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Memo for A Tariff lade State.

Y.

/

/ ‘ B o
V1< Ve are not sure about this. Some mills have mechanical venti

2. Be%ter cut this/out as what you saw was prebably due tﬁéiyifqﬂf

being near the exAt of the dust pipe leading from the piéke}vrsgﬁb
which carries t}{e dust to the outer air. 1If you are sure 1tf§a;§ f§{: :
the windows 1lét it stay in. . PREET

3. Better verify Towle's statement if you have not done so alreaay.lvﬂ,;

4. Eben S.Draper is listed in Textile World Record Directaﬁy &s »/‘ﬁf'ﬂﬁxfﬁl

precident of the Manville Co. Better verify this, however., b!oauaj 'a '”‘
read when he wus elected Governor of llassachusetts two yeare aga that ?
he had resigned all the positions he held in corporations., Why net lﬂk

MacCol11l? Draper is Governor of Massachusetts, now running for another

term. ra

5. Ohildren do not r‘i'the looms. Better day machines. n'A'f   v ; ::f
?. This would be strengthened by cuoting his remark. "If I oan.get 2y

I do it? It is good bus iness.

will find a mine of well arranged data in Boston which will aiQ:y'

turning on the light,

6. Ve advise omitting this part referring to the Metedlfis.ﬁ

is rather foreign to your story, but the chief reason isbtha

Metcalf's do not deserve compliments in connection with the
They represent a class of worsted manufacturers who know th@'

is wrong, who privat®}y admit it, and yet refusé to come out

what they know to be the truth because they are ienbtﬁt;gg;bu

inequalitites. For a year or more we have heard.pf,thgng

private admissions, but not a word would they say ir
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Schedule K. They did not do it; they deserve cens

-2-
the meanest kind of standpatism, and in the Métoaltﬁit is all the'mof,; ”’
inexcusable becauce their father, Jerse Metcalf, set an examplgquf; {}_”1
outspoken opposition to the Whitman gang twenty years ago’thét‘d§§;é§§’ 4;3
all praise. You may have read his letter in the Harch, 1896, Bﬁ%igfiéhj;f
of the ¥ational Association of Wool Manufacturers, which is in théwirﬁ
volume we let you take some time ago. It was addressed to Wm. 'hifmﬂh

and was a8 reply to a circular letter on tariff reviesion. Here are a

few extracts: .

"Your resol:tions are preceded by a *Whereas, it is the sense of
the people that a revision of the tariff is necessary,’ We believe ;
this to be a misstatement. The people want a reform of the tariff, e
instead of a revision. They want less taxes, instead of more, as :
‘JOUPTOPOSC.. " v

"The first resolution beginning with a statement that the
Woolen Asscciation has not learned anything since its organization
twenty-five years ago,is correct though humiliating. It continues
with an inference that the As¢ociation does not beliewe in duties f
on raw wool, but with a reverent fear of the political football, |
'they leave the subjeect"”, in the language of Ethan Allen, to the {
'wisdom of Jehovah and the Continental Congress'".

"The second resolution charges the 47th Congress 'with reducing
the duties on manufactured goods so far below the reduction of the
duties on wool as to destroy their compensatory character,' As the
duties on the kind of goods now imported range from 55 to 100 per cent}
it would seem that the manufacturers ought not to complain, if the
people will keep quiet under such extortion, and thst it is a reduec~
tion of the duties on wool that is required, and not an increase on
goods. The resolution corncludes with the correct statement that higﬁer
duties on goods would have enabled the American marufacturers to
increasetheir prices and profits.” ER

He goes through the whole twelve resolutions in this style, closing
with this:

"In conclusion, let us heg of you, before it is too late, and your
industries are ruined, to use your great opportunities to remove the
burdens from the people and take off the restrictions on trade and
cormerce that now oppress the busine: s interests of the country,”™ .

Nothing last year was more provoking than to have the sons of the mam |

who wrote that letter talking privately about the carded woolen memmfR@=: =

turers being right, and giving the publie :nd Congress tha'qilgggq3
treatment. If the lletcalfs had done in 1909 what-their;fathef?"l
1890 it would have given the handful of carded wooleh"Pr6t§ lw”
help needed to break down the combination that p@ggﬁgﬁi'
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et )Q Sugg_utions \‘ Questions to bo pron hl to J".R“:
per

How does the cost quare yard for merooruing 1n tho Uaitod"'
comro with the cost abroad? e R

- . Doe® net merceriging have the effect of inoron:lng the urkct vdu
of the cloth; and if so, wonld not the ad valorem protective duty im-
ocrease in a.nonnt on the mercerised goods, making unnecessary an oztrc
duty te protesct the merceriger?

A prominent cotton manufacturer of New Bedford, Mass,, hal rnoontly
asserted that he withdrew from the Arkwright Club because that Club Iould
not supply its members with a statement of how its funds were dhmnd.
Will you kindly inform me whether this charge is oorreot? :

The same cotton manufacturer also charged.that the Qctton lmnrnqtnr-
ers' Association is not representative, that its members are largely

mill supply dealers and mill oi’i’ioiala. as distinguished from uxmfbotnr- :
ing owners; that its meetings are attended by ut s small number of ootto;_x o

mutacturors and that resolutiens dealing with tho -general interests

of the cotton trado are adopted with only a small number of unnfaotmrl §

present. Are these charges well-founded, and if not, which ones ln
nnwarrantod’ .

Is it true that during the tariff revision last year repmsontativu
of the cotton manufacturers engaged an ex-customs official to assist them
in framing a cotton goods schedule, and that the schedule 80 framed was :
substantially adopted either in whole or in part by the Ways and ¥eans
Committee and by the Senate Committee on Finance? :

Waes any attempt made to canvass the entire cotton mnufacturing trado. :

South ae well as North, to obtain opinions and suggestions regarding the
revision of the Dingloy cotton goods tariff? Or were the suggeetions to
the House and Senate Committees framed by a oomparatinly sma. 1 number )
of manufaecturers? -

Does not the increase in the price of raw cotton cause tho 'uluo of
cotton goods to advance, and does not such advance result in an increase
of the aggregate duty collected on a given quantity of goods under tho
ad valorem protectiwe duties? ,

The firxt question regarding the cost of mercerigzing is off.erod
as a substitute the last one in dhe letter.




