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In an article called "Both Sides of the Wool
the arguments against the tariff are taken up pretty nearly
handled them. On the other side of the question, the following
iuntl are given: Lo !

FIRST: Thet if five pounds of clean wool were used im.a suit
of olothes, the price of a §40 sult would be Inorenasd only M;‘ 3
price of a cheap §12 suit only 56 cents.( This argument has Mﬂ.ﬁ’m
many varistions for the last year. It is the firet time 80 tar ﬂ S
know in the history of the sgitation that the faoct that tb u-.m d
the oloth in garments was enhansed even by 10 cents a ;yard. ﬂ Oltn
sidered an lnilporttnt matter., This should be taken up in the chapter
*Where Every Penny Counts.")

SECOND: The author declares without proof that the rm
in duties on cloth would cause the olosing of a great majority of m
in this country and throw thousands of workmen out of m m e
waste millions of dollars of capital. The first otfoot. the m e
says, would bé the cutting of wages; the second would be that hl' lﬂla 3 )
would have to use more shoddy and cotton.

THIRD: A strong point is made of the fact that a decline ll‘
duty would mean an increase of importation of shoddy. There is no dﬂ' B
tempt to show that many of these so called shoddies are most nlhhh !hi‘_"-‘.
inference from the writer's paragraph would be that shoddy was kept M
by the present prohibitory duty and that our goods were made of pure ml"
This is all assertion not proof, and the effects of the Wilsen Imf-- :
constantly quoted. Thére is no attempt to show what happened w
Wilson Bill, : L

The increases in the imports of raw wool under the mm B4
shown. The falling prices of fine Ohio wool,also the deore
ion of wool in the United States, Takes up the rmm
wool to ome of cloth. Olaims that this is right on the ba
mrm shrinkage frummlu 60%. .




 Committee in 1908 that this watter was adjusted without his mu-
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It is evident that the writer has mccepted in toto Whitmen's arg

from the following paragraph: . . . . .. .. ;:
"The complaint that the wool tariff diurhhlhl ltl-llli ﬁi
carded woolen branch of the industry is an illustration of how au-w
visionists have to go to find something to talk about. The Amer ‘
Compeny and the other New England interests make both woolen ql orate
oloth,.and they would be injuring themselves if they undnt to Hoor
'ncdut the manufeoture of ocarded-woolen fabrios. The president Q! ﬂn
big worsted mill in Massachusetts who is. muuwmmmm
duty on "tops® s0 as to bemefit himself proved to the Ways lld”

tore the bill was reported to the Senmate, and that he actually M
against the arrangement before the final passage of the law in m.

The interesting part of it is that this article alw ﬂ.pll
"H. B. Brewstor' is written by L. D. H. Weld. In a letter to Mr. Mum
he says "I am a Columbia PH. D, in econdmios and have been mmd fu- th;
past ten months by the Census Bureau as an expert special agent h

charge of the woolen industry. The bureau has recently issued a mulim
bulletin on this industry under my name." He adds, "I Have also. m
been aiding the new Ways and Means Oommittee in the preparation of date

on the wool schedule."

The artiocle ends up as follows:
"It is plain that the cost of clothing is dume to other m

than the mxnmmmutm-ofm:.mmmmmw‘
from low duties would offset a thousand times the slight gainm that -qm

acorue therefrom."”






