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Box 1374, Boston, Maces.,

June 22nd, 1914. I
My dear Miss Tarbell:-

I received your letter and the check for the book a
few daye Aago. In complimnce with your request I leave prepared
the enclosed memornndum of my work on weighte and measures and
the teriff, It seems fenrfulingotieticnl, but I could not think
of Any better way than to pué7it in the first person for your
informrntion, I hnve written fAr more than you will need and I
want to suggest that you mmnke your sketch ag impersonal as you
can, directing attention rather to the lessons these incidents
teach, the power snd the value of unvarnished truth, and the
pleasure a2 person experiences in diecovering hidden facts of im-
portance, and watching their effecte when made known,

You know how ready I have been to give what facts I
had to others who could use them, and I know how much you have
regretted that in your own case it was not advisable to give me
credit for much thet I did. That is the situation now, for you
are the 3@33 noir of powerful intereste who are closely identi-
fied with the buesineee in which I am now gaining a livelihood.
The time may come when you cAn sperk freely, if not while I am
living, then after I am gone, but for the present it will be
best, that 1if you refer to any help you personally may have ob-
trined from me, you corfine it to a reference to what you may

have found in my writings on the tariff question.



2=

I want to assure you that I prize very highly the
compliment you pay me in asking for this eketch. I will send
you the photograph in a few days.
With kind regards,
I remin,
Faithfully yours,
/KZM/ @52@/

Mies Idm M, Tarbell,
New York, N, Y,
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0;%‘ My interest in schedule K wae awnkened in 1884 by the die-
é; cuseion of that schedule,which hinged largely on the amount of wool
i% required to make a pound of wool cloth. To settle the question I

4

made A foure-yesr test of the wool used and cloth made in the Hecla

Mill, Uxbridge, Mass., weighing all the wool myself. This required
much extra labor and patience on my part, but it disclosed the facts.
The reéords (see Yo. 1) of theee facte was treasured for twenty-
three yenare and made public in 1909 during the framing of the
Payne bill. The test itself wne notnble P8 being probebly the long-
est aAnd most exhaustive of ite kind that has ever been made, and il-
lustratee the method I have followed eince, namely, first, to get at
the facte regardless of the time and labor required, then reach con-
clueione and make them public when they would have the greatest
effect.

Whatever service I have rendered on the weight and measure
question or tariff, hre been the result of following the common senese
rule to find out the facte before making statemente on A question.

At the beginning of the agitation in 1900 to make the metric
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system complusory in the United States I shared the belief which

Q
O

nearly everyone ncquireb rt school, that the metric system was per-
fect Aand certain to become the world's single standard, I began an

[} l”h,i 7
investigation of the weighte and memsures of the teizabuuﬂ;part?cu-
larly on the Continent of Rurope, expecting to find facts to strength
en my telief, but exieting chaos of textiles weights and measurees

that I discovered forced me to become esn active opponent of the
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-metric system and such 1 leave since remeineds I worked on that

Areiq

question inceesnantly and enthusiaetically knowing that I had dipcove

ered facte not generally known. Although extending my inquiries to
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her fields, I confined my public discussion mainly to the textile
industry. \

The work coneisted in digging laboriously through masses
of dry technicnl data of all kinde, eearching the old records at
libraries, corre?piﬁégzjg, controversy in the press and before the
Commission on Ciw; ¢ and arranging the material thus obtained,

Such work and the agitation to make public the facte that had con-
vinced me,occupied me constantly for nearly seven years. I have
been rewarded Yy seeing others convinced, as I wns; firet, that the
metric system is inferior to our established English system; second,
that, while the metric or other new syetem can be forced inso thie
country, our old system cAnnot be forced out, and consequently the
compulsory use of the metric system will cruse A permanent conrhsion.
where we now enjoy a high degree of uniformity; and third, that the
only way in which our weights nand measures cnn be improved is to
restrict the use of the metric system ﬁnd eliminate certain unnecese
eary unite in our old weights and meaeures.

Conditions eimilar to thoese found in textile manufactur-
ing were found by other investigatore in other tradee and industries
The facte were placed before the Committee on Coinage, Weighte and
Mengures at Washington with the result that in 1906 only four votes
our of 17 could be obtained for the compulsory metric bill, whereas
eix yeare before only three votes were recorded against a eimilar
bill, The facts we had made public Aaroused the textdle and engin-
eering trades in Pngland, and it wae to the opposition of theée
trndes that the defeat of a compulsory metric bill in the House
of Commons in 1907 wag mainly due. This weighte and measures gssue
ie Aalwaye with us, and continueX to do what I can to epread the

¥nowledge of the facte.
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Soon Aafter the metric agitation subsided in 1907 the tariff
question becAme a live iesue.

At that time liwﬁr%ﬁ*interest in the textile tariff question
wne stimulated by a letter received from a party leader, a prominent
candidate for President, who wae proclaiming from one end of the
country to the other how the tariff should be revised and would be,
if he was elected Presideént and hise party placed in power:k‘ had
written this man in regard to the tariff question and in his reply
he stated that the ?;taile of the\tar;ff schedules were All terra

A 4 A Lt ﬂl‘
incognita to him.  Somgyenrs later j dfeToVe

feehion for party lemdere to admit their ignorsnce of tariff &etailn
aa if such ignorance were commendable and not inconsistent with a
knowledge of principles, and the Ability properly to revise tariff
schedules. But in 1908 g%wae exeg%ggxe ungophisticated thep—¥—am
rceudid e ol ab-s e

new, Q%QA}etterleverwhelmed with astonishment and roused me

to the need of fncte at Washington, I Applied to the textile sched-
iles of the tariff the s~me methods that had been followed in con-
nection with weighte ané measuree. It is hardly necessary for me to
go into particulars regarding thie part of my work. I wag in poeses
sion of a large amount of technical information which had a direct
benring on the textile schedules. Snon after I hﬂd/zggu:ariff dis-
cussion , the late Senator Dolliver asked me to visit him., We spent
one entire day together discussing echedgle K and the substance of
our conversation is embodied in question and answer” foumdl in Dolli-
ver'e speech of April 4th and 5th, 1909. You know about thie ingl-
dent, as I believe Dolliver told you of the help I had given him,
and he told the Benate on June 9th, 1909 yhat he thought of it.
Here is a passage from that speech which repays me a hundred fold

for all my dreary drudgery on thie queetion; and which slso 1illW¥s-

e e e e i gy~
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F ntes, howw,‘....!l' Dolliver ackmowledged the help I wne able to

give ;-

"I sat down with him Aae A learner to see if it were possible
for a man of moderate Abilities to comprehend even what was talked
About when wool tariff wae up in the Congrese of the United States.
The more I talked with him, the more distinctly I saw that he dealt
with exact facte sand with perfectly accurate etatistice, and the
more that wae impressed upon my mind, the more anxioue I became
that hies opinions already expressed in A genernrl was in the editor-
ial columne of the Boston Textile World Record, should have the in-

fluence that -the nonpartiean opinions of experte ought to have upon
such A controversy me we have here,

80 I nsked him to let me trlk with him Aae A2 man to man; I
ignorant, trying to get some inetruction from the wise and from the
learned, I hnd hardly knowledge enough of the eubjecte, of the
matters At stake, to frame my questions, and those who read will see
how ignorant the que=tioner was and how accurate in his knowledge
wane the man who wnas kind enough to answer the questions. I put

that dialogue into the RECORD, and here we are debating this quee-
tion." ’

\
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N

While he thus acknowledged the help I had given him, it should
nbt be forgotten that the facte I had dug up would have had no ef-
fect on public opinioen if they had not been mnde known. This Dolli-
ver did in hie great{tnriff speeches in 1909. You followed him
and after that the truth was common property . I have continued my
work on the textile tAriff with the object of mrking protection L .
fair to all producers and consumers. As you know I am a ’LV;%FZLﬁjtk””dqek
on principle, believing that free trade ie essentimlly unfair, aid
that cuetoms tariffs properly Adjusted Aare necessary to correct the
discrimination resulting from free trnde, During the tariff ngita-
tion following the pnesage of the Payne bill the Tariff Borrd asked
me to assist them in the work on echedule K. I consented to act as

advieeronly Aand I terminated that connection Aafter a year's service
because I was sntisfied their work was not calculated to bring out
the facts and a fair revision of the schedule.

When the Democrate undertook the revision of the tariff I

continued my work and the reeultﬂ& two moet striking illustrationes,
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by getting at the truth sbout A public question Aand then making it
publice The first wae in connection with schedule K. The Under-
wood tariff bill ms it was r ported to the House provided for the
following ratee; - Free wool - 15% on tops; 20% on yarn; and 3% on
clothe I believed that there should be a duty on wool, and that the
House rates were too low. But I also saw that free wool and 35% on
goode were inevitable, and so I directed my discussion to the equal-
ization of' the rates on tops, yarn and cloth. My mill recor‘du.show-
éd that in order to be fair to top maker,yarn epinners and cloth
makers, the ratee should be ; 6% on tope; 184% on ysrn; and 3¢ on
cloth, The bill passed the House unchanged. My statements of facte
were widely distributed, going frequently to every member of the
House Aand Senate, And I had no public support of the rates named,
but the following comparative table showe the originml Underwood

rates, my recommendnations and the rates finally adopted for the law;

ORIGINAL MINP THE LAW
TRDERWOOD - -
6% 8%
204 184% 18%
359 35% 35%

The second illustration of what facts will do to shape
opinions Aand legislation was in connection with the cotton schedule.
The Democrrtic House had twice passed the same cotton eschedule, in
1911 and 1912, aAand when it became certain in 1909 that a Democratic
bill would become A law, I peinted out in March and April that the
Und erwood cotton cloth schedule wae impracticable, because it wae
baged on what sould not be determined, the size of the yarn when
spun, At the same time I recommended A method by which the Under-
wood cotton cloth tariff could be made practicrl, namely, baving the
rates,on the average gize of the yarn as it is found in the cloth

iteelf. The House rejected the suggestion nnd passed the bill with

. A s on st et o e
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- /the cotton schedule of 1911 and 1912 unchanged. A montqﬁater facts
had begun to get their work in and in May the S8enate Finance Come

%151d

mittee adopted my plan in part, ueing in its Aamendment defining the
yarn number a 4% almost identical with that ueed in my recommenda-
tion two monthe before. Three weeks later the Senate Democratic
Caucus retored the old form of the schedule, A month later the
Pinance Committee again adopted my plan in pnrt,‘and 8ix weeks later
the Conference Committee of the two Housee adopted three of the four
recommendations made by me in March, and in that form the bill be-
came A law in October., My March 1913 definition of the yarn number
on which the rates are based, being retained almost word for word,

and thue showing the source of the information used by Congress;

Bditorial, March, 1913 Law, signed by President
Wilson, Oct. 3, 1913, ___

®"All thie trouble can be

avoided bty A few lines in the "The average yarn

law providing that the rates number of the yarn in cotton

shall be based on the count of cloth herein provided for shall

the yarn as found in the fin- be obtained by taking the

ished fabric from which the length of the thread or yarn to

sizing material has been re- ve equal to the distance cover-

moved, the count to be de- ed by 1t in the cloth in the

termined Wy taking the condition as imported,"”

length of the yarn to be equal
to the distance covered by
n e cloth,

The Democratic Congress was convinced that these changes
in the woolen and cotton schedules must be made or trouble would be
the result. They were convinced,as I had been in 1900 in regard to
the metric system of weights and measuree, ns the Committee on
Coinage, Weighte and Measuree had been convinced between 1900 and
1906 regarding the snme questioq,nnd as Dolliver anil his Progressive
Repiiblican associnates in the Senate were convinced in 1909 regarde

ing schedule K; namely, by a plain statement of facts. That was

the way in which the Democratic Congress was forced last year to
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épe the textile tariff law in accordance with recommendations
from the outeide., And thie is the more notewor@hy bécau-e the
changes were made when the public and Congress iore profoundly
stirred by the agitation againet the interference of the lobby in
legislation, an agitation started YWy xim President Wilson's charge

‘that an insidious and powerful lobhy was working to defeat archange

the Underwood tariff bill., During that time the peroonal‘influonoo
of outsiders in Congress was destroyed. Many Representatives and
Senators acted as if it were dangerous to talk or write to an ous-
sider regarding tariff or other legislative mntters. And it was at
such a time that the plain, unvarniehed truth, placed before Con-
grese, compslled the changes to which I have referred in the

Democratic woolen and cotton schedules,




