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The Thee 

Tariff Revision Bills
jltjends Eis Vetoing Record in 

;h at Grand Rapids 
Up 7 he Jhree Bills

0ed in Detail.
j je s

Ifci V'aiting on 1 he Report of 

Jhe lari^ Beard And there- 

jore Refused to f^anction 

Revision oj Tariff Measures

ea rn es t in ite support, a  b ill crea ting  
a pm'Etianent tariff board of five, to  be 
appointed by the  president, w ith  pow* 
er to sum m nn w itnesses and  secure 
th e ir  evldenci^ under oath , w as passed 
by the  house. No more th an  th re e  m em 
bers of th e  san.'e political party  could 
be appointed as m em bers of the  board. 
T he Investigations to  be undertaken  
and th e  reports  to  be m ade w ere se t 
out in th e  »ct and  included as proper 
sub ject m a tte r  th e  com parative costs 
of home and  foreign production. T he 
board w as to rep o rt to the  p residen t 
and to congress as e ither  directed. The 
bill w ent to th e  senate  and  was the re  
am ended in a  few un im portan t particu 
lars, one requiring  confirm ation of the  
appoin tm ent of th e  m em bers by the 
senate  and ano ther m odifying in  
some respec t th e  inquisito ria l pow ers 
of th e  board. T hese changes necessi
ta ted  a  re tu rn  of the  bill to the  house 
for its concurrence in the  am endm ents. 
A large m ajoriay  favored concurrence, 
but a sm all m inority  w as able to  bea t 
the bill by filibustering In th e  last;, 
hours of th e  se&sion. In the  uncerta in ty  
as to the pasage of the  bill, both hous 
es had provided $225,000 for me to  con 
tinue the  ta r i f f  board th en  existing 
if the  bill for th e  o ther board failed 
of passage. In th is  appropriation  bill 
the s ta tu to ry  tariff board, if es tab lish  
ed, w as d irected  to  investiga te  and 
report upon schedule K on wool and 
woolens by D ecem ber 1, 1911. This 
d irection  w as the  resu lt of an  amend-

Insurgen t republican  »enator proposed 
a  substitu te  in  w hich th e  duty on 
wool of the  first class w aa fixed a t 
40 per cent, and of a  second class, or 
ca rpe t wools, a t  10 per cent, and  the  
average percen tage on th e  woolen 
m anufactures w as m ade ^  per cen t ad  
valorem . I t  was claim ed oy its  author 
to  be a  protection  bill. I t w as never 
subm itted  to a com m ittee, nd evidence 
was ever taken  in regard  to  it, and 
it w as evolved from th e  independent 
investigation  of a single senator. A 
m ajority  of th e  Insurgents and the  
dem ocrats in th e  senate  com prom ised 
on a bill which made th e  tax  on raw  
wool, first class, 35 per cen t; second 
class, 10 per cen t; and the  average 
duty on woolens, 65. per cent. The bill, 
aga inst the  vote of nearly  all of the  
reg u la r  republicans and some insurg 
en t republicans, passed  th e  senate  and 
w as sen t to conference, w here a  bill 
was

- (1 Press.
h !’. ;d?. Mich., Sept. 21.—Prea 

was aroused early  th is  
- n? r upon his fourth busy 

V ; ; the Grand Rapids 
for every m inute of 

f his arrival a t 6:40 a. m.,
.irrure to the southern  

j 'te at 1 o’clock. 
uvH 'vas greeted a t his 

! . .’tlon com mittee headed
• William Alden Smith. Au- 

, - re waiting to take him to
 ̂ ir-ry Club where break- 

. a large party of lead- 
1 in- present.

luncheon rhs I'.rogram 
. •’ O' l̂li’ run into the 
- i'’ lit re 'H o m e a t 9:40,

1(.» o’clock, an au to -jm en t offered by a  dem ocratic senator.
Personnel of Tariff Bo#*d.

I
•country of A m erican agricu ltu ral im- 'tle «  on cotton  m anufactures.” An[ 
p lem ehts th a t  practically  very few am endm w it w a t Introdttced in  Order 
have come in from England. This , to m ake ce rta in  th a t  in  th e  cotton and 
first clause, therefore, of the  free l i s t ! chem ical sch6dules the re  m ust be a 
bill offers no boon to th e  fa rm ers  a t  ■ reduction of all ra te s  to nofe m ore than  
all, although apparently  draw n for t h e ! 30 per cen t &d valorem , but It was so 
purpose of inducixi* them  to  th ink  so. placed in the  ac t th a t  by its  language 
It does contain  som e very general {i t  could only apply to  goods already In 
words a t the  close of th e  specially m en 'th e  customhouse, upon which duty had 
tioned artic les which by in te rp re ta - ‘ no t been paid. The calculations by 
tion m ight be m ade to  include 150 d if-1 which th e  specific duties in the  chem- 
fe ren t artic les used on the  farm , b u t ! leal schedule w ere transm itted  Into ad 
used in o ther vocations also. A nd!valo rem  ra te ts  and then  reduced 25 
these  articles—the ham m ers, the  tools, per cen t w ere exceedingly faulty. The 
the  cutlery, and the m achinery of va- senato r who proposed th e  reductions 
rious kinds—are  now dutiable under * said th a t  he had secured th e  services 
the  m etal schedule. To adm it th e m ' of a sta tis tic ian  a t  th e  treasu ry  de- 
under th is  clause would be to  destroy i partm ent, who had  done the work as 
Entirely th e  sym m etry of th e  m etal i he  told him  to  do it, And th a t  th a t  was 
schedule and produce such a  confusion * all he knew about it.
as seriously to  in terfere  w ith the  ad 
m in istra tion  of th«> tariff act.

A nother clause provides for the  ad-
B O u L L O  COI1I©x € © C © >  &  U&ii .

agreed upon In which th e  duty  M is s io n  of barbed w ire fencing free.

-’Iv to the city, a speech 
r i ; -’s meeting in Cam- 

.1 n'ciork, the principal 
., -n i.T m inute ta lk  

Hisrh School a t 12:20, 
/  : i!k at the Ladies’ Llter-

1L':40 and departu re  for 
. iti A at 1 o’clock.

et;es of the Woolen, F ree List 
'  Id Cotton Bills, 

r  r rizeiis: I am going to
simple a way as I can, 

.-d the th ree  tariff bills 
■ subm itted to  me for 

r  ■ , liie close of th is ex tra  
I Li.lled the se?3lon to secure 

:-n.t li In law of the Canadian 
cc’ t; = iity. This was done on 

'./■ 2:. hereafter, the wool bill, the 
r and the cotton bill were 

V ■ to ;ne for s isna tu re , and I 
"r , without my approval,

■1 my reasons for so doing 
’ r. Si.age on each bill.

?• ' c; here will be in large 
. of those m essages, v*'llh 

, T . .1 suggestions th a t the
: ' < :.aracter of th is  address
: ' ;i Hut golng to discuss the 

' " ’Pt to say th a t th e  con- 
>̂r its m erits and dem erits 

ery strong sentim ent 
■ubllcans, and. indeed,

' >• dem ocrats, th a t a bureau 
•l!'n or board of com petent 

, ; ■. ;ild be constituted to make 
, into the facts concerning 
: : 't  vrtlcles in the  tariff, and 
’ em in such a way th a t 

the public m ight be re- 
■V '.y . vd of the probable effect 

5’v prc! nsed revision of th e  tariff 
 ̂ 1 It was properly felt

■ ;r. -A , -ii full opportunity  for
-ti ^Iven as they had been 

b" *■« ^.iinittGes of the  house and 
the CH9? of the  Payne bill,

: ;t-,- ata«; Qf the protccted  inter- 
? : ’ i .ive the advantage over 

- imifie public, who would not 
r:. • sec’ir® and presen t the evi- 

; V  hei’* behalf for lower duties 
 ̂ ure a Just judgm ent. The 

• ; b ll offered an opportunity  to
" ■ ’ -Int a board of cornpetent 

" ? : aFsIt me In the adm inistra- 
• the revenue laws and especlal- 

'•7 ' '.e maximum and m inim um
cliuse *ha* a c t ; and the reveijue
! r : were of s-.ifllclent la titude to  en- 
»b:« me to direct this board to m ake
■ : o* he tariff te rm s and a
■ encyclopedia which would 

a ci'iiif' to the understanding
'  ̂ and also to proceed to de- 

fho comparative difference be- 
“• 'he co6  ̂ of production of dutia- 

aftlclos under the various tariff 
V:-Huler in this country and abroad. 

~t the extra session of 1909, con- 
r  had gl en me i?75,f>00 which I 

'o r this purpose; a t  th e  
■^;ul^ ses;lon of the same congress, 
•* S‘Xfy.fir=t, the appropriation '^a s  

to S2".0,000, to cover expenses 
to July 1 . 1 9 1 1 . M eantime, the  

- ''■-.-rt for a perm anent tariff com- 
' T. ir board to effect these  gener- 

pur.“o acquired g rea t momen- 
Builness associations th e  coun

over united to form a special so- 
for the promotion of such legls- 

the campaign for It w'as 
,in T»ith both houses of con- 
I aave the project as strong 
P.2 possible, and made a num- 
ib’io ai^dress in support of it, 

",  ̂ ;; ‘̂ciflc recom m endation of
In a congressional m essage. 

;V... ‘Wican conventions of 28 
I ? " adc pipd resolutions strongly  

a statutory tariff commls- 
", deprecating any fu tu re  revi-

‘ ^  needed evidence had been
j^-ered and Impartial conclusions 
‘‘,7̂ ? to 'he facts upon which such 
' be properly made.

^ Tariff Commission.
republicans. In or- 

‘ > icr'.xTd a proper revision on the
'  ■ '' hlch they 'W ere com m itted, 

r.*!al to know from an un- 
Tcr the difference betw een 

■ '  f ' foreign and hopie produc- 
lis was the limit of protec- 

' t’np moderate protectlon- 
.  ̂ them and the las t party

had set. They did no t wish 
tho Important Industries of

Upon the  failure of the  bill for a 
s ta tu to ry  board, and in an  ea rnest 
effort to enable  congress to ac t w ith 
accu ra te  know ledge on schedule K, 
and Indeed, on schedule I—on co tton  
m anufactu res—I Issued an o rder to the  
tariff board already apoplnted  to con
tinue the  necessary  investigations of 
these schedules and to  repo rt upon 
the E-ame on D ecem ber 1 next. In o rder 
to m ake as good a  su b stitu te  for the  
s ta tu to ry  tariff board as I could, I add 
ed two com petent dem ocrats to th e  
board. The board consists of two pro
fessors of econom ics of th e  h ighest 
standing, one a t  Yale and  one a t  the  
U niversity  of V irginia, a fo rm er a s 
s is tan t &8cretary of the  trea su ry  In 
charge of custom s, the  p roprie tor and 
editor of an  agricu ltu ral and  stock ra is 
ing new spaper—an au thority  on these  
sub jects—and a form er dem ocratic 
congressm an of g rea t ability  and  ex
perience from  Georgia. E xcept th e  
form er a ss is ta n t secretary , who is a 
republican, and the  form er congress
men, It is  nard  to say th a t  th e  m em 
bers have ^ n y  politics a t  all, certain ly  
none which 'W'lU p revent Im partia l In
vestigation  and Judgment. They are 
to report on the “g lossary” and the 
facts as to  the com parative cost of 
foreign and dom estic production af te r  
Investigations m ade by experts  in 
the ir  employ. They have 80 persons un 
der them  w'orklng hard  to  com plete the  
work m arked out for them .

I have gone over w ith  care th is  
history  of the  m ovem ent for a tariff 
board in order to show how fully com
m itted  I am  to  th e  proposition th a t  we 
ought no t to  have any revl&lon of a 
schedule of the tariff w ithout accura te  
Inform ation ss  to  the  operation  and
effect of the proposed ch an g es , and 
fu rth e r  to show th a t  In th is  view I 
h ave-had  In the  p as t th e  h ea r ty  sup
port not only of the  regu la r republi
cans, bu t also, and even w ith m ore 
em phasis, those who call them selves 
progressive republicans.

Second, I also wleh to point out th a t  
all republicans of w hatever shade are  
committed to the maintenance of 
our p ro tec ted  industries  to the  point 
of re ta in ing  du ties on Im ported a r t i 
cles which shall equal th e  differences 
in th e  cost of production a t  hom e and 
abroad.

Third. E xcept for the  ex tra  session 
called only to  pass upon the  reciproci
ty bill, th e  first tim e th a t  th e  sixty- 
second congress could consider and 
pass upon tariff schedules would be In 
Decem ber, and a t  th a t  tim e its pre
decessor, by consen t of both parties, 
had  fixed as the  p roper tim e a t  which 
a  full report as  to  th e  m ost objection
able schedule ought to be reported . 
W ith  th e  m oney g ran ted  me by con
gress I had  provided a  board, nonpar
tisan  and w ith th e  sam e personnel 
a» th e  s ta tu to ry  board  would have 
had, to  m ake a  repo rt no t only upon 
wool bu t alao upon cotton

Although m any of th e  dem ocrats had  
assis ted  in th e  support of th e  s ta tu to ry  
tariff board  bill and  had  advocated 
such a  m eans of se^curlng accu ra te  in
form ation  in resp ec t of th e  probable 
operation  of the  proposed revision, the

■~'-A
•] .ro 
f 'n t  rvr.f j « taking away from them  

• y'SFtire of protection needed to 
thp'Ti to live against foreign 

'"Or, b>jT they did intend in 
V. ‘ to give them  more

fhe democrats recognized 
>‘100 -ire qj protection as just, 

them c'^ntended th a t such 
'’c s  v;‘̂ ccEsary to secure 

V. hifh a proper tariff 
‘ onlv could be framed. The 
i?. that by republican and dem- 

>'fs, and among the republi-
so-called progressive or 

republicans were the most

'O'

house a t  once began  to  m ake » r«cord 
for political purposes by passing  th ree  
tariff bills, th e  wool bill, th e  free ll&t 
bill, and  th e  c o t to n  bill. They Kave no 
public hearings of any kind on e ither 
of th ese  bills and they  presen ted  no 
sa tisfac to ry  in form ation  upon which 
the  effect of any  of tbem  u p ^  th e  in- 
dustrles involved could be*
T heir investiga tions may have been 
sufficient to  sa tisfy  the

tarift-for-revenue m an v r̂ho believes 
in any reduction, how ever ^ e ^  of 
existing  duties, b u t fo r o n e  pledged as 
I am  to  m ain ta in  a  tariff high 
to enab le  existing  industries  to  live
th e  case is different.

The Wool Bin.
The wool bill proposed a  revenue du

ty  of 20 per cen t upon raw  wooj in 
stead  of 11 cen ts a  pound, f  
of considerably  m ore th a n  50 P«r ^  
of th e  p resen t duty, and  an  
duty  of 50 p er cen t on woolen cloth 
and m anufactures. T his w as avowedly 
a tariff for revenue and 
draw n for th e  purpose 
th e  industries. I t passed  th e  J ioum  
and w en t to the  senate , w here an
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was 29 per cen t on raw  wool, and  an 
average of 49 per cen t on woolens, 
'ih ls  bill had the  effect of ra is ing  the  
duty on ca rpe t wools, as  fixed in the  
senate , 19 per cent, and  as fixed In 
th e  house, 9 per cent. H ere w as the  
first case p resen ted  to  me. T here  
w as nothing In th e  record  in e ith e r  
th e  hous^ o r senate  from  w hich I 
could ob tain  any Inform ation as  to  the  
effect of th is  bill upon th e  woolen in 
dustry  of th is  country. I subm it th a t  
the  h isto ry  of Its m aking shows no 
principle w hatever in  the  bill e x cep t 
a ^compromise betw een tw o opposing 
principles for the  purpose of passing 
th e  bill, w ithout any Indication as to  
its  effect on th e  industry  to  which it 
applies.

This bill reduced th e  duty on wool
ens to an average of 49 per cen t w ith 
a  duty on th e  raw  m ateria l wool of 29 
per cent. The W ilson bill, passed  in 
1894, had reduced th e  du ty  to  50 per 
cent, w ith no duty on th e  raw  wool 
a t all, Si much m ore favorable a rrange 
ment to th e  m anufactu re rs  th a n  in the 
p resen t bill, and  ye t th e  years of th e  
W ilson biil were years of d isaste r to 
th e  woolen m anufacturers. I t may be 
th a t o ther causes than  th e  tariff con
tr ibu ted  to th e  failure of woolen mills 
in the tim e of th e  W ilson bill, and it 
may well be th a t  conditions in the 
woolen business have  changed so th a t 
i t  does not need as much protection 
as th en ; bu t I had no adequate infor
m ation, and  had  been furn ished  none, 
upon which I could say th a t  th e  bill 
p resen ted  to  me w as in accord with 
the  republican p latform  of protection  
upon which I w as elected, and to 
which I am In honor bound to square 
my offllcal act and policy. In the ab 
sence of such adequate ' Inform ation, 
and  w ith  th e  prospect of Securing it  in 
th ree  m onths it becam p my bounden 
duty to  w ithhold my approval of th e  
bill. W hat w as the necessity  for such 
g rea t h as te  in passing  th e  bill a t  an  
ex tra  session called for ano ther pu» 
pose? T he bill as i t  passed the  house 
provided it should go Into effect Ja n 
uary  1, 1912. T he bill as it passed the  
senate contained ano ther sim ilar pro
vision. W hen th e  bill w ent Into confer
ence, 1 am  inform ed th a t  the  s*agges- 
tion was m ade th a t  th e  d a te  of J a n 
u a ry  1,1912, for i ts  tak ing  effect would 
furnish a strong  argum ent for delaying 
its  passage until a f te r  D ecem ber 1, 
when the  tariff board could report. 
The date of tak ing  effect w as th e re 
upon changed to October 15, 1911. 
Such care w as no t tak en  w ith the  free
list bill or the  cotton bill, both of 
which w ere m ade to  take effect Ja n 
u a ry  1, 1912.

Schedule K.
Schedule K had been in force so 

long and its  percen tage was so high 
in m any respects  th a t  I had  not 
hes ita ted  in tim es pas t to  &ay th a t  it 
ought to  be reduced, and to explain 
how It cam e not to be reduced In the 
P ayne bill as it  ought to  have beeji. 
But it  is one th ing  to know th a t  a 
schedule of th is  so rt is too high, and it 
is a  very  different th ing  in such a 
com plicated schedule to  know  upon 
w hat Item s the  reductions should 
be m ade and how grea t the  reductions 
ought to be. If the principle to  which 
I am  com m itted, and to which th e  par 
ty  Is com m itted in th e  strong  te rm s 
of th e  resolutions, w hich I have quot
ed above w as to be observed as  a 
policy a t ’ all, here  w as th e  occasion 
for following it. If I had allowed the  
wool bill to become a  law, th e  progress 
m ade in  public opinion tow ard  a  b e tte r  
m ethod of rev ising  th e  tariff would 
h ave  been en tire ly  lost and th e  pol
icy ca s t to the  winds.

Some defense is m ade of th e  bill on 
the ground th a t  th e  com m ittee on ways 
and m eans had considered It carefu l
ly in com m ittee fo r a  m onth o r more, 
bu t the  point is th a t  th e  bill they  p re 
pared  18 n o t th is  bill. I t  is  changed in 
all of its  ra te s  and m ateria lly  changed 
to m eet by com prom ise a  bill th a t 

never in com m ittee a t  all, and  
th e  b lending w as done, as w as said, 
w ith  “b lacksm ith ’s tools.” The house 
bill w as a  free  trad e  o r a t  least an 
antl-protectlon bill; w hat the hybrid 
w as who could te ll? 
enorm ous value of th e  wool and  wool
en  industry  w hich m ight be d isastrous
ly affected th e  bill,was It a sk ing  too  
much to  delay th e  bill, u nder th e  c ir 
cum stances, fo r 90 days m erely  to  se
cure accu ra te  inform ation? I thought 
not. Indeed, I could find no argum ent 
w hich would sa tisfy  my conscience in 
signing th e  bill.

Free List Bill.
The free  lis t bill w as called th e  

'fa rm ers’ free  list,” for th e  purpose 
of giving an  Im pression th a t  It was 
passed to  com pensate th e  farm ers for 
som e so rt of Injury supposed to  be 
done by the C anadian reciprocity  
T his reason  w as finaly repudiated  by 
th e  leader of th e  dem ocracy on th e  
floor of th e  house of rep resen ta tives  
and is certain ly  no t true. T here  was 
noth ing  in th e  C anadian reciprocity 
bill th a t  required  any  com pensation to 
th e  farm ers, for In a  very sh o r t period 
a f te r  actual operation  it will appear 
th a t  they, as well «  
have been Improved In conditlon^oy 
our la rger tra d e  w ith  Canada. 
th e  bill w as fram ed and cam e to  m e 
in  a  form  calculated , to  m islead as  to 
Its effect. In  th e  firs t clause a l l  ag ri
cu ltu ral Im plem ents w ere declared to  
be free, and  a  g rea t m any w ere nam  
ed T hese sam e Im plem ents w ere 
nam ed In th e  Payne bill, and w ere  
m ade free in th a t\b ill  from  any coun 
trv  w hich perm itted  our agricu ltu ral 
im plem ents to  en te r  i t  w ithout duty. 
This opened to  England the  m ark e t of 
th e  U nited s ta te s  for ag ricu ltu ra l Im
plem ents. A s a  m a tte r  of fact, the  
price of ag ricu ltu ra l im plem ents in  
A m erica is cheaper, as  shown by a  re  
port of th e  B ureau of T rade  R elations 
of th e  S ta te  D epartm ent, to th e  A m eri
can farm ers  th an  to  any fa rm ers  in 
th e  world. England is  th e  one country  
th a t  exports  agricu ltu ral im plem ents 
to  any  g rea t ex ten t, and so successful 

th e  com petition  ag a in s t h e r  in  th is

and then  all w ire and o ther m ateria l 
which could be used for fencing, and 
includes w ire rods and w ire rope. To 
le t in barbed w ire fencing alone would 
be un im portan t to  producers, bu t th e  
fram ing of the am ending clause Is 
such th a t  If It w ere to  go Into law it 
would have a serious effect upon th e  
m etal schedule and would u tte r ly  de
stroy  th e  principle which w as follow
ed in its  fram ing and would m ake free 
of duty flome of the  m ost highly 
w rought artic les under th e  m etal 
schedule no t used by farm ers a t  all. 
T hen  th e re  Is a  clause adm itting  ju te  
and cotton bagging free, and m ateria ls  
from which made, /which would allow 
common cotton cloth to come in freecommon co iioa  to w iu c  lu ‘
for any p u y j s e .  although under th e  
cotton schedule, even as proposed to
be am ended by th is  congress, cotton 
is to  pay a  certa in  am ount of duty. T he 
bill also pu ts boots, of all k inds on 
th e  free list. I t  did no t pu t on th e  
free list, except some kinds of leather, 
th e  m ateria ls  w hich w ent into  shoes.
In o ther words, i t  put on th e  free list 
th e  finished product and continued th e  
tax  on raw  m ateria ls. This would be 
such a  burden on our m anufactu re rs  
th a t  its  in justice m ust appeal to  every
one. T h e  fac t is th a t  under the  Ding- 
ley bill im ported shoes w ere taxed 25 
per cent ad valorem,- while in the  
P ayne bill the duty was reduced from 
25 per cen t to 10 per cent, the  duty on 
hid"S w as reduced from 15 per cent 
to nothing, and th e  duty on leather 
was reduced to  5 per cent. No evi
dence w as taken  as  to w hat effect th is  
putting  of shoes oh the free  lis t would 
have on the  very highly Im portant shoe 
Industry of the  country, and as i t  vio
la ted  th e  first principles of justice  in 
a  tariff, nam ely, of putting  the  finish
ed product on the  free lis t and  taxing 
the  m ateria ls . It did not and could not 
com m end  itself to one*who w as pledg
ed to  the  support of a m oderate  pro
tective tariff.

Meat and Flour.
Finally, the  free list has two clauaps 

affecting m eat and flour. As they 
w ent through the  house they  put m eat 
on th e  free list and flour on th e  free 
list. In  th e  senate, however , an
am endm ent w as put on lim iting the  
operation: of these  two clauses to  im 
ports  from  those countries w ith which 
w e have a reciprocal re la tion  and 
which adm it ce rta in  ag r icu ltu ra l-p ro 
ducts of ours free. This lim itation  
m ade Canada the  only country which 
would be affected by the  provisions of 
the  clause. Now, in our negotiations 
w ith  Canada for reciprocity  we a t 
tem pted  to secure free m eat and free 
flour. Caaiada would no t consent to  
this, because she feared the  effect of 
our com petition w ith her m eat and 
flour. This showed th a t  Im portations 
of m eat and flour from  C anada w ith 
out duty would not have any effect to 
lower the  p rice , in th is  couiitry of 
e ither  in norm al tim es. B ut th is  free 
list bill w as giving to  Canada some
th ing  for nothing. This congress a t 
th e  close of the  ac t approving the Ca
nadian  reciprocity  agreem ent d irected 
m e to continue negotiations and ex
pand Its term s, and yet m  these  pro
visions It proposed to  deprive me of 
using th e  concessions of free m eat ana 
free flour to secure concessions from 
Canada. Thus th e  bill w as so loosely 
drawn. It w as draw n on such a wrong 
principle, and w ith so li ttle  inform a
tion, and i t  purported  to  do so m any 
th ings which it did no t do, th a t  I had 
no hes ita tion  in vetoing it.

The Cotton Bill.
Finally, th e  cotton bill cam e to  me. 

T his bill differed from  th e  o thers in 
being a bill fo r which th e  dem ocrats 
alone, and no t th e  in s u rg e n t republi
cans, w ere responsible. I t  had  passed 
the  house on th e  report of th e  ways 
and m eans com m ittee made w ithout 
the  tak ing  of any evidence of persons 
in terested  in th e  m anufactu re  or a ^ -  
one else; it had com pletely c h a n g ^  
th e  m ethod of classifying cottons, 
classifying them  according to  the  
th reads in  th e  yarn  instead  of by the  
th rea d s  of th e  piece and  th e  specific 
duty upon th e  square yard, as in ^ e  
p resen t bill. T his w as a  m ost im ^ r -  
ta n t  change, and i t  had  been adopted 
a f te r  an  inform al com m unication in 
w riting  w ith  th e  Bureau of S tandards 
and a fte r  an  adverse r e ^ r t  by the 
trea su ry  experts. T he bill 
ted  avowedly as  a  free trad e  bill by 
th e  house. I t  cam e to  th e  sena te  and 
w as passed in  th e  form  in  w h i ^  it 
passed th e  house, except th a t  certa in  
am endm ents w ere added. One w as an  
am endm ent cu tting  down th e  m etal 
schedule by a  sweeping reduction of 30 
per cent, and  th e  o the r w as an  aiM nd- 
m ent of th e  chem ical schedule w ith  a  
purported  reductioii ad  valoreni of m  
per cent. So hastily  w as tiie bill 
throw n together, so little  a tten tio n  
w as oald to  th e  consideration  of It In 
th e  ^ n a t e ,  especially in  th e  chem ical 
s c h e d u l e ,  th a t  th e  m ost ludicrous re 
su lts  w ere reached. In  th e  firs t place, 
although th e  am endm ents radically  
changed th e  m etal and  chem ical sched
ules no change w as m ade in  th e  title , 
which sUil read  “An ac t to  reduce du-

to
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Senator W illiams, a  dem ocratic mem 
ber of th e  com m ittee on finance of the  
senate , objected to th is  m ethod of 
adopting a  m ost im portan t schedule. 
T he chemical schedule. T he chemi<»l 
schedule is  th e  firs t schedule in th e  
list. I t has 85 item s, and of these  66 
have specifio duties. I t  a ffec^  m any 
millions of im ports. 
th e  bill w ent through, and it w ent back 
to  th e  house and  w as subm itted 'to  two 
days’ exam ination by th e  w ays and 
m eans com m ittee of th a t  *body.

T hen  i t  passed th e  hOnse under a 
ru le  th a t  perm itted  no am endm ents 
w hatever. I had th e  bill exam ined by 
experts, especially w ith respect to  th e  
chem ical schedule, and  even in  th e  
very sho rt tim e I had. I- found th e  
g rea tes t confusion produced by the  
am endm ent. Upon a  num ber of the

w as greatly  
m ore th an  th e  proposed 25 per cent, 
reach ing  in some cases 75 and 100 per 
cent, and on o ther articles, instead  of 
being a  decrease,, the re  w as an  in 
crease all th e  way from  5 to  loO per 
cent. T he bill w as supposed to  be a 
concession to  th e  N orth  Carolina cot
ton  In terests , and  to  be in tended to 
cheapen th e  bleaching, dyeing, and 
coloring m ateria ls  needed in th a t  bu
siness. The very comical effect of the  
bill as  am ended w as th a t  instead  of 
reducing th e  duty on bleaching pow
der 25 per cent, it  increased i t  40 per 
cent. But even a  m ore serious defect 
In th e  bill w as in those Changes affect
ing the  alcoholic compounds contained 
in four or five item s, in respect to 
which in the  P ayne bill a i d  in all pre
vious tariff bills. In order to  prevent 
th e  use of these  item s to im port alco
hol a t  a small duty, com pensatory du 
ties had been imposed of about 40 
cen ts a pound, or $4.60 a gallon. U n
der th e  provisions of th e  new  bill, 
th ese  alcoholic compounds and  articles 
containing alcohol would come in a t  a 
duty, m aking th e  tax  on the  alcohol 
from  8 to 10 cen ts a  gallon, while the 
In ternal revenue tax  on alcOhol In th is 
country  is $1.10 per proof galloh, and 
the  duty Imposed on it  as  an  im port 
is $2.60 a  gallon. T he opportunities 
for the  in troduction of cheap alcohol 
and th e  danger of evasion, or the 
breaking down of the  in te rn a l reve
nue law by such a  change in  th e  chem 
ical schedule, I need hardly  elaborate. 
The bill w as im possible and of course 
I vetoed it. T here  w as in th e  passage 
of th e  bill, in  th e  am endm ents, and in 
th e  general tre a tm e n t an  Indication 
th a t  th e  support of th e  b ill 'w as baSed 
ra th e r  on a  desire  to m ake a  political 
record in  favor of lower duties than  
upon a serious proposal to  change the  
law. At least th is  is the  only explana
tion  th a t  can be offered of th e  careless, 
artificial, and a ltogether unsatisfac
to ry  ch a rac ter of th e  th ree  -bills.

I have gone in to  th is  m a tte r  a t  con
siderable detail in o rder th a t  my posi
tion  w ith  respect to  these  bills and  t^ e  
general trea tm e n t of th e  tariff f i^ y  be 
understood. I am  in favor of th e  re 
duction of th e  ta riff w herever It can 
be done and s till give a  living m easure 
of protection  to  those industries of 
th e  country  th a t  need it. But 1 
th a t we have reached now  a  point in 
th e  h isto ry  of tariff m aking w hen e ^  
eryone ought to  realize th a t  th e  te r in  
should no t be changed and  business 
disturbed, except upon inform ation 
which shall enable us to  ^ a s s  bills th a t  
will d isturb  i t  least. Our whole busi
ness system  re s ts  upon th e  protective 
tariff basis. The rea l hope of men 
who are In favor of lowering duties is 
to  pursue th e  policy of s e c u r i ^  
ra te  inform ation to  keep th e  t a n a  
ra te s  down as  low as possible consist
e n t w ith  th e  life of the  busindss p ^  
tected . T he n a tu ra l operation  of the  
tariff u n d e r  those conditions and 
A m erican ingenuity  is to  continue to 
reduce th e  cost of production, and th a t  
in itself will secure, if we adhere  to 
th e  policy, a  reduction of th e  tariff 
ra te s  from  tim e to  t im e ; bu t to  cut 
them  now “w ith b lacksm ith  s tools, 16 
to  inv ite  in the  nex t, tw o or four years 
a  r e v i s io n  bf feeling, and the rr a  re 
currence of h igher ra te s  and  th e  old 
system  of high tariffs. This I 
d e p r e c a t e ,  and so ta r  as I can wUh the  
powers given m e by th e  c o n s ti^ ti< ^ , 
I nropose to  stop such a  m ovem ent and 
to  secure a  reduction  in 
w ith  th e  principles of th e  republican 
olatform , and  on inform ation  accura te  
2 fd  im partia l. It
approved by th e  «l«ctorate. t h e ^  of 
course, those  of us who, a re  now in 
office m ust give w ay  J ? !
carry  ou t a  different policy; bu t 
w e a re  In oA ce our 
clearly  to be understood. W e follow 
th is  policy n o t only because w  are

(Ti
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n le d g id  to  tt, b u t because w e beU«ve 
It right, because w e th a t  a  full
discussion and «  clear 
th e  p a r t  of th e  people will cwftvlnCe 
th e m  u ltim ately  to  approve and adopt 

it. ____________ _ _

Some people don’t  nrind a  m ^ u i t o  
b ite  any* m ore tliaij the . prickings Of 
conscience.

Some people a re  a lw a y s  look ing  for 
troublo. and  are  never satisfied w ith  
i t  w hen they  find it.

£ m w  Itottofi

These have ^ o rt vamps 
with flexiW  ̂ welt soles, 
all sizes at

$2.98
Wool

SATURDAY
AND

REGULAR $5.00 VALUE

500 Pairs Wool Blankets in seconds, 
some with holes, some soiled, other
wise equal in value to the regular 
$5.00 goods. This is unquestionably 
one of the series of the Greatest 
Blanket Offerings we have ever made, 
so dp not delay as we are receiving 
orders from different sections of the 
county for this Wonderful Bargain. 
They wiU not last long..

On Sale in Basement

/ v - ^  «

Little "long Co.


