JoNEs. All right. | o
Mr. WiswaLL. I think you gentlemen who were here at the hearir
Thursday will recall the three gentlemen-—-Mr. Cowan, of the Ameri-
can Cattle Raisers’ Association, and Mr. Spiller, of the Texas-
Southwestern Cattle Raisers’ Association, and Mr. Mercer, from
Kansas. I do not recall who Mr. Marcervreiresented, but I think
Mr. Mercer’s remarks are typical of the remarks which I have hesrd
in meetings of cattle growers’ associations all over the country.
Mr. Mercer made the statement before l')vou, in asking for protection,
that in two years there would probably be, if present conditions
continue, an actual scarcity of cattle in this country. Within a few
minutes he made the statement that he thought at present the cattle
industry in the United States was producing enough cattle to supply
the wants of the country. When American cattlemen are seeking -
financial aid from the Federal Government, they usually give the
impression that the industry is on its last legs. Here is a clipping
- which comes from the Los Angeles Herald of October 2, which gives
the impression that Eugene Meyer got on his trip through the country.
This is dated Washington, October 1. [Reading:]
“A serious cattle shortage ‘will confront the United States within u year unless live-
stock raisers stop the flood of inmature cattle to the slaughterhouses,’’” Eugene Meyer:

- head of the War Finance Corporation, said to-day. :
" Meyer returned to-day from a tour of the cattle-raising country in the West and

Middle West, . T R SEIE
Here is an article showing the way the cattlemen talk who think
there is no shortage of cattle or that the shortage is not serious,
This is from the “ Producer,’’ the official publication of the American
National Livestock Association. It is from page 7 of the October
number, by D. A. Millett, of Denver, Colo.: Lo
It is-true that the western range country shows some depletion in cattle popula:
- _tion; but when the fact'is faced that, according to the 1020 cemmsé the State of Jowa

had ahout as many cattle of all clamses on January 1, 1920, as the States of Montana,
Wyoming, Nevada, Arizona, and New Mexico combined, the real importance of the

so-called range States shrinks in comparison. )
 That statement was pretty well answered on page 11 of the same
~magazine. "I will be very brief. [Reading:] T
_“The marketing of western cattle,” by A. 8ykes, president of the Corn Belt Meat
Prod‘upm’ Association.
Mr. Sykes goes on to say that— _ v o
The only fairly complete figures as to live-stock shipments by States are those com-
iled by the Bureau of Markets for the year 1918. Eliminating the three Pacific
; gtatea, these figures show that in that year some 353,000 cars of cattle and calves
were loaded in the 14 States, out of a total for the entire country of 623,000 cars. - The
1920 census figures show much the same thing. .
So from that it would look, after all, as if the range States in the
oountlz were & pretgﬁ' important factor in the production of cattle.
I think you have all seen, a §reat many times over, statements
‘that the Northwestern States of the country are depleted of cattle;
that is, the ranges of Wyoming, Montana, and Western South Dakota.
When I came through Chicago last week I went out to the stock-
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yards a short time to see if I could get some figures on tbqfreceigts
of wastern range cattle at Chicago for this year compared with other
ears. - s Bt Ladal WL : N
y I also'secured the figures from Omaha. Omaha and Chicago are
the two principal markets for western range cattle. Of course,
Sioux City and St. Joseph and St. Paul are also markets for western
cattle, but Chicago and Omaha are the principal markets,
The receipts this year for the first 10 months, to November 1
of this year, were 75 per cent of what they were last year, and were
38 per cent of what they were in 1919. It is only fair to say that
in 1919, on account of the drought in the Northwest, there was a
tremendous movement of cattle to Chicago and Omaha. While
receipts were 38 per cent of 1919, they were 47 per cent of 1918.
But, at any rate, it all goes to show that there has been a tremendous
reduction of cattle in the Northwest. e L
‘Senator WaTson. Statistics of imports into the United States
numbered 294,207, mostly from Canada and England. Were they
feeders or. beef{ cattle? - _ o
Mr. WiswaALL. From what I have found out, Senator, in looking
over the figures that are available—I was going to come to this later,
but I will answer your question now—about 50 per cent of the cattle
which have been coming from Canada for the last two years are beef
cattle for immediate slaughter. At one time, I am told, when Canada
commenced to import cattle into the United States, they were all beef
cattle. - But the high prices during the war and the tremendous
. demand for cattle caused Canadian cattlemen to jar loose of some of
the younger stock, and the figures I got were these: Fifty per cent
beef cattle, 25 per cent calves. Of course, it means calves for imme-
diate slaughter, and I expect a great many were dairy calves; and 25
r cent stockers and feeders. Those were figures 1 got from Cana-
ian sources, e RN R e R e B e
- From Mexico I can only give you—there is no classification—what
we import ourselves, taking that as a basis. - Our importations have
averaged for the last 10 years over 10,000 head of cattle annually;
about 334 per cent of these cattle wero stockers under 2 years of
age; and about 20 per cent were beef cattle that went to Los Angeles;
balance stockers, feeders, and canners over 2 years of age.-

I started to say that, perhaps, the strongest argument that I can
give you is the census figures for 1920. I do not like to burden you
with them, because we have heard them many times.

- Senator Curtis. We wish you would leave those figures out, and

‘you can call our attention to them, because the committee has a

eat deal to do, and we have those égures all before us in the tables
ere.: : gt . . : ; S

Senator WATsoN.: You can file your brief. ' : :

Mr. WiswaLL. There are 32 head of beef cattle in the United
States to-day for each 100 inhabitants, compared with 45 per 100
inhabitantsin 1910 and 65 per 100 inhabitants in 1900. I think that
is about the very strongest argument we could make in our bhehalf.
I readily understand that while my figures may be admitted as cor-
rect the American cattlemen of the Tﬁluited States will naturally say
our cattle market is so badly demoralized that we should not allow
the importation of one head more to further demoralize the market.
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If there was an overproduction, I think this argument would be
sound, but as there is no overproduction and as there is no prospect
of any large surplus of cattle coming into the market from any
outside source, I think we ought to look into the reason for the present
demoralization in the cattle market. I can definitely say, without
danger of being contradicted, I believe, it is caused by overborrowi
during the bonanza years in the cattle industry, which has cau;gg
forced liquidation at the present time. _ . .

The time of the starting of this liquidation can be definitely located,
It was in the fall of 1919. There was a tremendous drought in-
Montana, Wyommg, and the western Dakotas in the summer of 1919,
Cattlemen there found in the fall that thoy either had to go to market
with their cattle or they had to ship south to pastures—to Texas, New
Mexico, and Arizona—or they had to buy expensive feed to carry them
through the winter. The result was that a great many of themn went
to market. You can see that three times as many cattle went to
market in 1919 as in the g'res_ent yeur. As a result, you all know that
the cattle market broke hadly, as it always will whenv cattle are sent
to market that should not be sold, and that liquidation has con-
tinued from that date to this very minute. It is still going on in the
western markets, . You know the situation in the spring of 1920.

I have to say that it was an absolute impossibility for northwestern
cattlemen to borrow money to. buy stockers and feeders in the
Southwest. In the full of 1920 bankers were thoroughly frightened,
- a9 they saw the value of their colluteral deprecisted, and insisted on

cattle being sold, and in the fall of 1920 there was just such another .

- condition as in the fall of 1919, and this fall exactly the same thing
occurred again. I think an example of how our cattle sold the last
four years wili show you just how the market has gone.

In 1918 our cattle coming to Chicago sold at 15 cents per pound;
in 1919, when there was a tremendous run, they brought 11 cents in
Omaha; in 1920, when the market was weak because the bankers
woro forcing liquidation, they brought 9 cents a pound in Omaha;
~and this-_fdlf those same cattle were bringing 5% cents and 53 cents a
pound in Omuha, where they brought 15 cents in 1918.

I think it will be admitted that forced liquidation is the cause of
the cattlemen’s trouble at the present time; but I do not think I
- have.said anything to show you why bringing in more cattle would

not further demoralize the markets. My idea is this: The reason
that it would not further demoralize the cattle market is that our
cattle, stockers and feeders, do not go direct to these markets, where
there is open trading from day to day and where really cattle prices
are fixed. . On the other hand, cattle buyers come down to our place,
ride around the pastures, sce the cattle, and if they are satisfied we
trade with them. Those cattle are shipped direct from our shipping
- point to pastures for which they are intended. - In that way they do
not pass through any of the principal markets. .

T do not want to say they do not pass through auy of those markots,
because they do go through El Paso and Denver to the Northwest,
and frequently a man will go to the Southwest and buy steers and
possibly be able to turn them at a profit in Denver and do so, and
then so back and buy more cattle. That bhappens frequently. But
they do not go with the idea of throwing them on the open market.
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Senator JonEs. Tell us, {é(lease, about the prices of the cattle that
have not gone onto the market that you speak of. Have those prices
gonedownalso? . . . |

Mr. WiswaLL. Naturally, Senator.

Senator JoNEs. To what extent? i B i
~ Mr. WiswaLL. I do not think you were here when I commenced
to-day. I stated that we had sold our cattle this spring at $19,
wt}g:réas a year ago we had sold them at $42.50, speaking of yearling
steers. ; ; ' T

Senator JoNES. You have mentioned as controlling factors, in
order to substantiate your position that there is no overproduction
of cattle in this country, only two things, if I have been able to
follow your testimony correctly. Those two are the population of
the country and the number of cattle in the country. From that you
argue that there is no overproduction. I will ask you if there are not
some other very important factors which should be taken into
consideration % Lo e D

Mr. WiswaLL. I mentioned, Senator, the receipts of western range
cattle at Chicago and Omaha so far this year as compared with other
years; that indicates R I R o

Senator JoNes (interposing). Thatindicates merely the number of
cattle in the country. Are there not some other factors which are
even more controlling than those you have mentioned? Overpro-
duction, it seems to me, must be measured by the demand.

Mr. WiswaLr. That is very true. el B L

Senator JoNEs. And apparently you have left out of your equation
that factor. You are assuming t{mt there are so many people in the
country, so many cattle in the country, and therefore the demand
for cattle ought to be a given amount. But that does not appear to

be the case now.

Mr. WiswaLL. No. v e T il
Senator JoNEs. Our 105,000,000 people will not consume in such
times as these as many cattle as 75,000,000 would under other cir-
cumstances, and while there may not be an overproduction of cattle
in normal times, is it not apparent from the low prices of cattle that
.there is an overproduction for the consumptive demand? ' ..

Mr. WiswaLL. No; I do not agree with you there, Senator, because
I believe the low prices have been caused absolutely by forced liqui-
dation and by the marketing of many cattle which never should have
been brought to the market. T S

Senator Watson. Let me interrupt. The expert furnishes me
statistics' showing that we exported during the first nine months
of this year 161,608 head, while we imported 75,988 head, or more
than two to one. That would seem to indicate that there is no
great shortage. Do you know what kind of cattle those were we

exported?

Ar. WiswALL. Yes, sir; they were beef cattle. -~ . .
Senator JoNEs. And you left out the fact that we 'e;gOrtéd large
quantities of meat. W':; export a lar%e uantity of fresh meat, and’
we export a large quantity of canned beef and pickled beef, and that
would indicate that we have a surplus of these products; and,
moreover, is not the demand foi beef governed largely by the supply
of other meats—pork and mutton and that sort of thing—because
‘when one class of meat gets a little high and another is low, there will
be a change from one to the other, and you have to take into con-
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~ sideration the entire meat supply when you are considering the
question of supply and demand of one kind of meat, it seems to me.
Mr. WiswaLL. The mutton consumption in the United States is
comparatively very low, I feel this way: I think that the American
~ nation is a beef-eating nation. I think that when it comes back to
‘normal we will see our beef consumption rapidly increase, much
more rapidly than our production can increase. % admit that the
consumption of beef is certainly much lower to-day than it has ever
‘been before for & great many years, and it seems to %e on the decrease
~ all the time. Whether it is because of the industrial conditions all
over the country, or whether it is because of advertisements to “ Eat
no meat and eat something else,”” I do not know. Ir .
~ Senator JoNEs. And you not agree to this fact, that hte
- price of stock cattle, such as you want to import, now being sold
in the United States is less than the cost of production? - - .
- Mr. WiswaLL. Yes; certainly. But I say this, Senator, that it is
~all caused by these peo;ﬁe having been forced to liquidate. I could
- -cite-many instances of that. L o ‘
Senator JoNEs. That means there is an oversupply of cattle
except at a very reduced price; that is what that means :
Mr. WiswaLL. No; pardon me, Senator. It means this: You know
~ every cattleman is a borrower. There is not one in a hundred that
is not a borrower; and you know that for -man? years the money
was offered to us instead of having to go and hunt for it, and, as a rule,
these cattlemen would borrow at least two-thirds as much as the
~ cattle were worth, Cattle have fallen 50 per cent. The result is
that the collateral that the bankers have is not worth the amount of
- money loaned on it, and they are simply forcing these men ‘to sell,
~every single day of the year. They are doing 1t to—da.%; they are
selling everything they can lay their hands on—young heifers and
cows. You know a poor yearling simply will not bring any money.
When a cattleman wants to get money for his cattle he has to go to
 market with fat cattle. ~- _ SRR R
Senator JoNES. Then would not overshipment of cattle into the -
United States add to that demoralized condition? = :
Mr. WiswarL. Those cattle do not go direct to the market. -

. Senator JonEs. But is not the stocker market just as much demor-
“alized as the beef markets? T L
~ Mr. WiswaLL. But, Senator; the people who buy stockers, for
instance, young steers, do not go to Kansas CitK or Omaha.

Senator JonEs. I know they do not, but they go to a market.
They go to some buyer, and that market seems to me, if I know -
- anything about conditions, is just as much demoralized as the market

“at Kansas City or Chicago. s

Mr. WiswaLL. All markets are demoralized at present.
~ Senator JoNEs. All markets are demoralized at present; and
‘would not the importation of additional cattle from Mexico add to
that demoralization?.

~ Mr. Wiswarr. I think the importation is so comparatively small
-that it would not be felt. Ry A N T

. Senator WaTson. If normal times were restored in the United

~States and they reached the usual degree of prosperity, with usual

demand for cattle, the duty that you would be compelled to pay
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under this tariff would not demoralize your -business and prevent
your raising stockers and feeders to import into the United States?
Mr. WiswALL. We are in the cattle business and are going to stay

in the cattle business.

‘Senator WATsoN. Precisely. - , ,

Mr. WiswALL. And we have got to adjust our business to meet
the conditions. If you put an impossible duty on, we have got to
find a market some place else or else go broke. We are going to
try to stay in the cattle business. e , ;

Senator WaTsoN. How long have you been in the cattle business

Mr. WiswaLL. Fourteen years. L

Senator WATsON. And have not gone broke yet ?

Mr. WiswaLL. Not yet.

Senator WaTsoN. You are in luck. ST '

Senator Gooping. You are better off than most Americans in the
- cattle business. . i S

Mr. WiswaALL. The advantage in Mexico which we have over those
in the United States is that when we go to a bank they will not look
at-us; we can not borrow a nickel on our cattle in Mexico. That is
what saved us. e L

Senator JoNes. Have you gone into the question of your ¢cost of
- production down there? v o T, ,

Mr. WiswarL. No, sir. But I will be very glad to give you any
information I can on that subject. ‘ e

Senator JonNes. I wish you would tell us something about the
finished cost of production in:-Mexico and in New Mexico, for instance.

Mr. WiswatL. I can only speak for myself; that is, the figures of
my own company. I do not know what other people’s figures are.
For instance, in the year 1920 our total expenses of all kinds, includ-
ing interest and rent, and operating expenses and improvements—
becaiise we charge our improvements to ranch expenses—was
$240,000. : We branded 14,000 calves; we gathered 12,000 yearlings
this year, that is about $20 a head for our yearlings, on the Mexican
side of the line. _ ;

Senator JoNEs. You charge improvements to expense?

Mr. WiswaLL. To expense; yes, sir. ,

Senator JoNes. And you own the land? ;

Mr. WiswaLL. Yes, sir; we own 425,000 acres, and we lease
375,000 ‘acres. g : Bt o :

Senator JoNES. How much rent do you pay?

Mr. WiswaLL. We pay 6 cents an acre. e

Senator JoNes. What part of Mexico are youin? =~

Mr. WiswaLr. Sonora, right adjoining the international line.

Senator Watson. We hate giVen you an unusual amount of time.
I suggest that you file your brief, and we will read it. B

Senator Gooping. That is Mexican money ?

Mr. WiswaLL. No, sir; that is American money. i i
- I wish to add cne point which perhaps I have not made clear.
Our cattle are sold before they are imported into the United States.
For that reason it seems to me that they can not in any way affect
the price of stocker cattle in the United States. e -

All cattle from Mexico are handled in this way, and I am told,
but have no personal knowledge, that 1108t young stocker cattle
from Canada are also handled in this way. As nearly as I can
arrive at the figures, I estimate that of the 316,000 head of cattle
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imported from Canada in 1920, 80,000 head were calves and 40,000
head were stockers und feeders between the ages of 1 and 2 years,

- Of the 60,000 head imported from Mexico, I estimate that one-
third, or 20,000 head, were under 2 years old. The exportation
of calves from Mexico is prohibited by the Mexican Government.
In other words, probably 60,000 head of stockers and feeders under
the age of 2 years were imported into the United States in 1920.

- Ido not think it probable that that number would be exceeded

for some years to come. There is no longer the attraction of high

prices to tempt the Canadian cattleman to sell his young cattle, and
“the cattle industry in Mexico is at a complete standstill.

LIVE STOCK, MEATS, AND HIDES.
* [Paragraphs 701-703 and 1582.]

STATEMENT OF SAMUEL H. COWAN, FORT WORTH, TEX., REPRE-
SENTING AMERICAN LIVE S8TOCK ASSOCIATION.

Mr. Cowan. I live at Fort Worth and represent the American

~ Live Stock Association,

~ The CrairMAN, The committee will be pleased to hear any addi-
~ tional statement you may have to add to those you so ably set forth
before the House Ways and Means Committee. @~
Mr. Cowan. Mr. Chairman and Senators of the committee, I have
many times appeared before committees of Congress, and several
- times before this committee and the Ways and Means Committee on -
this. subgléct;_&ndslf therefore ‘Aﬁ fully ‘a%[.iajreciate the difficulties
under which you labor and the difficulties which confront one trying
to (i)resent“the facts to the satisfaction of those whom you represent,
and I am particularly conscious of the necessity of the conservation
of time as much as the conservation of natural if not artificial
resources. If I could handle the clocks as they have been handled
, :in 8 1.lfew historic periods, I would make some time. But I can not
At the outset of my remarks I wish to pay the highest compliment
that it is I?os'sible for me to do to the gentleman who has just taken
- his seat, Prof. Rice. _ o :
I am gomg to submit to the stenographer here some statistical
data, and the brief which we filed before the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, and to make reference to the most elaborate argument and
~ brief I have ever prepared upon the subject, when the Payne-Aldrich
bill was under consideration, and which was printed in a volume of
the House committee proceedings in. 1909, to which I will refer, and
- thus point to as complete analysis as we can make of the subject with
- respect particularly to the then tariff on hides. Well, I will not
take so much of your time. v g e
Referring aiaiu‘to the gentleman who has just closed his a}%:ment,’
I think he spoke in words of very great wisdom to this committee, and
I wish the whole people of the United States and every man who
serves the count‘rﬁ' tbrough the political parties could hear it; could
be conscious of the things he has shown here, in order to convince
the people, in spite of politics, in spite of tradition, of the-great
necessity at this time, in particular, and it will remain so in the future,
that we have our home markets preserved to our home production,
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where we can make a reasonable sufficiency or where we are capable
of producing a sufficiency. =~ .
e have been in the unfortunate position, politically speaking; of
having always believed in what I have just said. I would love to
have had the opportunity to vote for what I have just said. I did
undertake to do it when I voted for President Harding in Texas,
and I voted for him on that proposition. I am not tickled to death
about it, and I am not bragging about it, for I wish to add my
criticism, if it is worth anything, to those who profess to protect the
industries of this country and lose sight of this great fundamental
basic indust:{, agriculture, upon which alone prosperity, indeed
civilization alone, is based for the human race from nomadic
times, when learning to domesticate animals and gather their food
wheresoever they could at the very beginning of civilization,
As agricu]___ture progressed civilization - progressed, and so 1t is and
will be to the end of the human race; and it is amazing to me to
‘know that we have among us in this country men of great wisdom in
other things, perhaps, who, for selfish reasons and their desire to
profit from the “industry of profiteers” that have grown up in this
country in recent years, will have the nerve to say to the Congress
and to this committee that you must ‘“place these agricultural
products or any of them on the free list,”’ because they, as the time-
serving advocates of the consumer, say it will help the consumer,
And what do they care for the consumer ? _ e
I refer partic!ﬂ%ﬂy to the manufacturer of shoes. I say that in
x'%y opinion it is demonstrated by the facts produced before the
ays and Means Committee during consideration of the Payne-
Aldrich bill that they spread a propaganda throughout this country
for free hides, with the object of fooling the people and many poli-
ticians into the belief that the people would get the benefit of 1t in
shoes that were produced for themselves and their children. And
even to-day, or at least just recently, our own Congressman from
Texas voted for free hides, when 90 per cent of the people of that
State would to-day vote for a tariff, if they had a fair show, on every
agricultural product of that State, and there is not a man from the
State who does not know that. P
The documents to which I have made reference demonstrate
beyond a question that the proportion of the tariff added to the labor
that goes into a pair of shoes that comes from a cowhide, or a similar
hide, was s0 small that to figure it at all in the retail price of the shoes is
too silly to talk about. And yet I have understood that from one of
the States in our southwestern country a new Member of Congress,
under this recent régime, spoke in the House of Representatives in
favor of having free hides, in order that the Member of Congress
might aid the people in getting cheap shoes for children who go to
school, and that in the presence of the fact that when we have free
shoes in this country and free hides in this country we have paid the
most unreasonable prices for shoes and few have been imported—
145,000 pairs of shoes were imported into the United States in the
year 1921, when both shoes and hides were free. Why would any
“one benefit by'keepinf,that‘up, when my wife just the other day, out
of her own money—1 did not have it, the Lord knows—the people
who employ me, the cattlemen, are broke—paid $13, in the city of
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Washington, for plain, low-quarter shoes, because we are plain
eople. And for these gentlemen to have the nerve to come before
ongress and advocate free hides for the farmers in this country

staggers the imagination. I have not the patience to argue the

question. v _

The time has come, I wish to say to this committee, when the
people in this Nation who are engaged to-day in working with horns
and corns on their hands and callouses on the bottoms of their feet,
working 10 hours a day, for the mere chance to make a living; with
their families- wearing coarsest clothing’h and remaking their old
clothes, with the repairing and use of all the agricultural implements
and paying these enormous profits that are put upon them by some -
hook or crook—the people of this country are demanding, and they
are going to have, the whole measure of protection against the
profiteer of the farmer, and the producer and the live-stock producer,
all of whom ‘are working in the 'same line. Our country must go
undeveloped; we can not even cultivate wha{ we have, and it is a
backward step for America to neglect the protection of these pro-
ducers from the soil, just as certain as we live, unless you shall
- bring ‘down the costs of what we buy from the manufacturer. I
- have to pay $180 for a wagon.. When I 'went to Texas in 1878, 42
years ago, the Milburn wagon, the Studebaker wagon, the Baine
wagon, and others sold and were bought for-$75 each; but I paid for
an ordinary wagon for one of my farms that I own, like the railroads
own their property, for what I could owe on it—$180¢ The freight
rate on that wagon is nearly as much from South Bend as the price
of the wagon was then. R o
It is an amazing proposition that the concentrated wealth of the
~ country, that which has been enabled to concentrate not only the
wealth but the brains of the country, liave always got the money to

ay to present their specious arguments. This gentleman who spoke
or the producer here was the first man I have seen who had money to
get up the charts and pregmre to present to you these things as ther ‘
ought to be presented. But when the others come here they can fill
the hotels, they can fill the offices in Washington. You can not even
get'into an elevator without meeting a lot of them. They are on the
job, they know how to do it, and they work three shifts of eight hours
each a day and get paid union prices, and preach poverty prices for

the farmer.. L A L ,

- That is the reason we are here. We do not need to ask you to do
your duty, because we feel that you will do it: The House committee

made a grave mistake in not putting a duty on live stock and live-
stock products that would protect the producer of this country in
the home market. If it gives him a monopoly, it will be the first

monopoly that he ever benefited from. You can not, however, give
him a monopoly. . Why? Because we have the soil; we have the
labor; we have the climate. We will always produce so that it is
absp]uteéy, impossible to have a monopoly in farm products in the

United States. We ought to-day to be producing sugar that will

supply this country and make us an exporter of sugar. Any other

nation in the world would have done it with our climate and our
opportunities. But we have been so wedded to specious arguments
which have been urged, the propaganda which has been spread
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amongst us, and to our politics, that we have simply played into the
hands of this glut, on the theory that from him who has not shall-be
taken even the little he hath. I am so impatient with the whole
- gituation that confronts our public life, with those who are controlling
things in this countr —anJ) I suppose it is so all over the world—
that I can scarcely believe, as f heard Frank Hegenbarth out in
Washington say, that the stock raiser and the farmer can find a
true friend in the city of Washington. They are growing here now;
~ they are hearing from the country, and they are seeing the necessity;
and our men, one of them a man from my own town, Fort Worth,
where I reside, a city where live stock is one of the greatest businesses,
voted for free hides on account of the fact that he wants cheaper
shoes and was afraid to put a duty on shoes. I asked him how many
shoes he thought were imported into the United States. He did not
know. I said, ‘“just enough to make one pair each for the population
of Dallas during one year.” § oo SR e S

I speak these things plain, because T said to the Committee on
Interstate Commerce the time has come to talk “turkey;’’ and that
is the way I wish to impress this committee. - . .

I mean no harm by what I say to you. I have the greatest respect
for this committee and I have the greatest respect for all of the com-
mittees here in Congress. But I have no patience with the idea of
refusing to give to the farmer and stock raiser of this country enough
tariff protection to insure him a fair degree of preference; that will
give him the preference in the markets of this country for what he
produces. What are we going to do with this great western country
that lies west of the corn belt? There is the intermountain country,
with enough territory ‘and land that can be irrigated to feed the
United States were it necessary. Yet to-day, by reason of the freight
rates, by reason of the situation that confronts the people of this
country, it is'going back, and it will keep going back. They need to
have the benefits of the markets of this country.

This is not an ordinary case of importation, so far as meats and
hides are concerned, in general commerce, because only those who
bring this in are those who manufacture for exportation from the
other surplus countries, just a few large packing houses can import
the meat and the hides that come in in competition with the very
same stuff they produce and sell for the most part in the sections of
the United States which consume the surplus. B

It is a question whether you will let that come in here and take the
place of what they will produce here if they buy from us when we
are selling steers to-day at $40 a head loss all over this western
COUNDLY., . ool i i i O e

I am glad we have got sume eggs. I hope you will protect the eggs,
because there are many instances—and this 1s verily true—where the
stockmen who have been worth considerable money, that their fam-
ilies to-day-are paying grocery bills from the products of the hens
which the house\'vif{;1 is producing. N

Senator CurTis. Tell the committee what the steers cost which
are-now selling at $40 loss.

Mr. CowaNn. Nobody will believe me, Senator.

Senator CurTis. 1 {now they will not, but I want you to tell,

anyhow.

[




2610 TARIFF HEARINGS,

Mr. CowaAN. Joe Mercer is going to follow me here, and he will tell
you. They cost so much I am afraid to tell you. ‘
Senator Curtis. That is what I want to get into the record. =
Mr, Cowan. The State of Kansas has gone broke because Texas
has gone broke sell'nﬁ ‘them cattle to fatten; that is the size of it.
Senator CurTtis. That is right, R
Mr. CowaN. I want to make some remarks about some data which
I want to introduce.” A resolution was passed—— : ,
Senator JoNES (interposing). Mr. Cowan, if you are not going to
touch upon it again: You referred awhile ago to the fact that the
meat packers were the ones who imported the meats into this country,
and so on. Ar%you'goibg into that in more detail ¢ ~
Mr. Cowan. No; I just stated a fact that everybody knows.
~ Senator JoNes. The point I would like to have you make clear, if
you will, and if somebody else is not going to touch upon it—this
country is'a large exporter of meat? : ~ ,
Mr. Cowan. Only hogs, not meat. | e
Senator JoNEs. Of ‘meat products-—and it is my notion that the
hog products are related to the cattle products, and we do export
considerable beef products, if my information is correct.
Mr. Cowan. I will leave you the figures on that, s
Senator Jones. What I wanted to get at was, if it is a fact, how
they would import these-bee(i;froducts'- and mutton products so as to
control the price of those products in this country. In other words,
to find out how the meat industry of this country, for instance, can
be benefited by a tariff. ==~ . . s ,
Mr. Cowan. Answering your last question, as to how it would be
benefited by the tariff—it would be in this way: N
‘We have apparently an overproduction compared to the consump-
tion of meats, resulting from many causes, and perhaps the most
prolific cause is the very high price of retail meats. The other is the
very large amount of unemployment and the ceasing to buy. Unless
we can export a surplus when we have it, we are in a very bad situa-
tion, as will readily be understood. The other countries—South
America, Australia, and New Zealand-—export their meat-products
to the same consuming countries to which we would export ours;
the same packers, with the exception of one or two English con-
cerns, manufacture the product in those countries to export to
Europe, the same as they manufacture in this country and in Canada
to export to Europe. If it turns out that our situation here is such
that a better price is obtained, good business would seem to turn the

......

- stuff here; and we did witness the importation into this country of
an enormous amount of frozen lamb, as you remember. i
If we have a good stiff tariff here we will not be made the dumping
ground for stufl the world will not take; it will be taken out, because
these gentlemen are in business to sell their products. So that we
are to be very greatly benefited, first, in the stability of the markot
and, second, in the stability of the live-stock industry. If we have a
staple market our home producer will agree to give a preference in
our home market. G T e R NIRRT
Senator JoNES. Is not the real benefit that the meat producers of
this cc;untry will get from the tariff that it will tend to stabilize
prices ; , ;
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R CowAN. Just what I said, in my opinion, after a long study
of it. : - S e
The resolution I want to offer—and I will file it—was passed by
the mid-year meeting of the American Live Stock Association held
at Salt Lake. City in August, asking for a duty on hides of 20 per
cent, which we think should be ad valorem, because there are such a
““variety of hides," which may be trimmed, and a specific duty by the
goun would not be desirable; and on live stock fixed on a basis of
0 per cent. One of the reasons is that it will force all of it to be
weighed, and that would give a chance for inspection as it comes in,
and it would show just what comes in, how it comes in, and would
enable us, so far as Mexico is concerned, Erobably to prevent stealing
such things. You would not pass a tariff for that, but it is desirable
from every standpoint, particul::-]]]y if you put it by the hide, the
various values they put upon it will enable one to get an advantage
over the other; whereas if you put on an ad valorem duty there is a
‘market price pretty well established known at the time of importa-
tion, ‘;.s“to how much it brings on some of the near-by markets per
ound.:: e : : e o .

~ The National Wool Growers passed their own resolution with
respect to wool, and it was indorsed also by joint convention, and
theee resolutions were fixed—those are the latest expressions on the
subject, those resolutions representing the sentiment of the live-

stock men.

" RESOLUTION NO. 9.—TARIFF LEGISLATION.

- Whereas, - the "‘American National Live Stock Association and all other live-stock =
organizations of the West and South are and have continuously been in favor of a
reasonable tariff. on importations of live stock, meats, hides, and wool, to the end
that the American live-stock industry may be-aecorded a fair degree of preference
in thé home markets;, and , g :

Whereas, the House of Re esentatives, by paseing the tariff legislation known as the -
Fordney bill, has placed hides on the free list, and has failed to impose a sufficient
duty on live stock, meats, and wool to give to American producers such a degree
of preference; and e R o ;

Whereas, it is the right of the live-stock interests that this be corrected and that a
duty sufficient for the purpose be placed on such products: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved; by the American National Live Stock Association, at its mid-year meeling in

Salt Lake City, Utah, August 26-27, 1921, That we demand— .

1. That hides be'put upon the dutiable list with a 20 per cent ad valorem duty.

2. That the duty on live stock be fixed on the basis of 20 per cent ad valorem.

3. That the duty on fresh and prépared meats be placed at 20 per cent ad valorem,
subject to a minimum of 4 cents a pound.

4. That the duty on wool be placed 4t the amount demanded by the National Wool

Mers’ Associstion, whose position on that subject we hereby indorse; and be it
Resolved, That it ia the sense of this convention that many Congressmen have been

misled by specious arguments of shoe and leather concerns to the effect that free hides
mean cheaper shoes, which arguments have been abundantly refuted by our experi- -
ences under a free-hide dpolicy, with no importations of shoes; and that we call upon
stockmen generally to:demand of their Congressmen active support of a reasonable

duty on these commodities; and be it further
Resolved, That this association take active steps to present arguments to the congres-

sional committees in support of this resolution.

I wish to offer in this connection certain documents. The brief
which I filed before the Ways and Means Committee on December -
6, 1908, is in my statement there; I wish to offer that brief here.
h&y statement is available in those prints, if desired. The brief
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covers the subject so thoroughly that I would like to have it in
here, as it has never heen printed by this committee. ‘

The CuairmAN. Is that brief, Mr. Cowan, a voluminous document ?

Mr. CowaN. It is rather voluminous. ‘

Senator CurTis. It was printed in the House hearings ¢

The CuairMAN: Do you want it printed here¥ -

Mr, CowaN. No; just to have it available, e

The CHAIRMAN. T understood you wanted it printed. :

Senator LA FoLLerTe. It is difficult to get copies of those old
hearings now. . . o ,

The CrAIRMAN. I am entirely willing to have it printed.

Senator LA FoLLETTE. I-would suggest that it be printed so that
it will be here with the rest of this new matter.

The CuarrMAN. I will agree and Mr, Cowan will agree that we do
not want to cumber up the record with material that will crowd out
the really good matter. If you want it printed, we will print it,
If you are satisfied with the printings in the House hearings, we will
let it go at that. o ,

Mr. Cowan. It is the old hearing—1908.

- The CuaramaN. The document will be printed. .
' Mr. CowaN. The principle and the method of analyses with respect

- to the extent which the tariff on hides would enter into shoes is also

set forth. ‘ BRSO
 BRIEY OF 8, K. COWAN, FORT WORTH, TEX. REPRESENTING THE AMERICAN

“NATIONAL LIVE STOOX ASSOCIATION AND TEE CATTLE RAISERS’ ASSOCIATION

SO e ‘Wasminoton, D. C., December 5, 1908.

CoMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS,
.. Wakingn,D.C.

GENTLEMEN; The American National Live Stock Association is composed of stock-

. men and amociations of stockmen in gattle raising and feeding business in States west

of the Mimissippi River. - .. . .« e o
‘The (Cattle f!g.wers ere” - Association of Texas is composed of cattle raisers throughout

the Southwest, in Texas, and the trans-Missouri States and Territories. -

We oppose placing hides on the free list. We demand equality of opportunity.

It is singulsr-that-so many makers and manufacturers of leather should-belabor
themaelves to get cattle hides on the free list, and in the same breath assert that the
consumer will get the benefit, . .~ . . . e . .

If the consumer happens to do 80, it will be becaiise these gentlemen can'’t help it.
Can anyone fairly doubt their intentions to pocket the ‘change?”’ =~
’l‘hely are equally zealous to tell you that the stock raisers and farmers who produce
and sell cattle can get no.henefit of the tariff on'hides, because, they say, the value of
the animal is not affected by the valiie of the hide, at the same time complaining that
hides are too high:by the amount of the tariff on sccount of the tariff.

At the outset, these live-stock associations, which now appear in behalf of the cattle
raisers west, of the Mississippi River, against the proposal to put hides on the free list,
make ho objection to removiig the tanfl if it be true, as asserted by the tanner and the
shoemaker, that the value of cattle on the market or elsewhere is not affected by the
value of the hide on thatanimal, ~ ... - = . L R

Forty-five per cent of the caitle slauglitered are sold on the marketa at Chicago, 8t.
Tonis, Kaneas City, St. Joseph, Sioux - City, St., Paul, and Fort. Worth. About
5,000,000 per annum are slaughteréd by the big packers, and about 320,000 by others
at those markaots. -~ Total for the l)ast year was about 5,320,000, exclusive of calyes,
The totalslaughter exclusi: ¢ of calvesin the United Statesisapproximately 12,600,000
head. On this basis there are slaughtcred elsewhere in the United States 7,180,000
cattle exclugive of calves. 'Those who uluuﬁhter the cattle buy them either at the
samne markets or at similar hut smallér markets and stock yards, to which they are
shipped for sale at e\ ery Luportant city in the country, or they are hought and driven
in by local butchers.  Of the 71,267,000 cattle in this country, more than 2,000,000
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die of disease or by accident, and from that source comes probably more than 1,000,000
fallen hides. - R ~ 7

There are hide dealers at every town and city, being more than a thousand such
concerns listed in the yearly directories and yearbooks on hides and leather, who
compete in both buying and selling. L o

It ought to need no more than a statement of those facts to show. the absurdity of
the claim that thé stock raiser can get no benefit from the tariff on hides.

Fluctuations in prices of cattle and the wide range of prices of different grades of
cattle are due to such a multitude of causes, more important than the 15 per cent of
the hide value, that the attempt to draw the conclusion that the hide valie is not even
present, be it what it may, is mere sophistry. Precisely the same can be said of the
fluctuations in prices of hides ranging to a much greater per cent than the amount of
thetd(‘lllt{,_ Such fluctuations prove nothing as to who gets the benefit of the 15 per
cent duty.. - .

Of course the consumer wouldn’t get it if the packer, the tanner, and the shoemaker
could get it for themselves. The situation is such that they can’t doit. Thatis why
the tanner wants it off, L - o ‘ -

. The mere amount of the tariff is not the only issue; a home market is, above all; the
desirable thing. If you take the tariff off cattle hides, that means that the tanners
will stock up on the lowest-priced hides ohtainable in the different markets of-the
world, and bear the price at home accordingly. . liides produced here will have to be
sold on basis of the lowest world market, and we will have to ship theni to Europe for
sale, Thus the taking off of the tariff means a reduction in price much greater than
- the tariff fipures. To satisfy you that such will be, as it was, the case, look at the
quotation of hides from time to time. If, in order to market, we must first negotiate
a sale and ship to Europe, our own stock taisers and farmers will lose the transporta-
tion, all charges, and commissions. The importance of this feature can not be over-
estimated. . | o |

For example, hides consigned to New York from South American points are, as we
are reliably informed, being reconsigned from New York to London, because hides
are higher in London. - Now, the hide dealer in this country can’t buy on expecta-
tion that such higher price thore will continue; hence he must in safety discount
enotigh to account for fluctuations.

The proposals of the tanners means tipsetting a market the world over, of which he
alone can take advantage.

I that not '‘the milk of the coconut?” _ .
We trust the committee will be cautious in its action, lest it most injure those who

most need its congideration. .

We must ‘assume: in submitting these statements and arﬁuments that on part of
the committee there is an intention to deal fairly as hetween those engaged in different
lines of husiness and as between different localities, and that the investigation s held
for the purpose of the ascertainment of facts and conditions with a view of making:
laws for the whole country and not to subserve some special interest. If the judgment
of the committee is to be hased on facts, there should be no mistake in. ascertaining
them. . The committee, wo assume, is not a tribunal wiMich merely affords an oppor--
tunity for interestcd parties to present their case, hit owes the paramount duty to the
country to itself ascertain the facts, whether those whose iniercst may he affected
appear or not. No judgment bi' default, or ‘decree pro confesso, can be had, nor
should ex parte statementa he taken as true merely because no one has come forward
to deniy them, That stock raisers and farmers can ‘not be expected to appear indi=—-
vidually at Washington, like the tanners and manufacturers of leather, is evident
from the fact of the comparatively small interest each farmer or stock raiser has in
dollars and cents in the 15 per cent tariff on hides. The aggregate is as large to them
a8 to the leather men, but so diffused that they must rest their case with their repre-
sentatives. _ R

The associations above. named, representing the cattle husiness, beg leave to file
this written statement and argument, in answer to the claims of the tanner and leather
manufacturers: _ IR e

1. We insist that if there is to be a protective tariff the stock raisers and farmers
are entitled to equality under the law, be it a good or bad law, as well as others, .
although it enhances the price of their products, hecause they are denied free access
to the markets of the world for what they buy and are¢ made to pay a higher price on
acconnt of the tariff on manufactured articles. o ,

2, If the American stock raisers and farmers must Yatmnizethc American market
for what they buy, they demand in turn the same benefit of furnishing the home
supply with what they raise to sell.
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- 3. The American stock raiser and farmer does and will furnish enough cattle hides
to supply tho consumption in this country unless forced to curtail business by low
prices to meet foreign competition, - o _ '

, :l The rebg&ction“ofd catt! ::l ivulut«a}uls froxa lfot,xtaic.le c%mpetitxonl by free hilclloea or frog
cattle, or , Will demoralize the cattle-raising business; lesson our home mea
augplr‘y, and in the end increase the cost of meat and meat products and hides,

. Fifty-five per cent of the hides of cattle produced in this country are skinned
and sold by others than the big packers and are marketed everywhere. While the
level of price has generally been more than in foreign countries from which we imﬁort
cattle hides, it has fluctuated between extremes as much as at any of the hide markets

of the worlt{v_, _ S
6. We dispute the claim that cattle raisers do not get any benefit of the 15 per cent

duty on hides. '
7. We dispute the claim that the value of cuttle on the market is not affected by

the value of the hides, . = . . . I . -
8. We assert that it costs the American stock raisers and farmers materially more to

produce cattle and hides than it does in Mexico, South Americs; and Africa.c
9, We disputs the claim that the public will receive the benefit of taking the duty

off hides, but insist that the very motive which prompts the activity of the tanners

 snd manufacturers for free hides is to pocket the profit themselves,

.10. We assert that the tanners have now free access to the markets of the world for
“hides to make into leather for export, and that the shoe manufacturers are from year

_ to year increasing their exports of shoee, . L . o
11. We submit herewith tables showing the commerce in hides, leather, and shoes,

~ and comparative prices and values, covering imports and exports, for the years shown,
as follows: SRR e : ShEhe Ny
[Tables from *Commerce and Navigation,” published by Department of Commeros and Labor, for 1907.]
. HIDES AND SKINS OTHER THAN PUR BKINS.

198 | 1904 1906 1906 1907
Total, . ..iiieaiiiiinainns 85,114,070 | 96,338,547 | 97,803,571 | 111,079,301 | 101,201,508
e b $34,028,720 | 823,071,731 | $36,045,721 | 31,773,900 | $31,375 208
RECAPITULATION : _ S
Europe..............ccecemuenn. 28,284,263 | 23,610,008 | 26,719,108 | 27,043,788 | 24,084, 277
§7,650, 660 .gfoc;s:sao_ 907,847 | $7,354,564 | . $7, 230,064
North Americs.................. 7,504,785 | 6,983,400 | 7,041,203 | 7,883,108 | . B, 552,808
: 92,576,733'  $2,457,220 | $2/806,201 | 42)968,500 | 83,272,323
South Americs.................. 8,506,367 | 9,334,242 | - 10)156;540 | 9,168488 | . 9,783,131
$3,423,706 | $3,833,100 | 84,080,004 | 83,745,423 | 84,110, 440
Asia......... R 38,004,800 | 43203005 | 80,130,001 | 60,353,396 | 52121, 470
810,676,006 | $10,962,013 | $12)160,113 | $16,267,508 | $15, 545,087
Oceanis................ i 1, 800 13,810 ] 13, 042 15,750
$358 £, 154 813 £, 047 $2,878
AIHeR. .o ieiniiniiineins 2,722,047 | 3,194187 | 4,767,520 | 6,018,481 5,789, 081
%001, 204 §020/265 | 91,083,353 | $1, 432,008 851, 507

. HIDES OF GA‘I“ILB, DUTTAII.I, e
Total......... vevieiiieio] 131,644,325 | 85,370,168 | 113,177,357 | 166,155,300 | 134,671,020
i $16,150,002 | $10080,035 | $14,940,628 | §21,862,000 | $20,649, 258
: RECAPITULATION, e

EUPOP®. .....ivvnniinnninenss | 21,856,676 | 6,013,280 | 17,644,644 | 44,182,223 | 25,308,
SR T $20284,100 | 9848, 872 (078,774 | 95,419,487  $3, 519, 383

North America..................| 33,00 471°| 24,180, 244 1206,906. | 39,071,082 | 41,796,
Silerbacey ~ $3,103630 | $2,283,233 | $3,281,506 | $4.353.672 | 84,741 513

South America...........c...... 61,670,023 |~ 43,208,485 | 47,057,860 | 52,225,524 " 607,
$5,855,084 | $0,430,450 | §7,444,873| 0,143,116 | 99574, 508

Asla......... S SRR .| 14,076)278 | 11,652,428 | 14,336,162 | 18,001, 733 " 400,
$1,841,3% |  $1,539,076 '021,268 | 2,733,288 | $2,582,130

Oodanis..........iviividiiinenii 13,07 1,..ee......... 343, 999 910, 303 418,

slo9TL (oLl $31,503 | . 90823 $53,
Afrlea.....oooiiiivninininiinns 431, 080 216, 731 507, 306 964, 345 983, 745
\ 31,095 992, 044 $114; 206 $178, 231
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Imports of merchandise, years ending June 30-—Continued.
_ HIDES AND SKINS OTHER THAN FUR SKINS—Continied.

ALL OTHER FREE.

2615

Total,

EECAPITULATION.
Europé. Ceeveisitesasssasieniens 7
North Amierica. .................
fouth America: . ..... i
B {
Oceanda. .. ociviniviia.... PR i
AACB. .ol i !

su,aow

2 $801
S 16 290 457

40, m, 07

“, nm, 054
as, «4, 873

227,307 |
139,717
341,445
297,01.) j
$46, 020

ss,wum.

N ore —Average vnlue sole loather, per pound appear's rrom the Iorego{ng

1903 1904 1905 1906 1907

Total..ovueiiniarnnnn... . lm,'uo 200 ms,tm 752 | 126,903,004 | ‘lsa,ots,m. m,m 199
; e $16, 942, 082 $17,045, 304 | 822,868, 797 | $0, 246, 198 m,m,m

RECAPITULATION. : s e O It e
EUrope....ccouuennin.n. Feveireds misw'm ‘g, ;%’;w .%:gg,w &z,%,:gx ‘%,’;mg;g;

North Americs..................| 9779, 10,650, 516°| - 12,121,683 | 10,617,378 | 14, 506,
81,274,510 | $1,316,780 | $1,623,856 | 81,568,104 | 2,296, 243

South Americs. ...............0. 920,803 | 6,003,864 | 6,580,443 i 8,003,137 4, 9%,
- 81,041,085 | 81,051,404 | 81,070,008 | $1,488, 184 |  $1, 131150
ASIB. it nioninenes 4,766,431 | 3,086,309 | 4,348,318 | 9,433,874 9, 958 616
845, 245 50, 621 $750,682 | 81,843, 2,073,151
Ocesnla. civeirernnaeneeia]  5,528520 | 5,000,451 | 5,755,445 | 6,950, 8, 535, 801
81,161,301 | 857,193 | 81,002,746 | 81,588,100 | 81,713, 477
AIHOR . ovuiiniindiinaiionains 46, 366 2, 126 " 305, 194 294, 2 481,700
$5, 907 83,722 $44, 02 50, 172 $88, 931

E:rparta nf (Iomesm merchanrlwe, wars cndmg sze 20,
HIDES AND qus OTHER THAN FUR SKINS,
1908 1904 1905 ; 1906 1907
L ; i i T i o
Total.....oivuiivnninann, o 12,850,540 | 32,700,643 | 10,268,722 1 10,782, 15,306,806

1K 224,409 , 246, 81,051,641 |  $1,223, sl m,oaz
L -

11900868

37, 024, 3

81527--22—8CH T
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- Erports of domestic merchandise, years ending June 30—Continued.
UPPER LEATHER—PATENT OR ENAMEL.

‘ 8,13,’4&,‘740‘9‘ su5, 000,002 | 815,087,791

ALL OTHER LEATHER. -

Total.............
RECAPITULATION.

vesose

........

A
- South America........

sevecorses

982,251 $1,140,364 |

1,813,154 | 81,822,337

. ! =

R T 1908 1907
Tota)....covveureivcrinenns]  $122,782 $170,040 | $106,320 | $143,500 $157,088
‘ RECAPITULATION. o ' o o
BUTOPe, . iisiiieeiiniess o, 27 41,154 40,916
North America, ... .. 6,080 | 8; 442. ) 249
~South America. 2,821 1 . 17,204 5,839
B 3, 004 2,836 905
14,081 | 19,418 , 500
: 1 547 536 16,679

UPPER LEATHER—SPLITS, BUFF, GRAIN, AND ALL OTHER.

817,242,011 | 817,779,716

82,727,513

5,672, U9 5,833,914
90,142,748 | $10,666, 49
. 1,257,004
. 82,501, 144
ALL| 3,774,655
T R 1 218,642 | 85,637,349
Bouth Ameries. .. uiiiuiannsn.s 175 122 4 206, 117 197, 549
e T : $210, 204 3 §325, 467 $363, 310
TR i 23, 151 227178 42, 332 47, 074
g G 3,5 , 672 77,277 $50, 808-
Oceata . i, 517, 049 3, 809 362, 646 312,868
T $042, 150 $336, 321 $673, 05 $352, (04
B R o1 202, 091 121, 783 129 83, 098
$293, 999 $231,476 | 8270, 647 $187,973
s . "HARNESS AND SADDLES.
Total. . iioiivaivinilnd  $373,617 $601, 575 $767, 418
'RECAPITULATION. i
M. vricesiancascsncnnensnnss 1 38,002 .
North America................ - 371, 595 512,505
South America....... tevessnasen : 121,749 1 - 123,630
i 16,697 31,168
125, 505 56, 348
8, 509 , 715
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Exports of domestic merchandise, years ending June 30—Continued,

1 Esttm»to'duﬁ"(ohiy 'b;ibrdxlinhte). :

92617

NP R W

ALL OTHER.
1903 1904 190 906 107
: |
Total......ooviii o] o 81,004,408 $1,329, 747 $1,318, 046 3!,49|,68ﬂ\a $1, 984,345
RECAPITULATION, ) ' f .

FUPOPO. .. eornvrrarrianenanannns L 2s7,631 340,218 m.zm g :m,‘m_f 757,052
Nort Amerlca ..... e . ! 751, 461 731,086 1 _ 073 949, 555
South America.................. 49. at 50,635 :»,32’1 48,2521 ,31
ABIRL . iiiiivsireiietiieienenn 42,158 | 52,925 54,552 43,350 62, 542
Oceanis . . ...ivaiiaiiinii iniis 79,671 | 113,052 69, 094 115,691 | 94,232
Alrica 27727; l.‘,«mﬁ 23,526 | 14,176 18,643

Imports of hides of caltle (dulmbk) Jor 10 years, their value mul amount per [mund
[From Statlstlcal Abﬂtmt, Commerce and Labor for mm, p 134, ]
: Valita | Per
‘Pounds. Value. | pnundl

e Cenls,.
L T PR o ST SV ORISR TSI e RSSO m 24'3 w,‘ sla 024 ) 10.
1909, .0 iiiiiiie i 06,020 : 13,621, 046 10

B L T O P ST SR PPt 163, 865, 165 - 19, 408, 217 1.
wol‘......, ...... 120,174,024 14,647,413 TN
1902, L ; 148,627,007 17,474,039 11
lm;.;.Q....—...r...‘........’.A.;'u.' ........ Vesadd e e deien . l3lﬁ4032:)' |6 1.19902 12,

B L A R g S RO . 9-),37() 168 IO 989 035 12.
L R O S I e e A el DL s ast 14,949,698 13,
1908......... R B R P T OOy iiiiieisia i 156,155,300 21, 862,350 13.9
0007, - Lo Ll LI 136,671,000 20,649, 258 15.3

Tmports of hides, other than goats and catile (not dutiable) for 10 years, and their average

, V , ralue.
[Taken from Table 161, Statistical Abstract, Commerce and Labor.]
~ o | . Per
, Pounds. Value. pound.
C'mu
,w,em 342 o
9,877,771 H.7
16, 530, 807 18,5
12,995, 567 16,6
15,054, 400 16. 8
16, (42, 982 16.5
17,045, 304 16,5
22 868, 797 18
30, 240}, 198 | 19
ceieias 30,841,959 2.8
Exports of boots and shoes for 10 years.
[From Statistical Abstract, Commerce-and Labor, 1007.]
! Palrs,— - Value. . Per pair.!
~ ] i o
T S PP I 1, u,sm ms}i* $1.39
1899, ......... R A N S T 1, 711,6‘5.)‘ 1. 40
1900, ...000inienis CEe e il e d RN Veeiiees soied 3, 1276,656 i 141
1901, 0 viiioniiiiviniiin, PR IR A AN N Ciavesiael 3, -),526 100 1.58
T I PO SRS Sl Perieieenedd 8, 6,182,098 1.56
1903, ... L i i S RNARaE SRS R 8,065,017 1.5
1904, . oo iiitiinanniivainil e iaddiiiiniviviiie. PUREA f 4, 7, ﬁ‘l 00 1,58
1905, . ..o N SRS e ‘ 5, 8,057,607 . 1. 51
1908, . ool il iiiniiiis Fivdevei i Ciseedesis 5, 9 m 718' 1.61
1907 .o, R P PR SR PR e i 3, 10667 ¢19 1,83

! Estimates ours (m\ly approximate).
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Comparative prices of leather and hides for 10 years.

N Sole leather, per pound. Upper leather; per foot. ! ! ;
R TR T { Hidesper pound. :
: , Oak. Satin. Kangarco. ! Calfskins. ; R
Ve No. sScoured | g, < . E 12 oarded ; Wax, 30 .
L{Exét. | Mid. backs | 'g‘la:;:s Eastern | Western an;%em “egttern i ‘chrome | to 35iba-;
h [| Mid. ¢ i e e - . fin. | awv.
¥
I —
G190 @20 | 26@— | 20G30 | 24 @25 10 @13
Jn@x2. | s@m| 31€32| 6@ | 12615
21 @— | 29@30) 31@32| 25 @28 | 113@14 |
2@— | 2@2 | 31@32| 25@2%: 12@l4’
loe— | 2@20!| 326330 27@28 12 @M
121@e— | z@e| @32l 2 @27 12 @lt
2@ | 2@2% [ 30@3l| 25 @% 12 @13
2e— | 3@2| MHe—|. 2%e—,| 2@l
2 @2 | P@B| M@ %e—i12@u.
2 @243 | 34@36:| BH@— | N @30 | 12@144
24 @25% | 35@36°] 35@38 | 3 @— | 131@14k
21 @25h1 MB@—| @3B | 0 @3 | 1B@)5
25 @254 | 32833 | 3BWE— | 20 @— | 11}@13
Bi@21 | 20@30| 2B | Be— {11612
Hes | nex!| Be—~| ve—|12e@ld:
12ue% | eV Me—| V@WN|12613
@25, @2} Ja—| BV E— |1l @12
ul@2s | 33@34| 35@3 | 31 @— i1l @12
24e@hB | Ha3ks| Ne—| New|12al3
B@u-| B@u| H%e—| 0a@l|llel2
B @By| U@B| 7@ 30 @3l | 10 @11}
B@u | M@/ | 1@ 2331012
B@— | @3B | 3I@38| 30 @31 |10 @11
2@— | B@3| /@0 31 @— | 11 @12}
Ba@— | B@M| @I | 30 @31 |10 @12
B@— | V@B IG— @— | 11 @12
B@— | W—| H@B| 8@ |1 @12
23 @— @32 | 318350 W@ |11 @12
¢ 30@31 | 32@33 26 @27 | 1l @12
2 @B | AE@32| 33@H| 2 @30 | 12@13
U@ | JA— | I@IT| 31 @— 12614 | )
2lem ! 35 . @33 | 3 @— ! 121814
24223 | 36| 3@— | 31 G— 14 @15
24°@25 - 3@/ | @3B |- 3B @1 | 155@1
24@2 | 37@38| 38@39 | 33 15i@1
25 @25% | 3B@37| 31@38 | 32l@33 | 15@164 |
23)@2% | W@ N@I| 33— 154@16
@21 | @3S | W9@40 | 3 @351 16 @16} | 1@y .16 @)
26.@2: | 31@38. W@W! HE— 5@~ ;1T@18 [15G—
B@37 | 8@ | U @35 1 156— | 17@18 | 14G15
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, Average price of hides in Chicago market, 1892 to 1904.
{Taken from p. 218 of Report of l)eparijnent of Commerce and Labor on the Beef Industry; |

Comparative prices for 1908 of different classes of hides.
{Taken from Report of Depéif;lﬁént of Commerce and Labor, p. 216.]

Heavy native pteers............... 1'1".,69;{ Light native cows..:.... ..., 9,64
Butt-branded steers. ....... Vigie 10.57 | Branded cows. . .... R RPN 9.19
Heavy Texassteers............... 12,64 | Native bulls..................... . 9.61
Light Texassteers. . ............. 11,19 | Branded bulls. ....... e es e 7.69
Colorado steers. . . ............... 1054 . : e
Heavy native cows. .. ...... ... 10,07 CAVErage. . ciiiiiiiiea i 10. 28

0 0§ £

In'its report on the beef industry the Dé%m)eht of Commerce and Labor(1904)
estimated our annual beef supply at 13,000,000 head; of which. agproximabely :
500,000 are annually exported, leaving 12,500,000 (see pp. 53 to 67); of this number it
was estimated that the six large packers slaughter 45 per cent. If this be approxi-
mately- corréct, therni; of“the total, butcher hides prodiuced by packers are 5,425,000,
- Since 1904 there has been an increase in cattle, other than milch cows, of 16 per cent
(8e€1907 Statistical Abstract). Assuming butcher hides to have had a similar in-
crease, the total would be 14,376,000, of which the six large packers, however, have
not increased their slaughter. - - T L
The Bureau of Animal Indusiry estimated about 2,324,773 cattle that die by disease
and accident for 1904, To what extent the hides are taken we know of no tigures to
show, - That it is & large per cent there can be no doubt, probably at least 50 per cent,
or 1,162,386, total animal-hide production of fallen hides that go into the open market,
Hides undeniably are as extensively produced and-marketed as the distribution of
cattle, which stock raisers, farmers, and small butchers produce and market every-

where, _ , , .
The value of cattle hides imported for nune months, 1908, shown by Summary of

Commierce and Finance of United States for September, 1908, was the average 11.5
cents perpound. = = . o B o o .

" The importation of hides of cattle decreased in 1907 compared with 1906, and for the
nine monthsending Septetnber, 1906, 1907, arid 1908, show a decrecase in importation
of hides of ¢attle; 1908 shows 6:4 per cent under 1907, aud 184 per cent under 1906.

During the same nine months; iniportations of _leaﬁi_er'and’ leather articles declined
as follows: 1908 under 1907, 45.8 per cent, and under 1906, 35.3 per cent.

During the same period (nine months’ comparison), there was an-increase’'in exports
of shoes; 10.9 per cent over 1906, and almost as great export as for same period, 1907,

In the case of sole leather-there was an increase 1908 over 1907 of approximately 7
{)er cent, though a large falling off as compared to 1906, which was an unustial year
or importation of hides, which, no doubt, were made into leather and exported.
Sole leather is chiefly exported ffom imported hides, with a drawback equal to the

It may be fairly gathered, from the total cattle slaughter of around 12,500,000 to
13,000,000 héad, and probably 1,000,000 fallen hides, that we produce cattle hides
near 14,000,000, and at 60 pounds average, which is under the average green, aud 15
per cent shrinkage in curing leaves 51 pounds per head, total weight cured hides,
714,000,000 pounds, as compared to about 134,000,000 pounds of cattle hides imported.

If we deduct the 31,000,000 pounds of sole leather exported, and the leather manu-
factured articles shown in the foregoing tables, it scems certain that so far as catile =
hides are used for articles consuimed in this country, our production is suflicient for
our home consumption. Furthermore, that there is an open market for 55 per cent of
butcher hides and all fallen hides, making in all about 40 per cent in hands of the hig

packers at time skinned, and 60 per cent widely distributed.
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The Unioni Stock Yards, Chicago, have just issucd for distribution among the
stockmen attending the International Live Stock Exposition, now holding its annual
meoting at Ohicago, the following statement: L
** To stockmen and farmers; N L e T

“Do you know that 44.7 per cent of the 2,154,690 cattle received at Chicago so
far this year havo been sold and shipped alive, mainly for eastern slaughter and
export? ~Also, that last year the number was 43.9 per cent and the year before 40.6
per cent, while during several monthe this year over 50 per cent were sold and shipped

alive? . . L o AT Sl
“The significance of ‘this increasing percentage of live shipments lics in the fact

of growing competition among buyers on the Chicago market, _ o
‘"Kastern buyers and exporters are constantly on the market, and they look to:
Chicago as headquarters for supplies, thus furnishing at all times full competition.
From 40 to 50 per cent of the total cattle recoipts at Chicago are sold on the market
- for ahtlp"ment alive, mainly to eastern slaughtering points and to the scaboard for
export.’! . R i L ] O
Jn January 15, 1908, the same company issued and distributed the following card,
showing the sale and disposition for a weck and the wide range of alauﬁ?ter:
“Just think of it! = Outside buyers in a single day buy on the Chicago market
and ship out. (81 carloads of live stock to 195 different consignees at 150 different
points in 9 diffetent States. - , o ST
: “' As showing the incréasing outside competition in’ bu’fying and wide ranf‘efof; dis-
tribution of live stock sold on the Chicago market, the following reports of the past
 week’s shipments are' quoted: ... .. - o e SRR
‘““Monday, out of 2,615 carloads received; outside buyers bought and shipped out
681 carloads of live stock to 195 different consignees at 150 different pointsin 9 different
States. . Fourteen consignees shipped 322 cars, while 181 consignees shipped 3569 cars,
and there were more than 100 different shipments of 1 carload each. Monday’s cattle
shipments totaled 10,476 head, breaking the record for one day. Of these, only 383
head were stockers and feeders. . - - . .
‘‘Wednesday, ‘out of 1,744 cars received, 499 cars were sold and shipped alive to
198 different consignees at 167 different points in-10 different States. g
“Thursday, 1,100 cars were received, while 420 cars were shipped to 132 different
consignees at 78 difierent Doints in:16 different States. . e
“During the week there were shipped out 2,306 carloads, or 113,910 head of live
~ stock, of which 1,655 carloads, or 34,839 head (averaging 21 head per car) were cattle,
consdtu‘ting 48.6 per.cent of the receipts.. . .. - = . , i B
“This Weqk;,sta_rtin'(f oiit with active markets, a ﬂtrong demand from every source,
- and prospects. for good prices, notwithstanding Monday’s run of 3,050 cars, or about
136,000 animals, bids fair to exceed the above records. _ R
' “These figires prove that the outsidé demand and competition for beef cattle and
all other live stock at Chicago is greater than ever,”” . i e
Later and in February the same company issued a card containing similar informa-
_tion for one day’s business, Monday, February 10, 1908, as follows: G e
" “Chicago’s enorntous live-stock receipts and shipments create new records. Run
“Monday, February 10, 1908, the Chicago Union Stock Yards received 33,601
cattle, 1,303 calves, 87,716 hogs, 26,999 sheep, and 838 horses, or a total of 150,367
animals, in 2,933 cars, breaking the previous record of hog receipts and total number
of animals received. e el , . e
“Of the receipts, there were sold and shipped alive mainly to eastern slaughtering
points and for export, 10,063 cattle, 28 calves, 21,138 hogs, 6,469 sheep, and 109 horses,
or & lotal of 37,807 animals in 787 cars breakfng al} previous records of hog shipments,

total number of carloads ship‘ped,'-:and total number of animals shipped. ..

“The grand total handled by the railroads and the Union Stock Yards and Transit -
Company on that day was 188,164 animals and 3,720 cars, which is equal to a solid
train over 28 ndlcs;l‘on?, or if ranged in single filo would make a solid procession of
animals over 209 miles long and require ten days to pass a given point marching con-
stantly at the rate of 20 miles per day. This is something never before equaled.
Moreover, all were quickly and easily handled. _ v e

“Monday’s enormous receipts were promptly absorbed at only a slight reduction
from the prices of the previous wéek, practically all being sold on day of arrival,
Packers got upward of 51,000 hogs, shippers bought close to 25,000, and the remainder
were mixed hogs, mostly sold to speculators. - Of the 11,000 left over 4,000 were
- carried over by shippers and 7,000 by speculators, almost everything being sold.
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““No other livo-stock market in the world could have withstood such an enormous
run in proportion without a disastrous ‘break-in prices, - Yot so great is the demand
for meats and live stock of all kinds at Chicago:thut Tuesday, with full ordinary
receipts, hogs sold b to 10 cente higher and cattle and sheep about steady, while
Wednesday’'s markets show further-advances of 6 to 10 cents in every department.

“The ahove facts demonstrate the value to shippers of Chicago’s splendid market
facllitics, her practically unlimited capacity for handling live stock, and the constant
tremendous demand at Chicago for live stock of all kinds at the highest average
prices, : _ o

- ‘“These statements of figures we have no reason to doubt, and they point: to the
fact that the steck raiser and farmer get the benéfit of whatever competition thero is
for the entire animal and all parts going to make up its value, The castern buyer
geta the hide as well as the animal, and undoubtedly for both when he buys the one,
relying upon his expectations to sell the hide as well as the meat in proportion to its

value, - o Lo

““The total cattle marketed at Chicago for 1907 was 3,305,314 head; calves, 421,934
head. Of the cattle thus marketed, there were 377,000 of western range cattle, or 11.4
per cent; the halance came mainly from corn-belt States, - The committee will find,
if it cares to investigate it, that Iowa leads in the total, and that the best cattle are
marketed in one, iwo, and three carload shipments by the farmets from all the corn-
belt States, and these furnish a large part of the shipments to eastern slaughtering

The contention that the farmer gets no advantage from higher priced hidee is absurd
in view of these facts, and that the hides are bought by the tanners from the local
butchers. That the price of the hide is an important factor is so well stated in an
article written by J. A. Spoor, president of the Union Stock Yards, of Chicago, appear-

ing in the Live Stock World of January 1, headed ‘' Live Stock Trade of 1907, that

we copy as follows; : o : e s
“No. 1 packer's heavy native steer hides made a decline from 164 to 16} cents in
January, to 114 to 11§ cents in December, or more than 28 per cent, making a differ-
ence in this item alone of nearly $4 per head in the returns from medium to prime
native steers, while packer’s prime tallow declined from 6§ to 7 cents in January to
5? to 53 venta in December, or over 18 per cent, making a furiher difference in returns
of about Qﬁer head, with the decline still greater on the poorer classes of hides and
ch:(x;per grades of tallow, and there was a similar decrease of values for all other by-
It is a matter of common knowledge among stockmen that there was a serious decline
in prices of cattle during 1907, concurrent with the decline in hides. .This decline
was subetantially similar at all markets, Of course there are a multitude of condi-
tions which-affect the price, and always present the effort of buyers to purchase at
a8 low a figure as they can secure. When the supply is great the buyer dominates the
market, and when the supply is less that power is less. That applies to the animal as
whole, and necessarily to every part of it which competitive buyers can use; certainly
to the hide, because there is no special expensive equipment essential to taking care
of the hide and a ready market for them to the tanners,. Aside from calves; the claim
that the packers handiel on the average, the heavy hides and other slauiﬁwrers the
lighter hides haa little, if any, foundation, when it is remembered that they furnish
the only market for canners on which the hide weight is much below the average.

v,

The controversy mainly arises on the demund. of manufactirers of shoes, and
tanners, that hides be placed on the free list, which is one of the plans advocated
looking to a reduction'in cost of leather. If the stock raiser and farmer must suffer
for this reason, just let it go round, then the protective system will go down altogether.
- Under the present law the tariff on cattle, hides (dry, salted, or pickled), is 15 per
cent ad valorem, provided that upon all leather exported made from imported hides
there should be allowed a drawback equal to the amount of the duty paid on said
hides, etc, (See item 437, effective July 24, 1897.) On leather there is an ad valorem
duty of 20 per cent, with the exception of certain sorts of leather not necessary to
zgg'c)ify. On shoes and boots there 18 an ad valorem duty of 25 per cent. (See item

The proposition which is made by the above-named associations is that the duty
on hider be not reduced, because the duty is very small, and they are as much entitled
to it as'anybody else, . = S o e

he part of the manufacturers is that the tariff should be taken

The contention on t | :
oft hides on the theory that thoy want “free raw material.” Hides are as much the
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,;‘r‘:xiuct‘ of labor and skill as anything else, hence ean not he called raw material,

¢ “free raw material? u.rfument_'hu for its major premise the denial of the right of
protection to the producer of such articles as some one elso wishes to prepare for market
or manufacture in some other form, and to have and deémand a protective tariff on
what in turn he produces for sale suflicient to put the outside competitors practically
out of business, ~ The mapufacturer in such s cane amerts with great vehemence the
correctness of the principles of protection that he desires to apply in such matters as
to hest subserve his own ptirposo; regardless of the effect it may have on others, indeed
denying the same sort of rights to the farmer and stock raiser,” As part of the plan he
insists not only for the protective tariff on what he produces, but for the articles
which he wishes to uso in his husiness; he wants to buy in the markets of the world
without havir_xg;'to'&):y,ﬁn / import, duty, and to force the farmer and stock raiser to
meet that competition,  That-is, that he he-accorded the protection in order that he
ma{, increase his biisiness, or the price; and that others equally meritorious as citizens
of the country shall be denied the same privilege in:order-that he may profit,

He says it costs him more for labor and materials than his foreign competitor, over-
looking the fact that the farmer and stock raiser isin the sume boat, - . -~

The claim that no labor or investment is required. to produce a hide is quite as
applicable to tallow and meat. It takes three years to mature a 3-year-old steer, and
where land is exclusively devotéd to grazing an investment of an average of.$50 in

-land and -constant caré and attention. The investment in the property on which to
raise cattle and feed them is enormous, and the investment in farm value of cattle
slone is meay times greater than all the leather.and shoe business of the country,

As applied to commodities of prime necessity which are not produced in this country,
and as to which the stimulation of reasonable protection will not induce any con-
siderable production, it may he, and as 4 rule probably is, best where the protective
system is gdﬁp&edfas'a-pol%;y'otg'qver:ment to admit such articles free of duty in
order that they msy he maniifactured and the finished product supplied to the trade
without heing burdened with the import duty. In such an instance we are concerned
only in the use, manufacture, or trade of the article so imported free of duty, and we
are not concerned in the producers of the article; and hence under no obligation to
protect his interest as 8 producer. -The case is entirley different when sn article of
commerce is 8 matter of extensive and general production in this country, where great
numbers of people must suffer loss by being compelled to meet the.price at which it
might be imported free, When the cost of production in this country is greater than it

- isin countries from which such products would be drawn if imported free of duty, .

In the case of hides, it is perfectly plain that if they are to be put upon the free list,
then we mtist undertake to sell hides in all of the markets of the world in competition
with thr;o::dproduced everywhere else; and that regardless of the circumstances of the
cost of production. - We must be rohhed of our home market to seek one elsewhere so
loni,‘nt lenst, as the markets in other portions of the country are better. - The abeurdity
of the proposition as applied to hides of cattle so extensively produced in every State
in the Union needs no argument to support it if the princaiple of protection is to be
applied at all, and if when applied it is to be done fairly to all interests and oot as
mere favoritism, and by protective system we do not mean merely on leather products,
but on all the farmer bu‘v;sg o e i

Perhapa the stongest objection to the protective system is that in its practical agpl§~
cation it huilds up an individual or a business or a clase of individuals and their busi.

- ness by giving them an advantage over producers in foreign countries or the importers
from foreign cotintries, which advantage must be paid for to the extent to which it
may exist by the pfu‘biic 'of this country as consumers of the articles thus protected
and in this way the localities whero the husiness which is protected exints is favore
to that extent as may be husiness incidentally or directly connected with such pro-
tected industries, to the detriment of the other part of the country, The principles
of government recognized in this country are that no special interests shall he sub-

- served by law, and it ought not to be the intention, therefore, of the protective tariff
to subserve a special interest. The object is to subserve the hest interest of the entire

country, and we may assume that the s)eople of this country have decided correctly

that that can be best done by a protective tariff, but at the same time they have not
meant to decide-that a protective tariff shall be applied with partiality and one large
and meritorious class of people he deprived of it in order that some others may reap a
reater profit in their bhusiness; and this is the very use to which the manufacturer
~ hera seeks to make by his demand for free hides and free wool.
= The point at which the people smiffer in such a case is that they pay a hi;iher price
for the protected article because there is a duty upon it~ This may not be the case in

sll instances, but as a general proposition it can scarcely be denied, We may assume
that the public has decided that it is best for the people as'a whole that they should
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pay s higher price, if by doing so great industries are huilt up in this country, hy

rtion from outside competition; laborers employed, and the mantifacturer and
laborer in turn becoming the customer for that which is produced in other spheres of
industry, The theory is that if a factory can run, pay good wages, and supply the
trade by furnishing a market'for the farmer, and that althongh the farmer may have to
pay s higher price for the manufactured article, he is thereby furnished a market for
what he grows and gets a better market for it, and in the end is more benefited than
damaged, Thatistomy, the great home market is built up. The ability of the people
in this country as consumers to afford a market for the production of this country is
wonderfully enhanced by the fact that we manufacture at home what we need and
that we can better afford to pay more forit. .

This is the backbone of the argument in support of the protective system, which
means higher price on manofactured articles than would exist could we go into the
markets of the world and import them free of duty, . _ ,

Now, let us apply this argument to the ‘cost of thé production of hides, If the
principle is good in the one case, it is good in the other, and it is plain to be seen that
the producer of hides is as mtich entitled to a protective tariff on hides in order to
enable him to get a higher price for the hides than otherwise he would get; and thus
stimulate the production and make him better able to buy manufactured articles, as
is the-manufacturer. The ri%ht to equal protection of the law entitles the stock
raiser and farmer to the benefit of 8 protective tariff on hides or wool, so long as it
exists on the things which he buys, and the opportunity at least to benefit by it, pre-
cisely-in the same manner and for the same purpose that the manufacturer is entitled
to it can not be fairly denied. T . . L
. Much has been sid about benefit that the farmer derives from frpu’_action, but the
instances are very rare where he derives a direct henefit from the dirty on the articles
which he produces,  The benefit is said to arise from the general application of the
protective tariff in that it affords him a better market wherever he can be protected,
in order to enable him to get 8 hetter market and a better pnce. But on what prin-
ciple can he be denied the same protection on his ucts, so that he in turn may
become s hetter customer-of the producer or manufacturer, and thus make a better
market for the latter? - ‘ , L

On what principle can it be aserted that the producer of sugar is entitled to a pro-
tective tariff which will not equally apply to the production of hides or the manufac-
ture of leather? The tanner wants free hides; the shoe manufacturer free leather and
free hides: both from selfishness. P Ce L

The contention thst some one hetween the producer of hides and consumer of
leather takes advantage of his ability to monopolize the market on hides and deprive

—the stock raiser and farmer of the benefit of protection has no place in the argument
upon the question as to whether or not the producer of hides is entitled to a protective
tariff, . If this is a monopoly against the hide producers; it is the duty of the Govern-
ment to destroy it and not to destroy the producer of hides. If there is to be estab-
lished the principle that wherever the rmduce_r of an article protected is deprived of
the benefit of the protection by monopoly, and on that ground the product is admitted
free of duty, thé law will have placed a premium on monopoly, which it should destroy,
It simply enables the monopoly:to bily. chea"‘)er. Suppose, for example, the duty
should be taken off the hides, and they should he hought in foréign colntries and laid -
down in this country 156 per cent lese than the present valué of hides, who would get
the benefit of it, if such monopoly exista as iy amerted? The place at which to begin
in point of law to meet conditions that may'be thus produced by monopoly is not hy
taking the tariffs off so-called raw materials {iro_du(.fgd by the farmers and stock radsers
of this cotintry, who do not create monopolies, hit to take the tariff off the mani-
factured articles, so that the consumer will get the henefit in the end. If the pro-
ducers of leather in this country have suflicient control of the hide market that they
can name the price at which the producer must sell the hides, they can equally be as
powerful to name the price of leather made from imported hides, ) )

Now, suppose the tariff were taken off the hides and they are 1p(_z_rnuﬂed to go into
the markets of the world and buy them as cheap or cheaper than they do in this
country. Can anyone give any assurance that the price of leather will derline on
that account? And suppose the price of leather does decline—who can vouchsufe
that the manufacturers of shoes will sell them cheaper becaure of the lower price of
leather? The fact is that neither the price of leather nor shoes has fluctuated with
the price of hides,

It will be interesting to compare the price of hides, leather, and shoes at stated
periods during each year for several yvears paat. It will doubtless be found that the
relative price of shoes was in the main not apparently affécted by the price of leather

or the ptice of hides.
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From two-thirds to three-fourths of all the beef cattle uced in the United
States come from west of the Missimsippi River, and necessarily the hides are produced
in that section: =To say that the value of the animal is not affected by the value of
the hide is equiivalent to saying that it was not affected by the value of the wool nor
the quehity, character, or value of the meat. We might admit that under some cir-
cumstances the owner of the animi 1 may not be able to get as much as it is worth
compared with what the consumer finally pays for the finished and prepared product,
but that does not mean that the value of the animal is not affected by an absolute .
higher or lower price of some material part of it. The question is, Shall the law
declare that the producer of these great articles of trade shall be &eprived of the
benefit of protection for the same purpose which the manufacturer has it, upon the
mere asgertion of some one who perhaps knows nothing about it, that the value of
the animal is not to he affected by the tariff on hides or on wool? A false assertion
made for profit. e , :

Equality of opportunity is 8 maxim of the law, and it lies in no man’s mouth to say
that a certain class shall not have it because of the assertion that it can not make uee
of it, - It certainly can notif the law denies theright, =~ . . . . .

Undeniably the prosperity of the live-stock business in cattle, phee‘p, and hogs in
the coiintry west of the Mississippi River has made the upbuilding of that vast area -
posgible, and has added commercially to the prosperity of the whole country. It is
to that souirce which the manufacturers of the East must look to sell their products,
and if the people of that great section are to be impoverished in order that profits may
be still greater for the manufacturer in the East, or for any other reason, it will be a
perversion of the professed principles underllying the protective tariff system. In
only a few articles can they possibly directly benefit by protection. Shall it be
denied on those? .-, .. . .. e C
It may be said that the motive on'the part of the stock raisers and producers of

hides and wool is for a protective tariff in order to profit by it; that istrue. Why not?
Surely no less can be said of the motive of those who seek to put hides and wool on
the free list. If these articles should be put on the free list in order that the manu-

facturers msyjlproeper_to"a eater extent than now by being able to seek a cheaper
~ source of sipply, why should not the farmer likewise be entatled to go abroad to buy
his supplies, becaise to do so he may prosper more than now? .. S

Millions of:pe?_la are engaged in producing animals, hides; and wool. Shall they
be sacrificed; and the manufacturers of those products, far less in number, be given
a special privilege, on the mere assertion that to do so will reduce the:price of shoee
or clothes to the consumer? Cast up and see who is making the most profit. The
manufacturer has no notion of reducing the price; his motive lies in getting the more
profit from the man who toils to make the so-called taw material, and to buy the
manufacturer's goods. - He is not in businees for benevolence., He hauints the halls
of Congress and the hotel lobbies at Washington, while the farmer herds and feeds
his stock,.and tills the land and supports his family, for whom he buys the clothes
and shoes from which the manufacturer profits. The manufacturer looks after making
the laws in person, the farmer and stock raiser must leave it to his representative.
What will be the result? . .

S S ‘ V1.

- . The live stock interests which are represented desire to call specific attention of the -
Ways and Means Committee to the importance of this industry to the prosp_eritg of
the nation, and that its trade shoild be fostered in every way to the end of the best
market at home and abroad, and we here copy an extract from the gmmphlet issned

by the Agricultural Department Bureau of Statistics, Bulletin No. 55, as follows:

IMPORTANCE OF THE MEAT INDUSTRY.

With a meat export in 1900 amounting to one-eighth of the production, the growing
of meat animals and the manufacture of the products derived from their slaughter are
largely depenident upon the export trade, and the foreign marketing is eseential to
the maintenance of the present magnitude of the meat industry and of prices profitable

to the farmer. _ e i s s P
Although this is a country. of meat eaters, with a total population estimated by the

Bureau of the Census at 84,000,000 in 1906, the surplus of meat produced in 1900, as
estimated in the preparation of this bulletin, was large enough to feed either the"
United Kingdom or the German Empire for nearly half a year. or both for nearly
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three months; the population of those two countries in 1901 was 98,000,000, as ¢om-.
pared with a poputlation of 76,000,000 in this country the year before, L

If such an immense q"l'i'zin_tity_o{ surplis meat food were to be confined within this
country by the refusal of foreign countries to bity it, there would follow consequiences
to farmer, rangeman, slaughterer, and packer which would be financially disastrous.

In the valuation of all domestic animals in the census of 1900 the kind of meat
animals having the highest value in the aggregate was cattle, The value of all cattle
on farms and ranges and off farms and ranges in cities, villages, and elsewhere, was
$1,600,000,000, about one-third of which is the value given to dairy cows and two-
thirds:to other cattle. Swine occupy second place in order of valite, but much below
the total for cattle, the figures given being $239,000,000. Sheep have third place
with $171,000,000,:and goats have the small place indicated by $3,400,000. A grand
total value of all meat animals on and off farms and ranges, according to the census,
was $1,920,000,000. . Y , S .

The latest annual estimate of the value of meat animals on farms and ranges made -
by the Bureau of Statistics. of the. Department of Agriculture, January 1, 1907, gives
to dairy cows the valiie of $845,600,000, or an increase of $137,000,000 over 1900, The
decreased total value given to other cattle, although the value is larger per head,
somewhat offsets the increase for dairy cows, since the loss in other cattle 1s $85,000,000
from: the value of 1900, The estimate for sheep for 1907 indicates an increase of
$34,000,000. in “value above the census statement, and for swine an increase of
$186,000,000; there is no estimate for goats, which, for present purposes, may be
reﬁrde}i n;f;avmgt_he 1900 census value.. L o

eat animsals on farme and ranges January 1, 1907, increased in value in the aggre-
gate $272,000,000 above the census amount of June 1, 1900, and rose to o total value
of $2,162,000,000. . The estimates of this department are for January 1, a time of the
year wlien the number of awine and sheep is about one-fifth less than that on June 1,
which is the census date, and the number of cattle is less in midwinter than on
June 1. Hence, if the department’s statements for January 1 were raised to a basis
of June 1, the foregoing valutes for 1907 would be increased.

OTHER ITEMS OF CAPITAL,

Not only are the prices of meat animals directly affected by the marketing of the
national surplus of meat, but likewise the value of the farms and ranges on which”
they are raised. - While nearli/ all farms maintain at least one meat animal, the farmsy
and ranges devoted especially to the production of live stock are the ones more
directly affected. . _ e

The value of live-stock farms and ranges was estimated by the Burean of Statistics
of the Department of Agriculture in 1905 to be $7,951,000,000, by sdding to the census
valuation the increase of the succeeding five yvears. Some horse and mule farms are
unavoidably included. o o .

‘To the value of meat animals and of live-stock farms and ranges should be added
the value of implements and machinery on siich farms and ranges, or $235,500,000.

Then there is a'large amount of capital invested in wholesale slaughtering, meat
packing, lard refining, and oleomargarine establishments which was determined by
the Bureau of the Census to be $238,000,000 in 1904, o e =

" The sum of the foregoing items of capital directly affected by the export of the
national surplus of meat is $10,625,000,000 and this capital is directly dependent
upon such disposal for its profitable use and, indee¢d, for the integrity of the invest-
ment. . - : : : DL ST o

In addition to the capital concerned there are annual productions that should be
poted. Upon the basis of census values the farm value of the cattle, sheep, and swine
_slaughtered and exporteéd alive in 1900 was $649,417,340. This is a computed value
and may e above or below the fact for 1900; hut whatever the triie value was for that
vear, it was much larger for 1906, with its high values and large exports ag well as
perhaps increased home consumption. )

The great annual corn crop of the country, having a value of $1,167,000,060 in 1906,
is very largely converted into meat, fats, and oils, and a large fraction of this crop is
exported in the form of the commodities mentioned.
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(faﬁi(dl direetly affected by exports of surplus mea,

~ lwm. Valne,

Valiie of domestic moat ailmals oit (arms and ranges, Jaiuary 1, 107, .............. woersl 82,152,320, 349
Valie of domeastic meit animials not on farms end ratiges, June 1, 1900, ... .00 00 487627290

Value of live-stock farms aid ranges, 1005, SULINIL. ... veueeeerivesistiverscseersnsrins i 7,950,919,310

_ Value of Implements and machinery on live stock farms and ranges, June 1, 1900, ....... , 477,714

Carual of wholesalo slaughtering, meat-packing, lard-refining, and oleomargarine estab- s

lishinents, 194, .. ... T R O O P T Veserieasseiieviiiis Vevieeeediie 237,714,690

Total....iviviienninns IR IRV C virireredanaesesebeinaieresasaeionsiaiiariesd] 10,625, 059,283

COMPARISON WITH OTHER INVESTMENTS,

Better to understand the magnitude of the interests involved. in the maintenance
- of meat exports, comparisons may be made with-other aggregates of capital and classes
of wealth, The capital directly related to meat production for export,-:glo,szs,ooo,ooo,'
- is five-sixths as large as all capital invested in manufacturing in 1904, . It is barel
~under the figures representing the capitalization of the net earnings-of steam rail-
roads, estimated by the Bureau of the Census, June 1, 1904; it is a little greater than
the estimated true value of all property situated in.the South Central division of
Btates in 1904, as also of all g;operty situated in the Rocky Motuntain and Pacific
regions, It is more than one billion dollars above the value of the real estate and of
the implements and machinery of farme devoted chiefly to prodicing cotton, hay,
and grain; or the estimatod true value of all proferty situated in-New England in
1904; or the estimated true value of the entire real estate of the South in 1904, It is
nearfy twice the value of the real estate and of the implements and machinery of
farms devoted chiefly to producing cotton, fruit, rice, sugar, tobacco, vegetables,
and to general farming; or more than twice the estimated true value of street railways,
shipping, waterworks, telegraph and telephone systems, electric light and power
stations, Pullman and private cars, and canals in 1904.

Meat capital compared with other capital and classes of wealth.

Item. Value., _ .
Capital directly.related to meat productlon for eXport.........ccocevveerirnrenerneeenass $10, 6 283
Cngltgl l_r_kv@ste{i tg_‘mqufagtuﬂgg,ﬁlwl Po T SO SN lg', Ggf 5?’5.073 .
Ca‘:ltall,z‘aﬁon_o! net earnings of steam railroads; June 1, 1904. .. .. oovceirereervasananes 11, 244, 753, 000
Value of real estate’(1905,"aiitumn)-and of implements and machinery (1900) of farms | . k]
day{qted‘th_e_l_lg,tg_'producmg cotton, hay, and grali. ;.. iveli i eriotsonorecanns .os] 9,074,168, 745
Value'of real estate (1905 *gngu_m;_lz and_o} implements and machinery (tmoo) of farms .
devoted: chiefly :to . r'oduc;rjg cotton;- frult, rice, sugar, tobacco, vegetables, and to S
géneral farming (lncB!xd;ng-small_ speclalties). . oil i it i dveniniiianisies TRty 5,792, 314,027
o A

Estimated true valueé of street rallways, smgpmg',,walerwb}ks; telegraph and te o
systems; electric-ight and power stations, Pullman and private cars, and canals (1904). .| : 4, 480, 546, 909
Esiumated true value of entire roal estate of South Atlantic and South Central divisions, o 505 995 304

904, ... vii..es cesdbaeieiady tismsaerease bieeecesto st earciisastsaressbesstasnnaney
Estimated true value of all property situated in'New Enﬁhnd,- 1004, .. oeiiirporeninnnnns 8, 823, 325,592
Estimated true value of all property situated in the South Central division, 1904......... 10, 052, 467, 528
Estimated true valudorall property situated in the Western divislon (Rocky Mountain o ou s 27!'

L ] . y F04y Q51,4

and Pacific reglons), 1904.. .. ... iuiv i rivianisineivens O T T TP S PEPPRRREN

Under the heading ‘“Stock of Meat Animals—Number in the World,"’ same hulletin,
it is atated: . o e e L
It EKPW,"E that contiguous United States has 74,200,000 cattle of the 424,500,000
cattle known to be in the world, or 17.5 per cent. British India has a larger fraction,
or 20.9 per cent, but the fraction is smaller than that of the United States in every
othor.country-—one-half or less. e o e

This couniry does not figure so largely in comparison with the .tott's-'.?‘shdeg(}i» since _
the number in contigiious United States is but 53,500,000 of the 609,800,000 sheep,
or 8.8 per cent. This fraction is exceeded by that of three countries. Argentina hae
19.7 per cent of the world’s sheep as far as known; Australia has 12.2 per cent; and
European Russia 9.7 per cent. : , L

The greatest prominence of this country in the possession of a meat animal is found
in the number of swine. Of the world’s 141,300,000 known swine, the United States
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has 56,600,000, or 40,1 per cent; Gennanyia the secdfid country inorder of importance.
:’ni:g 8134.4,pex' cent; Austris-Hungary follows with 9 per cent; and European Russis
4 per cent. e R R ,
In the possession of goatetins country occupies a small place, since the number on
and off farms and ranges is only 2.2 per cent of the world’s goats as far as known.
~ The ages of cattle slaughtered is shown in Table 20 of same Bulletin (1900).

TABLE 20.—Computat-ion'b/ alazightm?i cattle, except calves, 1900,

1tem, Per cent.

Total SIMUENLErod.. ... iiuniiviennieniiueniiviniiinerisiiinseaneranisieeiienniis 100°| 12,
Steers, 1 AN UNAOT 2 YOBES .. ....uureirnteeirne e eseneaeeeeneeraneanennenns 13
Bteers, 2 and under 3 years............ ... SE e e L e e 18
Bteers, 3 years ANd OVer. ... v iviiiiuiiiiiiveririreri ittt ere i i, 17
. Totalsteers..................... SR G 48
Bulls, 1 ?uhr’ar\ki“d\;éif; PP 5
Helfers, 1 and UNAOr 2 YOAIS. ... .ooovnrnnnnnerreeeenneieneeeersereneeseonennnnns . 13
Cows.oiioiviviiinininn. Cereivas T P PR S T T 34

As to slaughter of cattle and calves this bulletin shows as follows:
Rl . .._OALVES AND CATTLE, L : S
On referring to Table 23 it will be observed that the coniputations previotisly
explained in detail indicate an available slaughter of 5,831,000 calves in 1900, of
6,229,000 steers; of 649,000 bulls over 1 year old, of 1,687,000 heifers, and of 4,413,000
cows, ..The. number of cattle availdble for giaugh_ter", not including calves, was
12,978,000, of which 240,000 -weré .'eggoited alive, so that the cattle, except calves,
slaughtered in this country was 12,738,000, If to this number the slauglitered calves
be added, the total slaughter of cattle was 18,669,000; and if to this number we add
the number exported alive we have a grand total of 18,809,C0. v
The total cattle received at stock yards at 54 points in the United States where
packing plants are located was 18,777,196; shipments out, 6,187,004; calves, receipts.
1,826,652; shipments out, 421,670, . . - R
See 22d Annual Rept., Bureau of Animal Industry, p. 292.)°
For range in prices of cattle from 1894 to 1905, see pp. 286, 287.) Gl
pon request for the information the Bureau of Animal Industry has furnished us
& statement of the hide supply of the United States as follows: =~ e
- The_ éstimated total slaughter of cattle in the United States in 1900 was about
11,600,000 head, besides’ 5,000,000 calves, and presumably those respective numbers
of cattle hides and calfskins were prodiiced in that year. "As the foregoing figures are
based upon the estimate of the total number of cattle on hiand in the United States
January 1, 1900, of 63,600,000, including calves, and as the estimated number
January 1,°1908, was 71,267,000, it is roughly estimated that the hide production in
1907 was about 13,000,000 ¢attle hides and 5,500,000 calfskins, The total number of
animals slaughtered under Federal meat inspection during the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1908, was 63,973,337, consisting of 7,116,275 cattle, 1,995,487 calves, 9,702,54
sheep, 36,113,077 swine, and 45,953 goats. ;
Thus there appears slaughtered approximately 1 cattle hide to each 6 persons and
1 calf hide to each 15 persons.
VII.
LEATHER AND MANUFACTURES OF LEATHER.
[Statistical Report—Census of Manufacturers, 1905—Department of Comierce and Labor.)
Table 7 shows for 1905 the number of establishments reporting the different kinds
of materials, with the quantity and cost of each kind of material used; the cost of
linings and trimmings and findings, and the amount paid for fuel, rent of power and
heat, mill supplies, ?:eight, and all other materials. R st
The number of establishments given in this table is not the number of distinct
establishments, but the number reporting the different classes of materials, (onse-
quently some establishments are counted several times. The number using pur-
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 chased cut soles, counters, ta‘x, heels, etc., was the largest, 908; of these establish-
ments, 419 used these mqteria s to the exclusion of uncut sole leather. The number

using sole leather in the side was 678; of these, 162 did not use cut soles, etc., or heads,

bellies, and shoulders. The latter class of materials was used by 425 establishments,

but in only 26 exclusively. o
‘TasLe 7.— Materials used, by kind, quantity; and cost, and number of establishments
: reporting each kind, 1905.

TN

| Unttot | ousneir. | Costors
oy o -~ Unit o 5 ost of ma-
Kind. ments | measure. | QUARLILY. [ 4ot vised,
reporting. } ‘
Materials used,.total €ost...........ooviiiiiiiiiiiniiiiiie e oiiiiiiicnicidir i vineeinee. $197, 363, 495
S e S
Sole-leather livthe slde. c...o.ccovvieiniiiiiinnns 678 | Pounds..... 162,631,678 | 36,860,080
* Sole leather (héads, bellies, shouiders, etc.). .. ... 425 |.....do.. 0. 42,510,808 |. 7,374,070
Split leather, finished.............ccoooieeinnnee, 157 |.....doe... . 10,749, 528 2,047, 504
olled splits................ 89 |..... do...... 3,800,701 | 632, 429

Calfand kipskins. .- L0000l 0l 232 (..... do...... 4,240, 190 2,939, 268
Qrali‘and other side leather 399 | 8quare feet..| ~ 80,810,877 |- 11,805,648
Cal{scxk)lns (russet, ooze, kangaroo, dongola calf, M ..... do...... 91,290,110 | 16,200, 144

etes), . T . L R
Patout and enamel | - 692 [..... do...... 47,720,221 12,083,512
Qoatskins. . i isivivin s 7 do. 97, 30, 398,

- 8hoep leather tised for uppers 2,879,
All other ,uﬂpgr-lea_thet.- (et b aeiieeessbinnnd 12, 587,
Material other than:leather used for uppers....... 1,958,
Linings and trimmings, all kinds................. 10, 561,
Cut soles;, counters, taps, heels, etc., purchased. .. 24, 143,
Findings purchased...................co0eeunaae. 13, 080,
Fuel, tent and power and heat, mill supplles, © 11,834,

ﬂefght, and all other materlals.

Calfskins (russet, ooze,: kangaroo, dongola calf, etc.), were used by 592 establish-
‘meits, of which 313 did not uee calf and kip skins. Calf and kip skins were used by
232 establishments, but only 38 used them exclusively. Of 167 establishments using
split leather, finished, 86 did riot use rolled splits; and of 89 using rolled splita, only 6

id not use split leather; finished. o R R

There are two principal classes of leather used in the manufacture of boots and
shoes—Ileather from which soles, counters, taps, heels, etc., are made, known ae:sole
lleat!}:je_l'. and leather from which vamps, quarters, etc.; are made, known as upper

eather. o T T

The cost of sole’leather in the side, heads, bellies, shotilders, étc,, as reported at
the census of 1905 was $44,235,050, This amount, added to the $24,143,824 paid for
cut soles, counters, .taps,:lieels, “etc., 'Eu:chaged,-makes the expenditure for sole
leather $68,378,874, or 34,6 per cent of the total cost of materials, . ,

Upper. leather cost $91,562,459,. or 46.4 per cent of the total cost of materials, and
all upper mate'ri’a_l;"includihfmateﬁa_l other than leather, $93,508,605, or 47.4 per cent;
linings, trimmings, and findings, $23,641,647, or 12 per cent, and fuel, rent of power
and heat, mill supplies, freight, and all other materials, $11 é34,869,’ or 6 per cent,

Of upper leather, goatskin was the most largely reported in 1905.  As a result of
the success attending the tanning of such skins by the ‘‘chrome” process there has
been put on the market a glazed kid that gives the greatest satisiaction to manu-
facturers. = Jts cost was 32.2 per cent of the cost of all itpper leather. Calfskin, patent -
and enamel and grain leather were also used to a considerable extent, but shee'r and
gplit leather were used in comparatively small quantities. = A large amount is included
under “‘all upper leather,’”” mainly because of the inability of some manufacturers to
segregate the kinds and quaritities of leather purchased. ‘‘Materials other than
leather used for uppers” was separately considered at this census for the first time,
and 210 establishments reported an expenditure of $1,956,146 for such materials,

Table 8 shows the number of establishments reporting the different kinds of products
and the quantity and value of each kind for 1900 and 1905. The number of establish-
ments is the number reporting the various kinds of products and not the number of
distinct establishments. Therefore some establishments are included several times.
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TABLE 8.—Products, by kind, quantity, and value, with number of establishments re-

porting each kind, and per cent of increase: 1905 and 1900,

Numberof | o
Sl e establishments | Value. Per:
‘Kind, _reporting; cent
. s lofins
; : ; crease.
10057 | 1000 1905 f 1900
Products, total valus boots, shoos, and shippers....|........|e.eeen.. £320, 107, 458 | 5258, 060, 580 8.6
: "f‘o%:!l n!i:‘x;i:ber OUDAILS. 2 .vernrrnrnseerenns R ORAREN IORBIIN ORI .‘34?,, &gjfgg é;g:;mmjgg 1.1
~ Total valtie.i:.....;.. Sibosnerasecesesenascarrvarcsfescesesofacnsnons X R 3 2.6
Men'd boots and shoes. ..., .o 0 Il 3560, reenrirdeeres AN
) Numberof palrs................. . 83,434,322 | 67,742,839 2.2
, AIUG. 4 vy iaicitssyenrmnsaranenen . $142,038,632 | $108, 105,938 |  31.4
Boy#’ and youths’ hoots and shoes................}] 208 388 l.....0i00uns cofeeriaiiisicinianiniin,
‘Iggl‘mberqf PRIES. o e eevetiinneneisnrneransanees EPTTT ‘%},;&Z,% él),_%l,gg :;
: T8, 4 46 i sanivanasnacnoneansiossscunnsesses vrevess : 17
"Women's boots and shoes. ........ccoveeviinnnnen,, 464 EEY N ARSI DO RSN IS .
Ng!mbgsrpf PAITS. . vuerrenennnns . Foeienaferenenns &,gg,g;g ‘g‘:,%‘z,&a";} ‘ 23.?
UO. o aibiivasyisesocrvsornnss e seesasfecsinanne 3 3
- Misses’ and children’s boots and shoes. . 7771 RLL . e eierleeres ORIV A
Number of PAIFS...vvieeerrnrrciiccanaeceieascisersssas]orianaes 41, 416,967 41,843,202 1. 1LO
VBIUG. . .2 cnriniinnenransnsensnntenessnensennns USRS NP $31,056,919 | $30,094,011 | 13,2
Men’s, boye', and youths’ slippers............. . 108 135 viesasedeasiienassitisfiineanes ‘
= §3¥3t¢r Ol PAITS.. . vivuvneennn Cereeee ‘ ,}%’S“i g :
B0 e iesesorsissessncrnonninenoon y 17 N
Women’s, misses’, and children’s shppers..........: 238: 278 {........... U (IS R,
Nugxlaer Of PBIFS. < vv v eevnisrsnninnnenrsnns i : o3, 115, 04} 18,61, A
3 alue....... eeeiiesesrirnetenanabansosantniane fevevinas | I ! 34, 3 .9
Al other kinds. ... . 2000 11T i e PRUPTPI ROV ORI .
' Number of pairs 8,532,343 5,983,405 | 61,9
Value......,... . col $3,331,600 2,041,611 63.2
Al other prodicts. . ... oot iiesiineisnsenensensns 2| £,327,006 - 82,175,738 |  53.0
Amount recefved for work done for others......... : 89 { M8 $792,116 i $1,073,576 126, 2

The reports in 1905 sliowed that 24,144,616 more pairs of boots, shoes, and slippers
were e in the United States than in 1900, a gain of 11,1 per cent; the value in-
creased $60,267,121, or 23,6 per cent. The greatest increase was in the manufacture
of men’s boots and shoes, -the increase being 15,691,483 pairs, or 23.2 per cent, and
$33,932,604 in value, or 31,4 per.cent, Boys' and youths’ shoes increased but 686,757
pairs, or 3.3 per cent; while the value increased $3,662,001; or 17.2 per cent. The
~ number of pairs of women’s shoes ‘manufactured increased 4,498,223, or 6.9 per cent
~ and the value $16,457,713, or 20.1 per cent. There was a decrease in number o

misses’ and ‘children’s shoes manufactured of 426,236 pairs, or 1 per cent, but an
~ increase. in value of $3,962,308, or 13.2 per cent. The manufacture of slippers was
~ increased to the extent of 425,450 pairs, or 2.6 per cent, and $1,062,226 in value, or

8.2 per cent. For “all other kinds,’” which. includes infants’ shoes, moccasins;
- athletic, and bathing shoes, etc., an increase of 3,268,938 pairs, or 61.9 per cent, and
‘ 81,290,1’79‘in value; or 63.2 per cent, is shown, Instances of decreases and small
increases in quantity which appear in the table are attributed to slight changes in
classification, which resulted in swelling the total of “all other kinds® in 1905, thus
. causing the large increase in that item, _ :

It is plain from the foregoing that the amount of cattle leather in shoes is 80 small -
per pair that the difference in cost of shoes per puir on the average is so small that the
consumer will not get any of it. S S . S

If we take the total leather; a pair of heavy shoes at 3 pounds, which is above the
average, and assume that cured hides make an average of 63 per cent leather and is
- worth 11 cents per pound for the hide, the weight of hide would be 4.8 pounds at
11 cents, eqiua} 52.8 cents, duty 16 per cent, equal 7.9 cents, or 2,64 cents per pound
of cattle hide in a pair of shoes, 4 _ . o E ‘
~ Now, the per cent of heavy shocs to the total is very small, and considering the

per cent of sole leather used, and the fact that it will probably run as low as one-half
pound, and average for all shoes probably 1§ pounds, it will be scen that the average
difference in the cost of shoes per pair will not be more than 3 or 4 cents.

This seems to be borne out by the evidence before the commitiee. Now, look at
the fluctuations in the price of hides and leather for ten years of the tariff, and observe
that every year, for the entire period, cattle hides fluctuated in price between the
high and low levels, 16 per cent or more, and leather from 6 to 10 per cent or more,
not apparently with the price of hides, and it will at once be seen that it would be
impossible for the shoe manufacturer of shoes and leather to take care of this 3 or 4
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cents per:pair of shoes. What those fluctuations would have been with free hides
- there would be rio way of telling, U . - -
‘The price of leather to the shoe manufacturer must be high enough to take care of
the fluctuations in hides and leather, and the shoe manufacturer must put his price
high enough to take care of the fluctuations in leather, which would swallow up the
3 or 4 cents. And this, asuming an active competition in both shoe and leather
- manufactures, which is doubtless more imaginary than real, so far as price to the
consumer .is concernied. Then comes the fluctuation in shoes sold to the retailer,
which he. takes care of in his retail selling price, even where not a dictated price
fixed by the manufacturer.
Puzzle; Find the 3 or 4 cents. »
Key to the puzzle: Don’t look for it in the pocket of the consumer.
Hence the sophistry of the argument that the 15 per cent on hides affects the price
of shoes to the consumer. - . : o :
rage of about $1 per head in the

Stock raisers and farmers think it worth an avers
intrinsic value of their cattle, and that when the stock raiser of South Americs brings

his hides here for sale thins tax of 15 per cent is reasonable, and that it doesn’t cost
the consumer of shoes a cent. They want equality before the law, and pray this
committee to leave the duty on cattle hides in order that the product of our farms

have the benefit of the home market.
(Taken from Statistical A bstract, Commerce and Labor, for 1907,

, Milch cows. Other cattle. s ,
: ] Total | wirie
Year. S ey number. | Total value.
: Number, . Value, Number, Value, ,
197......... O 15,941,727 | 300, 200, 983 | 50, 304, 408 | 8507, 929,421 | 46, 450, 135 8%, 771, 001, 414
19011011 16 ka3l 65T | 505, 0ua, 077 | 45,500,213 | 908, 644,008 | 62,433,870 | 1,411,737,
1906, 19,703,808 | 552,758, 102 | 47,067,65% | 745171700 | 66’ %81’ 522 | 1! 325, 980’ 301
ks, ol 20 1e000 | 650,057,000 | 50,073,000 | 845 838,000 | 71,207,000 | 1] 405’ 995’ 000

s

hides neededd for home consumption
—_ Mr. Cowan. I also desire to uce the brief itself that Judge
Rucker and I filed. = It is a very short brief on meats.
The CHAIRMAN. It may be inserted.
Mr. CowaN. It was not until 1842, when the so-called Whig tariff
act was placed upon the statute books, that a duty was imposed upon
hides, and this duty in various forms, sometimes ad valorem and
sometimes specific, was continued until the enactment of the Payne-
Aldrich Act in 1909. During the hearings on that measure before
the Ways and Means Committee the rinci[l:lal arguments made by
the representatives of the tanners and the shoe manufacturers were
based upon the assertion that free hides would result in. a material
reduction in the cost of boots and shoes, saddlery, and similar articles
manufactured from leather to the consumer, e
Statistics are unnecessary to prove to you, Mr. Chairman and mem-
bers of this committee, that the promise of the shoe men and their
associates has not been carried out. We make the assertion that
there has never been a time since the Payne-Aldrich Act went into
effect in 1909 that the consumer has been benefited to the extent of one
cent, but on the contrary the shoe manufacturers, the manufac-
turers of harness, the manufacturers of traveling bags, and of brief
cases, and the manufacturers of every other commodity of which
leather is the component part of chief value has exacted from the
consumer every doﬁar that the traffic would stand.

Does niot this show that we can imxl:x]cc very nearly, if not quite, all the cattle
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One need not go outside of the city of WaShinEton to ascertain the
truth of this assertion. Within ten blocks of this committee room,
on Pennsylvania Avenue, there are a half dozen shoe stores, These
stores are of the chain variety, and most of them are conducted by

the representatives of the big advertising shoe manufacturers. Up
until the outbreak of the World War and, for that matter, for a year
- or so after that the shoes of thése manufacturers were advertised -
at a retail price which was stam})ga'd_on the bottom, and those prices

were maintained in every city of the country where these establish-
ments were represented. The shoes of the same grade are still in
existence, the same manufacturers are still advertising, but the shoes
are sold at from 50 per cent to 100 per cent more than they were sold

for five years ago, and during all this time hides have been free.

It is true that the price of hides has fluctuated and that during the
World War they reached such prices as they had never reached
before, in spite of the free importations under the free clause of the
Payne-Aldrich Act. But during the last year hides touched a point -
on the opposite side of the scale and prices were down so low last
winter that there was absolutely no market for them. It is even
reported that one cowman in the Southwest hauled a two-horse
wagonload of dry hides to market which he exchanged for a set of -
harness, and in spite of the fact that Lis team  was loaded with all -
the hides they could haul he found that his load was several hundred
pounds short of being sufficient to pay for the harness. v

A few months ago an Iowa farmer is reported to have taken 14
calfskins to a general store, which he wished to exchange for supplies,
and he found that his 14 calfskins were valued at $1.45 less than the
pair of shoes which he obtained in exchange. _

There has recently been extensively circulated in the form of
propaganda in the interests of shoe manufacturers and tanners a
pamphlet in which the statement is made that during the fiscal year
ended June 30, 1921, cattle hides to the value of $40,000,000, in round
figures, were imported into the United States. The pamghlet says
‘that the Suminary of Foreign Commerce, issued by the Bureau of.
Foreign and Domestic Commerce of the Department of Commerce,
shows ‘‘ that we exported foodstuffs to many foreign countries, includ-
-ing countries from which hides were imported; foodstuffs in crude
conditiomand food animals to the value of nearly a thousand million
‘dollars, and foodstuffs partly or wholly manufactured to the value of
$779,000,000.” Note 1n this statement that the compiler of this
pamphlet calls attention to the fact that these foodstuffs were shipped
abroad, ‘“including countries from which hides were imported.”
The inference naturally is that the compiler of this interesting docu-
ment desires to impress the committee with the idea that the products
of American farmers find their way into the countries from which we
import hides. It would be difficult for this special pleader to show
wherein hides from Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay, and Uruguay, from
which the large percentage of imported hides come, were paid for by
the shipment of American farm produce. ; ; ,

The same advocates insist upon reiterating the assertion that the
duty on hides is added to the cost of leather and leather goods, and
that the farmer and stock raiser secure absolutely no benefit from

81527—22—soH T—86
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the increased valuc of the hide upon the animals which they ship
to market. It is true that the condition of a meat animal is the
principal means of valuation when that animal reaches-the live-
stock market, but it is also true that the condition of the hide has
a direct bearing upon the price of the animal. Every stockman
knows that a stoer whose hide is branded so that part of it is value-
less for high-grade leather will not bring as much in the market as
a native steer bearing no brand whatever upon his hide, even though
in other respects the two animals may be identical as to formation
anid condition, - ~
Every stock-yards buyer is an -expert in his business and when
‘he buys he is posted on the leather market as he is on the market
for meat; and when hides: are’worth 40 cents a pound, as thoy were
for a brief period during the World War, the steer will bring a bigger
price than it brings to-day when hides are down below 12 cents a
ound, It is a rather peculiar position which the advocates of free
ides assume when they declare that the duty on shoes does not
increase the cost to the consumer, but that o duty on hides does
increase the cost to the consumer, =~ o o
- Reference to tho brief filed by Judge Rucker of Colorado, in behalf
of the American National Live S‘g ck Assaciation and others during the
hearings on the pending bill hefore the Ways and Means Committee
(see.Part V, p. 3722 ct seq.) i3 made for tﬂe purpose of c_allin% the
attention of tge committee to the brief history of a tariff upon hides
beginning with 1842. Therein it is pointed out that from 1} to
2 pounds of dry hide 1s réquired to furnish the leather for the aver-
age pair of men’s shoes and that the tariff upon this portion of a
pair of shoes at the rate of 15 cents per pound would not exceed 44
cents at the utmost. Purchaser of shoes would scarcely complain
even if he knew that he was to pay this charge, and certainly the
farmer and the stockman would be the last to raise n protest against
this protection which he would have through the duty on hides as
against the producer of Mexico and South America. = :
All the arguments submitted in which it is attempted to show that
- the imposition of a duty upon hides will not benefit the farmer are
—advanced not by farmers or the representatives of farmers, not by
the cattlemen -or the representatives of cattlemen, but by those
who are directly interested in reducing the cost of raw material for
themselves. . These gentlemen have appeared time after time and
have insisted that the removal of duty would benefit the consumer
by reducing the price of all manufactures of leather. o
-~ We have had 10 years of free hides as the result of the arguments
of these interested manufacturers and: their representatives. Durin
that time the price of hides alone has fallen, except for a brief perio
during the war. On the other hand, the price of shoes, the price. of
~harness, the price of saddlery, the price of hand bags, and the price
of brief cases have all advanced continuously: - Shoes and harness are
a%parently among the last things to return to that “normalcy’’ of
which we hear so much to-day. In spitaof-the general business de-
pression the manufacturers of shoes and harness are certainly infi-
nitely more prosperous_than the men on the farms and ranges who
have raised the cattle whose hides must compete with the product of
the pampas and the ranges of Mexico and the great cattle-raising coun-
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tries to the south of us. No industry of this country is suffering’
to-day to the extent that prevails among the cattlemen of the South-
west. A 20 per cent duty or hides is not much to ask, and we come
here firmly in the belief that even this small sop will aid somewhat
toward recovering from the frightful depression resulting in part from
the outcome of the war, but more largely from the elemental condi-
tions through which we have struggled during the past few years.
High prices of feed, combined with almost continuous drought and
the free importation of hides, have brought to the verge of ruin the
entire stock-raising industry, =~ - ‘

The remarks1 made before this committee in 1911-—of which you
have the %rint ‘here, and there are copies available—I think was
ordered to be printed as a public document. L ‘

The brief of A. W. Rucker on hidés, that was filed before the Ways
and Means Committee, is a typewritten statement that I think con-
tains his statements on that, which I will also hand in.

To the Committee on Ways and Means: = .

Hides were froe until 1842, when the Whig tariff made them dutiabloe at.5 per cent
ad valorem: . This was rontinued 'in the Walker (Democratic) tariff: of 1846. The
duty was reduced to 4 per cent in 1857, and restored to 5 per cent in the Merrill tariff'
of 1861: raised to 10 per cent later that year and so continucd until 1872, when hides
were placed’ on the froe list. There they remained until 1892, when a duty of 1}
cents & pound was imposed, A duty of 15 per cent was substituted by the Dingley
law of 1897, which remained in effect iintil the enactment of the Payne-Aldrich bill
in'1909. . ‘For 59 vears out of the 79, therefore, hides were on the dutiable list. In 10
years under the Payne‘-Aldr_lch free list, i..e.; from 1911 to 1920, inclusive, the total
importations of foreign hides into the United States were valued at $888,000,000. ° Had
a duty heen imposed’ upon th;s vast In'oduct of the herds of the surplus producing
countrics, a_tariff-of: 16 per cent would have produced-$133,000,000 of revenue, or
upwards of $13.000,000 per annum. . . .. I

It is claimed thata duty on shoas does not increas: the cost to the consumer, This
miist rest upon the fact that the imports of shoes is negligible. vet we all remember
that stich a claim waa the stock in trade of the manufacturer when ho thought that the
hide ?uestion was buried beyond resurrection. . The' targeta for the-artillery. of-tho
manufacturer and independént tanner now are the packers and producers of cattle,
It is contended by the maniifacturer that he and the tanner must have 40 or 45 per
cent of foreign hides to enable the tanner to carry on his business and the manufac-
turcr to continue in tha export trade. that in addition to tho duties sought to be im:
posed they are scriously handicapped by the packers’ exorbitant charges to the tanner,
and incidentally they maks a strong plea tor the pending packer legislation. _

In this-connoction it is interesting to note the. colloquy betiveen the leading repre-
sentatives of tho shoc manufacturers and indépendent tanners and Represontative
(varner, a member of this committee, on the 11th ol this month, i

From that it appears that the manufacturers and.the tanners would cease their
opposition-to the proposed duty if the wings of the packers were clipped as provided
. in the proposed legislation in question. We believe this comniittee should view with

‘less’ concern the demands of the manufacturers and independent tanners, since their
complaint is chiefly leveled at the packers and other home industries, whereas our
relief must come solely from a duty levied upon foreign products, -~ = =
- But-let us assume that the proposed packer legislation will not intervene to renove
- the objections, Then we are relegated to their original claim that they can not exist

if the duty is levied and the packer is allowed to take his toll. - Well; we have seen
that they are still alive, that they have survived over that period whén there was a
duty and when there were packers, and they increased the number of their establish-
ments, employed more men, increased their exports, and enjoved immense profits,
- and in the abundance of their generosity increased the cost of their product to the
consumer, o e, o PRV

During the 12 years preceding the enactment of the Payne-Aldrich law, which
placed hides upon the free list, our exports of boots and shoes increased from $1,5(0,000
to $11,500,000, or 798 per cent. During the same 12 years our imports of hoots and
shoes increased from $43,000 to $164,500. In other words, during that period our
exports exceeded our importa by 700 per cent. " The imported boots and shoes during
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that period when a duty remained on hides represented one two-hundred-thousandth
part of the total value of the boots and shoes manufactured in this country. As was
stated bﬁ, one of the signers of our brief in the House of Representatives in July, 1909:

“1In the face of this showing, the boot and shoe manufacturers need not fear. their
foreign competition: and still they want a duty to protect them from foreign compe-
tition while at the same time denying any sort of protection to the hides of the cow-

man,"” . . T Vi T e ey SO

History repeats itself—the same crowd Qf'phi_lsnthl‘é?isté»are. here to-day, playing
on_the same single-stringed instrument that they used 12 ymm.ﬁo." g N

In 1909 the same lobby. told the same story to the Ways and Means Committee of
the House when they:asserted that.the packers would drive the tanners, as well as-
themselves, out of businesa if hides were not placed itpon the free list. They claimed
then, as they claim now, that the meat packers’ trust controls the great majority of the
hides in this country. -In‘answer to this contention; attention is'called to the report
of the. Bureau of the Census of the Department of Commerce, to the effect that on
Noveinber 30 last, there were on hand, in round figures, 12,000,000 cattle, kip, and
calf hides, of which virtually 50 per cent were either domestic country hides or foreign

A similar report from the Bureau of Marketas of. the- D;Sartm'ent of Agriculture
showed that diiring the fiscal year which ended June 30, 1920, the average number of
hides rodnced'ziu;;this‘mun;‘rg[ outside of the packing houses ran from 20 to 25 per
cent of the total nuinber of hides.produced. 16 same report shows that during the
eame period foreign-hides imported equaled from 28 to 47 per cent of the total number
of hides produced in this.country. . ... . . . SENRE

With this evidence: before iis; one. will not n _ ;
tho hands of the landlords of the Washingion hotels wil be-heavily laid upon the
baggage of any of these representatives of the shoe industry for their board " bills,
Nor need . we make extensive drafts wpon our b):x.ex:ipathms for the indg‘as)endent tanners,
because it is not true that the packers have closed the markets for hides as is claimed.
In addition to what we have a .resd]y. said, there is that great reservoir, country hides,
which they can'draw from, as well as the surplus which is always.on hand coming
from the packers .- That is not all, for, as we_pointed out:in our statement to the com-
mittee; the abundant surplus in the competing countries overseas, coupled with
their low . cost of production, will afford anothier and limitless market to draw from,
even thougli the proposed duty should be much higher than weaek. . . . . .-

Tracing back to 1908, we find that the total value of hides (including buffalo hides)
imported  that. year ‘was $12,000,000.- Following :the figures in: the Statistical Ab-
stract, it is seen that in the fiscal ear:1910—which was the first year under.the law
allowing fres importation-—the value of hide imported lesped fo $46,000,000. The

" minimum of importations since the enactment of the Payne-Aldrich tariff- was reached
in 1913, in whichtyear the yaluation of importations fell to:$41,000,000. The maxi-
mum, $125,000,000, was reached in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919. In spite
of a glutted market following the close of the World War, the:importations for the
year which ended June 30, 1920, reached the total of $104,000,000, . .= o

Against these importations of the raw hides the Statistical Abstract shows that in
the year 1908 the total exports of all leathers and leather goods, including boots and -

 shoss, were valued at $45,000,000. The peak was reached in the fiscal year ended

June 30;-1919, with total exportations of leather and leather goods to the value of

$303,000,000. .- This total fell ‘to $200,000,000 during the ‘year which ended with the
month of June, 1920. . It may be argued that these figures include the value of goods
- made from skins and hides other than those of cattle. . While this is true, attention is
directed to the fact that in the fiscal year 1919 exports of belting, sole leather, and. upper
leathers made from ‘cattle hides reached: the total of $104,000,000, while.during the
same period boots‘and shoes, made largely from cattle hides, were exported to the
value of $78,000,000. - It is safe to.deduce from these figures that the total value of
the leathers manufactured. from cattle hidee exported in 1919 at least equaled the
value of the cattle hides imported during the same year, .- .. = =~

It is seriously contended by the advocates of free hides that the cattle grower will
not receive any protection from this propossd duty. - The stockmen of the West hav«
not constituted these leather trusts and boot and shoe men their guardians to say
what is best for their interests. Asa class, the stockmen are broadminded, intelligent,

- and capable, and when they assert, as they do, that the duty on hides does affect the

price of their steers, they are, as the real parties at interest, entitled to first consider-
ation. A large percentage of all range caitle are branded. Ar’?'thing that injures
the hide reducee the value of the animal wearing that hide. This can readily be

ecessarily tremble with anxiety lest
marily tromblo with anxiety |
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understood if one will glance at the reports of the hide and leather journals and market -
enerally, which give quotations upon live atock, meats, meat products,
and by-products from all sorts of food animals, It will be found that branded steer
hides are invariably quoted at from one to several cents yer pound under the price
of those not brandéd. 'Furthermore, the cow and bull hides are never as valuable
in the market as stoer hides, - Therefore, it follows that the animal whose carcass is
covered with 4 better hide is of more value to the buyer than the others mentioned.
All hide values depend upon size, sex, and condition .. - .. . . .. L
The stockman_contends:that -the value of the hide'is a - most important factor in
the market value of his live stock. : It is presumed that the country will soon return.
to normal conditions, - When that time comes the hides of cattle, which average frour .
63 to 74 per cont of the total live weight of the animal, the per pound value of the hide-
will be double thiat of the per pound valie of the animal, making the total value
~ of the hides 13 to 164 per cent of the groes valie of the animal, - Hence it will be seen
that the producer of tg_e hide, it this duty is levied; will receive approximitely from
~ $1.50 tn $2.50 protection. There are more than 10,000 people: actunily engaged in
the live:stock uiinea-exclnmvelf, ‘with- 6,000,000 farmers and dairymen engaged -
~ in cattle raising to' a larger or smaller extent, _it iy for these 6,000,000 farmers and
dairymen and the 10,000 stockmen for whom we ask this protection, and we contend
that thoee for whom we make this plea are as much entitled to consideration as the
googt and shoe manufacturers and 1ndependent tanners, whoin they outnumber 20
Sl S . CONBUMERS.
Assuming that the country will return to normal conditions in the near future
these estitnates will serve to maintsm-ou‘f%odtion: LR T
From’14 to 2 pounds of dry hide will ‘be required to furnish the leather for an
avpm%e‘ﬁgir ‘of men’s shoes, The average valie of 1 pound of raw hide is in the
neighborhood of 15 cénts.. ‘The duty.on'a pound of raw hide, assuming it to be valued
at 156 cents and the duty to be 16 per cent, would be about 2} cents, and for 2 pounds
4} cents, -~ In dther words, the amount of the hide duty:on’ an avérage. pair of shoes
would range from 2 to 4} cents, - Compared with a large benefit to a great population
engnfed‘in'oyépf.t‘_hé'bmc indiistries of the couniry—assuming that this whole amount
should be paid by the wearer of the shoos—it is so insignificant that the wearers of the
shoes liave never been and never will be heard to complain,  But, as a matter of fact,
it can not -be shown that this 4 cents has ever been added to the price of a pair of
shoes durirj%v.th'e' period when'a duty was exacted onthe importation of foreign hides,
and certainly it can not be shown that 4 cents or any fraction thereof has been sub-
- tracted from t,h‘htriri,;ce since hides haye been on the free list.. -~ :
Assuming that the importation of hides will continue at the av’emre of importation
during the past 10 years, and that a duty of 15 per cent will he placed upon those
hidee, then the revenue réceived by the Government from this source will amoiint
to $13,000,000-per anniim. -Based itpon the exports of leather hoots and shoes manu-
factured from imported hides, the drawhack allowed--if that drawback is to be con-
tinued in the new tariff—would amoitnt to ahout one-fourth of the import duties, or,
in round figures, $3,000,000 per annum. . If we allow two pair _of_ahdga}l)et annum for
~ every man, woman, and child:in the United States, which admittedly is a liberal
estimate, and if we consider that the imposition of an import duty would increase the
cost of these shoes by the whole amount of duty upon the proportion of the hide
entering into the manufacture of these shoes, or 4 cents per pair, the total tax per
pal;:xta‘ would be only 8 cents per annuum, or an aggregate of $8,480,000 for the 106,000,000
inhabitants of the United States, leaving a balance of more than $1,500,000 per annum
as revenue after the drawback is allowed and the consumer of the shoes has paid the

The. total ahsence of any solicitude on thie part of the manufacturer toward the
consumer of his product evidenced by the prices exacted in dollars is in painful
contrast with that manifested toward them on account of the few pennies collected
to contribute toward sustaining a great and absolutely necessary industry of this.

country,
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: SHEEP PELTS,

The reasons given for a duty on.cattle hides apply with equal force for a duty oir
sheep pelts, and therefore we (feem it unnecessary to make a special argument coveritiy
that branch of the live-stock industry. R R

The American National Live Stock Association, The Cattle Raisers' Anso-
ciation of Texas, The National Wool Growers' Association, The Corn
Belt Meat Producers' Association of Iowa, The Kansas live Stock
Association, The Colorado Live Stock Association, and all other live-
stock producing interests. ‘ R i

To the Commitiee. on Ways and Means: . _ R

At the oral hearing before this committee on January 25 leaye to file this brief on
behalf of the live-stock interests wu{;nted by the committee.. . . -

We have prepsred the brief from the best available data obtainable within the time
afforded, condensing and excerpting from official statistical and other reporta by con-
densing the illustrative points, making reference to the source of the information,
The data are to be found in the documents referred to, so that those desiring to do so
may examine into the more comprehensive statements in support of the proposition
here presented. . . . . ..o ST S

The oral statements and arguments of S H, Cowan, J, H, Mercer, and A, W. Rucker
- were presented on:the 26th day of January, before the full committee and printed

in its proceedings, to which reference is here made, .. .. . .

As other data and compilations may be available 8o as to afford opportunity for
collecting and presenting additional facts, we desire now to reserve the right, if the
committee will 8o order, to file a s’up‘gle‘menml brief in addition to what we here
present, at as early a date as can be done and within such time as the commiittee
may fix. - We are Jed to make this request because, after being notified of the fact
that the committee would hold the hearing referred to, it was impoesible to prepare
and present a brief before the oral argument and because we expect to be able to pre-
sent facts in addition to those contained in this brief for the further information of
the committee, -— ' _ _ .

We have not been able to assemble the data as to hides but will present a supple-

ment on thatitém, . T
We propose a tariff onfrozen and refrigerated fresh beef and muttonof 20 per cent’

ad valorom with 8 minimum of 4 cents por pound, as ceential o the contirined pro
duction of meat animals in the United States to supply the consumption aud to afiord
a home market for the same; which is absolutely and undeniably essential to the
prosperity of farming and stock raising.. .We aré not dealing with normal:conditions -
nor can they soon be restored; and they can ot be restored at.all without protecting
the American stock raisers and farmersin the preference to the home matket for ¢on-
sumption of meat food products and particularly beef and mutton, and in addition.
to that (which is. presently most urgent) the other animal food products, wool and
hides, incliiding: mohair and. pelts. ' We insist . that when ‘the fire is' burning it must
be put out and then consider preventive measures against the recurrence, instead of
devoting first or efforts to provide the permanent remedy that. may be made to fit
normal conditiond not now. in sight. - ‘First aid to the injured and burial of the dead
is the first duty of the people’s representatives for the salvation of the survivors,
~ Toour view;and it is imperative, the remedy must relate directly and immediately
" to existing conditions, which if continued must grow worse.. - .
Who shall furriish our meat and bread? Shall it be.from the toil and industries of-
Americans; who should be afforded an opportunity for modest profits, or.by forcing
production that impoverishes. our own overburdened producers? The constimer is as
much interested as is the producer. There are not two clasees, prodiicers and con-
- sumers, inconsidering these great economic. problems lying at-the very-foundation -
that supports the superstnicture on which the. prosperity ‘and development of- the
All producers in the workshop or in the fields are consumers and spend
their money derived from their industry for what they reqiiire, and the bankers,
merchants, traders, and proféssions are always dependenton the basic business of the
country,-sharing 'in.its’ prosperity. or adversity, in the long rin. = We can’t reckon
with the man so selfish as not to favor home production to the extent of affording the
- opportinity for & fair profit to the producer on:the basis of ‘‘live and let live” with
progress as the watchword. At the ontset let it be understood, and let that under-
‘standing be maintained throughout, that the meat products are not supplied by the
prochicers, nor do they possess the possibility of fixing the price to the consumer, and
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they have nothing to say as to the price received for live animals sold by them for
slaughter, Neither is there competition from abroad in the importation and sale of
meats, . Is therg any clase of people in this country, which, under existing conditions,
with any feeling for the country’s and prosperity, would hesitate to say that
American stock raisers and farmers shall have a fair preference in the home markets

of consumption? , . - L \ o
In the assurance to the people of this country that a bounteous supply of the best
meats will be produced at home and the money kept here, and the stock raiser and
farmer have & fair return for their labor and industry, lies the foundation of the Na-
tion’s wealth and  pweperity. The same manufacturers, ‘the American packers,
furnish the meat supply and have the means of transporting and handling the fresh
meata, without competition with others of subetantial sort. In this it is wholly dif-
ferent from other commerce., The American meat packers undeniahly contril the
exporta and imports of frozen and refrigerated beef and mutton and exclusively carry
on that business for this country, and they did that both when there was a tariff and
when these prodiicts could come in free: of duty. -There is no use, therefore, to'in:
dulge in speculation as to any pomsibilitiee of it being otherwise. You are dealing with -
things, not fancies, and the live-stock prodiicers are facing facts and ~not theories,
and these facts are to-day ruinous.. We are not posing as advisors of tho packers;
they do not need it, nor has the stock 6wner the vauity to suppose that he knows how
to operate or direct the operation of 80 great a business, but it may. be lere stated that
their greatest asset is the supply of live stock siifficient to méet the consumption of
this country to be here produced, manufactured,and sold. Whether they do or'do-
not desire to have our markets available free of duty for dumping the supltis of their
plants in other parts of the world, when other markets forthe products are'less desir- -
able or less profitable than ours, the power. to do it is a'constant menace to the pro-
ducer here who can not meet the cost of production of other surplis-producing coun-
tries, subjecting the stock raisers here to the lowest level of prices, which under free
trade is entirely in the American packers’ control. Without a substantial tariff to
protect this home .industry the increase in:-importations wholly at the will of the
American packers, will grow as the profita:in the same stimulate the' importation, -
until st last this country would be dependent on the foreign production for its meat
supply,.just to the extent that the American packer may make it. - This is no pipe
dream; it is-the inevitable result without the relief we demand. But let us suppose
that under world conditiona to-day the: American. packers do not desire, that is to
say, it would ‘not be a profitable policy to dump the foreign meats into:this' market
to take the place of what we produce. - Is it not true that if ourmarkets are available
and desirable, others would engage in such importations and so divide the trade that
continued low prices for live stock and the hopeless condition would exist to destroy
* the live-stock producer? Once that condition, which stares us inthe face, arises,
the consumer, so called, would be woree off as time should go on till the lessened pro-
duction here and the control by a few concerns of the trade wonld keep up the prices
to the consumer to the highoest level. Rémember, you can not plant a crop of
steers to raise. for meat and increase or decrease production as you will, Once
put out of the business the producer wotld be a-fool to'go back in. Therefore, even
from the packers’ viewpoint (and we have o information as to what that may be)
the tariff which we piopose would not work an’injury to'them in the long run,
It follows that-producers, consiimers, packers and all others have in this matter
a like interest, differing perhaps only in degree, - .. .. .. = o
Then there i3 the general public interest in the deyelopment of the coiintry and the
fructification of the soil, which'it is-iiniversally known must be kept up by live stock
- or it must disappear; and: ﬁﬁallg' with-it-the production of grain mich reduced, till,
with vrﬁz)idly,incmg‘ai_ng population, we will:-prodiice less bread : than. we consume.
When. that day comes poverty will have overtaken us. No one can be huirt and every
one entitled to it will be the recipient of the benefits of the tariff we propose. .. .
_The stimulus of the war upon the production of live stock and meats naturally
followed -the incréascd prices and profits: where: conditions and -cost of prodiction
had their effect,: . But for that, heginning as it did almoet concurrently with the frec
trado in meals, the production of live stock-in this country sufficient for the country’s
needs would not m-cré.y exist. The extension of the operations of the American packers
in the surplus-producing countries, where production was cheaper, was growing and
it continued to grow during the war.. When the war ceased and Furopean demands
were to be supplied but in far less amount. the trade was turned to our markets, not
caused by extensive commercial opportunitics, hut solely by the American packers
to use for what could not be sold more profitably elsewhere, For example, the exports
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of fresh heef were 480,179,681 pounds during the first 11 months of 1918, the lasi yesr
of the war, hut fell to 88,101,986 pounds for the 11 months of 1920."

Labor and coet of the use of land, the cost of feed and every item,of supplies and
materials, the cost of tra‘hb?oi't'ation and of marketing has not in' this country heen
reduced, but, upon the whole, increased, with no prospect of soon heing reduced, with
the singlo exception of feedstuffs, and even that is more apparent than real, because
of the cost of producing and cost of transportation and hand lu‘ﬁ‘ L

So that our coet of production of beef and mutton is entrmously greater than in the
other surplus:producing countries, as it must continue to he until only the most favor-
ably situated producer can temain in business, with our total production‘reduced far-
below our consumption, . With that condition the control of the price to the consumer
necemarily must rest with the importer.. The fact that the surplus trade has heen so
rapidly turned to this country and the fact that right here in the city of Waghix:sm)n A
at this time New Zealand frozen lamb is sold at a price of 7 cenits below' Amierican
refrigerated lamb by the same packers handling both through their cooling and storage
_ houses, proves far more as to the difference in cost of prodiiction than statistics or other-

evidence available; indeed, dispenses with' the necessity of further proof for the pur-
poses of convincing & man of common sense of the exigency that calls for all the relief
we demand., . : The available facts as to cost of production relating alonie to the cost of
Iabor and grazing is smply sufficient. ~We submit élsewhere statements, - .

It has heen asked whether or not the imposing. of a’tariff upon the food products
which ¢ h'the products'of the United Statee increases the cost

‘do not bear oiit the idéa‘that the -
‘s protection sgainst

) into competition with the products of
umer. . Partly.in answor to this, the facta do.
rmo by the:consumor but that it simply | aga
( th rket with foreign’produce, an it this reasoning. the
ommitice.s ke the wholesale price of beef in'the spr -1911; as shown by the .
published répdrts of Swift & Co. in the daily newspapers of Washington and which are
printed in the héaringson House bill 4413, sixty-second Congrese, first session; before .
the Ways and Méans Committee, May 15 and 16,1921, . Those figures show that the
spread of wholesale price on'dressed beef in'the city of Washington ranged between 11,67
centa per pound oun the 30th day of April, 1910, to 8.92 cents per pound on the 13th
 day of April, 1911, and this under a tariff of 1} cents per pound. Intermediately
Fr ces arose from 1914 until 1920 from the saine source, namely; the newepapers pub- -
ished in the city of Washington, the spread of wholesale price of beef from April, 1920,
to December 24, 1920, shows a range of from 13,49 cents ?G!,'f{!olmd,to 25.57 cents per
pound during which period meata could be imported free of duty, and were so imported,
~ and this 18 months after the armistice was signed so that the war demand could not
have affected the prices. It does not ‘&peal that the retail price, of which you are
all aware, follows the wholesale price, a matter of common knowledge, it does not.

PRODUCTION, EXPORTS, AND IMPORTS OF MEAT ANIMALS AND MEATA,

There are no means:available b*,_which" an:absolutely accurate statement of the
total ulaughiter of meat ahimals'in the United States can_he ascertained for the reason
that in many communities, ,@Jéml_ly;m‘ the rural dietricts and in small villages the
farmer and the local butchet slaughter animals from time to time of which no:record
whatever is kept, bt the Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Animal Industry,
has published tables from time to time giving the total number of animals slaugh-
tered as estimated by the bureau office. Omne of these is entitled ‘‘United States
Meat Production,” etc. Calendar years 1914  to 1919, From Table No. 1 of this
pamplilet it would appear that in 1914 tliere was slatightered a total of 11,004,500
- cattle; of which'61 per cent were inspected by-the Federal authorities. “ In'the same
- yeur the slaughter of calves amboiinted to 4,861,400 head; sheep and lambs, 18:460,600;
and gonts, 499,000, - Compared with these figures the report shows in 1919, the Iatest
available, the total slatghter as follows: Cattle, 13,635,100; calves, 9,041,000; sheep

and lambs, 16,460,600; and goats, 247,600, .. ' ' ' T T
~ Table3of t}ie' pamphlet on meat production from which the above figures are taken
shows that the total pounds of beef, mutton, and lamb (including goats) slaiightered
~in 1914 was 6,811,041,000, compared to the total of 7,056,892,000 potinds in 1919.

The meat production in the surplus-producing countries—Australia, South Amer-
ica, ahd South Africa—can not be ascertained except as reflected by the live stock
produced and exports of meats. : e .

In 1914 our total export of pickled, fresh, and canned beef, veal, mutton 4nd
~ lamb ginclu'ding goats; which is negligible) was 89,803,763 pounds, which was in-

creased in 1915 to 379,790,966 pounds, and the peak of the exports of these pro-
ducts was reached in 1918, when the aggregate wus 701,627,527 pounds. In 1919,



AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS. 2639

the last vear for which full,rgrofts"are_ available, exports fell to 273,971,892 potinds,
Froni the same source (Table No.4) it is shown that in 1914 the United States imported
a total of 274,076,922 pounds of  fresh beef, veal, and mutton (réexports not included)
and. that in 1919 the total imports had fallen to 45,268,069 poiinda, exclusive of re-
exports, In the year 1920 the total imports of meat into the United States exceeded
by 40,000,000 pounds the combined export of American meats and foreign meat
pﬂi;i.ucta reexported according to the information furniched us by the Toriff Com-
mission, .. e . . . .

The Bitreau of Markets of the Department of Agriculture reports that 58,725,460
pounds of imported heef were inspected by the Bureau of Animal Industry during
the calendor yearof 1920, . =~ ..o . . : R

During thé'year- 1920 there was imported and.inspected by the Bureai of Animal
Industry 102,441,737 pounds of mutton and. lamb as against 8,472,110 pounds of
mutton and lamb imported and inspected during the calendar year of 1919, . .

- Inquiry at the office of one of the wholesale establishments in the city*of Wash-
ington indicates that the price of New Zealand frozen lamib:is on'the average of .7
cents pér poiind lower than the price received for American dressed lamb carcasses.

It is most significant; and to live stock producers an alarming fact, that after the:
war, which afforded s market for all live stock prodiicts regardless of free trade, and
kept out imports from this country; that immediately when the war was over our
exports foll so rapidly that in'two years we have.so changed that our imports of meata
exceed our exports, and if continued, as it will be under free trade, in rapidly in-
creasing volume, our live stock industry will scon be ruined. . =~ . .. .

It is not a political question, = Plainly it is a question of producing our own meats
or buying them from our packers imgortod from their plants in other cotintries.

This brings out in bold relief that the consumer is as vitally interested in our home
production as is the producer, .~ o o T

The Bureau of Markets furnishes iis the information. that the amount of frozen
domestic lamb and mutton in storage January 1, 1920, was 10,289,780 potinds, One -
year later, or'on January b, 1921, there .was in:storage 82,000,000. pounds, whilo:the
greatest supply of frozen lamb and mutton in storage previous to 1920 was 12,500,000
go‘unds.. rom this source it was learned that there were imported into the United

tates on the fifth day of January, 1921, on the steamships Kent and Lietrim, 270,
262 carcassos of lamb and mutton, having a total weight of 13,875,032 pounds; also,
that three mom}'cargw‘i ate en route to, United Statesporte;.. =~ = .~ -

We submit the following tables showing the production of ‘meat animals, and
exports and imports by’ countries; for-the purpose of showing to the committee the
world trade as it relates to the competitive production and marketing in the United
States; exports from the United States to foreign countries, and from foreign coun-
tries to the United States. The object is to,;eu'pr‘l'ement ‘the argument presented
that the ‘indisputable fact, as shown by the actua y can' |
ascertained, that, unless there is imposed a sufficient tariff to prevent it, the United
States will cease in the course of a comparatively short time to produce the meats
which it consumes.and will be & consumer of the surplus products of the foreign
countries which'produce a much larger proportionaté sirplus, as rélated to the popu-
lation of such countries, than is produced in the United States. The surplus which -
will be imported from other countries and eold in this country wi,_ll'necemriy take’
the glac‘e of the home production and reduce the price level, should it be desired
by the importers of the carcasses imported, to such figure as to keep down the value
gf the home production, which must inevitably lead to a continual decline in pro-

uction.. .. . . _ o

: At the risk .of repetition of what was presented in our oral statcments and sub-
mittéd elsewhere in this brief, we desire to call attention at this point to the fact™

- that the United States now has 640 cattle and 346 sheep per thousand of population;

whereas the other surplus prodiicing countries have the ollOwing: ;Afgentinu, 3,120

cattle and 5,450 sheep; Australia, 2,220 cattle and .vlciloo.the?;’_:,g NewZealand, 2,490

cattle and m;llO;_ahegﬁ;- Canada 1,200 cattlo.and 380 sheép; Paraguay, 5,280 cattle

and 600 nhee});_ d Chile, 500-cattle and 1,180 sheep, per thousand. of population,

The cost of production in the countries named, as shown'in ‘the part of this brief .
under that heading, is so much lees than in the United States that there is no com-
parison, and no tariff short of an embargo could he made to equal the difference.

The remarks submitted here in connection with the tables which follow emphasize
the correctness of the conclusions in the foregoing argument as demonstrated by theee
tables, which are the most reliable data obtainable. The tables are as followa:

figures as nearly as they can be
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Live-arvek eatimates for the United States as of Jan. 1, 1910-1921,

(000 omitted.)
! Cattle and caives, ,
Year. L B Sheép. | fwine.
e Milk | Othee | Cattle. P ,
. _cown, | ‘oattle. . s
Number, | Number, | Numibder:| Neumder, | Number,
vesinesivetiivteraissatcoaresarieinenaionnaaes] 20,028 4),178 61, 804 52,448 54, 186
revereiarenis trrrivereresin i 20,828 [ 3,679 eg,m . 53,6488 65, 620
s : 57,20 | 57,000 | 52362 63410
csosses 38,00 %m 81,482 -84, 178
eI ass| sgsz| @719 89
087 | 88,329 | 49,080 gg,ou
1018, .. 0eeiniiiniene 20,812 61,90 ,4‘%525. 768
7. | dhem | oism ) 47,618 67,503
WIS, L e ez 4| «Ses| 70078
I000, . i riimn it iniiienniniineionsstnnstrannsiianenes] D475 | 48,088 | 6K 560 | 48,886 | 74,584
920, . . iireeiiieiiecttitneiasrcesacsconessensnceanses] 3,019 44,780 @8, 350 47,114 m,m
Wy NP LU mam| Zsw| esai| 4s087| 66,60
! Census report Apr. 15, 1910,
% Estimate Bureau of Crop Estimates, released Feb, 1, 1921,
Population 1910, 91,972,208; 1920, 105,083,108,
Receipts and disposition of live atock at all public stock yards for 5 years.
{12 months ending Dec. 31.)
, DR ] Htokers
\‘wr.’ , ; Receipts. slsughter. anzl:.ed

{ 3

17,654,031 | 10, 457, 880

3,840,004

23, 148,72 | 13,358,173 | 4, 803, 300
25133?:5« n:ggfjm 5,013, 039
24,704,346 | 13,713,628 | 5,298, 429
22,007,880 | 12,811,844 | 4,041,066
43,208,224 | 31,075,313 194,103
2211 38, 443, 360 | 25, 841, 863 1790
| 46,390, 220.| 30, 988, 008 988, 621
45,035, 49 | 30, 584, 250 901,977
| 41, 940, 741 | 26,741,180 712) 834
299

20,001,665 | 11,498 477
2 227 225

22, 91, 847 | 10,273,13%
27,791,876 | 12,451,803 | 6, 955,
23,470,199 | 10,979,516 | 5, 109,

L -
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Mmta'ﬁd:&ﬁ }znd cﬁfédi'nf%b and 1919 as rcported by 'alaﬁ;é)hfer&s and cbldJSCI}rayc gi)ércf

housemen.
m”?&‘:“-us
]

164, 504, 919
17,064, 671
300, 604, 652
Pork placed In dry salt cure -1, 80, 156, 086
Pork placed 111 plckle cure. 1,028, 100, 07
ldrtllj)rmim_wstla;s...........;.. . 1,065, 827, 648

. Beef frosen and cured. ............. feeers ceeeees ] 700,
- Pork frozen and cured, Including Iard ................. terses teseseasanns i 0} 4,082, TIR 4K
© Decresse {n beef. ..., Creieeeeesiiacianes Cheeesiianeaann. Cereetiaan ceeeiadd
DeCrease 1 POTK . . viiieriieiieernneenseineoniieeaiines Ciereerienaes ceretbeaocsanren
lncreuw,mlamhnnd mutton............. Creeraeaas Cessreesanen cerensssl 0,978,185 |...oiiiiiniinnn.

Full data as to the production of meat and meat-food animals in the countries pro-
-dueing a surplus are of necessity incomplete, but the latest figures available, as shown
by Cirenlar No. 38, Burcan of Crap Fstimates, of the Department of Agriculture,
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issued on the 15th of (
countries named on the dates specified. The
makes this explanation: o L o w
‘“‘Live stock.—Although statistics exist showing the number of live stock in the
different nations of the world, the figures in many countries are not for uniform dales,
relate to different yeam, and even to differentecasons of the same yeur. To make
“ an accurate or even satisfactory summary of the numbers in the whole world in any
‘given year or in any given season is, therefore, impomible. - From the figures relative
“to the different countries in thefollowing tables and melwmm‘g to prewar estimaies
it may be reasonahly inferred what the normal numbers were hefore the war.”’

Number of lire stock in specified couniries.
(000 omitted.| | ,

et St : i

Prewarestimates. |  Itecent estimates,

i )Me[_ ‘ ‘Numbcr

October, gives the fo:'.aﬁﬁgga..’ the number of live stock in the
yureau in publishing thewse figures

s e

Jan, 119141 52,502 | 1Jan, ‘1, 1421 ! 11
June 30,1914 | - 6,087 June 50, 1920 |

lam 1, 1014...| 25 : |
1908 e,

........

pr. 1,9

nited Btaten............oovvviiiiiiiniiiiiiiial. Jan,  1,1014
Cansda............... i-June 30,1914
Argenting.............. Ve Ceereriaieiiaanaes ..+ Deo, 31,1913
U BY . ovirirniiais 1908, ., ...,
Brazih................ S 1913,....., |
Unton of South Africa i Dec. 31,1914 11019.....,....°
Australfa......... Dec. 31,1910 June 3,192 .

New Zealand..... U Apr. 30,1011 | 25,086 | Apr. 30,1420
Swine ;

United States.... Slan, L1014 58,943 | dan, 1,192
Canada........... 2 June 30,1914 4,434 | June 30,1920 :
Argentina........ SJune L19M 2,001 | 1915,......... ‘
Uruguay....... 190K, L., i 180 ;
s R R WL, 18,800

Union of Bouth Afrfes................coovvvieen, May 7,1011, 1,02
Australia......... 1o osaoastsonavesnssostasasanssnos Dec. 31,1810 : Lo

3,191 249
i Estimate furnished by the Bureau of Crop Estlmates Feb, 1, {921,
t Unoficial estimate, ) S R )
1 Excliiding native locatlons, reserves, éte: T h T T
4+ The census of June 1, 1914, shows 43,225,000 sheep, excluding lambs, with a preilinliary estimate for
‘Dec. 31, 1914, of 66,0(!).0‘)(‘, {ncluding 1ambs. ' The final officlal estimate for Dec. 31, 1014, 1s 43 542,000 while
{he officia] estimate of Dec. 31, 1913, placed the number of sheep, including lambs, at 81,455,000,
s Excluding niorthern tecritory. i 8

Principal countrics, competitive or potentially cor p;t;ilibe’,i‘ﬁ{ijjttlélﬁiﬁ; “and rattle and
© " sheep per 1,000 population and catile units per 1,000 population. i

R 0
{

o RS Bl Pl g i
P oCatbtle st s b Sheepy
: Number of ' per 1,000}~ Number of | prer™], 00
;. cattle. " popula- | Year. | sheep. - popula- | 2l
i © o, e S i J(III. : ‘V‘ ,'—," L
: : i~

D25, 867,000 0120|1014 | 45,000,000 0 6,450 1
1,808,000 0 5,650 1 1914 | 1,47300007 . Ka20
S e2,0000  Logo ! 1916 | 7,905 000 270
| *B.797,000 | 690 | 1916-17 | 25,080,000 350 |

DAL 00,000 . 2,20 1918 | 70,068,000 {16,100 |
D2, 848 000 0 2,400 1 1000 | 25720500 0 2201 -

.......

4 .. : ) 'y H
- Can Lol B,98L000 01018 5 10,051,000 ¢ 1,200 11018 | 3,151,000 ¢ RIYI

United States... .. 106,653,000 ¢ 1919 67,406,000 840 | 1020 {38, 753,000 KT
India.............. 1415, 166,000 1916 130, 145, 000 - 410 © 1016 ¢ 31,322, 000 10 e
Ruassia (and Biberia v ¢ o ; ; R

with 957,000 head)i142, 153,000 . 1814 | 32,704,000 150 L 3T, 240, 00 20 a0
Paraguay.......... 1,000,000 : 1915 5,249,000 - O 150X, 000) Uiy 5,3
Colombla.......... 5,473,000 1 1015 - 3,085, 000 ; CETRavaaE ity 670
Venemiela.......... 2,825,000 ..., 2,008,000 et : T2
Chile.....ooouvinnn, 8,870,000 1914 ;1,044,000 - , 4, 545, 00 1, 1% 0,

E L i H i ! 3

Basic date from Statistical Abstract, U. 5., 1018, ete. Yearbooks, U. 8 Diept Agrle and Bul. N. A W,
M., vol, 50, No. 1. :
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F:cporta of all mmta from 8 cmm!rm.
o Average 3 years, 1911-13, 'ms 1019
. 'C‘dt‘u')utrvy- ’ AN Po‘n” Per nt“ . - Pt
i k by ) or : [ . or cen
Pounds. | ototal, | Coftotal, | Pounds. | orton);
ATOAtING, vvveos. i, ns,m,m. Y 18
_ Australla........ .'m 142,642 12.7 -8y
‘Canarla.... ............. _ 62 514, L0718 | 1.6 6‘.
Brmsh "Goiith Avica. . "537,300 .. . o
l\es\ /ealan ........... i 328, 5&8 613 82 A
 Uruguay........ 190, 372, 194 49 5.
- Unued fates B 248,002, T4 3.2 | 48,
A"{gﬁ;‘,gj"‘“f 1018 1919
‘ ‘ - Pmmda " Pounds, Pounds. -
. Aus Ilungnry Cheersenee Ceassrsres ceterssacensas cvene m 323 Ceevras ; R R
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o R e EREA
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37,974,103 ""'ié,‘éii,‘:'ssi' Ui 404, 888
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United sme,.........,.,......, ........... SRR *"12) 131 644 34, 480, 683 107, 643, 834
4,796,085,226 |  5,470,502,121




g

>Cz= :fﬁcmgb m.m«OUGc.Hﬁ >ZU m.m«0<~m~02m.

mmﬁmmmmm mﬁmwmwmmmm

mmwmm,ﬂmmxmw
REELILERLEH

%5@753nwm4 N

E4Su RS &

WY

mmm&&&%&

giEEeaice
- %..Qy%’ 7»&, el

1919

mmm ummw;mm

-~ LR [y

mnmmmm&mmmmm

m mnasaname

FrTET

S

CEEEERE

r)lx:yl)

SREARRN"

mmm,amwmmm

52%%“8m

1918

EE
S4FgEEa8aNY

45um“7&ssz4

mwmmw

542 m

-

fe

R EEE

FEPTIE uwsm

Y

zmmmmmmmmmm

TS

5112“8“01

19i7

mmmummmmmm wn

ro ot

S ERES mmmm
%..mwnm,”w:&.&fou 71

mmmmmmmmm

TR

EECELES

Py

.ﬂ»m.aywﬂm_ao.q‘

EEVEELE

5:1.,&..9. w ~ 9:&2..

1916

mmmmswwmmmwm

GLEELLELLELIES

nnwaals )

E39EEIEA

rx)) RS

2388%

1’)1)1

TR

mummmmmwwmq

mﬁﬁmwmwu

71&6&6955

1915

mmwmwmmmmmmm,

SR );)n

EEPH PR

wumw&xmma £

zsmmmsw

gmsgREs ¢

~on

;mmmnﬁaut

ammamwmmn

,@mmme,,m\

7:14.2%6&;5;4:

1914

ieqesnhagzen
mmmmmummmm

a o n

mtla“az,%.&? o

‘53588898

)v})l:))

gEERZgRE

P IR

mmemmm,,

Er R

:)’n!}:

EERR82H558

o - 34&53

1913

mmmmmwmmmwwm

J})lﬁ)i)?t’)

.smmmwmmm

,1’)

PN

"mmmﬁmwm“mm
gHL%

Béefprodd_c;i: i :

9835T5ERSaR2 AUELRESY BRERIRERAY
4,6 %zw - QIMMWm%mmmi ~ % &5&5W
m@wmmﬁﬁﬂﬂygw.w.,M@w»w_mmwmm,,,ﬁm
DL ECEEEED CIRL R R ERER R RLER
aHgaig e g gRiEggaREe v o BURET

8191%2“03 %1

REnna

,,,MMMm,,w
P FENTLELE]
ulﬁluxsﬂ ol

2088955 |

PP RO

mwummamm

MWM\n1immm»
: m Ry
;1318
- B :
o8l lgd
M&M i mm ;

1L

,f‘rwn\wmm
m mm 3%

--ﬁj
{

dotis. |
bs._i.

b
*--ldolls..

B
J18:%
mpmjm;ﬁg.
R gE S
g5 g
o& s
;Mwm.

2643



9644  TARIFF HEARINGS.
Y e

I’,n“

1920
182
057
168
2,645,
546
415,
152,801,
21 117, 741

1919

461

408,

200

547
) 601 :
49, 450, 301
8,556, 470

1918

528534 |88

TTELE

1917

1916
772,
088,
235,

1,326,
954,

95,
962,
611

53838 |58

y 1

1915
589,
125,
879,
108,
498,
370
13,807,

433

gE3EEE
| segged

llllll

i

925,

i

293, 147,147

,%’

bs....

{1@5

Total fresh meats. -

Imports of fresh meats, 1914 to 1920

8 show

years

.’.’.-.......-,-."r_“...-

¥
L .
.
.
' '
. .
! 4
H PO
B LR
{ . .
: ‘. +
: IS
i ' 3
£ 4 H
i i v
G . [
. 8
'
¥
'
.
‘
S
'
s
V

The United States became an importer of fresh meats first in 191

Beef and veal
) Mllft@;@dfhﬁibf

Porkolil. :

Ment prodncts—-meass,ltesh



AGRICULTURAJ, PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS, 2645

Tho following summary so well illiistrates the situation as to forelgn meat pro-
duction in 1919 that we submit it for the consideration of the conmitteo, ~

FOREIGN MEAT SITUATION,
{Price Citrrent - Qrain Réporter, May 8, 1919, p. 40.)

The annual review of the frozen-meat trade of the world by W, Weddel & Co., of
London, waa'lssued, bearing date of April 1, 1919, from which it appears that during
the year 1918 approximately 600,000 to 700,000 tons of frozen meat were shipped,
mainly from the Western Hemisphere, to the armies in Europe, Egypt, and Salonica, .
The _great bulk, however, entered Kurope through- French ports. . Italy took aboit
166,000 tons; the bulk of which came from the River Plate and Brazil. ’fh_is_com;)arqj!
with 96,800 tons for the year 1916, The export from Australia in 1918 was the smallest
recorded for many years, amounting only to 66,900 tons compared with 118,540.in
1917 and 171,200 in 1914,  The bilk of thia meat was beef, only 7,900 tons:in 1918
ha’vi_n'%ilwep of mutton and lamb, showing that the sheep farmers of Australia are in
difficulty but are making strong efforts to overcome the very serious losses of stock
suffered during the preceding years, particularly 1914 and 1915, when' slieép were re. -
duced, it is said, by the enormous total of 16,000,000 liead and cattle by 1,000,000 head.
owing to ad verse weather conditions, Recent estimates %&ce the niimber of sheep now
in the Commonwealth at 78,000,000 head and cattle at 10,600,000, ' The sheep are about
9&()10{;)1,3 above the low-water mark of 1916 but are still 7,000,000 under the total
The same trade for New Zealand, once a very heavy shipper of frozen mutton, was
affected by the general scarcity of refrigerated tonnage. The sheep in the Dominion
of New Zealand on-April 30, 1918, were computed at 26,500,000, an increase of 5 per

cent over the: previous year; the number of cattle, 2,900,000, an increase of about

325,000 during the year. . . . A
The report _calls attention also to the fact that French herds and flocks; which were
seriously rediiced by the German invasion'and by the excessive killing ,d‘!ﬂmh", )
early parte of the war, are making good progress toward recovery in respect of numbers;
although of course in the matter of weight they. are still li‘%h't owing to the ecarcity of
feeding stuffs; The report.says no fresh enumeration of live stock in the Argentine .
Republic has béen made since 1917, when approximately there were 30,000,000 head'
of cattle and 65,000,000 sheep.. The year, however, was an excellent one for stock;
and it is unofficially estimated that there was a net increase of hetween 6,000,000 and
7,000,000 cattle and about 4,000,000 sheep.- - - . - v

Brazil is estimated to have about 30,000,000 head of cattle. The herds, however,
consist largely of calves and young a‘nimais, many of which are not yet of suitahle
weight an "unlit?' for export, although there is regularly considerable beef exported
from Brazil, hoth frozen and chilled.

~ COBT OF PRODUCTION IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES,

From the' Pan American Union it is learned that thekﬁhig’héét rate of wagnson the
farms in South America, including all kinds of farm labor, is $20 a month and board.
The ratés are given by the Pan American Union on the basis of the payin the year

1917, or at the height of the hi{‘gh wage rate throughout bath North and South America.
eatt

fﬁﬁco'rdzing to the figures on fi ¢ Pan American Union the rate of wages was as
ollows: .. . . ,

Brazil; from 50 to 90 cents a day without board. ‘ «

Argenting, from $10 to $20 per month and board. S

Paraguay, abotit the same rate as Argentina. :

Uruguay, wages corresponding to those paid in Brazil.

Chile; 25 centaaday. =~ =~ . e IR e
~ On the best obtainable advice the rate of wages among the sheep aiid cattle horders
in Australia and"New Zealand ranges hetween $25 and $50 a month and supplies. In
South Africa, which is rapidly becoming a great sheep-prod ucing territory, wages are -
:'iqported averaging $7 a month and a few pounds of meal and a few ounces of salt per

iem: c : : . ' N
The freight rates on frozen heef. mutton, and veal from Ausiralia and New Zealand
to the Atlantic ports of the United States range from 1id. to 1id. per pound, or at the
current rate of exchange 2} to 3 cents per pound from the sheep and cattle ranges of
Australasia to the American Atlantic ports.. either around the Horn, by the Suez
Canal route, or through the Panama Canal, At the time this is written the Shipping
Board reports the currént. froight rate on frozen meat from Argentina and the River
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Plawr'co'unt'lyfy as 4 cents per pound. Againsi thesé rates the American producer is

faced with the following rates: _
R . - Per 100 ftis,
From Omaha to Boston or New York...............ooiiiiiii ... 81. 34
From Kanaas City to Boston or New York. ........................ eeeeees 1, 8¢
From Fort Worth to Boston or New York.......ccoovevivneiiiiint, 1. 564
I'rom Chicago to Boston or New York.........ocooivuiuininiiiiit. feeeae . 963

A8 to the rate of wages, the difference in favor of the American herder is'at least 100
per cent.u'gomggmdi with the mosét favored of the other surplus mducing,jcbuntrieq.'
American farm- bor'wp%duﬁng,}hq past three years have r;mg'y from $45 per month
and board up as high as $90 per month and board. From these figures it will easily be
understood that the labor cost of production in the United States 1s at least 100 per cent
highor than it is In any one’ of the othsr surplus prodicing countries, either in the
Westorn -or the. Eastern Hemisphere: . - . . . . ... e

‘Wo do not submit hare any particilar figuves with Fespect to the cost of production
in 'this country, but from the foregoing it will be seen that the wagesin the foreiEn
countries montionod aro so much'loss than the wages paid In the United States, and the
labor wiomed,' under such- differont conditions and circumstances, with & lower

d ‘coat, thut:it is impossible to atate in figurcs'a reasonable comparison. But

overh

it is plain,and not open to thé suspicion of doubt, that labor costs several times more

in the United States than it does i.nsthgde‘fomi? countries, . .. .. - .
, and -f_éédin%‘;nd fattening the same

-On the subject of the cost of grazing live stoc BAIN
for the purpose of slaughter, reliable data are not available. - But inquiry of those who
have observed it; and of those who are closely connected with the production in theee
countries, leads to the undeniable conclusion 'that the cost of grazing, feeding, and
fattening of live stock, as it is carried on 'in those countries, apart from the matter of
labor cost, is very much'less than it is in the United States. . . ..~ .

The very fact that the American meat packers themeel ves have establiched slaugh--
tering. plants at the points of export in most of these foreign countries is ample proof
that the supply is available at & much lower price. * We expect the Tariff Commission
to complete a compilation of the data gathered by it before these hearings are con-
cluded.  This will be subinitted to the committee for its information: -We do'not
care to indulge in the submission of such facts as we have been able to gather, which
are of a loss specific nature and would only tend to confusion, and, indeed, would ke
eliminated when the report of the Tariff Commission is submitted. We could refer
to examinations which have been made in previous years und reports respecting the
cost of grazing and the method and manner of ca.r'ryin'F on the business in theee surplus
producing’ countries, biit the later reports of the Tariff Commission will likewice
doubtless be sibstituted. ... .. .. oo 0

One significant commercial fact is important to bear in mind, and that is, if the
importations from these foreign countries are permitted to come into the Umted
States and to take the place of our home prodiiction and thus produce, as it inevitably
will, a'lessened home supply year by year while the market for the foreign production .
continuously ‘grows, as it would, it 18 certain that the consumer will be supplied only
from the hands ¢f the very same packing interests, who sre slau%_flterin‘g in foreign
countries and importing into the United States and who aleo slaughter in the United
States the home production. . This would likewise exterd to the exportations from
foreign prodiicing countries and_from the United States of whatever surplus might
exist to the foreign consuming countries; all bandled by the same interests.

Plainly, it is not a case of ordinary sort wherein an import duty is made with respect
to an extensive commerce by great numbers, of people who may engage in it. .

The nature of the business of the slaughtering, refrigeration, and transportation of
fresh meats, and indeed canned and cured meats and tie’ by-products, is such that it
18 capable of being carried on most economically by concerns L)rephred to handle it

--throughout the most extensive world commerce, 1nvolving the necessity of large
expenditures and a large organization of operatives skilled in the business. These
things are mentioned simply to.show that the field of this commerce is occupied and
that there woitlld be little, if any, invitation to outside undertakings on the part of
capital of a competitive nature.: -, - G :

So that this committee is dealing with the import tariffs upon the meat products of
a few concerns, concentrating into their hands the surplus meat products of the world.

It follows that the argument is unsound wherein it is contended that the consumer
can benefit by the importation into this country, which would mean lessened pro-
duction here, where home slaughter can he extensively engaged in if the supply is
ample. The consumer can not profit by the curtailment of the home supply, and it
has been clearly shown that he has not profited by the importation of meats free of
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 duty. The commercial result of the falliire to provide for a diity on \'impoftod fresh
meats will be to continiie the control of .the supply of the imports in the hands of
- those who now control the imports and largely the home production. '
It is against the interests of the consuming public of this country to thus curtail
the production of meat dnimals in the United States. . . .~ . L
The American National Live Stock Association; The Cuttle Raisers’ Associ-
ation of Texas; The National Wool Growers’ Association; The Corn
Belt Meat Producers’ Association of Iowa; The Kanauvizive Stock
Asmsociation; The Colorado Cattle and Home Growers' Association and
All Other Live Btock Prodiucing Interests; 8, H, Cowan, Fort Worth,
o Tex.; A. W. Rucker, Denver, Colo. o o
Mr. CowaN. I have a statement of Col. Ike T. Pryor, which has
been given wide circulation in the gl(;ess He'is a man of very great
experience, vice president of the Southern Tariff Association, and
has been president of the American Live Stock Association and many
other organizations, is well known throughout the United States, and
I think it is valuable. It consists of but three or four pages on the

sulﬂf:ct of the cost and the tariff. ’
- The CaammaN. It will be printed.
 STATRMENT OF IKE T. PRYOR, AN ANTONIO, TEX., REPRESENTING AMERIOAN
NATIONAL STOOK ASSOCIATION AND THE TRXAS SOUTHWESTERE OA
BAISERS’ ASSOCIATION. | i oy
There are two great internal queations before the people of the United States to-day,
tariff and revenue. - They are very closely allied. It is hard to discuss one without
the other. Some claim the tariff to be a local issue, others claim it to be a political
“issue, while some will say it is an economic issue. Call it what you will, it is a big
question, and is going to take big-brained and broad-minded men to handle it.
The tariff affords a degree of protection and at the same time produces a revenue,
thus reducing our tax burden just that much; and the less taxes we pay the more cash
we can lay aside for a rainy day. ,

, o )
COST OF PRODUCTION.

We talk about a tariff of at least sufficierit amount to equalize the coet of production
here and ‘abroad. Who knows or can find out the exact cost of production? Take
the cattle business, for example. It costs less to produce a beef in south Texas ready
for slaughter than it does in north Texas. It costs less to produce a beef in Texas
than in Nebraska; and less in Kansas than in Illinois. One year it can and does often
cost 25 t0' 50 per.cent more to care for an animal than the previous year or the year
following; hence, the cost of production will vary all over the United States, according
-to local conditions, ete. .. . . . . v e )

We should place a tariff sufficiently high on live stock and the products of live
stock to cover the cost of production compared to that of foreign countries, plus a
‘reasonable profit, and at the same time not 50 high as to create a monopoly.

We should not ask for favors in any form but to oppose favoritism in all its forms.
It is asking no favor to put us on an equal footing with foreign importers, and when
we don't receive that consideration from Congress then the favor is extended the
forggrn producer of raw material and not the home producer, which is absolutely
un L ) L e i [ o .

To better understand the importance of protecting our live-stock producers by a
proper tariff, the following statistics should be studied carefully.

81527—22—scH T—7



:  Population, and number of catile and shesp. -

3
:

Cattle, cattie .shup‘ o.p
Populstion, | ' prewsr | recent esti- | lambe, Iambs, after-
period. mates. war period. | war period.
Argunting......ce.eeeveeinn.. | s 2sa000| 25887000 3500000 sl 4ss,000| 5,000,000
- Uruguay...... reruirearianis ' 1:3”73101», . -8,198,000 | 7,803,000 | 26,286,000 | 11,473,000
Bl yeernn s 26, 542,000 | 30,706,000 |- azﬁ-wo,ooo‘ 10,083,000 | - 7,000, 000
Australia. ...l 4,971,000 | ~ 11,745,000 |~ 11,040,000 | - 92,047,000 | 91,676,000
Tofal. . oveiiiinieeennninns 41,176, ( 76,510,000 | V91,342,000 | 210,471,000 | ® 193, 149,000
United States............000000 106, 853, 61,804,000 | 367,006,000 | 52,448,000 | 4 49, 883000

¥ Increass, 19 per cent.  ? Increase, 9 per cent. Decrease, 8 per cent. ¢ Decrease, 4 per cent,

‘The four competitive countries first mentioned are known to consume-less meal
Bw capita than "ou:&eopl_é and their population is leés than 40 per cent of that of the
nited States, yet they raise nearly 40 per cent more beef and four times as much
~ mutton as we do, and consequently export the bulk of their meat, . -~ = .
" Argentina has more than 4 cattle'and 10 sheep per capita, while we have but little
. more .than half a beef and less than half a sheep per capita. The groat markets of
this country are.in large cities, most of which can'be"reacl‘ll, hed by water trans rtatio}n;l ‘
In other words, at least one-third of American gedple to-day can be reached frob
foreign countries by water transportation, and when the great canal is built, which
will connect the Lakes with the Atlantic Ocean, thus permitting ocean-going shipe
to reach Chicago; one-half of the American people can be fed by water transportation
From the Pan American Union statistics it develops that farm laborers in Argentina
receive $10 to $20 per month and board, eo it is plain that, with our farm labor being
~ paid from $45 to $90 per month and board, our labor coet of producing meat is more
than four times a8 great as Argentina, -~ . ..
1t should also'be considered that these competitive countries still have enormous
tracts of free range, and the cost of raising cattle is much less than here. Land values
and pasture charges are much lower there than in this country and there is hardly
an item of expense incident to the live-stock business that is not very much less in
competitive countries than here. : . T UL Ry
Live-stock receipts at market centers declined more than 10 per cent in 1920 a8 com--
pared to 1919. On such a decline in receipts why didn’t cattle, hogs, and sheep in-
crease in price? The answer is, imports of meats free of duty in various forms took u
the slack and t*grevenw_d; the advance; on the contrary; pressed the market downward.
Cattle led'in the decline of agricultural products in 1920 and the price has been ou the
toboggan ever since. Each month live stock has dropped a little lower than the pre-
vious month, until now $8 per hundred live weight looks as good to us as did $15 per
hundredweight in the spring of 1919; thus decline in price carried with it little or no
' bemeﬁ(t::'d tx.;; ‘the consumer, a8 the producer does not fix the price to the consumer of this
Out of $4,000,000,000 estimated necessary to run this Government for one year only
16 per cent of this vast sum is collected at the customhouses on import duties; the
balance, or 85 per cent, is from internal revenue. " This is the result of the workings of
the Underwood bill. Under the Payne-Aldrich bill 65 per cent of all. the revenue
necessary to run this Government was collected at the customhouses on import taxes,
~balance of 35 ie‘r cent was collected from some internal source, a great deal of which
was from whisky and tobacco tax; however, it required only about $1,000,000,000 in
those days to run the Government, as against $4,000,000;000 to-day.

; 'MUTTON AND LAMB IMPORTS.

During the 12 months ending June 30, 1920, there were imported free of duty
16,358,299 pounds of mutton and lambs, and during the succeeding four months the
;Bngg;tsm%f m_uu‘fsn and lambe free of duty amounted to 64,623,777 pounds; total,

pounds. .- | ey o ; .

During the last four months of this period there were practically four times a8 much
of these ungrtaasm previous 12months. .. . . o

Putting the average mutton carcass at 40 pounds, it means there were the equiva-
lent of more than 2,000,000 sheep bronzﬁl:et&into this country free of duty during said
16-months period, and of this number fourths, or 1,600,000 head, arrived during
the short period of the last four months, including February.
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. BEEF AND VEAL IMPORTS, ,
" More than 100,000 carcasees of beef and veal were also u%rted into’this country. -
free of: duggoin,ghg‘last-lﬁ‘mdt_‘\tha;'maki_n a total of over 3,000 carloads of cattle and
aboitt 10,000 carloads of mutton and lambs; This vast amount of meat was brought
into this coiintry in shipe which entered our harbors withoiit the expenditure of one
single dollar in this country before it reached our large consuming centers. When
sold at least 95 per cent of the proceeds were returned to some foreign country, prac-
tlc::ill)él ttle or no benefit to our commerce in any way. This is the direct result of

Do dubyl. i e T BT T R
What if this 3,000 cars' of cattle and 10,000 cars of mutton and lambe had been
marketed from our farms and tanches in this country? “Out rilroads would have"
received freight on 13,000 cars of cattle and sheep.. The chatges for switching and -
beddih‘g:.!he “cars, feed, yardage, attendance, war tax, also a commission charge,
~ would have. been' distribiited among the various interests named, and finally, and
most important, the net procéeds would -have been deposited inour home hanks

~ or applied on.some hard-pressed -cattle or sheep man’s paper. This would be the
remilt of 4 protective duty ‘6t'1'v;i_m%om._ . Which‘do ‘you want and whicb will do the
most general iood? It does not ta ,fe‘j‘ti‘_So,ldl_hdn;to"juis’?v’er.the‘fgix_eeti_o‘n;,: e
- Had it not been for the World War the Underwood bill would have wrought destriic.-
tion to‘agriculture, also brought grief to the Democratic Party, - Inmediately after:

~ this Underwood bill wupameg ssed dressed or frozen beef and mutton befgan’to be diverted
from Eurog:e ‘this‘ country in'large and increasing quantities, ~Only the war and

the great dem B

and for meat in the war zone gave us temporary relief from theimports -
from South America.. Shorﬁ?' “after the armistice was signed these “irreat' foreign
oceani-going veesels began loading not only meats but other agricultural products in
t and increasing amounts. - On January 5 of this year two'ships reached the
nited States loaded with 270,262 carcasses of mutton, and three other foreign ships
were on route to this country loaded with mutton, Five ships in one month con-
taining about 675,655 carcasses, or 34,687,580 Kounds, of ment coming in free of duty
is a staggering blow to the meat producers of the United Staies.

NO MILLIONAIRE FARMER,

We have in the United States 20,000 millionaires, judging from the income-tax
records. This estimate is based on the assuraption that eac individual who pays
taxes on an income of $50,000 or more is the owner of a million-dollar estate; and it is
very probable this estimate ie a conservative one. - A o

More than 6,000 of these millionaires live in New York State and Frobabl"y 90 per
cent of the others'live north of the Mason and Dixon line and east of the Missigsippi
River. How many of these men made their millions in farming? Who ever heard
of an honest-to-God millionaire farmer? How did most of these millionaires make
their money? The answer is, in the manufacturing business, Who furnished - the
raw material for their plants? The live-stock raiser urnishes the cattle, sheep, and
hogs from which they ]')uroduce beef, mutton, and pork to feed the world; they furnish
the hides and wool, which the manufacturer converts into leather and-cloth to shoe
and clothe the world. -~ . : . i

The farmer furnished the cotton from which the mantifacturer creates cloth to make
clothing ior the people; they also furnish the grain from which to create flour, meal,
and cereals to feed the people. , e

Here is exhibited a community of interests, one absolutely dependent on the other,
which should be a 50-50 proposition instead- of—well, I can’t even guess what per
cent the farmer and ranchman receive for their so-called raw material as compared
with what the manufacturers receive for the finished product.

Fortunately our worthy President, Mr. Warren G. Harding, in his inaugural address

8a1d.: . o N . .
“Tariff must be adjusted to protect American industry, with its higher production
costs, against people who are seeking trade éxpansion.”’ o
“In 80 e’x'preesimi himself President Hardin% meant by the expression ‘‘American
industry” not only mgnufactured products but everything produced by industry, -
0 it is up to us to o lml‘)rees' upon our Congressmen the needs of our farmers and
stockmen that we, too, will receive proper consideration in the remodeling of our tariff.
The manufacturers are highly organized, and you may depend upon it they will,
through combined efforts, obtain all possibfe tariff protection. : .
Every stockman and farmer in the South should take & keen interest in the tariff
question and become active members of live-stock or agriculture associations. You
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sho'u_ld aléo akl._-tivé‘l‘ assist themansg 3 ‘:':"é'r,ujb‘f your usociations b ‘ui-’;';'ing your Congress-
men to take an _act{ie“ intereat in legislation affecting your p'rb{iucte. , ,
President Harding is in sympathy with us; eo, I repeat, get after your Congressman
- and see that all possible facts and figures are available for inm to show other nﬁr -
men the importance of protecting the American farmer and stockman, especially of
- the South, whom you should represent, to the greatest possible degree.,
_ Mr. Cowan, I have some memoranda made in connection with
- importations of hides, taken from the census, that I should like to
~ have printed as a part of my original remarks, not as an al;‘)pend}x.
- The CuairMAN. Hand them to the stenographer, and they will be
printed in that manner,. . - .. L o
- Mr. Cowan. In the foregoing argument mention was made at
different places of statistical data to be submitted herewith as a part
~ of my statement. I therefore submit the following:
“Kirst. A statenient issued by the Bureiiu of the Census under-date of June
8, 1921, relative to the slaughtering and meat-packing industry for the year
1919, as compared with the year 1014, as follows; .. ... . . ... ..
A preliminary statement of the 1920 census of manufacturés has been pre-
pared by the Bureau of the Census, Department of Commerce, furnishing sta-
tistics concerning the slaughtering and meat-packing industry for the year
1919, It consists of a statement of the number und cost of animals slaughtered
ities and values of the principal products manufactured during
the vear 1919, - .. .. . wr o e
The Higures are:complled ‘from 1,305 establishments with products for the
year valued at $4,246,200,000. The total cost of raw materials, principally live
stock. was $3,774,901,000, or 88.8 per cent of the total value of products. -
Phe statistics for 1919 and 1914 are summarized In the following table,
Those for 1919 are preliminary and subject to such change and correctlon as
may he necessury from further examinntion of the original reports,

Sl('ltzbhtcfiny and meat Iracki}ia, fibholéééiic—-'(?ensaqBitrcdu’s summary for the
sindustry—1919 and 191},

019 | 19
MATERIALS. B e
TOMA BOSE. ...ttt e $,774,901,000 | $1, 441,663,000
Animals slainghtered, €03t . oo oveiiereiiveerieenrernnnracesororasaenens $3,055,495,000 | $1,199,642,000
Beeves— S
NURY DO, ..o ittiieetteicneeeatuesaniaaecassocracsssessrncssnns 10, 818, 000 7,149,000
Cost........ RSO $1,055,319,000 | . $400, 108,000
Calves—. . - g
: P‘Jmtnber ......................................................... 4, 305, 000 2,019,% E
Sheﬁ‘g;}ﬁiﬁb’s PRI Rt L R , 720, ,623,
B 0 (1) 111+ o PN 13, 523,000 15,962, 000
o0t 8148, 965, 000 $84, 813,000
NUTDOEcce e ineneennrneteinonenaenssnenanasesnarsennrennnsn 44,519,000 | 34,443,000
: T0BE e e v e see e ee e $1,757,491,000 | $597,008,000
All other materials, COSt.....oovviienirniruecieinninarseascscessnansasn ‘719, 406, 000 $242,031, 000
PRODUCTS. : ,
~ Total value................ S USSP teveeend| $4,246,290,000 | $1,851,965,000
4,002,284,000 | 3,658,334,000
/als §348,800,000 | $431,207,000
POUnAS. . .iiiiiinrnincnions Viveriarerses eviieiieiseiriinis 422,928,000 194,609, 000
O O OIS SO Sl essisseioon [ 826,299,000
Mutton, lamb, goat and kid— . 5 -
Pounds. ...:...ec.s i aierisidiesns eeeiveneeieeresninenns] 501,201,000 629,233, 000
: $120, 451,000 $74, 676,000

Value............... ieeeseviseinsiiaentannicesitansianes
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_+ FRODUCTS-—continued.

nzmom:b «moes
£sa2 075,000 | §2 ,.'.;5: 0

516,968,000 | - 208,667,000
m,s'm 000

tsuseceesvened

u e :
Edible oﬂ-i and sil other fresh meat—
(11117 {. SN b a..-u.....-.uun»..u.-.n..u-.‘ :

al
' ue.....a.............................,...................... . f) )

Cured mea
Beef p!ckled and other cured—

oun S................,..;.......euuu....u

129, 980, 000 m,m 000
2530000 | 814, 305, 000

| 4,145,232,000 |  2,029,310,000
s1 211,420’000 $303, 605,

306, 943, 000 160, 799, 000
$20, 418, 000

Pork pkkled‘md other cured—

. OUNAS. . euienniiennieneess
B £ PP P

: Canmdgoods'

Value , 904,

Stuvage L :
Pounds 101, 002, 000 74,004,000

VBIIO. cuvnevnninnesnsoinssnoreniossasnsvsoassissnasnivavaesarios]  $27,085,000 $9,845,000

S Pounds.........................‘........;..,.‘................. 0629, 701, 000 435, 147,000 -
s 8)45 bOl 000 358 350,000 .

Value

Lard: " - e : ;
Pounds Ciiiieiestededeeeaiiiiian] 1,372,350,000 119,189,000, :
dreeresataiesesiadts : 5415 R17,000 hm 414,000

306, ses,
333,06 3

Lard eorm dsand substitutes:

Oleo ail}:

(lallonv.. ....... K

- Value,
Other olls;

Guliom..................................‘..‘..................

sersdvaivariisricsaseynraye

sn 926,000
8, 716 000 :
u,o:o,
242/084,000 | 209,014,000
&m,m ooo‘ 313, 733, 000

123,639,000 | 388, 000
£35,778, 000 &e, Rm,

-...-'.-o.-o‘.-............--.--c.-’.-.‘-‘.s-o---...-.a..s-...

;o..¢-....-...-.\...--.....--.wo'-...----~..oo--....-.‘

. Valve
Tallgw and oleo stock:

8.«o.-..................-....-.".nu'

Vslue
Oleomarg:

Potnds. .:cooeiveinieconnnecsvanioessiivns

Valu&.»....‘..........................................
Hidesmdg:ets. :

(,sme Id:

\'alue
Cali—
Number.................

10, 818; 000
$185' 020, 000

3, 35d ,000 |-
Cevvesnvesaresaase 824 797000

Shee iamb oat, and kid— SRS
\? b ; 12 244 000
: 8-33,780

391,000 |
$18,315. 000
3172,099 000

S SRR

condeused milk,” gh:e, glycorlne, “hog ha!r, ice,
recelved for slaughtering and re(rlgamunn for -

veevereecs

cevesensenan

Yerssvreriievens

..-.

Wsrreseivinssnssssrreserbnv]

YL . T T T TP Sy

Fertﬂizers and fertilizer material:

tediven

Value,: Y
All Othet products,' value. id

g luolujes value of ammonla, utter, butter reworked
;at%sage caslngs, scrapple, scap, wool, etc., sad amount
ers.
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Second Tables from reporta issued

the"Bureau of Fore
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and Domemc ( 'om-

merce showing the imports and exports of meats for the years 1910 to 1921, as follows:

Merchandise mpotted; Quan_talm and values, by‘artt‘clea.

o  Calendar years.
7 “Artlele. e et o e o Eoae
94 Ins 1918 By
E ueut and ddry products'
“;‘P : .
e e ds..| 254,310,200 | 118,660,880 | 30,772 414 |  22,m3 147
lﬂ ‘i.. ). .
Beefand veal............ ars. . 7804 | A1 44| 308N 04d | 3 0B TR
Mutton and lamb. ... gwhff’” “,’: ;%:: ?,:;'; l}: :‘]37"2 %mg 1;:;& §§ 5’.%1%’
nds..| 18,952 ¢ : 54 2, 580,
Pork............ reene SoMare| '2Sinzi|  st0.65 5007 | 553,812
nds..| 203,147,147 | 133,067,227 | 57,062,183 | 30,276,390
Total fresh "‘“““““{mam 2,048 | e, seil et | yamon
o Calendar year. Fiscal year ondlng June— -
“Article, e
‘ 1918 1919 1920 ; 1921
Meat and dnlrv product« j-_
Meat products— I i
Moats, [resh— ds..| 23,39, osnn " P 319,240
ponn 5. i o
Beefand veal............ dolla:‘» ' lw’m lg’ J‘)&'m i, los:‘:tg:g}‘ .
nas. L k
Mutton and lamb........ ggﬁam 134 290 2'518,355 1 12 843 671
Pork pounds..l 1,721,979 2132444 | 1,212,495
..................... dollahi 376 604 m, 1
pounds..| 25,068,956 | 49,450,301 | 60,927,576 ; 151, 196, 985
Totsl ‘“’-"" meats. ... {donan 4,670,000 | 8,556,170 | 9,917,087 | 19,425 543
Domestic merchandise exported: Quantities and values, by artiéles.
e (falehd#r years.
Ar(lcle " - — - _.r; i 4
1910 1911 1912 1913 1914 1915
Mest r ; ‘, el :
Beelproducts— S .
Beo, canned. . {Ds.. .| 11, am,usr 1, 24@,.»; 5 19,735 © 4, m 00s| 30,734, 748 -69 m 528
' --\dolis. [ 1,330,048 ,:m 24| 1,040,801) ' 539,%%9] 4)597.079]. 11,014,980
Beof, fresh bs....| 55 538,924 2%782,481| 9,025,552 8, sno 1230 31,442, 463| 202, 813,397
ocl, fresh....... dolls 5,911, 108 z,bu,, 1,053,777 7,847 3,599,070 33,605, 465
Boef, plckled, 1)1, . .| 35,335,923 42,304, 338 28,709,513 25, m 599 23,779, 449] 42,746,313
ioonreds Do dolls.. 3,071,075 3,181,041 2,437,400 2,507,541 2,371,563 4,507,289
Hog products— SEe - -
Bacon. hs;s.| 128, 269, 744| 198, 112, 200] 192,021,654 212,796, 618 184, 207, 360! 524, 138, 245
piaseiis 1880,062( 24, 185,672 23,463, 049) 27,083,536 25,570, 544 68, 524, 962
Hq“h’“;,ﬁ" @\ ins....| 131,181, 642] 199,615, 052 176,088,810 171,671, 407 142,398, 201). 260, 442, 819
curgd TS ldolis..| 17,8%4,287) 23,347,395 5,899 82 20,797, 130] 37,348, 502
Ibs....| 368, 831,681 532, 429, 88¢ 438, nh.m\i 296, 439
dolis>i| 45,935,897 54, 504, 681 48,610,269) 3%, 342, OO0
fbsii] 3,715,808 5,057,999 2,796,415 7,928,944
“Adolis? 428, 508, 4 07 1312558
ibs....| o2, 2,231, 661 1,250, 077| ~24, 230, 183
dolls.’, 120, 523 \ "17%, 009 2, %79, 833
th....| 41,438 8200 351,029, © 37,000,108 59, (47, 997
e mk,d,{qws. 4,506, 246] 4, 875,795 4,001, 58] 6, 026, U8
Al com nds J “ o
and other substi, [IDS:...| 71,993,638 69, 434,04 63,385,911 83, 909,985
“Tutes for tard,  Jdolls..| 7,258,758 6,022, , 608, 5,519, 231
Mutton (except bs ooy, 2, 573,653 3,847,008 4,230,028
canned.) dolis. . 22), 246, 221 436,0&9; 500, 117
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;‘Domemo merohandhe ezported Ouammea and raluea, by artwleo—-Contlnued :

: ‘ dAF Vears Fiscal year endin
, - Calendar years, N imecnding
Artlcle, BERE e : \
e 018 | 1017 1919
MR, N
B';, conned.. 54,026, 0221 68, 471, 53, 867;
, dl;’u 5. l;{ 3’% sl mg'ﬁg ?’ﬁ'
S... )
Boel, "T”md dofis. | "22)316, 803{ 31,4277, 363| 40,280, T47
 Beet, plekled, {iy, . [ 36,082,614 67,810 42,804, 724
-~ an & other liba 3,042,528 5,319, 88 8 739) 141
H roducts— ST
”;m b 02,851, 157| 678, 28, 051 104,788,081, wo'm,m 480,
, dotis. [t 57,113, 549 123,115,384| 315,968, 013,227) 243, 327, 856{"103, 114,918 -
“:h";;,':,;‘r;‘ bs....| 287,161, 1 'w 386,814 rm m 04l .m 705,083 275, 458, 931) 172, 011, 676
 Savedt! er rdolis. (| “45, 340, 01! 159, 423,837 , 633, 4601 40, 0883,
Lard (¥ m nl,u 548 sn,sm 1| 587,224, 5491 746, 157, 366
- halaiad dolis 75,3551' mmn 237,084, 449! 171,523, 351|131, 329] 199
ork— : R
1bs. .. 8,7 8l 3,201, 967 ;_'n-’us‘m
Canned....{4,lis 364] . 1,480,304 ' 449, S16
Fresh 1bs... 49,372, 7. 27,224, 041) - 57,041,446
""" fol: " gEy Lo
3... H
tacd o “"‘::'d dolis; 7,088 ,080,967) 5,380,792
nd ot ot eabeth 11bs.... 49, 300, 143 44,195, 8491 42,155,971
 gind other subetl. }d fis. 8,5%2, 11,850,311 6,009,914
Mutton (except fibs,... 2, 862,17 3,958,131 6,624,523
cann ) dolls. , 8y, 815 4520 1,291,325

The imports and: exports of beet and mutton for the ‘fiscal year- 1921 were as

follows : Imports 148,847,464 pounds; exports 56,182,365 pounds. It will there-
fore be seen that the lmporta exceeded the exports by 98,665,088 pounds.

Third., Tables froin the reports of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Com-
merce showing the imports and exports of cattle, hogs, and sheep for the years
1910 to 1921, as follows:

Domestic merchandise exported: Quantities and values, by articles.

Calendar years.
Article; - e e —
1010 o | 912 1013 1014 1915
Cattle 64,087 48, 26,236 1 8,841 16,256
reeeeenane 14, uo 01| 3,623,043 | 851,080 | 515,04 | 2,523,689
Hogs........... 246 17,478] 12718 12300 7,281
{%'-’/ 00| 19008 | Ml mar|  doser
Bioep...........{qclia’)| 200,10 | Bi,000 | 6386 | G592 3iTee| 170001
Allother(includinglowls, T i s : .
A0lIS. . verernsrnnnnnnnss 206,306 | 274,044 | 378,339 | 475,411 | 202,084 1 208,182
Total......... .dous; 15,202,411 ! 20,380,088 | 9,440,078 | 7,071,085 | 20,419,257 | 121,641, 460
i I} ‘ t
T T Flsodl boat oAt
v Calendar years. T oncing
Article, : : em o e
1916 1917 1918 1919 1920 1921
Animals: s :
Cattlo. No...| 12,071 20,000 17,200 e9.sm| 83,09 145678
seseaniads g:olls‘ 633,84 1291 g& ‘x,osg,;(:;ag 6,43, 521 | 1,921, 18 o,%,m
Q.0 X N ERA K
mo-oco Al | atll el edall) emim ol
0
Bhoep............. 208638 | 278790 | 1200882 | 360974 | 710549 | 532610
Allothot(tncludln( owll), ‘ A ' : )
QOIS . eevuunnorarnnener| - 396,516 | 383,008 | 288,645 | 464,702 575,066 | 931,229
Total...........dolls..| 93,425,600 49,006,850 16,048,142 | 12,003,684 | 19,291,197 | 17,617,041
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Morchandise imported: Quantities and values, by articles.

) Calendar years,
: ' w00 | e | a2 RUET B 11 1015
\s: - . .
o...] 211,230 | 252,423 nr 57 489

Cattle............. dolis..| 3,261 023 a,g'g',saa 5,3”’ u,?’é,m 19,uo,m xs,é‘g:

8h {No....| 38,20 23, 083 18, 342 5, 858 og, 276,521
Bt S doli| Mmeme| | M| -aisme| oo | oenaz :
§ e - Calsndar years. Jun’.:-r—
- Articte
Saip e 1916 0y 108 loe | 9w

Cattle 0. . 208,847 :m,% - 042,306 [ . 676,328'|. 228,314
sesevesesceasiqolls.. ! 10,008, 607 | 18, 248, m,m.m 53,298, 078 | 45,081, 179 | " 23,580, 124
" an . No....| 125123 : 22 774 90, 549 81, 202
B dolis. . w%m 2,014, 169 1553,717 2,473,398 | 2,279,040 | 1,541,708

Swine o,... 402 16, 238 20, 857 3,662 1, 161

Swine-.ceeneoco\dolls. 40,487 | 308,961 mm 768,25 | 121,008 )

We have included in the foregoing tubles live stocl-. and meats only. Fig-
ures are readily obtainable with respect to all the different classes of products,
but it 18 not deemed necessary or. desirable to present ‘them here;

It will be observed that there was nearly a 100 per cent increase in the
and 1014 over. the year 1912, and &
large increase in 1912 over 1011 and in 1911 over 1910. The peak was reachedf‘
in 1918, when 786,987 head weére imported, falling to 552,480 head 1n 1915, and

agein reaching the high mark of 642,385 in the year 1919, ,

The exports for the same periods show a very small and generally insignifi-
cant number, the highest number being 164,087 head for the year 1911, The
&vgszlark was 8,004 head in the year 1914, In 1919 the number increased to

For the year 1921 ‘the fmports of cattle ‘were 326,214 bead ‘and the exports
145,673 head, so that the imports exceeded the exports by 180 ,541 head,

F‘ourth Tables from the reports of the Bureau of Forelgn and Domestic -
Commerce showing the imports and exports of calf and cattle hides for the
year 1910 to 1921, a8 follows:

Domaattc merchand{as ea:portcd. Quanutiea and wluca, by articlea.

Yura endod June 30—
Atticle, : — -
1912 1913 1914 918 1916
Hldunndsﬂns,uapttuuhm,nwor . R - p s
: : be.:| s8] o302 47| 1,004,820 | 1,574,300
Cdf..,. ..... B PR \gdt:h " ﬁ% " m:g mag’éan 21’?3‘3:% ’ la’g’::%
Cattle....ooueeniiiniiiinninnins dotis. | 2299048 | 2,580,608 | 1,083, £013,173 | 2,608,028

Years ended June 30— |  Fiscal year ended June 20—

A':tu-h.
1917 1918 ‘1919 1920 1921
md-mdmm,ueoptmmm.nwor ‘ ;
' be....| 1,374,088 | 3,468,001 | 2,778, W8 | 2,875,000 | 8,148,310
Calleooonvninnneronvennnns PITTIN dg-h' ;%" 0 ;:ﬁm ‘E:g&} ls’ﬁ'% s:ugsﬁ
Cathle..cooviiiiiiiicniaiiicies ddh.: z:mx:m . x:“'m a:mzns 6:‘70,671 1,351, 451
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Merchandise émpurted: Quantities and 't‘aiuea, by articles,

AT Calendar years,
1900 ¢ e 1812 10 1 T R DS 1) T I B [ 1. I
Tbe, .| 83,187,588 | 82,081, 188 |14, 8%, 364 | 76,408,996 | 06,918,504 | 48,014,770
Caltskins. ............. dolis. .| 11814440 | 21227103 | 31,003,634 | 21,243/360 | 16,373,357 | 11,334,163
Cattlo hides be.... .[221, 000,008 (170’ 640! 238 (308, 830, 775 [225, 549! 762 | 308, 060, 216 | 408,632, 111
saseneeseaidolia, .| 82/925,374 | 35,290, 065 | 40,178,526 | 40, 844, 504 | 85.631,415 | 78,137,600
e . Calendar years. Firel v ondine
ey o) g Tomen s
1916 1017 1921
be....| 63,657, 181 | 29, 685, 608" y'| 35, 580, 617
Callking.............. éfon-. ";%%?3“1 11511 585 : 105541:3;3 ~
Cattle hides........... lia. | 87, 874,813 (103387, 062 , 806, 631

Wherever values have been.left in- the _tables, it has been done only as a
matter of convenlent information. In- the case of meuts and other products
it 18, ot course, well nderstood that conditions during the war and even up
to this period have been too abnormal to make the value figures adaptable for
the purpose of drawing deductions which are reliable.. ~— - -

Also the quantities of exports during the same period, which were affected
by thé war, can not be used-for the purpose of drawing deductions as to what
may be expectéd in the future. It is for that reason that we have presented
the figures for the years before the wiir and brought thein down to ‘date.

Fifth, A statement compiled by Mr, John Roberts, of the Bureau of Animal
Industry of the Department of Agriculture, concerning meat production, con-
sumption, and foreign trade in the United States, 1007-1920, as follows:

MEAT PRoDUCTION, CONSUMPTION, AND FOREIGN TRADE IN UNITED STATES,
- 1907--1920. :

The accompanying tables show -the trend for the last 14 years of the pro-
ductlon, exports, iniports, and consumption of each of the various kinds of
meat In the United :States. The data are based on two kinds of slaughter re-
ports—(1) the completé slaughter in the United Stantes tuken by the census for
1900, and (2) .the Federally-inspected slaughter, the details of which are pub-
lished annually by the Bureau of Animal Industry. The combination of these
reports affords. a means of estimating the totul siaughter from year to year.
These estimates can not be made earlier than 1907, as that was the first year
the Federal fnspection was in operation on its present scale. Hence the tables
begin with that year. . . o

The slaughter reports referred to give results only in numbers slaughtered
of each kind. of animals. ~Average dressing percentages and average carcass
weights ‘are provided in order to convert the live animals into meat equivalents.
An annual ‘determination of these factors is necessary, because in some cases,
éspecially with cattle and swine, the average carcass weights vary consltderably
from one year to the next, e .

The data throughout are computed from a dressed-weight basis, The edlble
offal (liver, pluck, etc;) is not included in the dressed welghts and so is dis.
regarded. In the aggregate it represents a Jarge quantity of edible material,
but it is more than offset by the bones and waste trimmings of the dressed -
carcasses, The figures in the tables, therefore, represent approximately actual
meat, lard is estimated separately from the dressed weights of swine.

The foreign-trade figures in the tables are taken from the December report
of the Department of Commerce, which gives the calendar-year totals.

Norz—Slight changes have been made in the per capita consumption figures
published previously for the years 1914 to 1019, inclusive. These changes have
been caused by the corrections in the census-population figures following the

taking of the 1920 census.
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Aumber ‘of animals amughtered annuauu cmder cheral lmpcctlan amt esth-
mated numbcr slaughtered othvru-inr (lnrludmy /arm) in Unitcd Stalen. ;

Calsndar yeat. i Cattle, Calvos. Rmb:f’d Uoats. Bwlne.
lm-Fodmllylnsplcted.... veveerereienn] 7,623,208 2 om.m; 10,252,000 | © 18,750 |- 23, 888, 377
400 eeteteasstesissarstrssrsiboenn 6mm . m, Z,W,m l“,m ﬂ,mm )
T o evriernnenerorennerneeoeees] 13,400,000 'o,mu,soo 13,300,000 | 161,000 | 58,737,900
woa,—x-'ulmnymsmed...... 7,mmo 1,968,773 | 10,304,006 | 42,081 | 38,643,101
110 SO OUR P i sy bes,700 | 3,871,600 | 3,084,100 | 78,900 | 28,883,700
'rom ............ veererveneers] 12,845,000°| 5,520,000 | 13,368,800 | 121,900 | 65,400, 400
vevreneed] T,718,807 -z,m,on. 11,350,340 | 100,650 | - 31, 204, 906 -
....... wereeueen 0T 6,H0T,016 | 4,326,000 | 3,374,350 | 184,04 | 21,824,672
Total....oevereeennsn. cedevains ..} 13,811,422'| 6,516,976 | 14,724,609 | mm, mzno,m,
: |9m-—i‘odar-llyimpocted Vi ! Hm,ooo - 2,288,547 | 11,408,020 | 100, 379 | 28 % ‘
) EBOF. e vereeennsennenessrirsosesenes] ;733,000 4314000-3,392_,200{ 184,400 | 18,070,000
TOtal, .. eriereeeerieennes veveenss] 13,540,600 | 6,852,000 | 14,600,200°| 284,400 | 44,073, wo;
,'m—r-edmnylnspected.. ..... cerrrenennns 7,010,008 | 2,1xe,m 14,000,448 | 38,801 | 24,202,065
ROF.c.eeereeniuurieneiinreresesruns] 5,330,000 | 4,081,000 | 4,100,100 | 71,400 | %, 759,000
, T T 12,054, 100 | em.wol 18, 199, 600 | nu,aool 58, 022, 000
ﬁl?«-»?odornll lnapoctod . A7,292,378 | 2,277,046 | 14,979,205 [ 72,804 | 33052727
- dnd uza,ooos.dwo’nwl 4,454,100 laajoqol 22, 960, 300
Potal..coeerririnireninnns e 11,979,000 | 6,344,000 | 19,433,400 | 208,800 | 56,022, 000
1913-Fodoull Inspected. . veevanen] 6,078,381 | 1,902,414 | 14,405,760 | 75,668 | 34, 198, 888
slylnspected. ..o..oooroooono] OUBIL L L nton | 'L o | 135000 | 174,00
Total.......... creeeereniennns veera] 11,477,600 | 628#5«)]‘18,6307400'_'21401)0! 87,73, 00
1914—Federslly nspected. .. ................ 6,768,737 | 1,000,062 14,229,043 | 176,906 | 33, 631, 540
Onersty Inspected o mv,auo‘ 2)984,400 | 4,231,200 | 523,100 | 22,516,300
Total...o.ovorerees e —— 11,004,500 | 4,661, 400 lw 460,600 | 499,000 | 55,145,100
7,153,305 | 1818% 12211 m loa,m 38,381,228
aeos,voof - 281,700 | 26, 652, 800
T8l eueernenrarereenninns veeennsd] 10,622,100 | 4m,wo|mman}”mooo _o’s,ou,o‘oo
1916—Federally Inspected. ........... veeeen.] 8,810,458 | 2307,303 nmm 198,900 | -43, 053, 703
OtBel .. reuennennnnas eesarrara, 3,716,200 | 3,406 365,400 | 29,961,900
T (N e 12,026,700 | b,m,aoo|w m,mo) 564,300°| 73; 035,800
‘nn—rmrmymspectod.. ........... teenes 10,3.500521 3,043, 721-| 0,344,004 | 165,660 [ 33,900, 704
........................... S0 T3)373,800 | 3,888,000 | 2,775,500 | 304,300 | - 23,574,100
G T I veorasasesese 13,723,900 | 7,030,700 12,123,800 | 470,000 | 87,453,800
nm—r‘uxmnymspmed Ceretrerreaaan.. 1 828,6491 3,456,393 | 10,319,877 | 137,725.| 41,214,280
................................ 3,921,000 | 4,310,600 3,065,200 | 252,400 5,640, 400
Total.....ccennenn.s ereverrenien 15,760,400 | 7,767,200 | 13,385,100 | 390,100 | 60,854,700
IDI%Fedetallylnspected ................... 10,040,984 | 3,000,019 | 12,001,117 | 7,380 4l 811,890
T ERAU el 8 548,200 | 5,072,000 | 3,700,500 | 100,100 | 29,060,700
.| 13,635,100 | 9,041,000 | 16,480,600 | 247,500 | 70, ss7,ooo
8,608,601 | 4,068,370 10,982,180’ 42,477 38,018,004
\| 3,607,400 . 6,604,400 | 3,265,600 | 75,000 | 6,430,700
'toul 12,176,400 9,062,800 ia,nv,woi ‘120,500 | 64, 449, 400
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A rew homs are sluugbtered nnder e l"ederal innpe« nml ‘probably -
more otherwise, the flesh being mostly used to feed wild animals in zoologleal
gardens, menageries, etc. The Federal inspection of horses commenced in Sejp-

- tember, 1919, and 433 were slaughtered up to the end of the year, Durlng
1920 the number siaughtered was 804, A large pmportlon of the Inspected
horseflesh is exported, B

Emmatcd annuat product&m. mporta, lmporls. amt czmmmpurm of rw] m'
Un{ted Statﬂa, .

Slaughtor, ‘ HE Cbi‘rsl“

. “e IMporty [~
Calendar ycar. Foder- Exports.} (lesre-} -0 o0
Total. | allyin. | Other. oxporta). | potal, | T
spocted. ~ | rapija.

| Mittion | Mittion | Mithton' | Muin | Mittion
. | pounds, 'poun&zit .mundgi pounds, | pounds. l'rmmln
3

4, 338 2, 6,088 | 79.7
3,953 2,721 0, 448 72,4
4,199 2, K42 fi, GOR 76,2
4,240 3,083 7,414 78,1
$ 1371 e 6, 11 74,9
4,038 2,87 O PRt L 1 Um0

4, 6 241K 47 SRR LR
4, 60} 2,018 95 W5 h N BN
3,979 1,847 30 TRIR B 07y B8 AR 0
4,02 1, 756 257 20 hy 8ol 8,1
5, 169 1,517 376 P B K1 R 1 N (I
5, RYS 1, 7o 728 ne 7,005 00 618
4,993 1,578 44 3 a, 00 0.0
1, 45! 1,660 164 ) X n,«m : m 4

'I‘he trend of lwef prodm'tlon, whk'h Wil vspeclully hu:h ln 1907 uml ]910 i
declined steadily from the last-named yesr until the advent of the World War.
The war production cuiminated In 1918 with the largest total on record. The
effort, however, to some exfent dep'eteid the resources of the producers, and
with onu» causes hrought about a reaction during 1919 and 1020,

Exports of beef at one time formeéd a large.and hmportant -branch of our
foreigm trade, but by 1013 they had- largely disuppeiired and foreign beef hegan
to conie in, The exports were large from 1015 to 1018 solely because of tlne
war needs atid have since fallen awany . very noticenbly,

Imports of ment previous to 1913 were so smull that they were not cnu-
merated sepurately I the commerce reports. Imports of heef {n 1914, however,
were quite conslderable. At this period the sources of cheap beef in the
Southern Hemisphere, especinlly Argentina, had developed enormously, and
they had, In fuct, supplanted the Untted States in (he overseas {rade wlth
Europe. :

Coggumptlon of heef, as seen In the tahle, was nt the Jowest point in 1915

 shortly after the advent of the World War, Restricted supply al high prl(m

I)ruught the next lowest consuinption per head n 1920,
Battinated-annual prr;rlm:lian, coport8, and consumplion of veal in United Slateés,
Slaughter. Consumption.

Calendar year, R " ‘ p“
| iFederal
Total. lmr octe J Other. | Total. caplta.

sition |

unds,
2 626

684

WM....... ...... F D R !
oy 642 |
2 ;

R R R R R R R RN -, oo
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Veni productlon, nan rule, follmw that of beer The. unusually lnrge sluughter
in the last two years, however, contrasts rather curiously with tbe considerable
decline in’ cattie slaughter in the same perlod.. It Is accounted for partly by
the droughty conditions in the West; which induced heavy marketings of young
stock during 1919 and the relatively mgher prices for calf products in 1920,

Country slaughter of veal I8 proportionately much lirger than for any other
cluss of aniinals,” The Federally-inapected slaughter of calves in 1909 was about
vne-third of the total slaughter; and, although it is incrensing, it 1s estimated
to be still. well below one-hslf of the total B

The consumptlon of veal corres;xmds to the pro(luction. ns there are no imports
or. exports recorded. The ‘per. capita consumption for the whole period has
averaged close to 7 pounds per annuni, It wus lowest in 1915 (4.3 pounds) and

hlghest in 1920 (8.5 pounds)

k I-,stlmaled annuaz produohon, emportn lmporta, a/nd conaumpuon of mutt(m and
tamb in Unued Statea. i

O OIW AR WO DI hE

g
Slaughter. . Consumption,
Caléndar ye ’ E A 1 _{ﬂ’—ms ) Ry
‘alendar year. Feder- . ixports. S re-
. Total. | allyin- | Other. exports). | mpotal, Pfr
spected. capita.
M’llllgs’ . Milli&n ) Mi%on‘ MHH:‘"‘ .lﬂlllg/n Hflll:n‘: Bounds
pounds, | pounds. 1, nds.. unds. unds. .| Pou:
559 431 pou 128 pou 1 po po 558 [
555 428 |- 17 1. 554 6.
604 - 466 138 21 602 _8
600 463 137 2 508 |- [X
738 569. 169 3 738 7
788 608 180. 5 78 8
738 500 169 5 734 7.
220 585 | 165: 4] 2| 8. 1
626 | - 483 | 144, 4 12 a4 | 6.
(13} ] 472 ‘140° 5 16 - 633 %
473 364 109 | 3 6 476 Y
322 402 120 2 1 521 5.
626 482 | 144 3 631 6.
556 . 428 128 4 101 653 o.

The production. and consummption of mutton and lamb is very small in ¢
parison with beef and pork. It averages only about one-tenth of beef ,
~ one-tweifth of pork. The table shows the puxluctlou of inutton amd lamb to -
have been. greatest from 1911 to 1914, in each of which yesrs it exceeded
400.000000 pouiyis. - The yenr of lowest production was 1917, when the yleld
was only 473,000,000 poun«k Since 1917 the trend was upward for two years,
but declined again in 1920, :

The proportion -of -Federal- hmpected slaughter is grenter with sheep and‘
Imnbs than with any other class of live stock. Nearly four-fifths of the total
mutton and lamb produced is inspected in.establishments havin © Government
supervision,

Normally, there is very Iittlo foreign ‘trade i mutton or inmb, but last year
saw a new departure in benvv fmports of Australasian product. These {mports
amourited to nearly one-fifth of the total production, :

The tubie shows the per cap:.ta consumptlon ranging between 8.2 pounds .
(highest) in 1912 and 4.7 pounds (lowest) in ]917 There has been a steady

rise in the last three years,
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Ealimated amﬂfml pmriuotirm, erpmt», imparta, cmd mmumphon o] pork uml‘
: lard in United Statea. _ SR

B~ O~ e T s o e SV 29 O

‘ PORK. ,
8lm¢hm. RS R Y R (}ous‘uhiptiof»}{
Caletidar year R ‘od Seeo o EXportas(lessrea [ . ¢
Telal- |y m Other. oXParts). | mogal, c.‘,‘;{a
i Million Mlmon_ CMilliom | Million Mlmnu Million
pounds. | pounds, | pounds. | pounds. | pounds, ounds.
nds nda i da,’ | ‘Pound
4,420 | © 3,071 1,004 L6, 477 741
4,853 1 3,313 619 |, 7,607 85.4
30461 2,74 472 .. 6,218 68.6
5470 2,411 313 5 568 60.3
o 4,481 30805 458 S 70881 751
LU 307 40 8,740 70.6
4,420 3,07 456 7,039 72.5
4,204 | 2,004 a7 6, 839 69,9
. &9 M8 L0 7,621 757
4,071 2,830 | 043 5,908 | B84
5,391 3,748 1,724 U100 T2
- 5,460-1 - 3,800 1 .. 1,867 7,383 70.3
4008 3474 T0es 7,581 710
LARD
o3 00 12,
1,004 760 M
838 618 1L
793 551 10,
1,013 T4 ]
969 674 B1P
1,011 ] 1L
975 | 677 12,
1,08 | 754 13,
1, 164 809 15,
930 647 i I 5
1,233 856 14,
1,250 869 12,
1, 142 f 794 “r
i

T

It is well known that the hog industry is subjeot to ruther vlokmt clmm;os _
‘due to the economic situation and the charncter of the corn crop in a given
year. . This is illustrated in the tables, in which it may be seen there nre three
lean yéars, viz, 1909, 1010, and 1917, 'The shortage in 1909 and 1910 was due
to the failire of the corn crop, and that of 1917 is attributed to overmarketing,
including breeding stock, in the: preceding year, due-mostly to the attraction
of high war prices, The -enormous productions in 1918 nnd 1919 evidence a
remarkable recovery, which would have been impossible with any:other class
of live stock than the prolific and quick-maturing-hog. The production in 1920
probably suffered somewhat from the heavy marketings of the previous year.
~ The exports of pork products, excluding lard, in 1990 indicate a return to
normal proportions as’ compared with the enormous war-time shipments of the

previous two years.  The reversai. was no doubt alded by the shorter produc-
tion and by the international economic conditions, »

Regarding the exports of lard, it may be noted that those of the Jar period_
did not exceed the prewar totnls as did those of other pork products, Lard
exports have been large for a long period of years; in fact, the American lard
hog has never had a competitor in the world’s markets. It is, nevertheless, -
rather surprising ‘to note that the lard exports of 1911 to 1918 were larger
"even than those-of the years from 1915 to 1918, This is explained by the fact
that the Central Powers, especially Germany, as weil as the continental Euro-
pean neutrals, were large consumers of our lard, and the loss of this trade
affected the totals until 1919, when foreign shipments were the largest in -
history. The Iard exports were very large alsc in 1820, although those of otlier
products fell off fully 50 per cent.
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‘l‘he largest quuntity of pork products consumed within f year occurred in
1916, :and the next ‘highest figures were in 1908 and 1918, The smallest con-
sumption ‘occurred in 1910 and 1917, in which years the production, as before
stated, was much below normal, . The per capita consumpiion was highest in
1908 and lowest .in 1917, :The difference between these two years shows. the
wide margin of 28 pounds, but it may be stated that the unusually low figure

~in 1917 was caused not only by the short production but also in large measure
by the high prices and the need of conserving a scarce supply for export.

Esumated anmml produotton exporls, imports, and consumption of all meats
(excluding lard) in United States. :

Slaughter. Consumptioh.
SR | Imports | ————
Calendar year. = . Exports (lesatre)- P
: i : exports). ' er
Total. ; Total. capita.
| ll;fdon' Mﬂllgn 3N Mil'lg‘n‘ .llil'lg‘n Mil:'tg‘n Jlm”iﬁ: Pounds.
pou 3, | pounds; | pounds, ; unds. ids, | Pounds. .
1907 0,003 | 9309 p?s,so«; mx:m Jpoune. "ﬁ,mv 187.4
6,626 '8 170.9
8,225 637 159, 0
6,000 A2 152, 5-
6,518 534 1639
18,132 486 |. 153. 8.
5,877 507 145.9
5,454 475 140.9-
5,553 1,300 1385
5674 1,304 145.5.
4,834 1,322 ' 131.8
6,085 | 2 454 152.5
6,008 | 2,215 144, 5
5,792 | 1,008 142.1

1] ncludes small quanmy of goat meat not given separately

'J‘he_ﬂgures‘ in the table above are merely- the addition of the various meats
fn the previous tibles plus u small quantlty of goat meat, The latter, however,
furnishes only about. one-tenth of a pound per cuplta of the total meat con-
sumption in the country.

It may be seen from the ]a«t table that the bnnner year in:meat productlon
was ]0]8 when a little over 18000000,000 pounds ‘were produced, Two-thirds
of this meat was examined ‘and ceftifiéd "as:fit- for human food by Federal
inspectors. One-third, or 6,000,000,000 pounds, .was subject to State or local
inspection; or no impection at all, and pmctically ‘all of this was slaughtered
and . consumed ‘within State huundaries During the last two years the pro-
duction has fallen off at the rate of about 1,000,000,000 pounds a year, but
hecause of the decrease in m:ports tliere was little change in the consumptlon
totals of 1919 and 1920,

Nore.—Any conflict or disparity in the ﬁgures of the foregoing tables and
those: contained. in Mr., Roberts’s report doubtless arise from the different
periods, i. &, whether the fiscal year or the calendar year is used, or the
difference in- the classes of anlma]% or products. They all origmate from
the same source, -

Sixth. Statements issued by the Bnreau of the Census in June, 1921 showmg
the number of cattle, swine; sheep, ‘and goats on’ farims in the United States
on January 1, 1920, as compared with April 15, 1010, as follows : These figures
do not include a number of animals in village burns and elsewhere other than
on farins which, as shown by the Bureau of the Census. numbered on January
1, 1920, 2,111, 928 cattle and 1,220,664 dairy cows, and on April 15, 1910,
1,878, 782 cattle and 1,170,838 dairy cCows. :

CATTLE ON FARMS IN 'ms UNITI:D STATES.
WasHINGTON, D, C., June 8, 1921,

The Bureau of the Census, of the Debafth:ent of‘Oomme‘rce, announces, sub-
ject to correction, the following preliminary figures from the 1920 census of
as;riculture for the United States, with comparative figures for 1910:
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Cattle on farms in the United States: 1920 and 1910. v : i
66, 810, 836

Cattle on farms Jan‘ 1, 1920, total number . L
Beef cattle, total ... e 85, 424, 458
Calves under 1 year of e .o oo 8, 631, 831
Heifers 1 year old and under 2 years.__.._______________ 3, 980, 348
Cows-and heifers 2 years old and over.__ .. ._____ 12, 644, 018
Steers 1 year old and under 2 years. oo 4, 697, 147
Steers 2 years old and OVer oo e eae 4,611,763
Bulls 1 year old and over—. .o 777,704
Uneclassifled - e - 81,862
Dairy ‘cattle, totel . e 31, 886,378 ¢
Calves under 1 year of 88 oo e mmccccame e 6, 9004, 686
Helfers 1 year old and under 2 years. . ..o .oooccoaee 4, 057,644
Cows and heifers 2 years old and over. ... ______.._. 19, 671, 777
~ Bulls 1 year old and over— .o , 452 371
Cattle on farms Apr, 15 1910, total number______________________ 61, 803, 866
SDPring  CRIVeS _oi oo e 7, 804, 639
Cattle born betore Jan. 1, 1910 . oL 53, 997,327

The number of cattle on farms in the Unitéd States on Junuary 1,. 1920,
according to the Fourteenth Census, was 66,810,836, This number included
85,424,468 beeft cattle (cattle kept mainly for beef production) and 31,386,378
_ dairy cattle (cattle kept malnly for mllk production).

nm AND DAIRY cAm!-:.

The béet cattle 1nclmled 8,631,631 calves under 1 yetu' ot age, 3980343 yeur-
ling heifers, 12,644,018 cows and heifers 2 years old and over, 4,697,147 yearling
steers, 4,611,768 steers 2 years old and over, 777,704 bulls 1.year old and over,
and 81,862 cattle not classified by age or sex. N

The dairy cattle Included 6904586 calves under 1 year of age, 4057,644?
yearling heifers, 19,671,777 cows and heifers 2 years old and ov er, and 752,371

bulls 1 year old and over.
: " COMPARISON wrrfi 1910.

The number of cnttle reported: at tlie census ‘of 1910 was 61, 803 866 but the'
change in the date of enumeration, from April 15 in-1910 to Junuary 1 in 1920,
must be taken into account in making any comparlsons between the two yeurs.
The 1920 census, taken as of January ‘1, was too early to include. any: spiing
calves, while the 1910 census, ‘taken as of April 15, included 7,806,539 calves
born between January 1:and April ‘15, 1910, or probably more than one-half of

‘the calves born in.the spring. of that year, On the other hand, the cattle
enumerated as of January 1, 1920, included large numbers of animals destined
to be slaughtered or inarketed before April 15,

“Thé relative importance of thess two factors resultmg from the change in the
date of enumeération varies from Sli ate to State. - In some States the number of
calves born in the first three and ‘one-half months of the year would greatly
exceed the number of-cattle slaughtered or sent to market, while in other
States the number of cattle slaughtered during this period might almost offset
the number of calves born.

For the United States as a whole, the total number of cattle reported for
1020 exceeds the total number in 1910 by 5,006,970. The actual increase, after
due allowance has been made for the effects of the change in date of enumera-
tion, is doubtless more than this, but less than the difference between the
number of cattle in 1910, excluding spring calves, and the number of cattle in

1920.
ST‘AT!-.S RANKING HIQHEST IN CATTLE.

Five States reported more than 3000000 cuttle on farms for January"l,
1920, as follows: Texas, 6,249,443 ; lowa, 4,567,708; Nebraska, 3,167,279 Wis-
consin, 8,050,820 ; and Minnesota 38,021,469, '.I‘he States reporting the largest
numbers of dalry cows 2 years old and over were Wisconsin with 1,795,122;
New York, with 1,481918: and Minnesota, with 1,229,179, no other State re-

porting-as many as 1.000,000 dalry cows 2 years old and over,
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\

Fumber of cattle on farms in the United States, by wmpmmm States: 1920 and 1910.
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SWINE ON FARMS IN THE UNITED Smm

WABHINOTON, D. 0., June b 1981

The Bureau of the Census of the Department of Commérce announces, sub-
ject to correction, ‘the following preliminary figures from the 1920 census of
agriculture for the United States, with comparative figures for 1910:

Swmc on farm.r in the United Swta, 1920 and 1910,

Swine oi farms Jan. 1; 1920 total number _______

. , 34
Plgs under 6 mOnths old____- ___________ , 287,
Sows and gilts for breeding, 6 months old and OVer - e 11; 445, 28
Boars for breeding, 6 months old and over ——. 984,553
All other hogs, 8 months old and over_..__. 20, 750, 451
: .. 58,185,676

Swine on farms Apr. 15, 1910______.._. ———

The number of swine on’ farms in the United States on Jannary 1, 1920,
according to" the Fourteenth- -Censusg, was 59,368,167.© This number included
26,237,924 pigs undeér 6 months old on that date,: 11,445,289 sows and gilts 6
nmionths old and over kept for- breeding ‘purposes, 984,563 boars kept for breeding
purposes, and 20,750,451 other -hogs 6 months oid nud over,

The number: of swine: reported at the 1910 ‘census. was 58,185 876, biit - the
change in thé date of enumeration from April 15 in 1910 to Junuary’ 1 1920,
must be taken into consideration in making any comparisons between the two
yesrs. - The 1920 census, taken'in Ja'nunry. ‘was too early to include any spring
pigs, while the 1910 census, taken,‘;;ln April ‘(beginning Apr. 15), probably

included more: than ‘half of the “¢rop” of spring pigs. On the other hand, a
: A ould tnclude large numbers ot hogs destined

The relatlve importan ) from the: change in the
date of enumeration varies froni State to State, . In those States where the num-
her of pigs.born-in_ the first three and a ‘half: months of the year is greater than
the number of hogs slaughtered or. marketed, the 1010:figures, relating to April
" 15, are too:large for a fair compnﬂaon with ‘the number, of swine on hand Janu-
ary 1, 1920—as mu ge as the number ‘of pigs born between January'1
and Aprn 18 éxceeds the number of -hogs sold-or slaughtered-during the same
period. On the other han any State-the number of swine slaughtered
or sent to mnarket between Ja ‘1 and April 15 were greater than the number
of ‘pigs born” during the sanie od, the 1910 ﬂgures would be too small for a

fair comparison with the 1920 ﬂgures. R
“of hogs and pigs reported it

_Arranging the States fn order of the num
‘that the. g States 5tood at the head of the list (and in the same
order) ‘both 1

nd-'in':1910‘:-"lowu th 7,804,804 swine on farms in 1920;
~ Illinois, with' 4640447 “Missourl, with 8,888,677 ; Indiana, with 8,757,135; ‘Ne-
braska, with' 3441,917, and_ Ohio, with ,083,846 "These six States are the only
ones which reported more than 8,000,000 swine’ in 1920,
- Kansas ranked seventh in 1910, but‘ showed a decided falling off in 1920
This was accompanied by a marked decrease in the acreage and production of -
corn and a corresponding increase in wheat and’ oats, and doubtless indicates
a change in type of farming. A simfilar situation prévails in Oklahoma, which
also shows a considerable decrease in the number of swine reported for 1920,
as compared with 1910, Most of the Mountain States, on the other hand, show
a decided increase in the number of hogs on farms,
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Number of swine on farms in the United States, by géagraphic divisions and

States 1920 aful 1910,

Swine on farms Jan‘l 1920
s ' , Lt Swine on
Division or State. sows "nd Boars for | All 6ther farms Apr.
“33““"“ gllts for 1\ reeding, 6| hogs, 8 :| .15, 1910.
Total: | 6 months |breeding, 6 L] ) g
d months old months old [ mon qold
nnd over.. and over. | and over.
.| 59,368,167 | 26,237,924 u,m,m 934,553 | 20,760,451 | 58,185, 676
Geogr hlc dlvMons . : o
mg P f’“” ..... ceeens 383,752 | - 219,624 | 57,'.'24 6; 834 100, 070 306, 642
Middle Atiaatic. . 1100 \ 1,181,410 279,087 |, 32,586 | . 482,049 | 1,790,821
East North Central. . ..... 73714160 | "2,645.914°| ' '230,954°| . '3,036/026 | 14, 461,050
West.North Cen 6,830,783 | “4,970,042' |  363,436'| “9535,707 | 21)281/509
South’Atlantic. ... 3454254 | 1,049,100 103,967 | ‘1,929,981 5,063,920
t South Cen 3,045,320 | 918442 71,32 | 2,171,852 | 5,438,606
West South Central 2,885,354 1 85,352 | 1,704,883 | - 7,021,945
acifle. ...... ) ] ’ ] : i y
New Englnnd _ )
Maine, .. Ktesoossnonnsnnen gl;m ' 53,036
New Hnmpshtre ........ P 41,655 25,053
VOrmont.iiyineninnanonn 72,761. 46, 386
Mlssaéhmetts ....... ceeens 104,102°| - 53,767}
Rhodé Island............. - 12,800 6, 833
Connecticut..... veeenneven 610m° 34,550
Middle’ Atlanﬁc: S R
New York .. ... 800,560 | 379,413
New Jersey. ... 139, 222 74, 817
Penug; lvanla.. 1,216, 200 707, 180
l:ast Norl . Lo
.................. , 846 | 1,888,
lndiana. 3,757,135 2,171, 143
m!nou;.:.- 640,447 | 1,887,313
; b 686 20 4
422
52, 436, 1,083,143 |- 1,520,287
124&% :11,685,_781 . ”gg zlsa
1614 | 188,021 "331,608°
7,635 | 972, 1,000, 721
763,201 1,790,774 ;. 3,435,724
282, 457 247 | 601,509 i 3,000,157
4,602 | 11,602 | 49,260
41,320° 77,152 301,583
" 205, 454 | " 685
"9:}52 231,170 | gzws;?gg
i3 i s
.- g SR
66, 164 ) 649 | !
i Rl b
© 228, 281 569,329 | 1,266,733
217,818 543,728 | 1,202,119
: © 396,386 | 1,518,047
e L
" 6oz 410 | 2,336,363
60,576 | 99,261
87;—'406:§, 178,346
20,042 1 33, 4T
‘ ool 1
0,131 23160
E !
78,927 208, 135
sgﬁm 217, 677
304,967% , 551
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SREEP AND GOATS oN FARMS IN THE UNiTED STATES .

WABH!NO‘NN, D. 0 June 15, 1921

Tho Bureau of the (‘enquq of the" Department ‘of Commerce, anumnw('s,"'
subject to correction, the followlng proliminary figures from the 1920 census
of agriculture for the United States, with comparative figures for 1910,

Sheep and yoals on farma in the United States, 1920 and 1910

bheep on farms Jnn. 1 1020 total number_ . e a 3
Lambs under 1 yenr of age_ o mmmneann 8 031 705
Ewes 1 year old and over_________________________________.__ 23, 462, 689 "
Rams 1:year old and over— .. 826,,373;
Wethers 1 year old and over_ ... ____________ 1,494,032
Unclassifled e o 269,725

Sheep on farms Apr. 15, 1910, total number__________________._____ 52, 447,861
Spring lambs_ . 12, 803, 815
Sheep born betore Jan 1, 1910 _______________________________ 39, 644, 046 .

Goats on farms Jan, 1, 1920, ‘total number—___._________________ 3, 426, 508
Kids under 1 year of age, ralsed for fleeces. ... .____________ H30, 763
Goats 1 year old and over, raised for fleeces 1, 569, 834
All other goats____________ _____ o ,3"0.909‘

‘ - 2,015,125

Goats on farms Apr. 15, 1910
The . number of sheep on’: tarms In the Unltedi-;States on Janunry 1, 1920
accordihg to the Fourteenth Census, was 34,984,624, The number included
8,981,705 lambs under 1 year of age, 23,462,680 ewes 1 year old and .over,
, 826.373 rams 1 year old and over, and 1,494,032 wethers 1 year: old and over,
The pumber of goats reported for the sanie date was 3,426,506, incliding
580,763 kids under 1 year of age, ralsed for fleeces, 1569834 goats 1 year of
age and over, ralsed for fleeces, and 1,325,909 other goats—goats und kms of

all ages not kept for thelr fleeces.
: conrnlsou wrm uno

The: number ot sheep reported At the census o_t 1910 wus ‘52 447,861 but the '

chnnge in the date of enumeratio I
nt in making uny comparlsona between the two year‘s.'

The 1920 census take: a8 of -Ja , was too. early to Include any spring
lambs, while the 1910 censiis, ta of April 15, Included 12,803,815 lambs
born- between January 1 and ‘April: 15, 1910, On ‘the other hand, the sheep
enumerated as of January 1, mgo, lncluded Targe numbers of animals destined
to be slaughtered “or ‘marketed before April- 15; g
“The relative iniportance of these two factors. reaultlng ‘from ‘the clmnge in
the ddte of enumemtlon varies from-State to State. ' In some States the number
of lambs:born: during the first three and one-half moiiths of the year would
greitly excéed. the -number: of sheep ‘and’ older lnmbs slaiughtered or sent to
market, ‘while in other States the number of sheep: slaughtered during this

period’ mlg-ht almost offset the numbe: of lnmbs born.
if ‘al 'hsls of com‘ ﬂ reéported -in - 1910, exchisive of

i8-8 whole show a decrense of

) : X I decrense, however, after
due allowance has been mnde for sheep slaughtered as well :as for spring
lambs, ‘i3 considerably ore-than this, but less than the difference between
the totnl number of sheep reported in 1910 and the number in 1920. .

The total number of goats reported at the 1910 census was ' 2915 120 As
compared with this figure, the number of goats reported for 1920 represents
a nominal Increase of 511,381, The actual Increase, after making allowance
for the change in date of enumeration, is doubtless considerably less than that.

RANK OF IMPORTANT STATES.

Six %tates reported more than 2000000 sheep.on farms for January 1, 1920,
as follows: Texas, 2,552,412 Cnlifornla, 2,400,151; Idaho, 2.356.270; Ohio,
2,102,550 ; Montana, 2,082,919 ; and Oregon, 2002378 ;

/The States reporting the largest numbers of goats were Texas, with 1 706606
New Mexico, with 228,862; Arizona, with 161,124; Oregon, with 133.683; Ar-
kansas, with 123,800; Miasourl with 121,012; and Callfornm. with 11:).759
These seven States are also among those reportlng the largest numbers of

goats kept for fleeces,




Number of sheep and goats on farms in the United States, by geographic divisions and States: 1920 and 1910.

 Sheep'on farms Jan. 1, 1920, Goats on farms Jan. 1, 1920. |
Division or State. S ' B : fars At
| Lembs | Ewes Rams | Wethers |37IB2 API. : | iarms Apr.
Totsl! | underl |1yearold | Iyearcld |1yesrold | 131910, | moal | Allother | 15,1910.
. yu:o“gq.; ~and over. m(io'vel aga.:vc. goats.
34,084,524 13,931;_705, 23,462,680 | - 28,373 1,404,032 | 52,447,861 | 3,426,506 | 530,763 | 1,500,834 | 1,325,900 | 2,015 135
242,706 | 51,0151 178,687 7,908 128 2 6,033 3,215 ) 190 |- 195
1,100,884 | = 262612 728752 . 31488 | 72017 1,&057 7,084 |- m v %,m, %zas
5,073,005 | 1,338,844 | 3,375,553 | 124,084 | 234,524 | 9542234 33,550 8,100 11,478 15963.[ 18,
4,040,408 | 1,532,471 | 3/100,305 | - 100,485 | 72,410 | 5085000 | 150,011 | 17,914 58,181 73,918 13,215
1,214,163 | 182, 229, 248 008 70| 2513553 | 29,338 N4, 284 211,101
L8340 | 1,017,315 786 | 42153 | 2622 125,008 | 918 19,98 208, 198, 647
2,880,258 560 1,668128 - s%512 | . 455080'| 219,857 1,088,931 30 | 1,112,600 | 48912 1,218,731
13, 179, 9641 9,017,221°) - 270,663 | 319,312 | 22,770,201 - 451,607 67,257 103,174 191178 g
5, 026, 833 | 3,357,422 | 108,434 | 242619 | 5502167 256,276 | 47,101 | 160,458 €715 312 45
23,680 | 90,000 3,067 1,795 | 208,434 a8 82 5 | 582
6,201 | 20,257 61| 812 43,772 3,574 3,082 263 200 05
120 | 7,088 1, %5 &3 | 118 58t 124 2 8 37 ! 21
L7481 110508 62 1,544 32,708 1, 8 el 1,100 1,251
64 1,814 104 134 6,79 | 118 s n 88 108
2,002 7,553 %9 208 22, 418 u7 14 52 381 300
152,124 | 400, 402 14,000 12,200 300 580 127 308 2,145 | 3,475
Tin| 05 383 2| “oem >0 12 15 “ets 51
108,350 | 320,577 17,100 65, 631 883, 074 3,842 ™ 410 3,108 3.5
586,023 | 1,336, 4% 42,623 | 187,475 | 3,900,162 | 4,027| 88| 398 3,541 5,319
152,832 |’ 463,725 19,208 S03¢| 1,336,967 | 7.872 | %4 1,078 6,400 7,20
183,902 | 420,122 €6 | 15020 1,050,846 | . 10,553 1,781 | 4,840 1932 12,435
354,391 |- 808,734 05| 13606 | 2,308,476 | 864 365 4,303 657 5,080
111,606 | 346,583 | 13,372 83%0 | 920,783 | 2484 mz 859 1,433 4,875
; - 351,691 14,0737 6.615| 637,582 | 2,745 202! . 758 1,605 4,588
: -9, 26,121 . 14,9327 1,145540 | 10,528 (0 = 43| 1,808 8215 20, 664
271, 910,257 | - 32786 11,811,288 10 121,020 12,3881 SL745 | 56882 12,415
akota...... 208,912 209, : s23| 23| 1,250 %0 | 149 L02 | 1,074
' The United States total includes 260,725 sheep.

‘Wyoming, 62,850; Calorado,

§4,022, and Arizons, 83,581:

ed by States 83 follows: Nebrasks, 35,637; Florida, 3,835; Tdabo, 20,800;

'SXOISTAOHd ANV SIONQO¥d TVENLTIANIYDY

1996



in the United States, by geographic divirions.and States: 1920 and 1910—Continued.

- Number of sheep and goats on farms
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~ An examination of the Statistical Abstract of the Unlted States and of the:
reports of the Bureau of Markets from time to time will show that the estimates
that are made of the number each year between census periods are generally.~
excessive' and necessarily are mere -estinmates,|. The most accurate figures,
therefore, are those lssued hy the Burean of the Census. “Any deductions
drawn from the estimates of the Bureati. of ‘Markets from the years closest
to the census dates should at least be inodified: nccordingly The estimates are

- doubtless the best that can be made from the data obtalnable, and what I
say 18 not said-in a spirit of criticism, but merely to point out the fact,

. The figures obtained from the markets as to the number inspected at the
slaughtering establishmerits under. Government - inspection afford the best

 barometer of the live-stock supply converted ‘into nieat, -

Seventh. I submlit herewith a statement taken from:.the Interstate Commerce
- Commissfor’s summary of freight commodities -statistics of Olass I roads for
the quarter ended March 81,°1921, showing the revenue freight originating and -
the ‘revenue .freight carried in.. the western district by Class 1 roads, by‘
number of carloads and the number of tons of the different commodities,  As-
explained, this shows the. importance of the live-stock business, It should be
stated in_ this connection that'the ton-miles are not given, because this record -
is not now. kept in the reports given to the Interstate Comimerce Commission,
The statement does not therefore show the relitive services performed, which, by
reason -of the “longer ‘distance movement of lfve stock than the average, is
greater than the relative- number of tois and curloads._ .
As stated by me'in oral; .argument, the: agr!culturul producer always pays the -

~ freight on' his articles deducted from the account sales, and all. 6f the com-

. modities which move to'him as a matter of common knowledge come with the -
~ freight added. - This table will enable one to observe, therefore, the quantitiey’
~ that are moved where the freight 18 added and which thé consunier has to. pay.

This would include agricultural implements, vehicles, and all of the other

- comniodities’ which the farmer consumes. From this it results that the in-

creased rate of freight during and since the war is a double burden upon

e agriculture The statement is as follows

'Summ(zry o{ frewht com'modity xtamties of Olass 1 roads for the quartr'r emled
Mar, 31, 1921. '

; (cxm I roa:!s m those hxwing anmml operatlng revenues above $1,000,000, western distrlot.- average ntime
- ~ berof mﬂos otroad operated 131,451 81 ] ; ; :

Revenue freight oﬂgﬁ T tal R ‘ . "i“‘h. L
nating on respond- ‘otal revenue freight
e ent’s road. vo corried.. . -
- Commodity. , = S
| & { Numar of| Nomber o | seupeg of| Numborot
v tons {2,000 v tons (2,000 -
ml@ds pound’s) carlo.d& ; —pound’s,).y
. mosvomoraomcorwme. |
E R CLLIVIiEP 100,642 04,308,801 | 182,341 7,284,858
93,481°| 3624976 |  133,404°] 5 017,303
o 20,644, 004,751 4,810 | U302
F-42 " ¢ « T PP - 27,4301 - - 918,333 42,128'1 1,369,081 "
Flour and meal. .. c.couveenneeioerecrnransannnncesenes 57,566 | 1,615,604 84,706 | - 2,300,542 -
Other mill produets.... .. esesnesisnnnsisnassnasvnsanne 42,088:1 1,081,314 61,971 1,518,258
,atraw, and alfalfa ol 71556 | 925,568 9%, 1,257,284
........ 3t 217102, 2,417.] .’ 38115,
........................... 30,810 | 517,416 71,086 1,015, 637
Cotton seed and products, except oil. .....veeiviinnn. 32,84 | , 341 46,367 | 1,138,390
Cl ITUlES, . e iieeiiiicnntensiontseciscncararanaanne - 12,588 220,176 49, 960 884, 642
Other fresh fruits 1,172 | 178,068 785 530, 157
Potatoes. . ..... 8,007 | 475775 ,774 | 1,032,422
Other fresh vegetables. 13122 , 200 47, 501 608, 437
Dried fruits and Vegehhles.. Senesensecasencnssnas e 3, 832 111,218 11,763 329, 508
Other products of agriculture..........ccovvveeneeecivin 22,905 X ,343 | 1,022,180
TOtal.. . eveinieivunieninencsessssninies ienei 543,378 | 16,670,231 | 1,002,230 | 26,791,373
PRODUCTS QF ANIMALS, , »

" Horses aind mules...........c.c.loe 7,014 en,085 ] - 10,661 |- - 123,701
Catﬂe and oalvas. . 121,908 ] l‘ﬂl 3351 - 144,870 1,606,136
Bheopl 16,834 | .\167,316 | - 23,883 | 245,88

........... 122602 | 1,137,005 | 136,335 | 1,770,975
l'mhmu iieiasessetaveses 30,886 | 401,056 , 939 457,
Other packing-house products............. Seiiaenneaiesn 13,228 1 229,663 18, 501 818, 781
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Summary of freight commod&tu statistica of Class I roads for the quarter ended
Mar, 81, 1921——Contluued
1,000,000, western district; average num-

[Class T roads are those having anniial opentin; revenues above §
"bee of miles of road opérated, 131, 751.81.)

luvonue frelght oﬂu- Total revenue fr 3
neting on respond- revenue freight
ent’s goad po carried.

Commodity i e
' Number of | o o oo | Number of
Number of : Number of | ;%"
carloads. ‘g“m', @ M| carioeds. tonp ﬂ““.("

. PRODUCTS OF Ammu—contlnuod
Ponltry.. R RN R G

..............

Hides and Teather ..
Other products of snimais ...

_ FRODUCTS OF MINES, :

v
TR
£

6, 585 254, 10,973 wr

208,970 | 11, 601 | 20,387,642

8,274 | M, 16,3% | 508,501

7,87 w, 12,427 646, 220

30,622 (. 1,657,184 43,4571 2,223,961

1, 885 ‘%103 - . 5,088 216,288

Clly mvol sand, and stone. 118,338 | 5,437, 11 184, 237:1 7,000,351
oum.......... 28,198 | 1,022, 558 56,987 | 2,087,201

M tum 1, 511 - 51, 881 , 170 110, 281
t..... 8 Mol 231, W5 16, 568 448, 388
Other prodacts of mines 3,015 130, 618 13, 46 . 545,020
g 482,108 | 21,370, 485 788,361 | 34, 496, 619

153,105 | 4,812,853 170, %92:). 5,328,972

: 22,121 708,030 | . 34,883 1,133,528,

p w 50,806 | 2,000,364 £3,%30 ' 2,800,643
Lumber, thnber, box shooks, suveu, and budlnp. ceons 112,073 N\ 3, 27,322 254,603 | 7,285,321
Other prodm-ts OffOTOSLS. ...ocvivriiiniiennnnnnnnnnnans ¢, 01 137,50 10,203 226,179
353,456 | 10,935,112 554,571 | 16,863,643

124,80 | 3,681,482 | 240,505
e i | el
Boats anid vessel supplies. ........ ——t R "85 ' 851 " 191
xm,mnnqum., ieo 1,900 83,3111 . 4,835
Rallsand 2175 | - 88,240 11, 660
Bnumd Mjmn stmctunllrm,:ndiron plpe. 13,468 | 408, 330 - 83,401
puz,ku, and ahoet............ceusennnons 84| w| 0713 360,
ry, and bailers., .. . 000 Il Il 10,077 | 195,219 25, 447
: beeii » 0,40 738 33, 361 0 TE
16,874 | 883,702 26, 823 933,
T84 | 181,827 12, 32 Y45
eiieernsivanssirennenn 8120 180,607 11, 564 218,085
ochort)unwto- _ S R
- mhoblles . ............ 13,958:. 206,408 | _ 26,578 15,188
ntomowuuuhu Rotracks. ool iis 1,302 - 80,808 32,804 252 180
Household { andmtdhmdmmittn'q 21,800 [ 234,870 35,642 354, 900
l‘umltnn(m)................. Coveteesrererivenans 3,283 | :;,m 7,93 83,404
BOVOraQES.....ccovueriiieiiciereirnneaeceirtnaeeees 3,32¢°| 67,49 5, 208 104, 677
T SN reveviiiereietevarerenenenes| 23,708 725,880 26, 448 810, 273
"“““"" ""“"....& i ok Toe| Temo| ‘S| e
8
: cﬁ’:{uu explosives...... 8100 m| 1581 ?s%m
seeoreunvennanean o1z  1L9% 2,351 47,044
cmmammi ed food . 0,008 | 224,202 19, 07 476, 482
Otbwmtnuhctummd BOUS.....cnvnnneannns 4,447 [ 3 150,658 183,086 | 4,149,584
'rom idiiiaieiaseiieensesaeduanssnnsisasinesss| 428,177 | 10,000,351 [ 860,831 | 22,392,761
Grand totel, carload trafic. .. ................... ceeeenees] 2,199,708 19 873 | 105,173, 540.
T R

Onndml,urlmdlndhutbmurlopdtMc. ..... eeeeero| 08,824,714 |............] 100,578, 855
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Imports of cattle hides and culfakins, culendar years 1911 to 1920,
FREE,

Cattle hides, Calfskins,

Year. e b i .
Value. Quanitity, Value.

B0, 0 vveeninseiiinicecnonanns eeeieenien. .
012 . P

Imports of caltle hides Jor the ﬁ#cdl years 1900 to 1910.

DUTIABLE,
Year. | Quantity. Value. || Year. Quantity. |  Value.

Pounds,. | . . Pownde, | T
183, 885, 165 $19, 408,217 158, 155, 300 $21, 862, 060
120174634 | 14,847,413 134,671,000 | 20,640/ 258
WS 627007 | 17 474,009 )353249 | 12'04 435
131°640,325 | 18] 150, 192,252,083 | 23,795 62

!370, 168 | 10,960, 3254717 | 4303198
M3 NT7357 | 14 940 628 w8 | 42308963

1 Dutiable from ‘n‘ni} 1.to Aug. %, 1909, Inclusive.
1 Free from Aug. 8, , to Jau. 30, 1910, inclusive. ) ;
Notr.—Calfskins were not reported separately during this perlod of years, but were included in “All

other hides and skins.” ,
Mr. CowaN. During the calendar year which ended with the 31st
of December last the total importation of hides and skins of all kinds,
exclusive of furs, was 700,107,000 pounds. The domestic production
during the same period was 849,530,000 pounds. The figures include -
hides and skins of 'cattle, horses, sheep, goats, buffalo, kangaroo,
wallaby, and all other animals from whose outer coverings leather is
made. The aggregate of cattle and calf skins produced in this coun-
try, and included in the above, was 789,630,000 pounds, and the
importations 386,610,000, ‘The figures are taken from Commerce

Reports, issue of October 24, page 443.

n spite of the fact that during the current year the demand for
hides in the tanneries of the United States reached such a low point
that during several weeks the value of the hides taken off the steers
on the ranges was less than the freight charges to market them, the -
same publication tells us that—

An incresse of 22,1 per cent over the quantity recorded last year marked the August,
1921, imports of cattle hides into the United States. Argentina supplied 32.2 per
cent of the month’s purchases, Uruguay 21.9 per cent, Brazil 12.5 per cent, Canada
9.3 per cent, Cuba 7.7 per cent, and all other countries 16.4 per cent.

It will be noted that 66.6 per cent of the total importation of cattle
hides during the month of August (and approximately the same

rcentage will appllly throughout the year) came from Argentina,
Uruguay, and Brazil, or “the River Plate country.”
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The manufacturers of shoes and the tanners, through their propa-

Eanda'-and“theil‘ lobbyists, insist that a duty on hides will materially

elp the packer, but that the stockman and the farmer will receive
no benefit whatever. - — - ,

Just what proportion of the hides imported during the month of
August were produced in the plants of the American packers doing -
business in South America it is impossible to ascertain. That the
American-owned hides of South American production are brought
into the United States is not denied.  If the packer-owner of the
South American plants controls 60 per cent of the foreign imports
whlyll should he worry? Free hides from South America, produced

-in his own packinﬁlestablishments', combined with the control of the
hide markets of this country, if the packer really does control those
markets, appears to give & practical monopoly. =

The argument that the farmer will secure no benefit whatever from
the imposition of a duty on hides is the assertion, and the assertion
only, of interested manufacturers. They are able through their
control of practically uulimited funds with ‘which to distribute
propaganda in support of their ¢laims for preference in the matter
of what they insist ugon-calling;f‘raw material.’”” The farmers and
cattle rgisers are unable to meet this propaganda ex Pt as they come
before Congress to point out that the ‘raw material’”’ of their plants

~ is the sweat of their brows and the elasticity of their muscles. It is
the plow and the harrow, the scythe and the l}3it<ﬁhf¢d‘k, which repre-
sent ‘‘raw material”’ for the production of the animal which grows
the hide that is the ‘‘raw material’’ of the gentlemen who want:
“free raw material” in order that they may add still greater profits
to those which they have piled up since hides were placed on the -
free list, by doubling the price of the harness which the farmer needs
. to produce the “raw material’”’ for the shoes which he must wear
and which cost him twice as much as they did before Congress
removed the duty on hides. . _ _ ;
From Commerce Réports for November 7, 1921, I take the latest
_ figures on the importation of hides. The committee will note that
during the month of September 64 per cent of the imports of cattle
hides were from Argentina and Brazil, where the American packer
so nearly controls the export. « o

Unrrep Stares Imports oF Hines aAND Skins,

There was & total of 32,805,587 pounds of vatioiis kinds of hides and skins uﬂw ed
into_the United States during September, 1921;'in Augst the aggregate had been
38,000,047 . Unisle hiden repromeniod 49,8 per cent of the month's arivale
per cent in August); goatakins, 20.6 per cent (26.5 per cent in August); ins,
.5 per cent (16.4, per cont, ill':"Allgll!t,);‘:;@ ; ,Hpﬂr cent (14.9 per cent in
- August); other hides and skins, 3.3 pe_r:peqt-'&l.‘_c.per_cenzj‘m August). =~

e September, 1920 and 1921, imports of hides and-skins show little variance in
the total ‘number of pounds. :»ﬁuweve'r-',. ‘only 1,790,856 pounds of calfskins were

imported during September, 1820, and in the eame month of this vear 5,426,717

unds, an increase of 203 per cent., Dry calfskin imports rose from 576,696 pounds to

611,541 pounds, and the green or pickled from 1,214,359 pounds to 3,815,176 pounds.
Goatskin im rts likewise wore more than double those for September of last year,

the gain applying to dry as well as to green or pickled skins.
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The percontage of the August and September, 1921, imports received from each of
the principal countries supplying hides and skins to the United States was:

. Imports of hides and skins.

Countries of origin, August, | ¢ .(‘\:’" .Countries of orlgin. August. | S“{’é;’m

Percend, | Pereent || Callskins:: @ ) Per cent.~§ Pereent.

$2.21 0 4.6 France.....covivvvrennens 211! 25,6

12.5 19.7 |, Netherlands............. 07 13.0

%3 15.7 1 Argentina................ 6.2 1.8

7.7 720 CAnada........c.ceecenne 1.7 8.9

38.3 128 || Other coantries........ .. 84,3 40,8

. ; Sheepskinsg: ; i i

20,4 47.7 New Zealand............ 52.8"' 31,5
35 7.8 Arﬁcntina ................ 29.9 24,2 .

33,2 A United Kingdom........ 6.4 12,7

Q.5 7.1 British India............. ot 5.4

1.0 L6 Brazil......ooeeenennnen.. 4.8 5.0

25.2 2.2 4 Other countries.......... 6.5 21.0

Mr. Cowan. I will undertake to make the statement that through-
out the western half of the United States—without exception—the
farmers and stock raisers and, of course, the poultry raisers, who are
all the same people, can not prosper without reliof that can be granted
only through acts of Congress.. They can not stand foreign competi-
tion from countries in South America or with China, for that matter,
nor India, on these farm products that can be shipped to our shores
even if we can ship ours across the United States. o S

A protective tariff is almost worthless unless we can get trans-

' f)ort&tion for-our own products; and we.have got to come to a common-
evel so that it is a live and let live policy. We are perfectly willing,
as the gentleman said who spoke of eggs, to pay our part-of the duty
on manufactured articles so far as that goes. It is amazing to me
that we could even stop to consider what a tariff would add to the
cost of agricultural products not manufactured and shipped, and yet
that such a tariff would not add to the cost of shoos, harness, and
saddles. We will make them here, and we will raise the stuff from
which to make them.

The neighborhood that lives off of its own products is the most
prosperous neighborhood. I was born and raised in Tennessee. If
we were put to it, we could live there actually upon our own re-
sources—-our own labor ahd work. The Nation is safe when it can
do that; and every agricultural interest in this country ought tc be
80 s’rosperous that all the available lands in this country can be put
under cultivation. Labor needs a place to get out and live and stop
the concentration of people in these vast cities; and that is the danger
point in' this country. Only last Sunday Mr. Spiller and I rode

- through the East Side of New York Oit:ﬁr. We saw the hundreds of
thousands of people who can not read the English language. As we
remarked, they doubtless did not know that there was such a place
as Grant’s Tomb, and perhaps they did not know of the Commodore
Hotel; they certainly did not know anything about the policies and
principles of government of this country. o
But the people on the farms of that same class and nationality
who live out in the West, those who populated that country, have
become good citizens. With the fostering of agriculture that is the
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foundation of civilization of this country as it has been in the countries
occupied by the human race everywhere, and I hope that Congress will
ive it that due consideration to which it is entitled, for in the end it is
the safety for capital. Because if agriculture is‘not fostered, if the
country does not build up upon that foundation of citizensfxip for
protection, what is the capital worth ¥ What are the great institutions
of this country worth if they are in danger of being destroyedi Be-
cause the day will come when these people; not knowing what our prin-
ciples of government are, being forced bist&rv'a,tion, eing forced by
necessity, will rob the capitalists, and then they will wigﬁ they had
. the protection that would have.given a fair degree of advantage to
agriculture to make this countrxpros'spéi'ous. - :

Mr. Mercer and Mr. Spiller will follow me. I am anxious to have

- these gentlemen speak, because they represent all of the interests.
I thank the committee for hearing me.
STATEMENT OF J. H. MERCER, TOPEKA, KANS., REPRESENTING
777" "KANSAS LIVE S8TOOK ASEOCIATION.

Mr. MERCER. I represent the Kansas Live Stock Association at
this hearing. - AR
~The CrArrMaN. Will you go ahead and state your views concerning
the questions before the committee ? o el

Mr. MeroER. Mr. Chairman, I did not come to Washington to
appear before this committee in the interests of tariff legislation, but
being here it was suggested by Judge Cowan that I might leave a
thought or two with you that would be of consequence.. I am not
in the habit of appearing before committees or speaking in public,
but what I have to say to you will be from the experience of a farmer.
I have spent all of my life in agricultural pursuits. Fifty-odd years
or more I have spent on the farm and know some little about what
the farmers have to go through with. - e =

My observation, as I have gone down through my life, has been
that farmers built up this country, moved alongin a fair way. Durin
the early history and on down to a few years ago, and for & period o
10 or 15 years prior to the World War, 1t seemed that the farmers of
the United States were coming into their own, in a way. They were
more or less prosperous, a great many of them, and they availed
themselves of privileges of modern life, different, of course, from what
they had been accustomed to in the early history of the country. -

When the war came on there came a change, and that change has
disturbed the agricultural life in the United States, and I speak from
that experience. Take, for instance, the people of my own State—
Kansas—and I am miﬁht glad that I can say that I am not here
to-day to urge upon the I‘iepresentatives of this Congress from our
State to support tariff measures in the interest of agriculture. Our
delegation 1s solid in that direction. But I hope what I say here to-
day will be of benefit to those who might not know the exact situation
of the farmer. o AL e .

‘At the beginning, I say, after the war the farmers in our own
State, and largely in the Middle West and the western country, were
a fairly prosperous ;;leople. They responded, I think, to the call of
this Government perhaps as earnestly and as patrioticahy as any class
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of our citizens. But as a resilt of the war, no doubt, t
brought about a condition in the agricultural l; ir country tha
is dePl()r'able. The activitics of the Government and the Govern-
ment’s demand upon agriculture for its support during a time of
need has created such a condition that it now seems to be necessary
for the farmers of this country to come to the Congress and tell them
of their deplorable situation. o T T
Men who have been prosperous, builded up homes for themselves,
and cducated their families, have been put out of business. I am not
exaggerating, gentlemen, when I say that if the farmers of our
section; at least, were required to liquidate their debts to-day, 75 per
cent of them would be unable to do so, even though they should
sacrifice all their property of every description, and that condition
has been brought about through the depression of the value of their
properties. v L .
I will illustrate in_answer to the question of Senator Curtis a while
ago on the cost of some of these thinis”thut enter into the farm life,
and more particularly live stock. The live stock, especially cattle,
is produced during a period of from 1 to 4 years. We take our cow
herd on the farm and start the production of our steers with the age
of cows running from 2 to 6 years. After they pass the age of 6 or 7
years they are not so prolific and are usually disposed of soon there-
after. Tﬂe steer is produced and fed on the farm for a year or two,
then fattened eithier where he is produced or shipped te-some other
locality and prepared for beef. B oo s
So you can see that the production-of live stock especially to-day
- on our farms has all virtually originated and come into the farm life
since the inflation of prices brougﬁt”about as a result of the war. .
After the armistice was signed in 1918 there was but little reduction
in values of any farm commodities until the begirning of 1919.
Since that time there is nothing produced on the farm which has not
“depreciated in value more than half, and sometimes—in a great
many instances—two-thirds of the values during the high peak of
the war period in 1917-18. - - , ;
That is not so with everything that the farmer has to buy; it is
not so with most everything with which he has to do. Just the
reverse. His interest charge has increased something like 30 per
cent, éven since 1918. Prices of all of his farm equipments have
remained very nearly at war-peak prices, clothing and shoes and
everything with which he has to deal have ke{)t) up at a high level,
and he has been called upon to meet the obligated debts that he
- incurred in order to expand and. comply with the demands of his
country with the liquidation of the low value of the output of the
farm, and that has been impossible. T Y Lk
So, gentlemen, it has placed him in a desperate position. I would
not be here making that statement if I did not know what 1 was
talking about, and I believe I have tried to acquaint myself with the
conditions in a large section of m‘}'y]';cdimtry,, I have attended several
hearings before the examiner of the Interstate Commerce Commission
on the question of the reduction of rates, and I have heard the sworn
testimony of men given from the Northwest country, the Middle
West, and the South and the Southwest, and there is no doubt that
like conditions prevail in every agricultural section of the country.
So it is that condition which has aroused the people to come to vou
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in order to see if there are things which can be done to relieve that
situation. e
- To.illustrate, in answer to questions I mentioned a moment ago:
It costs to produce a 3-year-old steer, taking him from the cheapest
production ranges of the Southwest, beginning back in 1917-18
down to 1920-21, with the best figuring possible, $130 to $135 per
head. I have not the detailed figures with me, but Mr. Spiller may
have them. But in a general way I would say that from $120 to
$135 per head, regardless, now, of whether the stockman produces
them here on the farm and follows them u{: step by step to the
astures of our State, and thén on to the feed lots of our own and the
ther corn-belt States, or whether he sells them—it is immaterial,
because the figures are just the same. o
In 1918 beef steers were selling ‘at from $16 to $18 per hundred-
weight for a fairly well-finished bullock. During the last 10 or 12
months that steer has been selling at from $6 to $9 Yer hundred.
Senator LA FoLLeTTE. About what weight are they turned off,
so we can get it in value of the individual .
~ Mr. Mercer, They are turned off at various weights. I am speak-
 ing now of the 3-year-old steer. _ o
nator LA FoLLETTE. Yes. = o LR
- Mr. Meroer. He would be turned. out at a weight, we will say,
"ona gen'et‘al‘hveraﬁé;jqf_’abbut 1,200 pounds, depending largely on
how he was handled from the time he was a calf until he was made
ready for the block. If he was brought from our range country
into the market at Kansas City, we will say, and bought by an Iowa
feeder and shipped up into Iowa, fed six or eight months on grain,
he would proba% y weigh 1,400 or 1,500 pounds, depending, of course,
. on_conditions. L C
But you can see what the producer is losing in every step regard-
less, I say, of whether he is the original producer of the calf or whether
or not he passes his steer into the middleman’s hands and into the
feeder’s hands before he reaches the market. L
Those are natural conditions that do not apply so much to the
hog business. It is true that the only thing, gentlemen, that the
farmer can look to, or has been able to look to, with any degree of
breaking even in any manner is the hog business and the poultry
business. . R P
I was very much interested in the discussion here this morning.
It was surely educational to me. My experience as a poultry man
has been that when I was on the farm my wife took care largely of
our broods—our family and the chicken’s family—and we usually
kept on hand 125 hens on our farm, and I never figured that those
125 hens were any cost to me at all. What little labor my wife
did or what little labor performed by the hired help was all the cost,
because the hens rustle(f for themselves, usually. So we always felt
that the chickens we sold and the eg%s we sold, after keeping what
,we needed ourselves, were really a clear surplus of our farm l,ﬁ)roe
duction. ~ But, of course, with the men who enter into the poultr
business it is a different proposition, as I can see, and Prof. Rice’s
statement here this merning was very educative to me, I am sure.
- I have illustrated the conditions out there in our country. I can
not understand why Republicans should have to come before a
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Republican Congress and ask for a protective tariff on anything in
the United States. I am not.a student of the tariff, but I have
‘lived}’b;"lbﬂg”l;while now. . I remember away back when I was a young
" man that that was the great slogan -of the Republican Party-—pro-
tection to our manufacturing industries especially, and to our Amer-
ican labor, etc. A e
Gentlemen, I think the time has come ‘that if the tariff means
anything on earth to the United States it surely should mean protec-
tion to American agriculture. ) A i
T believe conscientiously that every article produced from the
American farms should be safeguarded by a protection of some
amount. - I do not believe that it means 'anything so far as the cost
to the consumer is concerned, not a thing. * A few cents a pound
protective duty on hides, a few cents a pound on beef, does not mean
anfthmg to the consumer in this country. , SR
will admit that there are conditions in this country that I can
not analyze as to why there should be such a spread between what
we as producers grow in the way of the food of life and what this
man over here [indicating), who is occupied in some other walk of
life, has to pay for the farm products he consumes.- For instance, -
I do not know what you people pay, but last summer many of the
farmers in Kansas solg their eggs from the farms at 10 cents a dozen.
I know that to be true, because we purchased them. We would
drive ‘out in the country and would purchase eggs from farmers at
10 cents a dozen. I know at the same time that our neighbors in
our little city of Topeka, where I live, were paying 20, 224, and 25
cents a dozen at the grocery: stores and retail establishments for eggs.
Those things are handled just like-meat. The farmer produces
the eggs. He takes them in to his merchant. He trades the eggs,
perhaps, for something he needs in his family, and the merchant
allows him the price of, say, 10 or 12 cents at that time. Then they
are transported on to the distributing points, like Kansas City, and
placed in cold storage at about that price, and where they go from
there, of course, I am not supposed to know. I am not competent
to go into that. But by the time, I presume, that they reach the
~ consuming public in the eastern cities the price has been raised to
somewhere around 50 or 60 cents, and maybe 70 cents, per dozen.
There is a spread that is too great. B
Senator Curtis. Did you not at one time look into the spread
~and the cost of beef here in the city of Washington ?
" Mr. MERCER. Yes, sir. , ,
¢ Se(!ll‘?tor Curtis. Would you mind telling the committee what you
ound? ... . . , _ : R :
- Mr. MeroER. I will answer that, Senator, by saying that we made
two investigations. Prior to the war, I think in 1912, we made an
investigation in 60 towns in our own State as to the spread between
the manufactured articles and what the consumer was paying over
the block, and we found that percentage was 101 per cent. To
illustrate that briefly, I would say that if the butcher paid 9 cents a
Kgund for his bullock to the packer, or that it cost him 9 cents if he
ught and butchered the animal himself, the consuming public paid
18 cents on the average for the pound of beef sold. L
At the time Senator Curtis alludes to, a committee of our organiza-
tion was sent east to make an investigation of the eastern markets.
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It was a committee of five that visited-Boston, New York, and Phils-
delphia, and the Ci%‘of Washington, and we traced through the
packing centers of Kansas City 'and Chicago to the distributing
markets of these various cities; and secured the cost of the various
cuts of beef laid on the block i)y the manufacturer: to the retailers
in the cities, and then made an investigation as to what the consuming
public was paying for our product, and I do not just remember the
exact percentage, but it was very close to 100 per cent that the
consuming public in the East was paying above the price at which
the manufactirer was laying that meat on the blocks to the retailer.

That, 1 think, has been gone over before some of the committees
here very ‘thoroughly, and the“wma,lﬁd;ita’f‘qg:nf‘\yI' did not bri
with me, as I'say, gng"dat; on these points, because I'did not thinl
of appearing here. ' But that was about the approximate percentage
of cost the consuming public was paying in excess of what it cost to
.produce the beef, and also what it cost to manufacture the beef. -

- Senator Jons. Mr. Mercer, I just want to see if I have it right,
that the retailer charges about 100 per cent for handling the meat
over the original cost to him § ‘ S .

Mr. MERCER. Yes, sir; that was demonstrated fully in our investi-
gations in the West, and I would not say positively whether it was
quite that much'in the East.© _ o S

Senator La FoLLerTe. How long ago was that made, Mr. Mercer {
- Mr. Meroxr. The investigation we made in our State was in 1912,

and the investigation we made here it the east wasin 1918-19.
~ Senator Curtis. My recollection, Mr. Mercer, was at that time that
the difference on the block, where hung in the freezers down here
in the markets, cost 16 or 18 cents, and they were selling the cheapest
cuts at about 30 cents and the high cuts at 79 cents. -

Mr. MERrCER. That was about right.. But as a general average,
of course—when we take the soup bones and the neck and all that
part of the bullock, that is classed as the cheap cuts of the ‘beef, but
reduces that- Jjercentsg'e‘Quite a little. I know in one particular
instance I made a statement before & committee here that the whole-
saler delivered liver to the retailer in the City of Washington at 11
cents a })o'un_d;'a"n'd?he retailed it'at 30cents.. We had figures and the
name of the place, and everything of that kind.
~ Senator LA FoLLerTE. Did you find back in 1912 when you made

the investigation in' your own State that the retailer was tskin'%las
large a percentage ‘of the profits as'he was taking in 1918-19, when
-you made the investigation in ‘the East? :

Mr. MERCER. Just about the same. Now), at this time I will say
he is taking:more, for several reasons: There are so many people
en%a’g'e'd in" the retail business; so‘inany*pe:)l;l‘)l_e'en%?ged in- the dis-
tribution of these food products, and especially in the smaller towns
of our section of the country. The volume of business has decreased
so tremendously that they have even got to hold these prices up to a
higher level than heretofore in order to come anywhere near breaking
even. That is the condition out there, because there has been
destroyed in this country the purchasing force of American agricul-
turalists. The farmers are not buying, in the first place, or they buy
but little, and wherever they possibly can are'getting along without
purchasing any of the comforts of life that they would: like to have
under ordinary conditions and would buy under ordinary circum-
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stances. So the decrease in demand affects the country town and
the small places much-more; perhaps,-than it does our larger cities,
- where industrial life is quite active. N R
I do 'not know, Senators, that I have anychinﬁ further to say. If
~ there ‘are any ‘questions to be asked me, I would be mighty glad to
~ tell you anything I know from my viewpoint as a farmer. j 7
. Senator Jones. Mr. Mercer, from your study of the retail trade,
is it your thought that this large percentage of excess over cost musé
- be ¢ ﬁed to the large number of retail establishments and the
overtxse‘ and other costs of maintaining so many retail, establish-
Mr. MEROER. Absoluteel‘i'; that is my viewpoint of the situation,
Senator Curtis. I asked you the question regarding what you said
a moment ago about how little the duty would affect the retail price;
- that is why I wantud it in the record. o , ,
. MEROER. How is that? _ T R
Senator CurTis. I asked you to answer the question as to what
you found, because I understood you to say a few minutes ago that
Wh‘a{,1 little duty might be imposed would not affect the price very
- Mr. Meroer. I do not think it would. - To answer your question,
Senator Jones, I think that is absolutely the situation with regard to
a great mm&l‘gf the commodities with which we deal now. We have
a store on this corner and a store on that corner, and one on that
corner in every little town, where one thrifty, active business would
take care of the whole situation. They have got to pay overhead,
they have got to pay for upkeep. Some people say it destroys com-
petition to have but a few stores, but there is no competition where
existence is at stake and it is the volume of business which reggulat»es
the costs. You take in a great many instances where men have a
large volume of business in these particular lines, and they are
~ really profiteering. And here [illustrajing] may be the man who
‘has a small volume of business in the same line, and it is no trouble
for him to show he was running behind financially, I do not know
how these things can be corrected. Of course, I do not think that
is up to Congress to correct, but it is a condition that prevails in the
United'States; and it will have to be corrected in some way, because
it causes the livingﬁ::pense to be too great. ) -
Senator Jongs. Mr. Mercer, you rather indicated that you did not
think the tariff would increase the price on these commodities to the
consumer. Is that the theory on which the merchant is selling his
product for all he can get regardless of what it cost? If the tariff
opar%t,;)d so that it raised the price at all somebody would have to
P Mr. MeroEr. Yes; it naturally would beso. But the tariff would
be 8o amall, so inconsiderablo st the time that it would reach the
consusiing publio that it would not afect the goreral line of busincss.
 Senator JonEs. Let us take beef. ‘I believe we are asked to put a
tariff of 4 cents a pound on'beef. Would the effect of such a tariff
be to raise the price of beef 4 cents a pound anywhere |
~Mi, Megoxg. I'do not thinkso.” , ‘
Senstor Jongs. Why not, Mr. Mercer? S ;
. Mr. MzncEr. Well, because the supply and demand would be the
controlling factors. If we were producing a plenty in this country
81527-~22—uaon T——9 '

i
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to feed our people, that 4 cents & pound would have no effect what-
ever on what the public would pay for the meat.

Senator JoNEs. That is because we do' produce in this country a
sufficient. supply of meat and we export meat to some extent {

Mr. Mz ."Yes; we export a considerable amount of meat. .

Senator Jonms. Then what, in your opinion, ~-ould be the benefi-
cent effect to the producer out of a tariff on meat {

Mr. . Well, I think it would be this: We have had hides -
brought into this country without any duty for some time without
reducing the price to the buyer of shoes or 068, _

Senator JoNzs. I can'see how a duty on hides would help, because
we import a vast quantity of hides. . . = = o
.. Mr. Mxromn. I hardly know how to answer. you, but will just
illustrate my position in this way: The meats imported must come
into this country in a different condition from that in which we
produce them. They come in in a frozen condition, and only reach
our seaboard towns and cities—those particular Po_ints where the
greatest consumption of our own product is called for, = ,
- - I understand that when I was here before that frozen beef and

- lambs from Australia and Argentina were selling in the markets of

this ‘city at about 6 or 7 cents less & pound ‘than our own meat was
elling. . That is, the wholesale price was 6 or 7 cents lower than
~ American meat, but the consumer. did not benefit. That seemed to
- me to be criminal, when we had an overproduction—according to
the. statistics and according to the information we could get from
every source-—in this country; that our farmers out in the West in
 the section where they produce these vast herds of beef and mutton
- are having toic_om&;te against the importation of that frozen meat
which came into this city and other cities along this seaboard, to
deprive our tiﬁ(’)'p_l_e of the h_i&l:er.value which the meat would naturally
fetch back there, because that is the history of business; the dealers
would come back and say, ‘‘We have got to compete with this
mgort_ad cheaper meat.” And by reason of the duty being high—
and as I stated before the Ways and Moeans Committee that I hoped
there would be an embargo p agn.mst the importation of that
meat, and that it would be kept out of this country.
g 3mt;wr JoNEs. Does that trade promise to be a permanent con-
on | _ e v '

Mr. Mzzozz. I do not know why it should not be. .= We can not
E‘r:dnce in the United States, under our conditions of living and the
- kind of citizenship we have, in competition with Argentina and other

South American countries, and if they are permitted to occupy our
markets they will continue to ship to those markets. o

Senator JoNes. The thing that concerns a great many people is
about this fact, that last year we exported 24,059,711 pounds.of
canned beef; we exported 9,749,148 of fresh beef;’ we exported
25,771,176 pounds of pickled or cured beef; and the Jear before, in
1919, we exported a great deal more than that—I should judge pretty

nearly twice as much as the previous year.

_ Senator JoNEs. And we imported beef and veal in the months end-
ing September of theése years of beef something over 28,000,000
pounds and exported 2,037,000,000 pounds, in 1921 so;‘x‘;etﬁmg
over 13,000,000 pounds; and of mutton we imported in 191



"AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS, 2681

6,000,000 pounds plus, in 1920 49,000,000, in 1921 about 19,500,000
pounds. . course the importations of pork products were very
small, but they amounted to something. ere does that beef and
veal come from that is _im[iorted here ? - i il
Mr, MeroER. Of course I do not know without looking at the rec-
ord, but I would say largely from Argentina and Brazil and South
American points, and of course the mutton in great quantity from
New Zealand apci Australia. i :
‘Senator JoNes. Those countries export a great deal of those prod-
ucts, do they not? = , |
Mr, MercER. I think so; yes, sir. N ;
Senator Jones. They export a great deal to the same markets
where we send our,:e,,x’pdi'ts,r, R _ _
Mr. MERCER. I_l%esume; they do; I think the record shows that.
. Senator JoNEs. Then how can that be a permanent situation reach-
mﬁn considerable magnitude if we are exporting - ; .
~ Mr. MEroer, It is just the general conditions of the country that-
are going on from year to year that naturally follow up one year
after another. - I would say this, that if we prohibited by an embargo -
or even a high tariff the rit:d(rortatlons of the meats that you refer to,
we would not have exported so much meat, because o:1r people would
have consumed it at home, and we would probably have had a more

even keel on prices, e R ‘
I am very strong for looking after our home people first.
Senator CUrTIs. Reports,. Senator Jones, say that 72 per cent of

- our importations of beef were from Argentina. '
Mr. MeroER. It must be mostly from down there.
Senator ‘JoNEs. It came from Argentina and Canada?
Senator CurTis. It came from Argentina and Canada. -

. Senator JoNEs, We are selling our ineats abroad in competition

LS

~with those countries, and at the same time they are shipping some of
their meat in here. It looks like rather a strange situation, and if
- we could get at the reasons for it, I think it would be of value to us.
Mr. MeroEg. 1 think Judge Cowan illustrated the reason—that
the people who have the meat to export from Argentina are going
to export it to the best market they can find, and perhaps at the time
th? e?oi‘ted it the United States was the best market they could
find. Newspaper reports from England this week say that there is
a glut in the market that would naturally result in diverting South
American beef to this country. , 4 ,
Senator Jones. The suggestion was made here by Judge Cowan
that those importations into this market were made by the very
pegﬂle-Who are exporting from this market to other countries.

. MERCER. The record shows that that is largely true. The
luﬁ; packers who are 'operati? in the United States are operatin
in Brazil and Argentina and Australia, and New Zealand, and, of
“course, they are seeking the market where they can find it in any
port in" the world, and have the same interests there in their business
operations as here, I presume. I do not know just the percentage
of meat they export, but it is quite a percentage of the meat that
is exported from those countries by the same people who buy and
l1111':;’xmf:wtu’ra the meat of our own country and export it and sell it

ere.
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Senator JoNEs. If we put a tariff of 4 cents a pound on meat, you
do not think that would raise the price to the consumer, but you
do think that it would have the effect of keeping out of this market
any of these importations? o v ,, o

. MEroER. No; I do not think it would. I think there would
be importations made to this country, because th.af  would pay the
duty and come when the market would warrant them in doing so.
I believe this, Senator, and I feel it conscientiously, that within
two years from now that unless there is a change in the conditions
of the live-stock farmers of this country, we will have a tremendous
and terrific scarcity. I do not know how it is poesible, if the condi-
tions continue as they are now, for our people to produce what our
people want. We have got to change the situation some way, or
else our stock raisers are going to quit—they are quitting.

Senator JoNes. The thought has arisen that our exports of fresh
beef were of the high grades of fresh beef, and that the frozen beef
ga_sf, coming into this country to supply a greater demand of cheaper
Mr. Mzroer. That applies in a measure, but not altogether. We
bave some as fine frozen meat imported into this country as we
export from this country. The records will show that.. But the
larger portion of meat comes in heré from foreign countries in compe-
tition with what we might class our lower-grade meats. =

Senator JoNEs. I am inclined to believe that the majority of people
will think that if you raise the price of the meat to the retailer that
the retailer will consider that in fixing his sale price, and that that
will result in the ruunghc;f the level of meat prices. But it.is thought
also that even if that should result that this country must do some-
thing of that sort in order to keep up its meat supply and not be
dependent on other countries for the supply of meat. =~

~Mr. MeroER. Of course, when we ‘set to that, that can be con-
sidered. But I do not think that should be considered now. I think
that the resources of this country are ample to the extent that we
. can produce all that we need and more provided we are protected
_and that our piople deserve the protection of it Government to the
‘extent of grqhib;gng'tbp;imporutioh of competitive products of their
fﬂlﬁnﬂ _tfotoeatmy[_"thejii!_u'e;o,f their output. = ta.k t.'.h Srevaili

‘Now, to answer partially your question, you take the prevailing

p}(}im tﬁm tpe“consqmers;yp{ -thou,;mag t.hmbﬁoun ~to-con.
sider eselhng’ .ﬂbllcu,w a8 the lucing public, and which
think has brcen done. To-day the oons!:xmmg pu,bgic is g‘n ing for the
meat food of this country just a little percentage less than they paid
when the producer was getting 100 per cent more for his product
than he is getting to-day. .= =~ = = , . BN

'{'ho_n, if that be true, &heiim:portqt,u'il: of lo't ign meats in here has
not any bearing upon cheapening our living at all. ;U

Senator Jom.nghat, remedy did your committee suggest for

meeting this situation which you have just referred to R

Mr. Mzroxg. I do not think that they have come to any conclu-
sions as to a remedy, oiily that we favor, of sourse, a reasonable tariff.
That will relieve in two pointa: It will help to suppoti the Govern-
plgnt.ﬁ‘nancially and it will help to protect in a way our home
industries. '
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Senstor Jones. I can see how the groduoer will get_some relief
from tariff-on meats in stabilizing the market, and perhape the
‘tariff would not raise the price of meat very much even to the con-
sumer. . But it would stabilize the market. But thers is that great
situation in which the eonsuming public is mors interested-—the
extreme spread betwsen production costs and the consumers’ cost.
Mr. Merozr. I understand our Deparfment of Agriculture is
making exhaustive investigations of that question now. o
But to illustrate that point, less than a year ago, when it was noised
and heralded abroad all over this country that there were so many
cargoes of frozen lambe coming in hers what happened to our sheep
industry ¥ It.drogﬁed 40 or 50 per cent in value. I do not think
the consuming public ever got any benefit of the drop. They never
did in our section of the country, although they might in the East.
- Senator Jongs. I doubt if they did in any section of the country.
‘Mr. Mzroxr. That is the situation. we are all in. We are just
relating to you our side of how we see it, an it is a condition that we
know exists among us, and it has all come upon us so unfortunately
in the last few years, that if any industry in this country, regardless
of what the past might be, needs protection by its Government
to-day. it is agrioulture. There is no question about that. *
MSemtor JoNEs. I agree with you absolutsly about that, Mr.
ercer.. _ L G rmiA e
Mr. MErcER. And the question of values—the live stock alone
egates two-thirds of our national debt in value. ,
enator Jones. My thought is this: If ﬁu ‘are to benefit your
agriculture with a tariff, the only way in which that benefit can be
- made material would be in the price of the product to the producer,
and the thing that we should do is to raise that price to the producer
so that he can produce at a reasonable profit, and then take some
_ other step to lower this price to the consumer, and do away with this
expensive spread between the producer and the congumer. N
. MEROER. I think that is sound, and I also think that you can
not make any. mistake. We are a living people; we are moving
‘along, and if Con%)ess should make a mistake in putting too high a
on, another Congress could reduce the tariff.
I hope this Senate committee will put hides on the dutiable list,
and raise the tariff on some other agricultural products. ~

STATEMENT OF E. B. SPILLER, FORT WORTH, TEX., REPRESENT-
ING THE TEXAS AND SOUTHWESTERN OATTLE BAISERS’ A8SO-

The CHaAIRMAN. Where do you residet =~ -
Mr. Serrer. Fort Worth, Tex. The membership of the Texas
and Southwestern Cattle Raisers’ Association are producers of cattle
in the States of Texas, Oklahoma, and parts of New Mexico, and Ari-
zona, and some have ranches, of dourse, in Kansas, too.- s
It is 80 well known that it is needless for me to go into the condi-
_tion of the live-stock industry to-day. I was raised on a ranch and
have been comnected with this association for 20 years now, and I
have never seen or known of such deplorable conditions as exist
to-day. When you see it as I do, it is pitiable indeed. There are
these men whom I have known all of my life and with whom I have
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been associated; I know that they have struggled; 'men and their
families, to build up and to make their living out of the ranch business,
Tho;- did build it up, and they have a ranch on which the man and
his family, as a rule, have béen dohgthcsﬂg all of -the work.
The market conditions have been such that they have suffered enor-
mous losses. They, as a rule, are not people who apply to the
Government or to anyone else for help as an individual.  But condi-
tions exist to-day wo that it is impossible for them to continue in
business unless some ineasure of relief is ‘éxtended to them, o
As to what benefit a tariff on cattle and hides would be to the live-
stock producers, I see it in this way: We know: that in' Argentina; -
Brazil, New Zealand, and other countries that produce live stock;
cattle and sheep, in very large quantities, the same people who
handle the live-stock -}‘l){loduéts’of ‘those countries are the big pack-
ors of this country. They can throw on our marketé at any time
they desire enough beef todemoralize our ‘beef market, and they
can throw upon our markets at any time they desire enough' mut-
ton to demoralize our mutton market. That is not' speculation;
that is not what we believe—but it is' what we have seen done time
and again in the past. 'We ask for thpse_geol)le who fare'étfugglin%
~ to try to remain in the business; to rehabilitate the business, tha
the r%af‘giv_qn_jthe benefit of a tariff- that will take'away the danger
 of having their .market destroyed in that way. That is the plain
statement of facts. That is all we ask for. We are not asking

for any special fuvor or any: protection. - We arfe’p'eb'i)l_erwho, have
“been in this businéss and want to stay in it. We feel that we are

an important industry, one -that has a large part in the production
of food for the American people. - =~~~ -~~~

‘When I think how- these ‘people 'mv'stmggl;ng‘ to get fal‘pngﬁ;l
realizo that probably few of ‘you comprehend thé conditions. -We
can tell you about it. There is not a man in the cattle business
in our country that I know of who does not know what the foreig
competition in dressed meat ‘and ‘hides will do:to the markets. - % ‘
has been done.  Every one of them has felt the effect of it in the
market, and they all want a tdriff duty that will take away the
d erofith;s,tt.hl_n%. R o o

at is the benefit of a tarifl measure as we see it. B

I can.not go into details and give you any figures. They have
~ all been filed here. But-I would it were possible, gentlemen, to
~ express :ﬁy feelings and my. views as well as the gentleman from

-Cornell University in regard to poultry. But this countr”fi.-is. a
country for Americans, for our producers. We are entitled to
our home market.— We produce a surplus :now, and we certainly
do not want to be the _u"mpinﬁ ground for. the surplus produced
in other countries by people who care nothing about our people,
who pay none of our taxes and have no interest in us:

Senator JoNes. Mr. Spiller, I would like you to give us, if you will,
a little picture of how the free tange has disappeared and how the
cattlemen now own to a great extent their lands and grazing lands,
and, if you think it is correct, how the breeding end of the industry
has practically gotten on to a farm-cost basis of breeding, so far as
the supply in this country is concerned.

Mr. SerLLER. Oh, yes, there is no-free range, and the cost of
production has increased on account of increased values of land.
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Where a man has bought land, he has had to pay;‘ a high price for
it in the last several years; tile ‘cost of leases has been higher;
his taxes as he has gone along have become higher—everything he
has bought has been increased in price. A
_ The day of the free range has long gone by, and that condition
that existed many years ago that made the business vory profitable—
all those conditions that existed in the early days that eliminated the
expenses: are gone. The operation of a ranch now is a business
proposition, with overhead expenses and other expenses, the same
as any other business in the United States that requires good business
management to operate. - i e
Senator La ForLrerrE. Even under the very best of conditions ?
Mr, SeiLLer. Even under the very best of conditions. i
Gentlemen, I am not a tariff expert or artist, but I state to you th
condition of the people I represent. P
-Senator La Forrerre. If you know of any people in the world
needing help it is the cattle people? _ _
Mr, SpiLer, I am just one of the cowboys. I want to make one
“other statement. I am in the cattle-raising business in Texas, I
“have been with them practically all of my life. They are very much
interested in this ton& proposition. Some might say, being so much
_interested, why are they not here? The plain fact is that they do
“not have funds available to come here. A R e
- Mr, CowaAN. I would like to reserve the right to analyze some of
these statistics in a very-short way that may be thought later on to
“be of some value to' your committee. I do not know that I shall
have the time, but 1 should like to reserve that right.
- The CaamMaN. If you prepare anything, the committee will be
- glad to consider it. : « O
STATEMENT OF ISAAC T. PRYOR, SAN ANTONIO, TEX., REPRE-
SENTING THE AMERIOAN LIVE S8TOCK ASSOCIATION.
‘Mr. Peyor. My full name is Isaac Thomas Pryor.
The CHAIRMAN. Where do you reside? =~ ,
Mr. PrYor. San Antonio, Tex. . . ... = =
~ The CrARMAN. Will you proceed to address yourself to the ques-
tion of hides, which I understand you want to be heard on? e
Mr. Pryor. Well, my address is %nng to be on the subject of the
taxf:itflf,' and hides in particular, but beef hides and the products of
I claim that to compete with foreign countriss in the raising of
cattle; which is ‘a branch of agricultural industry, that we must
have some degree of protection. I will hurry along by saying that
in four countries I wi iilve to you there are 41,000,000 people, and
91,000,000 cattle. In this country we have 106,000,000 people and
67,000,000 cattle. The salaries and the waﬁes of those people in
those four countries—Argentina, Uruguay, Brazil, and Australia—

'aréz;xlibthing like the salaries paid the people in this country for raising
cattle, ~ . .- . , S ol
‘Senator SMooT. Mr. Pryor, will you tell me, briéﬂ{, just what you
want, 80 that I can have it here to refer to quickly? What do you
want on cattle less than 2 years old ¥ o e ~
Mr, Pryor. Here is' what I want: I respectfully submit for your:
careful consideration the following schedule of import duties, that in
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my opnmommll be necessary to stimulate the production of live
stocktm this country as well as place xt on an equal footing with other
countries. .

Senator Suoor. What is it :
Mr. PrYor. That you enact s duty of 20 per cent ad valorem on

all cattle and hides imported into this country. That you enact a 20

per cent ad valorem duty on all livestock imported into this country
That a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem be placed on all fresh md '

, prtsp;;im(‘il n:oatu, subject, however, to & minimum of 4 cents a pound
specific du

I’I can looz you men right in the face and tell you that in Mexlco
we pay our .hel $15 a month in Mexican money, and they feed
themselves. at would be $7.50 a month in our money. at is

ing on to-day.
On this side of the river in Texas we pay our oowboys $30 a month

in Arizona and furnish them everything. - -
- My son-in-law has recently leased 650, 000 acres in what is. known
. a8 one of the most beautiful oountnea on the face of the globe. This
~ land lies in 'a valley 40 miles long and 10 or 15 miles wide, with
mountains on both sides. He has leaséd it for 15 years, at what?
I have seen the tract. He leased it for 14 cents an acre for the first
five years, 8 cents an acre for the second five years, and 5 cents an
acre for the third five years.

Senator Suoor: That is in: ‘Mexicol
Mr. PrYor. That is in Mexico; and that is parallel with condxhons ~

~ in those southern countries, as a rule, A We, are leasing our lands in
: ourcountrya.llthewnyfromlﬁtoﬂeontemacre i
I am interested in one property in Mexico, 170,000 acres, that we
‘ get $1,000 a year for; that land on this side of the river would lease
~ for 840,000 or $50,000 a year. I am ngmg those figures so that you
‘ understand why we need a tari cattle.
have been in the cattle business for 52 years.
Senator MoLeAN. What is the matter with the Mexicans that they
‘donotﬁtm re rent for their prop rt ,
3 YoR. There is nobody to then' property but Americans,
and the reason we do not buy anyt down there is fear of the
_ stability of the Government.
Senator McLzan. 1should think there would be competition among
- Americans that you could get pastura at that rate. -
. Mr. PrYoR. You would think so. I am now preparing to move
8,000 cows across:the border into that country, in January. ;
~ AsTtold ou, I have been in this cattle business 52 years. I havel,
~ seen the cattle ; Thave watched the tariff under the Dmil:y and
the Underw: b . Gentlemen, it is. my honest opinion that iffit
had not been for this World War the Underwood bill would have
' brought destruction to the cattle industry in this country. '
The CaAalRMAN. And to every other in ustrg
Mr. Pryor. It would have brought that, and the Democratic Party
would have béen put out of power on account of that. I know that ~
ior this reason, that o;m&nedm ly l:lftﬂ;' the gndarwooii bill was p asstﬁd
was many cattle from Mexico was e
United d “néovemment 3!0 r cent ad valorem. I wgurng
over 10,00(?111 a year. Imm ataly after the Underwood bnll was
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passed we brought them in free, and the Mexican Government put 20
per cent on and they fOt the money and the United States did not,
And then the beef from South America began to come into this
country in increasing quantities, and would have come in here in
sufficient amount to have ruined us if it had not been for the war and
the demand for beef in the war zone that diverted it from South

America over to Europe. _ i Tt
Immediately after the armistice was signed, what happened{
They began to load these ships in South America with beef and
mutton: for the United States, and they brought into this country in
1919 and 1920 a sufficient ghmtity of mutton and beef which; when
put into carload lots, would make 13,000 carloads. I have worked it
. out into car lots, and for this reason: I wanted to show the difference.
You take 10,000 cars of mutton and sheep from the various ranges all
~ over the United States and ship them to market. Thd railroad com-
- panies get the freight. The shipper on the train and the stockyards
and every interest, besides what the farmers have used to produce
this beef, get something out of it. When the check is given for the
beef it goes back to some country bank or is paid on some hard-
pressed cattleman’s paper. - ‘ D il el
Compare that transaction to 13,000 carload lots of beef brought in
from foreign countries. = It slips into our country without ever spend-
- ing one dollar in this country. It gets unloaded in these ports, put
‘into the trade. Ninety or 95 per cent of it, I will say, has gone back
to some foreign country. o _ R R A
I say to you, gentlemen, after 50 years’ experience that this
country has never ‘,"touci:_ed, when it comes to producing cattle
and hogs and sheep, in the matter of capacity. We can take care of
and produce 100,000,000 cattle in the place of 67,000,000, if we have
the encouragement to do it. Everyfarm in the country ought to have
cattleonit. N o Gon i
The greatest farming county in the United States is Lancaster
County, Pa. What makes it the most fertile land and the best farms
in the United States? They feed cattle every year in Lancaster
County." gy buy them in the markets and take them there and
~ feed them. For what? To get the droEpings and manure on their
farms. If that was domne in all the other counties and in all our
range country, we would produce 100,000,000 cattle; would feed the
American p:«()iple with 75 per cent and probably take 25 per cent and
ship it abroad. , *
_ at is better than to discourage us and make us cut downfour
holdings. ' o v : e
. The markets of Fort Worth alone this year, which is only a State
market—it is not & big market like Kansas Citg and Chicago—
shipped v;l{ to a month ago 145,000 more calves than they did last
year. yi Th% are discouraged. No tariff has always dis-
couraged them., y have other things that discourage them. I
will touch on that in a moment. I do net mean to lay all of the
discouragement to the low tariff, but the low tariff did start us down-
ward. Cattle was the first to start on the downward tendency in this
country, and the imports of meat brought into this country is what
did it. Then there was the stringency of the money market.
The CHAIRMAN. We are very glad to get this out of the way. If
you want a tariff on hides, you are interested in hurrying us along?
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Mr. Pryor. Thatisright. ., |
. The CaArMAN. You have as much interest as we have in shorten-
ing the hearings. U L T T ST e

_Mr. Pryor. Yes, sir. I am going to file this-brief with you; it

Yéfci;absolutely concrete reasons. May I read one paragraph of that

ret¢ | - ;

The CHAIRMAN. Go ahead._..

Mr. PrYOR (reading): S i | ‘

We have in the United States 20,000 millionaires, judging from the income tax
records. . This estimate is based on the assumption that each individual who pays
taxes on an-income of $50,000 or more is the owner of a million-dollar estate, and it is
M. probable this estimate is & conservativeome, . . . . . oo
- More than 6,000 of these millionaires live in' New York State and probably 90 per
centof the otherslive north of the Mason and Dixon line and east of the Mfmmppt River.,
How many of these men made their millions in farming? Whoever heard of an ‘‘hon..
~ est-to-God ” millionaire farmer?  ‘‘ No such animal.” How did most of these million-
aires’ make their money? . The answer is, in the manufacturing business. Who

furnished the raw material for their plants? 'The live-stock miser furnished the cattle,
sheep, and hogs from which they producc beef, mutton, and pork to feed the world,
They furnish the hides and wool, which the manufacturer converts into leather and
cloth to shoe and clothe the world. The farmer furnighes the cotton from which the
manufacturer creates cloth to make clothing for the le. They also furnish the

grain from which to create flour, meal, and cereals to feed the people.

‘That comes out of the ground; that is where the manufacturer
getsit. . o P P
- Here is exhibited the communiiy of interest, one abeolutély ”Hé"pehdéiit upon the
other, which should be a 50-50 proposition instead of—well; I can't even guess what
per cent the farmers and ranchmen receive for their so-called raw material as compared
with what the manufacturer receives for the finished product.

BRIEY OF ISAAC T. PRYOR, SAN ANTONIO, TEX., REPRESENTING AMERICAN NA.
TIONAL LIVE STOCK ASSOCIATION AND TEXAS AND SOUTKWRSTERN CATTLE

RAISERS' ABSOCIATION.

The farm and ranch industry of this country is the very life and vitals of its exist-
enc_t% ‘{'It should have a superior claim because its prosperity is the Nation’s best
rotection. U B
P By the very nature of this businees it ig‘moré_,exgméd to adverse influences and has
much lees protection against losses than any. other business of similar importance.
Hence, the.farmer and ranchman should have credit _inlﬂ&er;.pm rtion than has
been extended him in the past. Increase their credit and they will increase their
prodiiction, provided they receive fair treatment as to a tariff on their products.
The farming and live-stock interests are suffering from competition with raw mate-
rial -from foreign countries imported into this country free of duty; they can not
compete with cheap labor. employed to cultivate or raise stock on cheap land and
maigtain our standard of living and property values. If they are forced to do this
then poverty is their heritage. The E;rmem and the ranchmen are as much ent_ltled
to ro?l ta{:ﬂ on the so-called raw material as the manufacturers are on their finished
~ uct. . D : L
P Why should they. be compelled by law to sell their products in a free market and
buy in a protected one? It is an unjust discrimination. ,
The tanff affords a degree of protection and at the same time produces a revenue
thus reducing our tax burden just that much and the less taxes we pay the more cash
we can lay aside for a rainy day. , o B .
We talk about a tariff of least a sufficient amount to equalize the cost of production

here and abroad. Who knows or can find out the exact cost of production? Take the
cattle business for example. It coets less to produce a beef in south Texas ready for
slaughter than it does in north Texss. It costs less to produce a beef in Texas than
in Nebraska, and less in Kansas than in Illinois. One year it ¢can and does often cost
25 to 50 per cent more to care for.an animal than the previous year, or the year
following, hence the cost of production will vary all over the United States,

according to local conditions, etc.
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monopoly in this particular branch of agriculture:
We should not ask for favors in any form but op,

- mno favor to put us on an équal footing with forei

To better understand the importance of pr
proper tariff, the following statistics should be

hudied

Population, and number of cattle and sheep.
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We should; however, place a WHH sufficiently high on live stock and the products
of live stock to cover the maximum cost of production, compared to that of foreign
8 a reasonable profit, and at the same time not so hlgh‘aa'm creato a

s favors in all forms, It is asking

importers,. and when we don’t

receive that consideration from Congress then the favor is extended the foreign pro-
ducer of raw material and not tho home producers, which is absolutely unfair.

our live-stock producers by a
carefully:

T Cattle. _ Sheep and lambs.
Population, T T p e e o
: Prewar Recent esti- Prewar Afterwar
: perjqd. mates. period’.k period. ‘
25,867,000 | 35,000,000 | 81,485,000 | - 8,000,000
8,103,000 | 7,802,000 | 26,286,000 { 11,473,000
30,705,000 | 37,500,000 | 10,653,000 | - 7.000,000
Austre 11,745,000 | 11,040,000 | 92,047,000 91, 676,000
coTotalli i so.| 41,176,000 | 76,510,000 | 101,342,000 | 210,471,000 | 193,149,000
United States.. ..., 0000000 0. .| 108,653,000 [ 61,804,000 | 67,866,000 @ 52,448,000 [ ¢ 39,863,000

! Increase, 10 peroent, 3 Decrease, 8 percent. 3 Increase, 9 per cent. ¢ Decrease, 4 per cent.

The four competitive colintries mentioned are known to consume less meat per capita
than our people and their population is lees than 40 per cent of that of the United States,
yet they raise nearly 40 per cont more beef and four times as ruch mutton as we do,
and consequently ¢xport the bulk of theirmeat.. .. . . e v

. Argentina has more than 4 cattle and 10 head of sheep’ Per capita, while we have but
little more than half a beef per capita and less than half a mutton per capita. The
- great markets of this country are in large cities, moet of which can be reached by water

~ transportation. In other words, at least one_-tiurd of the American people ay can
be reached from foreign countries by watet transportation and when the great canal
is built which will connect the lakes with the Atlantic Ocean, thus permitting ocean
going ships to reach Chicago, one-half of the American people can be fed by water

transportation from foreign countries,
~ COST OF ARGENTINE LABOR.

From the Pan ‘Amorican Union statistics it develops that farm laborers in Argentina
receive from $10'to $20 per month and board, so it is plain that with our farm labor
being’tga;d;_ﬁ'om_ $30 to $40 per month and board; our labor cost of production must be
more than two or three times as great as Argentina, o '

It should slso be considered that these competitive countries still have enormous
tracts of free range, and the cost of raising cattle is much less than here, Land values
and pasture charges are much lower than in this country, and there is hardly an item
of expense incident to the live-stock business that is not very much less in competitive
countries than here. _ - o I ,

Live-stock receipts at. market centers declined more than 10 per cent in 1920, as
compared to 1919. - On such a decline in receipts why didn’t cnttle, hogs, and eheeE ‘
increase in price? The answer is, imports of meata free of duty is various forms too
up the slack and prevented the advance; on the contrary, pressed the market down-
ward. Cattle led in the decline of agriculture products in 1919 and has been on the
toboggan ever since. Each month live stock has dropped a little lower than the pre-
vious month; now 7 cents per pound live weight looks as good to us as did a 15-cent

live weight in the spring of 1919, o ;
Over 80,000,000 pounx?ga of mutton and lamb was imported into this country in 1919

-and 1920," =~ '}

Putting the average mutton carcass at m'gdiiﬁas; it seems there were the equivalent
of more than 2,000,000 sheep brought into this country free of duty during said period
“and of this number three-fourths arrived during the year 1920.
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BIII AND VEAL nlron'u. i

More thm 100000 cnmues of beef md veul were , also im nnto this country;
free of dut r in 1919 and 1920, making a total of over 8,000 ¢ of cattle and about
10,000 carloads of mutton and lambe. This vast amount of meat was brought into

thw country in ships which entered our harbors from the high seas without the expend-
iture of one single dollar in this country before it reached our large consuming centers.
When sold, at least 95 per cent of the proceeds was returned to some foreign country—
x}rachgaltly httle or no benefit to our commerce in any way. This is the ditect result
of no du

What x{ thw 3, 000 cars of cattle and 10, 000 cars of mutton and lumbs had been mar-
keted from oiir farma and ranches in this country? Our railroads would have received
frelght on 13,000 cars of cattle and sheep, the chargee for switching and beddi the
cars, { yardage, attendnnce, war tax; also a commission charge would have
dmtributed among the variotis interests: named and finally, and most important, the
net proceeds would have been depomted in our home ban s or applied on some hard
pressed cattlé or sheep man’s paper. This would be the result of a protective duty on
imports, - Which'do you want and whlch will do the most general good? It does not
take a Solorhon to answer this question. .

Had it not been for the World: ‘War the Underwood blll | ould have wrou ht deutruc-
tmn to agriculture,: also: brought grief to.the Democratic: Party. = Imm uualy after
tro” UEﬂferwogimi‘lalm' assed dresaodgrimm beefmdﬁrai:ton :bwbedmw
. m Europe coun 'large and in: uan © WAr e

go'eat demand - for meat it:y the ‘war zone. mg tzmpom:y ‘relief ¥rom the imports

uth America. Shortly after the armistice was signed these t foreign
ocean—gomg veasels began loading—not only meats, but other agricul products—

n great and increasfng amounts, - On Jamurr 5 of this. ‘year two ships mched the
Umted States’ louded with 270,262 circasses of mutton, and three other foreign ships
were en route to this country loaded with mutton. Five ships in one month containing
about 675,655 carcasses, or 34,687,580 pounds of meat, coming in free of duty is a
‘ ataggermg blow to the meat pmduoen of the Unitod Sutu

NO IILIJONL!II I'AIIIR. :

We hsve m the Umted Stam 20 000 mxlhonsirea ju fmm the. meome-tu
records. ' This. estimate is based n the assuniption that individusl who pays
taxes on sn income of $50,000 or more is the owner of 8 milhoh-dolhr estate; aad it is

egoprobable this estimate is a conservative ono. ,

than' 6,000 of these millionaires live in: New York State, and probqbly 90‘
cent of the others livanorth of Mason and Dixon’s line md_eut of t! '

iver.  How mn:y of these men made their millions in ? .

an_‘‘honest-to-G. -millionaire farmar? “No such’ animal, How did - moct of

\‘.hese millionairés make their monefy o answer is, in the msnnkctunng busin
Who furnished the.raw. material for thalr plants? The livestock raiser- furnuhed
the cattle. aheep, and hogs from which they produce beef, mutton, and pork to feed
~ the world K furmsh the hides and wool, which the manufacturer conyerts into
leather: a.nd cloth to shoe and clothe the world. . The. farmer furnishes the cotton
from which the manufacturer. creates cloth to make clothing for the people. - They
also furinsh the grain from which to create flour, meal, and careals to feed the people.

~ Here is exhibited a community of interests, one :bnolu ?' pendent upon the
other, which should be a 50-50 proposition, mtead_ can’t even guess what

~ per cent the farmers and ranchmen receive for their no—called raw material as compared
with what the manufacturer receives for the finished product.

1 respectfully submit for your careful consideration the followi :f achedule of import

duties that in my opinion will be necessary to stimulate the uction of live stock
in this country as well as place it on an equal footing with Mexico and Central and

South America,
First. That you exact a 20 per cent ad valorem duty on all cattle hides imported

into this country.
Second. That you oollect a 20 per cent ad valorem duty on all live stock imported-

into this country.
Third, That a duty of 20 ger cent be placed on all fresh and prepared meats brought

into thls country, subject, however, to a minimum of 4 cents a pound.
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STATEMENT OF GEORGE W. ARMSTRONG, FORT WORTH, TEX.,
. BRPRESENTING THE CATTLE BAISING INDUSTRY.

The CrAIRMAN. Where do you reside, Mr. Armstrong?
" Mr. ArMsTRONG. Fort Worth, Tex. ‘

The. CHAIRMAN. What is your occupation $

Mr. ArMsTRONG. Cattleman, cattle raiser, and manufacturer.

The CH