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1\.Ir. STERLING. Making the same announcement as to my 
pair and its transfer as on the last vote, I vote " nay!' 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Making the same anncmncement as be
fore with reference to my pair and its transfer,, I vote" nay." 

Mr. McKINLEY. Making the same announcement as before, 
I vote "nay." 

l\fr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. 0DDIE] and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
NICHOLSON] are unavoidably absent. If present they would 
vote "nay." 

The roll call resulted-yeas 12, nays 31, as follows: 

Hnrrison 
Heflin 
King 

Bur um 
Curtis 
Clu Pont 
Ernst 
Fernald 
Gooding 
Hale 
Johnson 

La Follette 
Owen 
Pepper 

YEAS-12. 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Simmons 

NAYS-31. 
Jones, Wash. McKinley 
Kellogg McLean 
Kendrick McNary 
Keyes Nelson 
Ladd New 
Lodge Norbeck 
McCormick Phipps 
Mccumber Rawson 

NOT VOTING-53. 
Ashurst Dillingham Moses 
Ball Erlge Myers 
Borah Elkins Newberry 
Brandegee Fletcher Nicholson 
Broussard France Norris 
Calder Frelinghuysen Oddie 
Cameron Gerry Overman 
Capper Glass Page 
Caraway Harreld Pittman 
Colt Harris Poindexter 
Crow Hitchcock Pomerene 
Culberson Jones, N. Mex. Ransdell 
Cummins. Lenroot Reed 
Dial McKellar Robinson 

Swanson 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 

Shortridge 
· Smoot 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 
Willis 

Smith 
Spencer 
Stanfield 
Stanley 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson, Ga. 
Weller 
Williams 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [l\fr. WALSH] to the amendment 
of the committee the yeas are 12 and the nays are 31. A quo
rum not having voted, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Sena
tors answered t<> tl1eir names: 
Capper Jones, Wash. McLean Shortridge 
Curtis- Kellogg McNar;r Simmons 
du I'ont Kendl"ick Nelson Smoot 
Ernst Keyes New Sterling 
Fernald Ladd Peppe11 Sutherland 
~oding La Follette Phipps. Underwood 
Haile Lodge Pittman Walsh, Mass. 
Hf'filn McCormick Rawson Warren 
Hitchcock McCumber Robinson Watson, Ind. 
Johnson ::McKinley Shepp:ud Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LADD in the chair). Forty 
Senators have answered to their names. There is not a quo
rum present. The Secretary will call the names of the absent 
Senators. 
· The reading clerk called the names of the absent Senators, 
and Mr. BURSUM, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. NORBECK, and Mr. PoIN
·DEXTEB answered to their names when called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-four Senators have an
swered to their names; a quorum is not present. What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

RECESS. 

1\Ir. SUOOT. I move, in accordance with the unanimous-con
sent agreement, that the Senate take a recess, the recess being 
until Wednesday, July 5, at 11 o'clock. 
· The motion was agreed to; and at 2 o'clock p. m. the Senate, 
under the order previously made, took a recess until Wednes
day, July 5, 1922, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

SENATE. 
.WEDNESDAY, July 5, 19£~. 

(Legislative day of Thursday, April 20, 1922.) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
rece s. 

THE TA.RIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the w·hole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (IL R. 7456) to provide revenue, to regu
late commerce with foreign countiies, to encourage the indus
tries of the United States, and for other purposes, the pending 
que tion being on the amendment of Mr. WALSH, of Massachu
setts, to the amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was, in paragraph 754, page 110, line 13, 
before the word " cents," to strike out " 12 " and insert " 15," 
so as to make the paragraph read : 

Almonds, not shelled, 5 cents per pound ; shelled, 15 cents per pound. 

The amendment to the amendment was to strike out " 15 " 
and insert " 6.'' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll 
to ascertain if a quorum is present. 

The reading clerk called the' roll and the following Sena
tors answered to their names : 
Ashurst Hale Mccumber 
Borah Ha.rreld McKinley 
Brandegee- Harris McLean 
Bursum Harrison McNary 
Calder Heflin Nelson 
Cameron Johnson New 
Capper Jones, Wash. Nicholson 
Caraway Kellogg Norbeck 
Culberson Kendrick N<>rrls 
Curtis Keyes Oddie 
Dial King Phipps 
du Pont Ladd Pittman 
Ernst La Follette Poindexter 
Fernald Lenroot Pomerene 
Gooding Lodge Rawson 

Robinson. 
Shepp.a.rd 
Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Rhode Island [1\Ir. COLT] is absent on account of a deafu 
in his family. 

I also wish to announce that the junior Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. WILLIS] is unavoidably absent. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I desire to announce that my colleague 
[l\fr. FLETCHER] is absent on account of illness. 

Mr. HARRIS. My colleague [Mr. WATSON of Georgia] is 
detained. on account of illness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. Tbe question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] to 
the amendment of the committee. on page 110, line 13, almonds, 
shelled, where be moves to strike oat " 15 " and insert "6," on. 
whieh. the roll call was proceeding when the Senate took a re
cess. The Secretary will call the roll 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I transfer my 

general pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINS] to the senior Senator from l\fissouri [Mr. REED] and 
vote" yea." 

Mr. NEW (when his name was called) . I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. l\IcKELLAR] to 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PAGE] and vote "nay." 

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called) . I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] to the 
Senato1· from New York [l\1r, WADSWORTH] and vote "nay." 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I transfer 
my pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CoLT] 
to the junior Senator from Rhode Island [l\1r. GERRY] and vote 
"yea." 

Mr. WALSH of Montana (when his name was called). I 
transfer my pair with the Senator from New .Jersey [l\1r. FRE
LINGHUYSEN) to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] and 
vote "yea." _ 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
general pair to the junior Senator froon North Carolina [Mr. 
OVERMAN] to the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. FRANCE] 
and vote "nay." 

l\lr. WATSON of Indiana (when his name was called). I 
transfer my pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] to the junior Senator from Oregon [l\lr. STANFIELD] 
and vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\Ir. FERNALD (after having voted in the negative). I trans

fer my pair with the senior Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
JONES] to the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowNsE n] 
and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. P01\1ERENE. I am paired for the day with my colleague 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS], but I find I can 
transfer that pair, which I do, to the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [l\Ir. HITCHCOCK]. I vote "yea." 

M:r. HALE (after having voted in the negative). Has the 
senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That Senator has not voted. 
l\fr. HALE. I transfer my pair with that Senator to the 

senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CROW] and let my vote 
stand. 

Mr. ERNST (after having voted in the negative). I transfer 
my general pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
STANLEY] to the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLER] 
and allow my vote to stand. 

l\fr. TRAMJ\fELL. I wish to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. FLETCHER l i ab ent on account of illness. He has a gen
eral pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BALL]. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce the following pairs: 
Tbe senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Drr..LINGHAM] with the 

junior Senator from Virginia: [Mr. GLAss] ; and 

' 
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The junior Senator from New Jersey [:Mr. EooE] with We· 

senior Senator from Oklahoma. [Mr~· OWEN]. 
On June 30, 1922: 
S,. 3396 An.act creating-the·p.ositions of Second Assistant Sec· 

retary and :private secretary in the-Department;. of Labor · and 
s, 3425. An act to continue certain land offices; and fo~ other 

purpo:sesr 

The result was. announced-..-yeas· 17t nay 4£1, as follows:: 

Cara.way 
Culberson 
Dinl 
Harris 
Harrison 

Ashurst 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Bur sum 
Cameron 
Capper 
Curtis 
du P ont 
Ern t 
F <>rnald 
Gooding 

Heflin 
Kin~ 
La Follette 
Pomerene 
Robinson 

YEAS.:-17. 
Sheppard • 
Simmons 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Underwood· 

N.AYS-4L 
Hale McKinley 
Harreld McLean 
Johnson McNary 
Joues. Wash Nelson 
Kello~ New 
Kendrick Nicholson 
Keyes Norbeck 
Ladd Norris 
Lenro:ot Oddie 
Lodge Phipps 
Mccumber Poindexter 

NOT VOTING-38.' 
Ball Franee Newberry 
Broussard Frelinghuysen Overman 
Cal der Gerry Owerr 
Colt Glass P~e 
Crow Hitchcock PE>pper 
Cummins· Jones, N, Mex. Pittman 
Dillingham McCormick Ransdell 
E<lJ'l'e McKellar Reed . 
Elkins Moses Shields 
Fletcher Myers Smith 

Walsh,-Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

Ra.wson 
Shortridge.. 
Smoot 
Spencer· 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Warren 
Watson: Ind. 

Stanfield 
Stanley 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Watson, Ga. 
Weller 
Williams 
Willis 

So tbe amendment of Mr. W ALBH of Massachusetts 
amendment of the committ~ was rejected. 

to the 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. KEYES presented a resolution of. the New Hampshire 
State Association of. Letter Carriers, favoring tbe enactment. o:f 
legislation enabling the Post Office Department to furnish pro
tective insurance to letter carriers driving United States trucks
from payment of damages caused. by. accident while assigned to 
such duty, which wag referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Rost Roads. 
· Mr. ROBINSON presented a telegram in the. nature of a 
petition from the California Almond Growers' Exchange, of 
San Francisco, Calif;, favoring an adequate tariff duty on 
almond~ which was referr.ed to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SEENCER presented a petitioRof the Committee. of. Fifty 
and other welfare workers of: St. LouiSi Mo., praying :for tbe
passage of the so-ea.UM Hoch bill (H. R. 10291) ' to add con
fiscation to other penalties in case of interstate · transportation 
of prize-fight· films{ which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

MESCALERO · APAC~ INDIA'NS~ 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Indian Aifairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S~ 3519) de.fiiling the rights of 
the Mescalero Apache Indians in· the Mescalero Indian Reserva
tion, providing for an allotment of certain lands· therein in sev
eralty to the Mescalero Apache Indians, and creating and de
nning the A11-Yea:r National Park, rep.orted it with amendments 
and submitted a report (No. 805) thereon. 

UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOABD. 

Mr. BORAH; I ask permission to ' introduce a bill, and de
sire that it may be printed and lie OD' the table for further call; 

The VICE_ PRESIDENT. Without objection it is so order~ 
'lllie bill. (S. 3786) to amend section 13 oLthe shipping.actt 1916,· 

was read twice by its title and ordered to.lie on .the table. 
BILJ:;S INTRODUCED. 

Bills were- introduced, read tlie first time, and, by nltanimous 
consent; the second time; and· referred as follgws: 

By Mr. FRANCN: 
A bill (S. 3787) to authorize the President, if he shall deem 

it consistent with the public welfare and the terms: of the 
treaty obligations of' the United States~ to donate to Poland' 
six of such ships of our Navy as under ·the terms of the treaties· 
wiili Great Britain, France, and Japan will no longer be needed 
by the United States and are listed to be disposed of; to the 
Committee on· Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NEW: 
A bill (S. 3788) granting a pension to Julia A. Manzer (with 

acwmpanying papers) ; to the Committee: on Pensions. 
AYENDYENTTOTAlUFFBILL 

On July 1, 1922: 
s~ 83L An act to_ amend the proviso in paragraph 10 of section 

9 • of the. Federal reserve act amended by the act of June 21 
1917, amending the Federal resen-e act; . ' 

S. 1033. An act regulating· the issuance of checks, drafts, and 
ordera for the payment of money wit.bin the District· of Colum
bia; and 

S. 3458. An act to authorize- the ~iagara River Bridge Co. to 
reconstruct its present bridge across the Niagara River between. 
the State of N€w York and tbe Dominion of Canada or to re
move its present bridge and construct; maintain, and' operate a 
new bridge across the said river. 

CONSTRUCTION w-01m:-MUSCLE SHO.U.S DA'.M--CORRECTION. 

1\fr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have here a letter addressed 
to me by Brig. Gen. H. Taylor, .Acting.Chief of Engineers of the 
War Department, in which he calls to my attention an error 
that I committed in making a statement in the Senate in regard . 
to the official duty of Colonel Cooper, the engineer at 1\Iuscle 
Shoals. r have not examined my remarks since tliey have been 
printed, and r assume that General Taylor has correctly stated 
the facts. 

It seems that I said that Colonel Cooper was in charge of the 
construction work. As. I presume the Senate knows, my re
marks on that occasion were entirely extemporaneous; r spoke 
entirely from memory ; although, as a matter of fact r knew 
at the time that Colonel Cooper was not in charge of' the. con
struction work, but that he was a consulting engineer, and that 
his duties related. to tbe- preparation of. the plans and the neces
suy inspection to . see that the: plans were carried out. So if 
I made the statement, as I presume I . did, which iS: mentioned 
by General Taylor, I: was in error. rthink, however, the matter 
may be best cleared up and corrected. by having , the. letter of· 
General Taylor read. So I send it to the desk and ask that the 
Secretary may read. it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will re.ad as ·requested. 

The reading clerk read as follows: 
WAR- Dm>..ARTUID.NT, 

0.ll'FIC'll OF THE CHIEF OB' ENGINEERS, 
W.ashi11gte»14 June ~, l!ltz. 

Hon. GEORGl!l w. NORRIS, 
United. Sta:tf!8 Senate. 

DEAR SENATOR NORRIS : I notice in: the CONG!l.ESSIONAL RECORD of 
June 17, page 8904, a statement by you that- Mr. Cuoper is now at the 
head · of the con truction ot the Muscle- Sltoa:ls Dam, 

I wish to correct the impression which you have that1 Mr: Cooper is 
at the healL of the constz:uction of the dam and. to a.dvise you. that the 
construction of the dam and power house and all structures connected 
therewith are- now, as they have been since the beginning of the · work, 
under the Chief of Engineers. Mr. Co-oper is employed as consulting. 
engineer. His duties relate solely to the preparation of plans for the. 
work and such inspection of the construction work as is necessary to 
assure him that the plans are being carried out in accordance with bis 
intent and in giving advice: to the Chief of Engineers 

Mr. Co.oiler has nothing whatever to do with_ the construction work. 
This work 1 carried out by an officer of the Corps of Engineers, who is 
in· full• local charge under the Chief of Engineers. Thi offict"r takes

. all the ne.cessary steps to carry on the e<mstructiou work, including
purchasing o.f material, hirlng of men. and all other wor.k_ incident to. 
the construction. 

Your misapprehension as to Mr~ Coopel''s -connection· with th~· work 
is quite- easily understood, as Mr. Cooper has been given credit for 
being in charge of the con trnction of the dam in a number oi a ccounts 
of the work, and o.n account of his- prominence in. hydraulic engineer· 
ing work in the country -the mistake is not· at all unnatural. 

Very truly :rours; 
B: TAYLOR, 

Brigadie,.. General, aorps of JJhl,gfneers, 
.Acting• Ohie.f of • Flngineet·s. 

ARTTCLE BY SENATOR BORAH. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Ptesident, there appeared in the New 
York Times of · Sunday last a very interesting article entitled 
I" Growing mena~e to integrity of States," written by tl:ie senior 
I S-enator from Idaho [Mr. B01~A.H], I ask unanimous consent 
1 that. the. article may be incorporated in the REcoRD in 8-point 
!type. 
r There being no objection, the article was ordered· to be 
printed in the RECORD in 8-point type, as follows: 

Mr. POINDEXTER submitted an. amendment intended to be 
woposed by him to House bill 745~ the tariff bill, which was , 
ordered to li& on the table and to be. printed. 

GROWING. ME..•uCE . TO INTEGRITY OF STA.TEs-"A GOVERNM E'!'CT FROlt 
w A.SHlNGTON BY COMMISSION REDUCED TO ITS LA.ST .AJ~ALYSIS Is No 
DIFFEimNT FROM A G-OVERNMENT BY SATRA.PIES R'1tOlI RoXE "-T HEJ 
DIVIDING LIXH. 

(By WILLIA.M t E. BOB.AH:, Senator from Ida.ho.} 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

' A message from the President of: the United States, by Mr: 
Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that the P.i-esident had 
approved and s4,"1led 1 the following acts : • 

The Government af. Athens was a pure · demo.cracy. Its story; 
is brief but mar.velnusly. br.illiant. Day after day and y;ear-after. 
year- the people' assembled, . discussed and passed upon eYer.y, 
question of foreign or· domestic concern, of peace or, war. They; 
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ga vc instructions to their ambassadors and determined who 
should be received as such at Athens. They listened to con
tests by poets and dramatists, adjudged the prizes, heard the 
discu ·sions of philosophers, listened to the appeals of orators, 
11assed upon the proposed policie of statesmen, received the 
report of generals fresh from the field, and determined who 
should longeL' command the armie.-=1. The citizens were trained 
and equipped in this democracy for the exercise of judgment 
and power as no people ever were in the a me space of time. 
The deca<le which cover the period are the richest of all history 
in . ·culptors, poets, painters, philosophers, orators, statesmen, 
and general~. 

That assembled multitude recognized no overeign. owned no 
superior or supreme authority, delegated no power-it was the 
sovereign a it was there assembled-from its decree there wns 
no appeal. But no one could be a citizen of Athens or partici
pate in any way in the deliberations of the assembly who lhed 
at such a distance as to be unable to regularly attend the meet
iogs called within the walls of the city. Hence there was room 
for growth neither in territory nor political power. The~· un
(lerstood well the lesson of local self-government, but the great 
c:cntral anu controlling principle of civilization-that is, con
centratc(l and barmonion, action among separate Stater.; or 
communities on a large scale without destro~-in~ or forfeiting 
local self-governrnent-waR to them unknown. The representa
tiYe principle, that system by which independent cities or States 
retaining full and complete control oYer domestic affairs, with 
a central and supreme :-i.uthority for all matters of common 
interest, was yet nrnliscon~red. So amid petty rivalries aml 
con!'?tant jealousies, amict strife i:tnd couflict an<l perpetual war, 
thiR resplendent political sy,qtem perished. There was a fatal 

• defect-a uefect. which another people was to ctii::coT"er and 
remedy. 

• PRt CIPLE OF LOCAJ, SELF-G-OV.lllRNMllN'l'. 

Uefiecting upon the rise of this remarkable ciYiliznUon. its 
startling splendor, its exceptional wealth of mind and genius, 
one can not but conclude that after all there mul'lt · haYe heen 
involved, exerted, and exerci ed here a principle of government 
of incalculable worth. The principle which draws the citizen 
cloRe to his Government, makes him know that be i · part of it 
and responsible for its action.s, arouses his pride, stimulates 
public spirit, and keeps pure and active the well springs of 
patriotism, was worked out to perfection at .Athens. The pres
errntion of that principle is indispensable to the permanent 
growth of eYery form of free government, and wheu thi prin
ciple of local self-government shall have been combined and co
ordinated with a supreme and common political power, dealing 
\vith common interests. then the great secret of Federal Govern
ment thus revealed will constitute one of the greatest ble sings 
known to men. · 

There was a time when to be known as a citizen of Rome was 
both a pas port and a shield thrnughout the world. Conquest 
followed conquest. Towns and territories were added until uni
vei·sal power was located on the Seven Hills. At first the pro
vincial towns and cities were governed by their local magis
trates and governors, but year by year the central power of 
Rome, stealthily encroachiug, absorbed all local rule. The 
people became divorced from and strangers to their Govern
ment, found fault and nursed their discontent. Before they 
kuew it they were governed by prefects and responsible to the 
Emperor alone. Local magistrates and rulers retained their 
titles and nominally ruled, but they were in fact the satellite 
of the Impel'ial City and journeyed day by day to the capital to 
learn of the supreme ruler's pleasure. They found neither in
spiration nor instruction among the masses, but hastened away 
to tile capital to learn of their duties and their responsibility. 

By the fifth century all local and political power had pa~ ed 
away. Here, too, the great principle of representative govern
ment was yet Ulllearned. The importance of keeping alive local 
. elf-government. of urging upon independent localities the con
trol of their own affair::; and of transmitting their judgment and 
need to a central Government by selected agents was never 
.realized. Local government was shorn of its power, stunted and 
starved, until at last under the domineering pirit of Dionysus 
it utterly perished. Everybody went to Rome. Thousands and 
thousands gathered in its assemblies until it became a mob in
capable of deliberation. Tl.te people were charged with igno
rance, carelessness, auu improYitlence while e\""eryone looked up 
to the magistrates and rulers and officeholders as men who 
could bring prosperity and happiness by legislation. Instead of 
expecting to find virtue and progress and prosperity among the 
people worked out through tile thrift, industry, and energy of 
the people, they supposed tl1at in some way these thin.gs abided 
in statutes and imperial decrees. They thought that by legis
lation all thing could be cured and that the Government mllst 

take care of them all. ·At last this civilization came in conflict 
with that of the Teutons rrom the north, a people ba ving among 
them the germs of local self-government in their tribal rule-a 
people independent, self-reliant, po ses ed of courage and initia
tive. When the confilct came the false and venal splendor of 
Rome also perished. 

A. THRILLING STORY, 

It was among another people that the true principle of gov
ernment was to be worked out. 'l"'ime or space will not permit 
us to trace in detail the development of local self-government 
and the gradual growth of the representative principle in 
English history-how, prior to the Norman conquest, the Anglo
Saxon people met by thousands in the " great council of the 
realm," and there made their own laws; how, after a time 
the several townships ent their most " discreet " men to rep~ 
resent them in the county assembly, the beginning of the 
House of Commons; how, through centuries, the common people 
struggled and sacrificed and fought to get back their local 
rights, filched and stolen from time to time by ambitious rulers
and in so doing fought the real battles of English civilization; 
how. at last, all was made reasonably secure by the Magna 
Cbarta and the " great Bill of Rights " of 1689. It is a thrill
ing story, full of the tragedy of personal sacrifice, rich in the 
romance of freedom. In all the realm of literature, peopled 
with tho. e crf'ations of genius whose words and deeds of in
comparable wit and wi~dom forever engage the. mind of men, 
you will not find anything surpas8ing the story of the slow. 
patient. invincible growth of Engli. ·h Jaw, the self-sacrificing 
and unconquerable fight for representative government. Like 
the chant of ome great poem the . tory runs on through the 
years and through the centuries, telling of the patience, the 
endurance, the courage, the suffering, the ·acrifice of men. 

These rich . inheritances our fathers brought to a new con
tinent. If it could be well a ·certained where the first New 
Engl:md town meeting \Vas held, there the American people 
might well place a granite shaft of imposing splendor, for no 
single instance in our history is of more importance, none in 
these day better worth remf'mbering and commemorating. !t
was a genuine, unmixed democracy. Once each year every 
man re~iding in the limit of the township came, gave full ex
pression to his views, and had his T"Ote counted. All affair of 
government were here discus ed and pa sed upon, policies were 
outlined, accepted or rejected-publicity in all public affairs was 
a reality and not a pretense. They chose their selectmen, 
town officers, and finally came to vote for their State and Fed
eral officers-and were not haunted or harassed by the doubts 
and fears of the modern statesman whose erudition leads him 
to question the judgment and stability of the masses. 

The principle of the New England town meeting has seamed 
our whole civilization with strength and durability. It is the 
foundation framework of our system of government. Without 
its active presence, its living pervading force, there could be 
no such thing as a truly republican government or Federal 
system. Local self-government in all the t~rm implies, active, 
vigorous, vigilant, jealou ly guarding and governing all mat
ters of local or domestic concern, drawing the citizen for a 
season away from private affairs and enlisting his energie in 
public matters, identifying him with the actual needs and 
doing'R of the State and Government, are indispensable to a 
healthy, durable Federal system. Our fathers understood this 
well, and were Vfise and cautious in jealou ·ly guarding it when 
they came to frame the Federal system. If they were wise to 
preserve it, their children will be wise to continue to preserve 
it. It i a remarkably short period from the time when a 
people cease to be active in the affairs of government until 
they are incapable' of discharging the dutie • imposed by gov
ernment, and no people incapable of self-government ever long 
bred a class of ta tesmen who were capable of governing for 
them. For it is nature's everlasting anathema on oligarchie · 
that recruits from the walk of the humble and lowly must be 
had, or else follows a uni\er ·al bankruptcy of intellect and 
charactel' a people enervated in body and mind, and from 
who ·e >enal fingers soon fall the reins of government . 

LOST BEST EFFORT OF CE?\TUIUES. 

When the fathers met in 1787 to formulate the great charter 
and give us a more perfect Union, one of the most delicate and 
yet one of the wost essential and profound question with which 
they had to deal 'vas the adjustment and distribution of powers 
between the State and tlle National Government-the preserving 
in its full integrity the principle of loc:al self-government and 
at the same time granting sufficient power to the Federal Gov
ernment to insure efficiency and strength in all matters which 
affect us as one entire people. They were to combine with mar
velous mechanism the principle of local rule and of a repre· 
sentatiT"e agency to can·y the expre ··ion of that local po\Yer 
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into national affairs. Let us not :forget that this great charter 
was ne:ther an accident nor an inspiration-it was the last, 
best effort of centuries of eternal striving upon the part of the 
human family-the experiences of mankind hammered and 
fa.shioned into form by the greatest architects ever assembled 
at one time. The men who there fashioned, adjusted, and built 
were not theori ts. They were stern, -earnest, practical men, 
profound students of history and of government. They stood 
every hour ot their lives upon the solid earth, felt and were 
moved and controlled by things practical, and dealt with all 
matters in that concrete way"which marks the highest quality of 
statesmanship. 

Nowhere in their work was greater wisdom disclosed, a more 
earching and judicious knowledge of the great truths of his

tory revealed than in this -matter of reserving and granting 
powers between the lecal or State and the General Governme~t. 
With the utmost care and eantion the-re was reserved for the 
States -the conbol of all matters of domestic concern, of local 
interests, while there was granted to the General Government 
those great and general pnwers which encompass the welfare ot 
all. We must not assume, we must not permit ourselves to 
believe that the reservation is of less moment or le. s beneficial 
to the Am.erican people than the grant. I am well aware that 
the phrase " State rights" has been discredited in our history. 
It is associated with unhappy da-ys. 

.:But the misuse or abuse of the term should not blind us to 
the great and inviolate political truth that upon the integrity of 
the States after all rests the integrity and pennanency of the 
Union; that upon the principle of local self-government rests 
the perpetuity of republican institutions. Jn this way, and in 
this way alone, the people may retain those rights and keep 
alive that public spirit which furnishes the brain power and the 
moral force to .run the entire machinery of government-keep 
alive ·and strong and healthy the principle of the New England 
town meeting, ·expanded and fashioned on a larger scale--a 
principle b01·n of a complete faith Jn the integrity and judgment 
and self-governing capacity of the masses. God pity this Gov
ernment in the hour in which we hall look to Washington for 
that economy in public expenditures, that comprehension of the 
common needs, that devotion 'to the general interests, the -power 
and the willingness to correct abuses and distribute justice, 
all so essential to a democratic form of government, rather than 
to enlightened .public opinion gathered up and crystallized into 
law through those agencies of govermnent which reach back 
and down to the great body of the people-the sole sovereignty 
of the Republic. 

WAB~NGS OF GRJlAT LUD&RS. 

It does not seem amiss bere to recall the wortls of some of 
our most profound jm·ists, our most exalted patriots, upon 
this subject. Chief Justice Marshall, in one of his great 
opinions, said: "No political dreame1· was ever wild enough 
to think of breaking down the lines which separate the States 
and of compounding the American people into one common 
ma s." I clo not know whether the great jurist would be safe 
in saying at this time that no political dreamer was ever wild 
enough to think of breaking down the lines of the States-<!er
tainly their tendency is -that w:zy. 

:Mr. Lincoln said: "To maintain inviolate the rights of the 
Stutes to order and control under the Constitution their own 
affairs by their own judgment exclusively is e ential for the pres
ervation of that balance of power on which our institutions rest." 

Justice Miller, one of our greatest jurists, gave expression 
to the following view : " While the pendulum of public opinion 
has swung with force away from the extreme point of the 
State rights doctrine, them may be danger o~ its reaching an 
extreme point on "the other side. In my opinion, the just and 
equal observance of the rights of •the .States and of the General 
Government as defined by the Constitution is as necessary to 
the permanent prosperity of our country and to its existence for 
another centm·y as it has been for the one whose close we are 
now celebrating." Tbat magnificent defender of the Constitu
tion, our great Justice Harlan, one of the greatest men who ·has 
ever graced that great court, ·said: "A national government for 
national affairs and State government tor State affairs is the 
foundation rock upon which our institutions rest, and any 
erious departuEe 'from that principle -would .bring disaster 

upon the.Aineni an system uf free go--cernment." 
The .makers of the Oonstitution did not grant to the General 

· Government any powers .vhich it i" dangerous to exercise to 
the fullest constitutional limit. Moreover, I have a profound 
admiration fOr tile men who ·would ex-erci. e tho e powers flillly 
and coropl~tely in the interest of the _..Jation. But while ex
tending and de eloping ancl h11ildin~ at the tQp, I -would keep 
ound and su:fe antl ur-e the foundation upon which the whole 

etructnre reNt . For wbnt shnll it profit to enact laws, create 

commissions, and unfold the ambitious scl1emes _of men who 
dream of international prestige and power unless we know what 
the electorate yonder in the field, factory, and mine is doing or 
is willing to do; unless we know the measure of its ability, the 
worth of its patriotism. Responsibility alone gives strength 
and initiative to citizenship, contact with Government fosters 
public spirit and local rule is the great university in which is 
reared .and trained and equipped the kind of statesmen who 
take care that no harm comes to the .Republic. 

A Government from Washington by commission, reduced to 
its last analysis, is no different from a Government by satrapies 
from Rome. And simply because the people of the States do 
not see fit at any particular time to exercise the powers re
served :for them, that is in itself no justification -for the General 
Governm~nt to exercise those powers. Such a doctrine is rank 
heresy. The wisdom of the people may be as fully manifested 
in the failure to exercise the powers o--f the State in a particular 
way or at a particular time as in the -exercise of that power. 
Action is not always statesmanship. Legislation is not always 
an evidence of sound judgment. The belief .so prevalent i:hat 
every evil of the body politic can be eradicated by an act of 
Congress, e-very virtue restored or augmented by the creation of a 
commission, is the refined and codified creed of official egotism. 

THlD DIVIDING LINE. 

Our richly rewarded experience of a hundred years and more, 
a greater distribution of justice .and happiness among the people 
and a greater capacity of self-1·ule than are elsewhere to be 
found, will convince our poople that we can afford --to travel on 
in the same old way, holding fast and fighting true to that line 
of demarcation so wisely mru_.ked out by the _greatest group of 
statesmen time ever assembled on one occasion. :rf there is any
thing now well settled, worked out through centuries of test and 
trial, it is that each member of the Federal Government must 
have complete and independent control of a!l matters domestic 
and internal and which i·elate alone to the individual members. 
That in turn an must be united and subject to a common power 
wbich is to deal with all matters affecting the members as a 
whole. It is a .turther teaching of experience and of history 
coming down to us through the shattered arches and broken col
umns of the splendid civilizations which have passed that, 
without the spirit, the life, the interest, the training, the re
sponsibility, born alone of local self-rule, free government is an 
impossibility-simply the d1·eam of an enthusiast. -

I do not mean to say that industrial development nray not 
a:liect the question of distribution of political power. Our lndus
ti·ial growth and our economic development, changes wrought 
in our social life, may necessarily require a redistribution of 
power between the State and the National Government. That 

·which was wholly local a hundred years aeo-o may have become 
national. That which was within the competency of a State 
may now require national administration. Nevertheless, that 
which 1.s essentially local should be governed by the State. 
Under no circumstances should the National Government under
take to deal with those things which are essentially local. While 
I am by no means an advocate of no change in Government
for a government without the power of change is without the 
means of preservation-yet I do believe in keeping inviolate 
the principle of local government for local affairs and National 
Government for national affairs. And as we move on, assumin~ 
new duties and confronting new -problems, we will bear in mind 
the words of wisdom given to us by the Father of our Country; 
in his ripened years: " If in the opinion of the people the dis· 
tribution or modification of the constitutional powers be 1n any, 
particular wrong, let it be corrected by amendment in the way, 
in which the Constitution designates. But let there be no change 
by usurpation, for though this in one instance may be the 
instrument for good it is the customary weapon by which free , 
governments are destroyed. The precedent must always greatl:Yi 
overbalance in permanent evil any partial or transient benefit 
which ihe use can at any time yield." 

THE TARIFF, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con .. 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide revenue, to r~au- i 
late commerce with :foreign countries, to encourage the indus
tries of the United States, and for other purpo es. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question i-s on agreeing to the 
committee amendment, which will be stated. 

The READING Cr.ERK. In paragraph 754. page 110, line 13, 
before the word cents, it is proposed to strike out " 12 " and 
infiert " 15," so as to make the _paragraph read : 

PAR. 754. Almonds, not helled, 5 cents per pound; ..shelled, 15 cents 
per pound. 

Mr . ..LENROOT. ~Ir. President, I am opposed to the pending 
committee amendment because I do not belie\e rtbat it can l>e 
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justified from any tandpoinc. I voted against the amendment 
of the Senator from Mn ·sa<:husetts [Mr. WALSH] which pro
po~cl to re tore the old Payne-Aldrich rate of 6 cents a pound 
ou .:helled almonds because I believe the almond growers in 
California are entitled to a higher rate than was imposed by 
the Payne-Aldrich law; but, Mr. Pres ident, I submit that the 
distinguished senior Senator from California [l\fr. JOHNSON] 
and his colleague, the junior Senator from California [Mr. 
"'HOl~TRIDGE], have not made out a case for the increase of duty 
which is now proposed by the committee-which is an increase 
of 275 per cent over the existing rate and an increase of 150 
per cent over the Payne-Aldrich rate. I submit they have not 
made out their case upon their own showing, because in the 
speech of the senior Senator from California upon Monday he 
demonstrated that under the existing rate of the Underwood 
law the acreage planted in almonds in 1921, at the very lowest 
ebb of the industry, so far as the market was concerned, had 
increased almost 12! per cent. 

Mr. President, in the face of the growth of this industry 
during the existence of the present Underwood law, an increase 
of 275 per cent in ·the tariff duty can not, I submit, be justified 
by anybody. As is true in the case of so many of the articles 
covered by the pending bill, the proponents of the increased 
duty prove too much. In tbe brief of the Almond Growers' 
Association of California they undertake to set out the differ
ence in the cost of production between the imported almond and 
the domestic almond grown in California, and, including inter
est upon the investment, they atte.Qlpt to show that the foreign 
cost is just under 5 cents a pound, while the cost of production 
of the almond in California for 1920, the year for which the 
comparison was made, was just under 20 cents a pound. or a 
difference in cost of production of 15 cents a pound upon the 
unshelled almond. That, Mr. President, applied to the shelled 
almond, the item now before the Senate, according to their 
figures, must be multiplied by 3, and, therefore, the difference 
in the cost of production, based upon their own figures, between 
the imported shelled almond and the shelled almond produced 
in California would be 45 cents a pound. 

If. that be true, will 15 cents a pound protect the almond 
growers of California? If tho ·e figures are correct, will the pro
po ed increase of duty give the market to tbe almond growers 
of California? If that be true, 1\fr. President, then I want to 
ask this question: If there is a commodity produced in the 
United States that permanently and through all the years will 
cost three times as much to produce as that article can be im
porte·d for, can such a rate be justified by any protectionist? 

If we are to have any market, l\Ir. President, for our own sur
plus products we must permit some imports to come in. We can 
not raise a tariff wall that will keep out all imports if we desire 
any foreign trade, if we desi~e any market for our surplus cr?P 
of wheat and corn and other cereals and products of the soil. 
So that, from that standpoint. if these figures are correct, I sub
mit that a protective rate equaling the difference in cost of pro
duction of the two articles can not be justified. 

But what are the facts as to the present condition of the 
industry under the present law, the rate of duty of which is 
a •ked to be increased by 275 per cent? I read from the survey 
prepared by the Tariff Commis ion as follows : 

The number of bearing and nonbearing trees, therefore, affords the 
best indication of the expansion of the industry. Prior to 1912 the 
number of bearing trees remained fairly constant, old orchards being 
discontinued as rapidly as new plantings 'replaced them. In the last nine 
years, however, the acreage has been rapidly increased. The first of 
these recent plantings have only begun to beai· in the last few years. 
The census of 1909 reported 1,166, 730 bearing trees, compared with 
2,408,040 In 1919. In the number of trees not of bearing age there has 
been an increase of 400 per cent dul'ing this 10-year period-from 365,961 
in 1909 to 1,407,901 in 1919. 

Thus, Mr. President, there has been an increase of 400 per 
cent under a tariff rate from 1909 to 1914 of 6 cents a poun<l 
and since 1914 of 4 cents a pound. 

Mr. President, could any protectionist ask for a better show
ing of growth under any tariff rate than has teen exhibited 
by this industry under the Pay:tie-Aldrich law an<l the present 
Underwood law? Furthermore. unlike most agricultural prod
u cts, if the tariff wall in thi instance be put up to the height 
now proposed competition within the country will not bring the 
price down ; the cost of production will not be lowered, for the 
brief of the Almond Growers' Association of California shows 
that the clifference in the cost of production which they set out 
i ·not due to war conditions, is not a temporary situation, but is 
a permanent one, and that the difference will rather increase 
than decrease because of the increased value from year to year 
of the land upon which the almonds are grown. 

I said that this competition that we normally have between 
producers of agricultural products will not apply if this tariff 
rate be placed so high, because the Tariff Commission also re-

ports that the Almond Grov;rers' As ociation of California to
day market 75 per cent of the almonds grown in the United 
States. They set the minimum price each year, and, therefore 
it is sure to follow that the Almond Growers' Association of 
California, like the Raisin Growers' Association of California 
if they have the market to themselves, will be able to increas~ 
their own prices to the level of the tariff rate that is impo ed. 
by Congress. 

Mr. President, I am heartily in sympathy with these coopera
tive organizations throughout the country. The Raisin Grow
ers' Association of California, the Almond Growers' Association 
of California, the Walnut Growers' Association of California 
and other as ociations there have done wonderfully well for th~ 
growers of California, but if we.are to· raise this duty to the extent 
that is proposed by this amendment the Almond Growers' Asso
ciation of California will be able to add ,the difference between 
4 ·cents and 15 cents-or, in other words, U cents a pound-to 
the price that they receive fo1· their product in California. 

It is no doubt true that the almond growers of California 
have suffered during 1921, just the same as every other farmer 
in America has suffered, and it would not be surpri ing if th 
almond grower and the walnut growers of California had suf
fered in a greater degree than other farmers, becaus~ to a cer
tain extent nuts for the table are a luxury; and yet they ought 
not to be considered such a . luxury that they can not be occa
sionally found upon the poor man's table, and that i exactly 
what will happen if this rate be imposed. 

California has a practical monopoly of almond . in the hell, 
because a better table nut i · producecl in that State than any 
nut that is imported; and when prosperity revives, the consump
~ion will increa e as it did increase, by leaps and bounds, dur
mg the war prosperity, and the almond growers again will have 
a market at a reasonable price for their products; but if this 11 
cent a pound increase shall be voted into this bill, it will enter 
into the price of every 5-cent cake of almond bar-nutritious, 
cheap-but they will not be again old for 5 cents if this duty 
be voted into the bill. 

I submit that if we give the almond growers of California an 
increa e of 100 per cent over tbe duty given by the Payne
Aldrich law, as the Hou e bill does. they have no right to ask 
for any more an<l we have no right to give them anything more. 

Now, Mr. President, just a word ~enerally. 
I have not made up my mind a · to whether, when we come to 

a final vote upon this bill, I shall vote for it or not. I want to 
do so if I can. I want to resol'°"e all cloubts in favor of the bill; 
but if such rates as this are to be vote<l into this bill to any con
siderable extent, I want to say very frankly that I shall not 
support the bill when it comes to final passage. I want to tand 
for a reasonable protective rate. I want to stand for protec
tion-I do stand for protection-to American indu trie ; but, 
l\Ir. President, I have no ympathy with thi system which 
seems to prevail here, that if the interests of a Senator in his 
State demand exorbitant duties, that Senator can go and ask 
and receive, and then,- because of the interrelationship of the 
duties throughout this bill, that Senator will vote with the com
mittee for every increase that may be proposed. · 

1\fr. President, I do not propose to do that. I would not ask 
for a . duty upon any product of my State that I could not show 
was fully justified, and I would not ask for a 150 per cent in
crea e in duty upon any commodity produced within my State 
where the production of that commodity had doubled under the 
present Underwood law. 

l\lr. President, I hope that I shall be able to support this bill 
when it does come to a final vote. The vote upon this amend- • 
rnent, of course, •will not be the deciding factor, but it will be 
one of them; and if many such are voted into the bill, I repeat 
that-giving credit to every other Senator for the same high 
purpose and motives in voting for the bill that I believe actuate 
me-I shall reserve the right to vote against it unless some of 
these duties be brought down somewhere within reason. 

Mr. POMERENE. 1\Ir. President, I want to say just a word 
on this subject. 

In examining the RECORD for Monday, I find that a number of 
communications protesting against these high duties on almonds 
and other nuts were introduced into the RECORD. I have before 
me a letter containing a copy of the preamble and resolutions 
adopted by the National Confectioners• Association under date 
of June 2, 1922; and I am going to ask, without reading, the 
privilege of introducing the preamble and resolutions into the 
RECORD. 
~he VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered, 
Mr. POMERENE subsequently said: 
Mr. President, a moment ago I asked the privilege of intro· 

ducing in the RECORD certain preambles and resolutions of the 
National Confectioners' Association. At that moment I wa~ 
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not aware that the same had been introduced in the RECORD 
on July 3. I therefore withdraw the request for the reintroduc
tion of those preambles and resolutions. 

Mr. President, apparently these people believe that there 
ought to be some protective duty so far as almonds and nuts are 
concerned, but tbey protest against the enormous increase. 
They say-and I think this is correct-that the import duties 
on almonds and nuts which are being insisted upon are as fol
lows: 

Almonds, not shelled, 5 cents a pound. 
Shelled almonds, 15 cents a pound. 
Walnuts, not shelled, 4 cents a pound. 
Shelled •walnuts, 12 ceets a pound. 
They suggest unanimously that the following rates be recom

mended for substitution in place of the rates proposed in the 
pending tariff bill : 

Almonds, not shelled, 4 cents a pound. 
Shelled almonds, 6 cents a pound. 
Walnuts, not shelled, 3 cents a pound. 
Shelled walnuts, 6 cents a. pound. 
And they say that in their judgment these rates would be just 

and fair and would meet all requirements, both as protection 
and as revenue. 

Mr. President, I have here a number of other telegrams and 
letters coming from confectioners in Ohio, everyone of them 
protesting against these exorbitant rates. I should like to 
know upon what theory all of these confectioners can be bur
dened in their business for tbe sake of some of these almond and 
nut growers in southern California and elsewhere. I am not 
finding fault because a certain amount of protection is asked; 
but when the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LENBOOT] has dem
onstrated, as he has, that this inuustry has advanced in the far 
west under the present protective duties, why should they be 
increased now? It may be said that I perhaps take one view 
of this tariff question and some of my friends ou the other side 
take another view. We do differ in part. I am not a free
trader and I am not a rank protectionist. I do not believe 
in duties which are going to operate :(>ractically as an embargo. 

Mr. President, in order that I may not be misunderstood as 
to this situation, I am going to read a part of a letter which 
comes to me from B. H. Kroger, of the Kroger Grocery & Baking 
Co., of Cincinnati. H·e is not a Democrat. He is a Republican, 
and at different times he has been invited to help finance Re
publican campaigns ; and he was here, so I see by the news
papers, at one of the recent conferences which was held 'in 
Washington to raise funds to pay off the debt of the Republican 
committee incurred during tbe last campaign. 

I am going to omit one or two paragraphs of this Jetter 
wh ich refer to the activities of the distinguished senior Senator 
from California with respect to the duties on nuts. There is 
nothing in it to which he could take exception at all; it simply 
states the fact as I understand it; but the writer says w ith 
regard to these nuts: 

'l' he average quality of foreign nuts will satisfy the medium class of 
consu~ers, who should not be penalized bY. .i~creasi: of duties bPcause 
they sunply can not afford to pay the proh1b1t1ve prices asked for nuts, 
as you ca u see by the following range of prices : 

judgment, which favoritism means excess, and if not in good grace with 
the broker, a small proportion, or none at all. At Columbus, Ohio, last 
year we secured no walnuts from the association for the above reason. 

It may be said that this firm has had some unpleasant ex
periences, and possibly it has. I know Mr. Kroger personally, 
and I know that a fairer-minded man exists nowhere, either 
in California, Ohio, or elsewhere. He is a big man, conducting 
an enormous business, trying to do it upon margins which will 
be just to himself and just to the consumers. There is no man 
in Ohio who stands better than he, and there is no Republican 
who stands better than he. That is a Republican view, and I 
am in sympathy" with his moderate expression upon this subject. 

I have here some other telegrams, one from a very large con
fectioner at Mansfield, Ohio, Voegele & Dinning Co. ; another 
from the Puritan Chocolate Co., of Cincinnati, Ohio; and an
other from the Dolly Varden Chocolate Co., of- Cincinnati, Ohio, 
which I ask the privilege of introducing in the RECORD without 
reading. 

There being no objection, the telegrams were ordered to bP
printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 

MANSFIELD, OHlO, June 29, 192.e. 
Senator ATLEE POMERENE, 

Uni ted States Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 
We protest vigorously proposed impoi·t duty on almonds and walnut 

meats ; being a food product, if passed will mean unjust prices to the· 
consumer and injury to our business. 

VOEGELE & DINNING Co. 

Senator ATLEE POME!!E~E, 
MANSFIELD, OHIO, June 29, 19Za. 

Oare of Senate 0 ,/ice Building, Washington, D. 0 . 
MY D.1un SENATOR: To-day we sent you the following telegram, which 

we now confirm : 
"We pretest vigorously proposed import duty on almond and walnut 

meats ; being a food product, if passed will mean unjust price to the 
consumer and inju ry to our business." 

Anything that you can do toward helping our industry out on this 
proposition will be duly appreciated. 

I wiRh to thank yon very much in advance for courtesies extended. 
Respectfully yours, 

THE VOEGELE & DINNL'G CO., 
c. H . VOEGELE, President. 

CINCINNATI, OHIO, June !9, 1922. 
Senator ATLEE POMERENE, 

Senate Oftke BuUding, Washington, D. O.: 
We rPspectfully protest against import duties on almonds and wal

nuts. This tax would impose an unjustified penalty on American busi
uess inter est . It would mean an increase of 300 per cent over p1esent 
duty without benefit to any American growers. 

THE PURITAN CHOCOLATE CO. 

Hon. ATLEE POMERESE, 
CINCINNATI, OHIO, June 29, 1.9!B. 

U11itcd States kienate Office Buildin g, Washington, D. O.: 
We vigorously protes t proposed import duties on almonds and wal

nuts. Domestic nuts can not be used by many confectioners. Growers 
domestic nuts unable to take care of demand for many years to come. 
Entire almond crop of California will not supply three large manufac
turers of candy. 1mported nuts essential. 

DOLLY VARDEN CHOCOLATll CO. 

l\Ir. POMEilEXE. There are many other communications 
here, some from outside the State, beaI"ing upon the same sub
ject. I do think these increases are very unfair. 

California walnuts, soft shell ••••...••••.•...••.•••• per pound._ 

1912 
opening. 

SO. H 

l\1r. l\IcCUl\IBER. l\Ir. President, between J909 and 1914, 
when the Payne-Alurich law was in effect, the acreage of al
monds, I think, 'vas about doubled. That acreage was increased 

fO. 21! under 3:n expectation that probably the same protection would 

I be contmued. 

1921 

Our objection is only in the interest of the consumer and in the The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] seems to think 
furtherance, quote you the following comparison of prices, which we I that because the trees which were planted from 1910 to 1914, 
believe you are interested in for the same cause: I which kept on growing notwithstanding the Underwood-Sim

mons tariff law, and which kept on producing almonds notwith-
l9l2 1921 T~ay's s tanding that law, were afforded adequate protection by that 

opening. opening. pnce. la\v. The law did not bl ight the trees. It did not stop the in-
----------, --------•------------ crease in the number of bushels and pounds of almonds. That 

r~~~::,~c: choice:::::.::::::::::::::~~~~~~~:: so: gt $0. g $0. ~~ is why th:h production increased; i~ was not b~·eason of their 
Prunes, oulk-average basis·------·-----··-· · ·do.... .4! '.OS! :101 having su cient protection under t e Underwo -Simmons law. 
Raisins,fancy, 16-ounce,seeded ............... do.... .6 .1-!l .151 Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, is the Senator aware that on 

Monday the Senator from California [Mr. JOHNSON] stated 
This letter is dated April 29, 1922. 
I want Senators to note the following paragraphs, which 

demonstrate in part what is being done by some of these asSocia
tions: 

The Raisin Association alone ts responsible for holdin&" up the present 
price of raisins, in spite of the heaviest stocks on hana at this season 
in many years, and never before in history has such a condition existed, 
without causi~~ lowering of prices, but not this year. The association 
is holding up tne price and the public is paying the penalty in spite of 
the tremendous crop that the Almighty has given to supply the Ameri
can housewife at reasonable cost. 

Nuts are distributed by the California Nut Growers' Association on 
an allotment basis, meaning. each city gets its proportion. This leaves 
within the hands of such distributors the allotment according to their 

XLII--627 

that in 1921 the acreage planted increased 9,003 acres? That 
urely was un<ler tbe Underwood law. That surely was under 

a depre ed market. It is not the increased bearing of old trees, 
but the Senator from California stated that there were 9,003 
additional acl'es planted in 1921 out of a total of only 78,000 
acres altogether. 

Mr. l\1cCill1BER. Mr. President, there may be some acreage 
adapted to the raising of th"s kind of nuts and fruits which is 
not adapted, possibly, to anything else. The Senator must re
member, however, that in 1920 tbe prices generally prevailing 
over the country were higher than any we have had in any sea
son of ·any year. Let him also remember that in 1914 the labor 
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oost of production was not to exceed -0ne-bal:f what it was dur
ing 1920 and 1921. Therefore there must have been a very con
siderable increase in the cost of production. 

I understand that most of the crop which is raised in any year 
is marketed the same year. The product ripening in August, 
September, or early October is generally disposed of before the 
1st of January. If the producers could have raised the crop 
of 1920 at a good profit, why is it that they still have a great 
portion of the 1920 crop on hand? They say that it is because 
they could not sell the product for the cost of production. 

So, as I stated the other day, we have the confectioners and 
the bakers on the one side making a very good profit, and it 
is admitted on the other side, and there is no denial of it, that 
for the last two years, even with the enhanced price of 1920, the 
producers made.no profit. The whole question resolves itself 
into this : Are the bakers and the confectioners, who are still 
making very nice profits, willing to live and let live? Are they 
willing to allow the producers to continue to live? That is 
about all I can see in the proposition. 

I have telegrams here from both sides of this question. I 
a sk the Secretary to read one from Portland, Oreg., against the 
tariff duties we have reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GoonrNG in the chair). 
• The Secretary will read the telegram. 

The Assistant Secretary read as follows: 

PORTER .J. MCCUMBER, 
PORTLAND, OREG., July S, 191?£. 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. 0.: 
Proposed import duti~ on almonds and walnuts are unreasonable 

and unjustifiable and would impose onerous burden on our industry. 
Hope you will oppose these schedules. 

PACIFIC COAST BISCUIT Co. 
Ur. McCUMBER. Mr. President, here is another telegram, 

from the California Almond Growers' Exchange, which I ask 
to have read. 

The Assistant Secretary read as follows: 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., July S, 19l~. 

PORTER J. l\IcCUMBlrn. 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. 0.: 

Unde.ratand confectioners and others opposed to tarifr on almonds 
claim quality will not permit use of American almonds in confections 
and other purposes, and that America can not supply any large part 
of domestic demand. The quality of American almonds, producPd by 
diligent tillin~ of soil, en.re of trees, and scientific selection of varieties, 
equals and excels that of Europe, where almonds are produced mainly 
without ca.re and under most primitive conditions po sible. We know 
our quality is splendid, and we know it to the extent of nearly $50,-
000.,000. As for Ability to supply American demand, our best refer
ence is the United States Department of Agriculture, whose con
servative statistics show .at least 70,000 acres planted, which, under 
minimum productlon1 can supply present consumption of the United 
States. Our desire is a tariff to save our industry from ruin, as we 
can not compete with the pauper labor of Europe. We fear confec
tioners a.re llDduly concerned over our plans to engage in manufactur
ing of almond pToducts to permit distribution through economic.al 
channels of trade to consumers. As .3,000 growers, most of u'S with 
lifelong savings invested in this American almond industry, we appeal 
to you now in a just cause to save ns by keeping the American market 
for American producers without cost to tbe consumers, with revenue 
to the Government, and at a loss of profit to the speculators .and 
importers only. 

CALIFORNIA ALMOND GROWERS' ElxCHANGJll. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1\Ir. President, I desire to occupy just a 
moment or two in responding to the distinguished Senator from 
Wisconsin. I run not concerned with the motives which actuate 
the Senator from Wisconsin in reference to his activities con
cerning this bill, nor am I concerned with whether he votes for 
it or whether he votes against it. I take it that he will reach 
his decision concerning the bill in exactly the same fashion that 
every other Senator will reach his decision and that he will 
render that decision according to his judgment and as he be
lieves he ought to act under his conscience and under his oath 
as a Senator. . 

There is no need for asseYerations concerning his virtue or 
that of any of us respecting this measure-none at all. I shall 
vote as I please Tegarding it-favorably, of course, because I 
believe it is a measure which meets the requirements of the 
United States of America to-day. I shall vote for this duty, 
not because it concerns a locality which I love and in which I 
am interested, but I shall vote for it because it is a just duty, 
and as between the objurgations of the confectioners on the 
one hand, with the 300 per cent profit which they make in their 
bUB'iness, and the prayers of the farmers and the almond 
growers on the other, selling their product at a loss, I am very 
glad, either as a Californian, as a representative of those who 
grow almonds, as a United States Senator, or a Republican 
in this body, to cast my vote with the almond growers, now 
selling .at a loss, rather than to respond to any opposing class 
who are making inordinate -profits. So much for that, Mr. 
President. 

Oh, Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin 'cries, "These 
terrible duties!" Two hund1·ed and seventy-five per cent is the 

inerease, he says, In thls duty. The statement conveys an erro- • 
neous impression. What is it in ad valorem equivalent? I have 
seen the Senator from Wisconsin sit here day after day and 
vote for ad valorem duties greater than the ad valorem duty 
that is fixed upon this product of the soil, for men who have 
their all at stake, who have their whole lifetime imperiled, and 
who are asking only an ad valorem duty which, under the 
highest computation of their opponents, equals 48 per cent 
and under the computation which they themselves make equals 
32 per cent. 

Why, Mr. President, talk to me of an extravagant duty when 
in the bill constantly and contimrously the ad valorem duties 
are far in excess of this. It is abs:Jrd, sir, to pretend that on 
this item, this item which means so much to those who are en
gaged in the almond culture of California, we are doing some
thing extraordinary and that we should stop and hesitate and 
pretend it is far in ex:cess of other items or other duties which 
are imposed by the measure. The ad valorem duty, the real 
test after all, is not as great as many, many duties imposed by 
the bill and for which the Senator has voted. 

Of course the confectioners will give us a ratio of 4 to 6 or 
5 to 8. Of course the confectioners are not oppo ed to a 
rate really of 5 cents on shelled almonds. What they do not 
want and what this fight is for is to prevent the real ratio 
between the unshelled and the shelled almonds, so that they 
will be able to purchase cheaply the shelled almonds of Europe. 
What they .wish is to buy cheaply the shelled product. They 
do not care anything about the unshelled product. 

They know that we can not, without a duty that is propor
tionate as between shelled and unshelled almonds, meet the 
labor situation abroad. They know that it is impossible, with 
women in California receiving a minimum wage of $16 a week 
under the law, for the almond growers to meet those who shell 
almonds abroad and who receive practically no stipend for 
the work they perform. They know that we can not, in shelling 
almonds, meet that which has to be met if we come into the 
market with the shelleq product of this country, because of 
conditions obtaining abroad. They are willing that we should 
have the ratio suggested by them, of course-rates by which what 
they use, the shelled product, they may import from Europe and 
buy at ruinous and impossible prices, so far as American pro
duction is concerned. We heard the Senator from Massachu
setts [M~r. WALSH] say the other day that the importers are 
willing that we should have a shelled rate if they can only 
keep down the ratio so it will not be 3 to 1 as determined by 
the Department of Agriculture and as the Tariff Commission 
say the ratio exists. 

It is true there have been great plantings of almond orchards 
in the State of California dming the last few years. It is 
true that they were planted in great measure under the Under
wood bill. But it is equally true that during the time the 
Underwood bill has been in force, for a great period of that time 
there have been conditions existing that rendered that planting 
not at all a matter of surprise or incredible under the circum
stances, but the result of the sequence of events then transpir
ing-the W orl<l' War, the lack of transportation, the disorgani
zation of business conditions generally. It was believed that 
the land there was adapted to the purpose of almond planting. 
Now the conditions are entirely changed. 

I have before me on my desk now a letter from Texas, for 
instance, saying that they can not use our almonds, although 
they are superior in quality, because they can ship from the 
Mediterranean into Texas ports more cheaply than we can 
transport them by railroad from California into the same 
Texas ports. 

The condition now obtaining abroad, not with reference to 
unshelled products but with the shelled products, shelled after 
nightfall by women and children without compensation prac
tically at all for their labor, is a condition that we must meet 
by a protective tariff, a protective tariff that gives an ad 
valorem such as the proposed duty gives to us, a protective 
tariff simply, that will possibly enable us to live, not to gouge 
or to reap an undue profit, not to obtain a 300 p~r cent profit, 
like the confectioners, who oppose the rate, are reaping and 
have- been reaping, but to enable our people simply to live. 
That is all we are asking. That is all the proposed tariff duty 
does. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I expressly tated, in giving 
my own position upon the pending matter, that I do not ques
tion the motive of any other Senator in voting for this high 
rate. I simply undertook to say, as I have the right to say, 
that while I feel an obligation to go with my party upon a 
party measure to a certain extent, there is a point beyond 
which that obligation does not extend. If rates like this are 
to be written in the bill in any great number, sir, I shall be 
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relieved of any obligation to support it. That was merely a 
statement of fact, a statement that I have a right to make, a 
statement that I shall take the liberty to repeat from time to 
time if occasion shall arise. 

Now, Mr. President, with reference to the situation of the 
almond growers in California, the Senator :l\·om California does 
not deny, the Senator can not deny, that the increased planting 
has been under the Underwood law. The Senator can not deny 
that the almond growers of California never had a market for 
and never sold a single pound of shelled almonds ; they never 
had the market which they are now demanding be given to 
them by this rate. The almond growers of California will still 
have their market for unshelled almonds, and when prosperity · 
returns they will have their market; but when the planters of 
California planted these additional acres, sir, they had no right 
to assume that Congress would at any time give them a higher 
rate than was imposed by the Payne-Aldrich law. 

When I say, Mr. President, that I am willing to give them a 
rate 100 per cent higher than the Payne-Aldrich law provides, 
but object to 150 per cent, as the Senator insists upon, is there 
anything unreasonable in that position? Am I less of a pro
tectionist because of the position that I take? The industry 
has grown by leaps and bounds, and yet asks for an increase 
of 275 per cent over the exist ing law and 150 per cent over the 
Payne-Aldrich law. l\1r. Pre ident, I repeat that this is one of 
the instances which to my mind the Republican Party can not 
justify if it shall be written into the law. 

The Senator's plea of the profits of the candy manufacturers 
being 300 per cent I deny. He has no proof of it. It is not 
true, although be thinks it is ; but he has some old figures of 
a time when they were making, no doubt, exorbitant profits 
during the war, as nearly everybody else was making exorbi
tant pro.fits if they had the opportunity to do it. I do not 
doubt that the almond growers of California in 1919 and 1920 
would have taken 25 or 30 cents a pound for their product if 
they could have secured it. But the candy manufacturers 
to-day are not making 300 per cent profit. If the Senator would 
make a little inquiry, he would find that the candy manufac
turers have deflated as well as others, although they are not 
making the losses, I freely admit, that the farmers generally in 
America have been sustaining during the past two years. But, 
Mr. President, that is no reason for imposing such a duty as L<;; 
now imposed to allow the almond growers of California to get 
into a market which they have never had, which they never 
expected to have, at the expense of the American people, at too 
great an expense to the American people. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. LENROOT. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator has challenged what I said 

about the profits of the candy makers. What are their profits, 
may I ask the Senator? 

Mr. LENROOT. At the time we bad the internal-revenue 
law before us, when we bad up the question of an excise duty 
upon candy, I took occasion to inquire into the pro.fits of the 
candy makers. That was last year, 1921, and their profits then 
were not over 10 per cent. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have the statement which bas been printed 
and which bas been quoted here from one of the biggest candy 
men in the country to the effect that their profits were 300 per 
cent. That statement was made about six months ago, or at 
least during the last year. 

Mr. LENROOT. Three hundred per cent in 1921? 
Mr .. JOHNSON. I do not remember the exact period. I will 

ascertain just the time when be said those profits were being 
made. 

Mr. LENROOT. I happen to have some very prominent and 
reputable candy manufacturers in my State. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President--
Mr. LENROOT. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. If the candy manufacturers 

are making 300 per cent profit, how can any Senator on the 
other side of the Chamber justify an increase of tariff duty 
from 30 per cent to 4-0 per cent upon candy? 

Mr. LENROOT. I will ask the Senator from California to 
answer that question. I can not undertake to do it myself. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. You ought to be cutting down 
tariff rates instead of increasing them on candy. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have before me the article . to which I 
referred, an article from the New York Times of Monday, 
Au¥ust 1, 19.21, quoting Mr. Miller, of the Miller Candy Co., in 
which he said that the confectionery stores generally had been 
making a profit of 300 per cent on their goods, which are 
classed as luxuries. He believed that he could cut bis price in 
two, and he was going to do it, because they had been making 
800 per cent profit. 

Mr. LENROOT. Undoubtedly that refers back to a time 
when they were doing it, but the Senator must know--

Mr. JOHNSON. That was August 1, 1921. 
Mr. LENROOT. The Senator must know that in 1921 the 

prices of candy were very greatly reduced. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I confess to the Senator I am not an expert 

as to prices of candy, and I am unable to say whether they were 
greatly reduced or greatly enhanced. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator believe the candy manu
facturers to-day are making a profit of 300 per cent? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have not the slightest conception what 
they are making. 

Mr. LENROOT. But the Senator has stated that. 
1\Ir. JOHNSON. I gave the Senator my authority for the 

statement. 
Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator think it is true? 
Mr. JOHNSON. I think the statement was true that I have 

quoted, and that they are making exorbitant profits to-day with
out any doubt. 

Mr. LENROOT. Then may I ask the Senator if he is going 
to vote for a duty upon candy? 

.1\fr. JOHNSON. I think we have already voted a duty on 
candy. 

Mr. LENROOT. Did the Senator vote for the duty on candy? 
Mr. JOHNSON. I think I did, and I think the Senator from 

Wisconsin did also. · 
Mr. LENROOT. Oh, I did, because I do not agree with the 

Senator from California that there is any such profit being 
made; but if I had believed that there was a 300 per cent profit 
made upon caDdy, I assure the Senator from California that 
I would not have voted for a 40 per cent duty on candy. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Let us go back and reconsider the 'ote 
whereby the duty on candy was imposed. I should be delighted 
to do so, in view of the fight of the candy makers on the tariff 
on almonds. 

l\Ir. LENROOT. The Senator from Califorina will ha-rn the 
opportunity, if he desires, to make the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the duty was imposed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin join me 
in it? 

Mr. LENROOT. No; because I do not believe the statement 
the Senator from California has made; that is why I will not <lo 
so. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator means he does not believe the 
facts set forth in the statement? 

Mr. LENROOT. I do not, of course, mean to question the 
Senator's own integrity. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I realize that, but I do not want the RECORD 
to indicate anything to the contrary. 

Mr. LENROOT. That is understood. The· Senator makes 
his statement on what be considers good authority, of course. 

Mr. Sll\UIONS. l\fr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis

consin yield to the 8enator from North Carolina? 
Mr. LENROOT. I yield. 
Mr. SIMMONS. In view of the facts which have been de

veloped here, especially those which have been stated by the 
senior Senator from California [Mr. JOHNSON], I hope that he 
will move to reconsider the vote by which we imposed the duty 
on candy .. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Is the Senator from North Carolina ad
dressing a query to me? I did not follow him if he was doing so. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not address;ng a query to the Senator. 
I am simply making a suggestion. The suggestion is that, in 
view of the statement made by the Senator from California as 
to the enormous profits which are being made by the candy 
manufacturers, I hope the Senator from California might see 
fit to move to reconsider the vote by wh ·ch we gave the candy 
manufacturers the high protective rate on their product. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. If the Senator from Wiscon
sin ·wm yield to me for a moment, I desire to quote to him the 
prices of almonds and walnuts. 

The PRESIDI~G OFFICER (Mr. LADD in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Massa
chusetts? 

Mr. LE:NROOT. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of l\1assachusetts. I hold in ·my band a letter 

from the Lovell & Covel Co., confectioners in the city of Boston, 
which refers to the high price of almonds and walnuts. The 
letter is dated April 27, 1922, and it is addressed to myself and, 
in part, reads as follows: 

The price of walnuts and almonds is now so high that we are not 
using anywhere near the quantity we would use if prices were nearer 
~g~~ta160 ~~4iit~~rma.l price. on walnuts is 30 cents; the price to-day is 
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In our small busine s here we thought nothing of buying 100 eases 
of walnuts when the price was around 30 cents; to-day we buy them in 
5 and 10 case lots. 

lllr. LENROOT. 1\Iay I ask the Senator what is the date o:t 
the letter which he has read? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The letter ls dated April 27, 
1922, and is addressed to myselt by this very reputable candy 
firm in the city of Boston. 

I might add for the Senator's benefit that when we come to 
•discuss walnuts I expect to show that the production of Cali
fornia walnuts was sold within one month after harvest. 

Mr. LEl..~OOT. 1\Ir. President, if this were a case where the 
imports were crowding out the market of our domestic pro-

; ducer, if it were a case where the industry was decaying, I 
would be satisfied, of course, to vote for any duty that was nec
e sary; but the imports have decreased, and the acreage has 
increased, under the existing rates; and at this time, when 
there is no obligation of any kind upon the part of Congre s to 
the almond growers of California to impose a very high rate of 
duty in order to give them a market which they never have had 
and never had any reason to expect to have, I say that this com
mittee amendment is not justified. I want also to repeat that if 
the amendment is voted down, the almond growers of California 
will still have an increase of 100 per cent over the rate imposed 
by the Payne-Aldrich law. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, because of the great 
principle which is involved, and a great industry which is im
perilled, I era ve the indulgence of the Senate to add a few 
words to the discussion which has already engaged our atten
tion for many hours. I venture to repeat, in effect, the state
ment made by a great man, one, however, under whose banner 
I never walked, but whose reputation grows with the yea.rs. We 
are dealing here and now "with a condition and not a theory.'' 
If this great and growing industry is to survive, the protective 
duties which we ask must be granted. 

It would be piling Ossa on Pelion, it would be to indulge in 
cumulative evidence, to proceed further to establish the facts 
which we are here to consider in applying a principle. Over 
and against the views of the distinguished Senator from Wis
consin, over and against the views of the equally distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts, I place the knowledge of the people 
of my State, the men, the women, the practical growers; I 
place the opinions of chambers of commerce, of all kinds of 
farm organizations, of many individuals, of those who know 
the facts and bear witness to them in numerous, almost in
numerable, telegraII_!s, letters, and formal resolutions setting 
forth the true condition. 

I make this statement not in a spirit of dogmatic assertion, 
but I make it to the Senate and to the country that under the 
present rates the growing and the marketing of almon<ls, shelled 
and unshelled, will perish, and that the rate which we ask and 

1 which the Senate committee has accorded and reported in this 
bill are not theoretically but absolutely nece sary; and not to 
the end that the growers of almonds shall reap an exorbitant 
profit, not to the end that they shall extort from the consumers; 
not at all; but to the legitimate and just end that they may reap 
a fair and a reasonable profit on the capital invested and cm the 

' labor expended in this industry. 
My distinguished colleague and I come here from California. 

We speak for that State and for certain other Western States 
whose climate and soil are adapted to the cultivation of the 
almond, and we tell Senators from N.ew England and we remind 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] of fact.s existin"' 
of conditions prevailing, and we bring here evidence of tho;; 
facts and those conditions. 

What an ungracious task has been set before the junior Sen
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH]. Upon what does the 
prosperity of New England rest? Upon her soil? Hardly. 
Upo~ her. climate? Scarcely. It rests, in large measure, upon 
the mtt;lligence of her people; but, in the final analysis, the 
prosperity of New England rests upon the great American pro
tective tariff doctrine, and I and we of the West stand up for 
New England. Why? Because we love her? Yes. Yes, we 
remember New England. We know what she has contributed 
to this Republic. We do not forget Concord or Lexington or 
Bunker Hill or Fanueil Hall. We do not forget her great men 
who have contributed so much to the grandeur .and the glory 
of this Republic_ To every industry of New England which has 
asked for protection we give it gladly because she needs it and 
because we wish to give it to her for her sake and for our own. 
The prosperity of New England adds to the prosperity of Cali
fornia. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, does the Sen
a tor believe in giving protection to everybody who asks .for it? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly Il£>t; but we could sweep 
away the prosperity of New England in a season; we could 

impoverish the cities of New England nntil grass would grow 
on the pavements of Boston. The protective tariff doctrine has 
ma~e New England what -she is-a pride and a glory t;o the 
Nation as a nation. Never will thei·e be a time so Ion"' as I 
am .here~ nev_er ~ there be a time so long as a thoroughbred 
Californian IS here, when a friendly voice will not be raised 
in behalf of protection to every legitimate industry in Massa
chusetts which can show it is entitled to it. · 

Answering further the question of the Senator, of course we 
yvould not grant protection to everybody who asks it, but when 
it is shown to be needed in order to sustain a given industry 
whereby American men and women may be employed and 
whereby the American standard of life and living may be main
tained, we will give protection to Massachusetts, and, if Wis
consin needs it, to Wisconsin, too. If I dwell upon this theme 
unduly, if I trespass on the indulgence of the Senate, it is be
cause I feel very deeply on this question as applied imme
diately to this item and as applied to each and every one of 
the items set out in this voluminous tariff bill. 

In one sense General Hancock was right; in a qualified sense 
be uttered a truth. The tariff question is local in the sense that 
it immediately affects a given State or a given industry ; but in 
the larger sense, in the statesmanlike sense, one great industry 
of Ohio is a national industry. Here let me turn aside for a 
moment to observe a truth which is so often overlooked and so 
often forgotten-that no State, no nation, can be permanently 
great or prosperous when its prosperity or greatness rests upon 
o~e industry exclusively. Changing trade currents, the light
mngs from heaven, a summer's drought may wipe out its pros
perity in a moment or in a season. Wherefore the legislator 
whose vision takes in America seeks to multiply and to diver
sify industries, to the end that our people may find profitable 
and steady employment, so that in the exchange of the products 
of labor there may be a general prosperity smiling upon the 
whole Republic. According to my doctrine and, though not 
claiming to be its oracle, the doctrine of the Republican Party
with which, however, I am very familiar-an industry in Flor
ida would rouse my interest as keenly as an industry in Cali
fornia. .~ industry in Utah will challenge my championship; 
an industry in Arizona will have my unqualified support. And 
why? First, because they are American States and fellow coun
trymen. If I put it upon the broad ground of patriotic devo
tion to each and every foot of soil in America and every man 
and woman in America, it would be sufficient unto me; but if I 
wanted to indulge in a justifiable motive of selfishness, I would 
support a great industry in Ohio or Mas achu etts or Arizona 
or Utah or any other of the 48 States of this Union, because I 
know it is economically true that if New England, for example, 
prospers the West will prosper, and, conversely, if the West 
prospers New England will share in that prosperity. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the Sena
tor yield, please? 

l\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think I anderstand the 

Senator~s position on protection. I think the Senator believes 
in high tariff duties and has voted for every motion made to 
increase the duties named in this bill. Am I correct? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have voted for adequate protective 
tariff duties whether they be high or low. Those are purely 
relative terms. They mean nothing. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator from Louisiana 
is in favor of increasing the duty upon sugar. He is also in 
favor of increasing the duty upon rice. 

1\fr. SHORTRIDGE. So am I. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And the Senator from Cali

fornia is in favor of both those increases. 
1\1r. SHORTRIDGE. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does the Senator believe 

that any duty proposed by any Senator from a State where 
there is an industry seeking protection should receive his vote! 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Why, if I may directly reply, I have 
said that the mere asking is not so1'ficient, but if yon ask me 
for a rate and follow the request by facts, figures, and condi
tions which show that the rate you ask is necessary to sustain 
and encourage that industry I respond gladly, " I am with 
you and will vote for a rate which is adequate for those plll'
poses." 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator will not get 
many suggestions from this side of the Chamber in favor of 
increasing these rates. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No; but the .American people know 
what has happened when Democratic suicidal, theoretic, taritt 
bills have become law. You have forgotten the Wilson tari.1't 
bill, have you not? There was another Wilson, and the Wilson 
tariff bill bankrupted this country. 
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Mr. POMERElNE. Mr. President, ff the distinguished Sena

tor from California thinks that this tariff bill is meeting the 
approval of Ohio Republicans, I suggest that he go to Ohio and 
confer with Ohio Republicans. Be will find that he ls. very, 
very sadly mistaken. 

The Senator is so very specific when he tells us that he 
favors "adequate protection." That is a most interesting ex
pre .. sion and it covet·s a multitude of sins. It is just about as 
explanatory as was the position of the southern Congressman 
who, when his opponent asked him where he stood on the ta:rid 
question, said~ "When I get to Washington, and I find that th& 
tariff is too high, I will lower it; and when I find that it is t()(} 
low, I will higher it." . • 

l\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. I had the honor of going over to the 
imperial State of Ohio, the mother of Presidents, and I had the 
great pleasure, as it was a privilege, of addressing a magnifi. 
cent audience in the city of Dayton. the home of one who 
thought he was running for- President. He is still standing in 
his tracks, and with the same League of Nations flag fluttering 
above him. 

Mr. POMERENE. M~ President, any Ohio audience is a 
magnificent audience. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I admit that. I admit it cheerfully. 
I was going to say that Ohio has been in the habit of giving 
birth to Presidents and great Senators, and I can not look into 
the- fu1:ure, but I am very sure-as sure as I know that the sun 
will gild this Dome to-morrow morning-that Ohio will have a 
son in the presidential chair for a good many years to come. 

Mr. KING. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMERBNE] is in 
good health. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And I think I know who that son will 
be. He will be the broad-minded, luminous-minded, great
hearted, thoroughbred Republican American-Warren G. Hard
ing. 

Ur. WALSH of !\i!assachusettJ;. Great applause. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Well, they applauded that until the roof 

almost came- off when I uttered those sentiments in Dayton, 
Ohio. 

Mr. WALSH of MasS3Chnsetts. That is what I thought. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I wait for applause from the other side 

which will come later on.. I have no doubt. ' 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 
~Ir. ASHURST. The modesty of my friend, the senior Sena

tor from Ohio [Mr. PoMERENE], precludes him from replying. I 
am sure that all on this side join with the Senator in the idea 
that the next President will be ftom Ohio. We are not sure, 
hD-wever, that the distinguished Senator from California has not 
con.fused the names. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I wish the senior Senator frQm Ohio 
good health, happiness, and individual prosperity. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Not even reelection to the 
Senate? 

~lr. SHORTRIDGE. Politically, I walk under the banner of 
another party. I could say more, but, as Hamlet says: 

The rest is silence. 

If I may retllrn from this digression to repeat, perhaps, a 
thought, we are dealing with a condition, and aa to the- ~ndi
tion we bring here to the Senate what might be regarded in a 
court as conclusive evidenee, and the legal' mind would say we 
have introduced cumulative evidence. If the Presiding Officer 
here were judge of a high court, and we were here introducing 
evidence, the court, sua sponte, would check us and say, "You 
need not introduce further evidence. It would be but cumula
tive, and unnecessarily consume the time of the court." So the 
facts being as they are, as so clearly made manifest by my col
league [:Mr. Jo:aNsoN], and as the written testimony here fur
ther establishes, I come to this proposition. and rap at the 
very bosom of Democratic Senators, and I propound this ques
tion., Is it desirable, is it to be desired, that this industry should 
languish and perish? Is it desirable, is it to be desired b-y 
anybody--confectioner, baker, individual consll.Il1er-that this 
grea:li .Afnerican industcy of almond growing should Janguish 
and perish? 

That brings me, of course, to the next question: What is the 
rate which is sufficient or necessary-to indulge 1n synonyms
to give adequate protection to this industry? 

You can very easily destroy this industry, even as many other 
American industries can be destroyed ; but is there a Senator no 
matter under which bannel' be walks,, who wishes to destroy ~Y 
legitimate American industry? Is, it wise to do so? Is it just 
to do so.? 

I hav~ said, and I beg to repeat--for others may be concerned 
with what occurs to-day-that the :prosperity of California will 

overflow and be shared in.by other sect'ons of the rotmtry. and 
immed1ately by those States which are here, through their 
spokesmen, apposing the rates which we ask. Under present 
conditions this industry is not prospenms. To repeat that. 
statement again and again would add nothing to the argument. 

I can only express my sm·prise that the usually well-informed 
Senator from Wisconsin (1\lr. LE~ROOT] should reach the conclu
sions he has announced here in respect to conditions prevailing 
in California, and perhaps I ought to express my regret that 
he foreshadows an abandonment of the Republican reservation. 
It is to be hoped, of course, that we will survive hi departure; 
but I ventm·e here and now to predict that he will not carry 
out his prophecy of abandoning this tariff bill or leave the -old 
familiar reservation. Certainly he ought uot to because of 
this item-and I am for the moment confining my thought to 
this item. · 

I said a moment ago, l\Ir. President, that in one sense the 
tariff question involved local is ues. That must be understood 
of course. A given industry may be limited to a given State'. 
The soil, the climate, of Louisiana or Mississippi may bring 
about certain industries, and in the sense that the industr:v is 
limited in its territorial extent it is local. But the very fact 
that it is locnl entitle it to the protecting principles for which 
we stand. I have very little intellectual resped for a man, 
wheresoever he may be, who limits his vision to the horizon 
that sul'rounds him. I know there are those wbo, stall.ding in 
a village, think that village is the center of the universe because 
the horizon does seem to settle do"11 in a circle round about. 
I have very little intellectual respect for the man who holds 
an idea so close to- his eye as to shut out all other ideas or 
principle.s, even as. the mise1· who holds a small penny so clo~e 
to his eye as to shut out all the glories of God's universe. 

What I would call upon the Senate and the A.me1ican people 
~o do is this, to regard this Republic as one great, united fam
ily, every member of which is entitled to the love and the 
assista;nce of all the others; and as for my elf, I have Jllllpped 
out. tins. course, that I will stand for any: legitimate industry 
which gives work and wages te> the .American. 

In this industry we can not compete with the foreigner, and 
the facts are before us. The cost of production a.t home and the 
cost of production abroa4-both those items-have been spread 
upon the record. The quantity we are producing has been 
set forth. The increasing acreage, in amount, has been stated 
and the reason therefor. As to the quality of the article. raiEed., 
the record abundantly proves that the quality is equal if not in 
certain brands superiol' to the foreign. 

As to the ratio which obtains between the- unshelled and 
the shelled almond, there remains no furthe1· doubt as to that. 
That ratio is as 1 to 3. I repea~ and would empha ize that the 
evidence upon all these points is conclusive. , 

~n looking over the RECORD of Monday, r find that the dit< in
gu1shed, the learned. and the consi tent Senator from Korth 
Carolina [Mr. SnnrnNs) spread upon the RECOED approarbing 
a hundred letters or telegrams addressed to him by those who 
oppose the rates which we ask. The adjectives I use in referring 
to the Senator from North Carolina properly and ju tly desl'ribe 
his long and distinguishel career. For him I ha 'e the wry 
high~st regard. He holds ito a theory, and be hews to the line. 
He is not, as there are some abroad in the land, a political 
mav~rick or a political paranoiac. He is an upstanding Demo
cratic statesman. and maintains with great ability the position 
he takes. 

To offset, however, in point of written evidence the evidence 
which he introduced in this discussion, and which appears of 
record, I beg to offer letters addressed to me, and doubtless to 
my colleague, from chamb~rs of commerce Qf the State of ali
fornia and from men who bave to do with the business affairs 
of that State. I will not trouble the Senate to read them but 
ask permission th.at they may appear in the RECOBD. ' . 

There being no objection, the letters we-re ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

C1LUOUJlRS. O:B' COMMB.R.CJ:. 

Hon. SAMUEL Sno&TRIDGE, 
B.A..JOlRBFlEliD, CALIF., A.ug1t8t 1, i,112"1. 

Wasliington, D. 0. 
MY Dllilt SE~ATOR: I desire to call your attention to the appeal 

made by the alma.nd growers of our State in order to save the 100 000 
acres of almond orchards, representing an in ~tment of 65 000 000 
It is not necessary for me to tell you how vital this matter i~ to' one 
of our gr ate t California industries. 

Believing, as you do, that one of the great policias of the- Republican 
Pa1·ty is the protectio.n of Am&ica.n. tndustrie , therefore I would say 
if tbefil was ever a time when an industr:y in our great State needed 
protection, whic.b industry is- now coml;\lete~ at the merc:J of tQe peasant 
growers of southern Europe, with theii: cheap labor and wretebed 
living, ft is now. 

The fate ot this industry 1.s now tn the hands of the Senate a.ud we 
ot California look earnestly to you to assist us in every way' possible 
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to save to us this great industry. This indnstry .will be worth $15,000,-
000 annually within the next three years tf the proper tarifl:. is placed 
on it. 

Reco~nizing your power in the Senate and thanking you for the many 
courtesies we have received at your bands, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
KERN COUNTY CHAMBER Oil' COMMJilRCE, 
C. F. JOHNSON, Secretary. 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND 
CIVIC ASSOCllTION OF PASADENA, CALIF., 

August 11, 1921. 
Hon. S.HfUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: This organization is strongly in favor of the application 

of the California Almonds Growers' Exchange for a 5-cent and 15-cent 
tariff on unshelled and shelled almonds, respeetively, and will greatly 
u pprecia te your support thereof. 

Yours very truly, 
WM. DUNKEltLEY. s.ecretarv. 

ROSEVILLE, CALIF., Augtrnt 3, 19V. 
Senator S. M. SHORTRIDOI!l, 

Washingto11, D. 0.: 
This organization stands squarely behind you in your able fight for 

a 5 and 15 cent tarUf on almonds and feels sure yon are doing all that 
can be done to get 1t. 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS, 
Placer Ootmty Olw.mber of Commerce. 

SANTA ROSA, CALIF., Juiy 31, 1921. 
Senntor S.iMUl'IL SHORTRIDGE. 

Unite.d States Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 
Your vigorous effort required to save California almond industt·y by 

Insisting on 5 and 15 cent tariff protection on unshelled and shelled 
almonds, respectively. \Ve have wired Chairman Penrose and urge you 
usi> personal influence with committee. 

SANTA. ROSA CHAM1U"R OF COMMERCE, 
H. P. HILLIABD, President. 
JAMES G. STAFFORD, Secretary. 

JULY 30, 1921. 
Ho.s. S<\MUEL .M. SHORTllIDGE, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: Failure of the Ways and Means Committee of 

the House of Representatives to recommend taritr duty of 5 cents and 
15 cents on unshelled and shelled almonds, respectively, means that 
4,000 almond growers of the State of California face the prospect of 
financial ruin and loss to their 100,000 acres of orchards, and decades 
of work, representing an investment of $65,000,000 in almond orchards 
In California. 

The schedule of 4 and 12 cents reported upon by the House Ways and 
Means Committee, while recognizing the contention of the almond 
growers of California that tariff protection for shelled almonds should 
be at least three times as great as for unshelled, due to the natural 
shelling ratio, is utterly inadequate to meet the cheap labor and low 
production cost of the peasant growers of southern Europe with their 
pauper labor and wretched living standards. 

This tariff proteetion is utterly inadequate to give our California 
almond growers the share of our American markets for shelled al
monds that our investment, our labor, and our years of effort entitle 
us to. While the confE>ssion of a three to one shelling ratio is a 
recognition of the principle, the rates of 4 cents and 12 cents proposed 
in the House Ways and Means schedule are utterly inadequate. 

We are respeetfully requesting that the schedule be revised in the 
Senate to · meet the actual living conditions and producing costs in 
America of this essential food product, $15,000,000 of which is pro
duced annually in California. 

You are respectfully requested to insist on a revision of this House 
Ways and Means Committee schedule and the adoption of a schedule of 
5 cents and 15 cents on unshelled and shelled almonds, respectively, 
thus saving to the United States an industry that bas been made pos
sible only through years of labor, sacrifice, and effort on the part of 
American growers in this State. • 

Yours very truly, 
SANTA ROSA CILB.IBl'!lR OF COYMERC.E, 

By H. P. HILLIARD, President. 
Attest: JA.MES G. STAFFORD, Sec1-eta1·y. 

SANTA ROSA, CALIF., July SO, 1921, 

Senator BOIES PENROSil, 
Chairtnan Senate Finaiice Oomniittee, · 

Washington, D. o.: 
California's $65,000,000 almond industry in which 4,000 growers, 

100,000 acres, and decades of arduous work are involved faces abso
lute ruin, and an annual income of $15,000,000 to California will be 
cut off unless almonds are given a tariff protection of 5 and 15 cents on 
unshelled and shelled, respectively. Our growers are Americans, with 
American living standards, employing American help at American 
wages, and can not compete with peasant growPrs and pauper labor 
of southern Europe unless granted adequate tariJI protection. 

SANTA ROSA CHUlBER OF COMMERCll. 

COLUSA, CALIF., Jtll71 SO, 19U. 
Senator S.iMUEL SHORTRIDGE, -

Washingtott, D. 0.: 
Thls chamber at a special meeting to-day pa ed a set of strong 

resolutfons demanding and implor!-Dg a tariff of 5 and 15 cents. A 
copy of this second set of resolutions along with a telegram has this 
day been sent to Senator Boies Penrose as chairman of the Finance 
Committee. This chamber has gone on record as sincerely appreciating 
your efforts in our behall and again implore you to employ your 
strongest arguments to secure the necessary tariff rate before the 
Finance Committee. 

COLUSA COUNTY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Per W. O. HYBUP, Secretaf"y-Managc1·. 

CHICO, CALTF., Ju1y 28, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

United States Senate, Washfogton, D. O.: 
Appreciate your continued support ot almond tariff fight for rate 

of 5 cents and 15 cents. Have wired Penrose urging Senate committee 
give matter consideration. 

SAMUEL SHOR'1·1uoom: Se11ator1,,..,, 
Wasnington, 1.1. 0.: 

CHICO CHAMBER OF COliMERCE. 

RmoLANDS, CALIF., July 27, 1921, 

To protect and save almond industry California must have ratio 
3 to 1 and tariff rate no less than 5 cents on unshelled almond· and 
15 c~nts on. the s~elled. We urge you stand out for above in 8enate 
~earing, as 11 •t> vital to every almond district of State. 

' REDLA.:!o!DS CHAMBER OF COM!>IERt:ll. 

WILLOWS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Willows, Oalif ., July 26, 19U. 

Mr. SAMUEL M. SHOR'l'RIDGll, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. O. 

MY D~R SENA.'.1.'?R : In this part of California we are very much in
terested m the tariff on unshelled and shelled almonds. Our people are 
very much worked up over this matter anrl we want you to ~ive your 
attention to the bill that has passed the House and is now before the 
Senate, and ask you to give it grave consideration on behalf of the 
4,000 almond growers of the State. 

It is the consensus of opinion of all the almond growers that nothing 
but 5 and 15 cents will pay the almond growers and their orchards 
and we therefore urge upon you to stand for this, if you can see your 
way clear to. 
. We are not asking any United States Senator to violate his conccience 
m any wa;v, but we are perfectly sure that once giving this matter the 
consideration it deserves that you will be with us to the very best of 
your ability. 

Yours sincerely, F. W. LEAVITT, Secretai·v. 

SACRAMENTO CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
July 21, 19'21. 

Hon. SAMUllJL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR MR. SHORTRIDGE: Your fine action as set forth in your tele
~f::!1d~f JuJy 20 with reference to the bean situation is sincerely appre-

We hope that you will keep the fine work going, and particularly on 
the floor of the Senatei.. exerting every possible effort within your power 
to the end that the lo cents per pound tariff on almonds will be put 
into effect, for this is vit11l to the industry, as I am sure you are well 
aware. 

Very truly yours; 
A. S. DUDLJCY, Secretary-Matwger. 

SAN BENITO COUNTY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Hollister, Oalif., JHly 14, 19!1. 

Hon. SA.MUEL SHORTRIDGE, 
United Statea Senator, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR MR. SHORTRIDGE : There is now I believe before the Hou e of 
Representatives the question of a tariff of 5 cents per pound on 
almonds not shelled, and 15 cents per pound on shelled almonds. San 
lie~ito County ·and i.ts ~djoining counties are vitally interested in this 
tariff and our orgamzat10n feels that the almond industry in our coun
try should be protected, and to the end that a tariff should be imposed 
on foreign shipments. 

Therefore it is the desire of this organization that you give same 
your consideration with the aim of protecting the industry in California. 

Very truly yours, w. M. JONES, 
Secretary San Benito Oo1mty Ohambe1- of Oom merce. 

Hon. SAMUEL SHORTRIDGE, 
Washington, D. 0. 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Live .Oak, Oalif., July 14, 19!1. 

DEAR SENATOR: I have been requested by the above organization to 
write you in regard to the proposed duty on almonds and respectfully 
urge you to use your best efforts to obtain the following : 

Cents per pound. 

8~ ~~~~e~~f~~ds:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::: 1~ 
As you know this district ls a considerable producer in this line and 

at the present time needs assistance in the above manner if we a're to 
continue. 

Thanking you for whatever you may be able to accomplish I am 
Yours very truly, ' ' 

, T. C. S~HTJ{, 

ESPARTO, CALIF., July 14, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Otfi,ce Building, Washington, D. O.: 
Tariff 5 and 15 will save our almond industry. Your earnest support 

will be apl>reclated. 
WESTERN YOLO CHAMBER OF COYMERCE 
FRED B. WYATT, President. ' 

Senator SHORTRIDGE, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

Fn.Es~o. CALIF., July 14, 19t1. 

Th<> present tariff on almonds has been recommended by the Ways 
and Means Committee; entirely inadequate to afford any protection. 
The tariff of 4 cents on almonds not shelled and 8 cents on shelled 
almonds is disproportionate. · The tariff should be three times as great 
for shelled almonds. The almond industry is to-day faced with Imme
diate extinction unless relief is given in the taril! measure. This is an 
industry that affects the entire State. Can we count on your support"/ 

FRESNO COUNTY CHA.MBllR OF COMMEU.CJl1. 

• 



1922. 00.L :rGRESSION AL RECORD-SEN ATE. 9943 
ANTIOCH, CALIF., July 14, 1921. 

SAMl' EL )1. SHORTRIDGE, 
Senate, Washitrgton,, D. 0.: 

The Antioch Chamber of Commerce earnestly request tbat you work. 
for a tariff of ::; cents per pound on almonds in the shell and 15 cents 
per pound on shelled almond . The taritr ot 4 cents and 8 cents. as 
recommended by the Ways and Means Committee, would be ruinous to 
the almond industry of California. 

Yours for prosperity, 
ANTIOCH CHAMBER OF COil<UIERC.. 
R. v. DAVIS, President. 

WINTERS, CALIF., July 12, 1921. 
Hon. SA.liUEL M. SHORTRIDGll, 

Senate Office Building, Wa&hingto1~, D. O.: 
The almond growers of Yolo County, representing approximately one

sixth of the State production, make urgent appeal for tariJr on almonds 
5 cents in shell, 15 cents shelled. Taritr bill. as recommended by com
mittee, 4 anu 8 cent~, insufficient, and ratio ls- not correctly computed, 
since the shelling ts roree to one. California almonds are being carried 
one season to another on account of imi)<)rtations from Europe, which 
we can not compete with. Tonnage increasing. yearl,y. Mu.st have 
some relief or one of California's big industries will be ruined, affect
ing 5,000 growers and $50,000,000 orchard property. We ask that you 
m11ke every endeavor to get action on tariff asked by the California 
Almond Growers' Exchange of 5 cents for the unshelled and 15 cents 
for the shelled almonds. 

WIN~l!RS CHAMBER OF C0MM:rRC9. 

RIVEllSIDB, CALIF .• July 11... m1. 
Senator SAMt"EL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Wa.shington,D. 0.: 
California almond industry has 100,000 acres and fifty millions in

vested. We favor at least 5 cents per pound tartlr on unshelled and 
15 cents on shelled almonds imported. Respectfully urge your favorable 
support for this great industry. 

RIVER.SIDE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
IRWIN H>aYDDN, Secretary. 

Senator SAMUEL :M. SHO:iTRIDGll, 
Wa.shington, D. 0.: 

COLUS'>i~ CALIF., July 10, 19!1, 

Colusa County being vitally interested in the almond industry, with 
an investment representing $4,000,000, the county chamber of commerce 
has passed strong resolutions requesting Congress. to give us a necessary 
tarift' protection said taritr to be 1>laced at a ratio of three time as 
much on shelled as on unshelled almonds. Unless an adequate t:arift 
such as this is placed on imported almonds, both shelled and unshelled, 
the entire almond industry in the State of California faces ruin ana 
destruction. We therefore implore you to use your best endeavor to 
secure a tariff of 5 cents on unshelled and 15 cents on shelled almonds 
per pound. Copy of resolutions above refened to is being mailed to you 
to-day. 

W.0. HYRUP, 
Secretary-Manager Colu8a County Chamber of C01nmerce. 

Senator SllORTRIDGlll, 
WMhington, D. 0.: 

REDLANDS, CALIF., July 9, 19U. 

Urge protection almond industry with taritr suggested by growers• 
organization. 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 

Hon. SAMUIDL SHORTRIDGE, 
STOCKTON, C~LIF., July 9, 1921. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 
This organization, speaking in the name of the people of San Joaquin 

County, earnestly urges that you support the effort of the California 
almond growers to secure needful protection in the pending tariff bill, 
The tariff on sh~lled almonds should be at least three times as great as 
almonds i• the shell. Please gtve this request your usual attentive 
consideration. 

STOCKTON CHAMBER OB COMMERCE; 
A. C. OuLLARA.N, Jtanagtng SeO'retary. 

PASO ROBLBS, CALIF., Jul't) 9, 1.9e1. 
Senator SA.JdullL SHORTlllDGE, 

Washmgton, D. 0.: 
Producers of almonds in California call not, under existing Ia.bor 

a.nd transportation conditions, compete with foreign labor and low water 
Pntes. The existence of the industry demands a tarilr fair to producer 
and consumer. Rate should be on a baSis of 3 pounds of Ullshelled to l 
pound of shelled almonds. Your 1n1luen"Ce is necessary at this time to 
save the most important lndustrl' in this section. 

SAN MIQUEL DI.STIUCT CHAMBBR 01' CO:&UlZRCll. 

Cmco .. CALI.I'., Jul11 8, 19!1.. 
Hon. SAHUXL ¥:. BHORTRIDGB, 

Senate, Washmgton, D. O.: 
On behalt of almond growers of Butte County, one of two most! 

1mPortant almond-producing eounties of California, Chico Chamber of 
Commerce appeals to you to support and make evei·y effort to secul'& 
tarlfl on almonds of 5 cents per pound unshelled and 15 cents p~ 
pound shelled almonds. Thia is vital if growing almond business ot 
California is to be protectell tram European competition. 

Hon. $.A?>IUFU. SHORTRIDGE, 

CHICO CHAMBER OB' COY.Mmte», 
C. M. COTll'ING, President. 

OAKDALE, CALIF., July 8, 19!.l. 

UtiUed States Senate, Washington, D. O.: 
Oakdale is vitally interested in the almond industry and desires 

that you make every possible effort to have tariff on almonds 5 cents 
for unshelled and lo for shf'lled. Thousands of acres planted to 
almonds around Oakdale will be rendered unprofitable unless proper 
duties are imposed on imports. 

OAKDALE CHAMBER Oii' C0!\1UllllRC~ 

ATASCADERO, CALIF., July 8, 1!J.?1. 
Senator S. M. SHOitTRl'.DGE', 

Washington, D. 0.: 
The .AtascadE-ro Chamber of Commerce urgently begs that you will 

support the ta.rill'. on almonds, which is now being brought up for your 
deliberation. It ls the opinion o! tbis chamber that the almond 
growers o! this c.onntry should be protected in every way possible, and 
this measure is vital to the rapidly developing industry. 

ATASCADERO CHAMBER OF COlIM..ElRCE, 
J. T. EDWA.RDS~ Managing mrect<>r. 

PASO ROBLES, CALill'., July 8, 19i1, 
Hon. s.u,rcntr. M. SHORTJUDGE, 

United State.9 Senator, Was1it1'gton,, D. 0.: 
Twelve million dollars' worth o! almond orchards in Pa o Robles dis

trict will be unable to survive proposed tariff of 4 and 8 cents. AbsQ
lntely necessary that proportion shelled and unshelled almonds be 3 to 1, 
and should be 5 and 15 cents it almond industry is to be continued in 
California. We beg you to use your in1luenc.e to establish a tariff 
which will protect and not disable one of California's imp.ortant in-
dustries. PA.so RoBLES CHAMBER OF CoMMEltCE, 

JOSEPH W. TAN"YE.R, Secretary. 

HAMILTON CITY CHAMBEn OF COMMERCE, 
Hat11tilton City, Calif., JuLy 7, 1921. 

Hon. HIR.U:I W. JOH:N"SON, Unit6d States Senafo'r, 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDG.m, United States Senator, 
Hon. CwR!l.~CE F. Ll!IA., Congre.,sma1l, 

Wasl!i1igton, D. 0. 
GENTL11MEN ~ The Ways and Means Committ~ have recommended to 

Congress a tariff on almonds, not shelled, of 4 cents, and on shelled 
almonds 8 cents p® pound. 

Slnce .B.'uropean almonds shell out 4 to 1 a.nd California almonds 
3 to 1, Wfl are entitled to a ta.rift' on shelled almonds at least three 
times as gre:tt as almonds ln the shell. 

Unless we get 11 readjustment of tariff on shelled almonds of at 
least 3 to 1 it will mean the disintegration of the almond industry of 
California. Our onJy future market is for shelled almonds1 which 
represents 80 per cent of the demand of the United States. This is 
a serious situation confronting the industry. Only with proper pro
tedion on shelJed almonds can we bring to Callfornia the millions 
th-tt are going to the shorts of the Mediterranean. 

A Congressman recently told a group of farmers that when agri
cultural interests talk loud enough they can get anything within the 
power of our Government. " If you will let us know what you want, 
tbe rest i& easy,., said the Congressman. 

SpeakJng for myself; I have 100 acres in almonds. '.rbis 100 acre!f 
bas cost me $500 per acre. or a total at $50,000, to put my orchard 
where It is to-day-seven years old-and all in bearing. If we do 
not g-et the proper protectilln under the tariJr, you c.an easily see what 
it means to me, and not only myself but to hundTeds of others In the 
almond-growing industry in the State of California, 

As one of the many growers in this State I pray that you may do 
all tn your power to give us protection under the taritr as above out
lined. I am, gentlemen, 

Yours very r~specttu11y, H. L. WEST. 

Hon. SAM.UEL SHORTRIDGE, 
SbCitAME 'TO, CALIF., July 7, 1921. 

United States Senator, Washington., D. 0.: 
.Almond industry threatened uDless 11> cents per pc.und tariff on 

shelled almonds requested by California almond growers be granted. 
California almond inve. tment exceeds $50,000,000. Ten million dollars 
comiJ1g to California annually for shelled almonds will be practically 
lost it sugge ted legislation fails. Please support Jegislation. 

SACRA.MENTO CHAMBBR OF COMMERCE. 

OTHER OnGA-"fIZATIONS-CLEARING Housl!lS-N'EWSPAP~s. 
CA.LIFO&NU ALMOND G&owFlRS'" ExCHA:'o!Glt, 

San Francisco, Calif., May 29, 192a. 
Hon. SAMUEL ::\-I. SHORTRIDG1!1, 

Senate Otfice B-Hilding, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEA.a Sm<ATOR: We appreciate your telegram of May 26. Indeed_ 

we know that our cause h:is bad your earnest attention and still con
tinues to hold it at the present time. 

We are asking Professor Taylor to furnish you with ans data that 
he may have to dispute the groundless char~e that California almonds 
are not equal in quality and fitness to foreip almonds. This is one 
ef those sweeping generalities which are not supported by the facts. 

Professor Jaft'a has analyzed the various varieties of both California. 
and foreign almonds, and his investigations prove conclusively that 
there is no truth in the cbarge made by the confectioners that the 
California almonds are not equal to the Mediterranean almonds. toe 
confectioners' use. 

We feel that the Senate will not be willing. to disturb the recom
mendations ot tbe Finance Committee, as the question ls a technical 
one, and the Senate will agree that the Finance Commtttee's recom
mendations'- based as they are on the facts of the ease, should be, 
rollowed. 1 know that you will do everything po.s.sible to support 
our schedule U it is attacked on the floor of the Senate. 

With kindest personal regards, 
Very truly yours, T. C. TUCKER, Manager. 

CALIFORNIA ~!O~D GROWERS' ExCH.A~GFJ, 
San Ft·ancisco, Calif., J aft:Uary 31, 1922. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Sen:ate O/Ti.ce. Building, Wallhington., D. O. 

DEAR Sm: We attach he:reto for your information copy Qf a. letter 
sent by William M. Regan, president of Regan Bros., wholesale bakers, 
of Minneapolilil, Minn,, to the New York Dried Fruit Association. 

The letter needs no comment other than that it is one of many simi
lar refusals by reputable American bakers and confectioners to lend 
themselves to a cut-and-dried, pr1nted-ciI·cuiar propaganda campaign 
to defeat the hones.t pleas ot our farmers for that modicum of protec
tion which our almond growers, for instance, are asking in a 5 and 15 
cent schedule of import duties on tbe peasant-raised almonds of south
ern Europe. 

Very truly yours, T. B. WATERS, 
Assistant to Manager. 
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REGAN BROS. Co., 
Minneapolis, Minn..,. Jan1,ary 10, 19BS. 

DRIED FRUIT ASSOCUTlON, 
New York Tariff Conimittee, 

No. 6 Ha-rr4son Street, Neto York, N. Y. 
GENTLEMEN: We have received, through Messrs. Birdsong Bro.!!., a 

copy of your circular letter of January 3, 1922, and printed protest 
against the proposed increased import duties on shelled almonds, shelled 
walnuts, and shelled filberts in tariff bill (H. R. 7456), paragraphs 754, 
755. 758. 

The writer does not agree with your arguments at all. Personally, I 
am heartily in favor of higher rates of duty on the articles mentioned. 
I belieYe absolutely in the principle of protection of American indus
tries. and believe that ultimately all the people of the Tinited States 
wiH be >ery much benefited by a high protective tariff. 

If Congress imposes a duty on the articles named above, it will have 
a tendency to justify the people in the States that can grow American 
almonds, walnuts, and filberts to invest in lands and build up the 
orchards and enable us to produce in our own country goods that we 
use here. 

Almonds, walnuts, filberts, etc., are just the kind of articles that 
should carry a high tariff. They are luxuries, and· the people who care 
to buy them can afford to pay the price. 

I also believe firmly in a high tariff on eggs imported into this coun
try. If there should be a fair profit, even if just a little bit higher 
than just a living profit, for the American farmer on his eggs, it will 
hav.e a natural tendency to induce more people to go into the poultry 
busmess, and in time we will produce enough eggs and poultry in this 
~ountry to supi;ily ?Ur own wants ; and we will keep our money here, 
rnstead of sendmg it to China and other foreign countries. · 

Last year, when the markets in the Eastern and Central States were 
flooded with lemons imported from southern Europe, millions of dozens 
of lemon!! rotted on the ground and on the tree in California because 
our own growers could not afford to pick. pack, and pay high freight 
rate~ on them. If we had had a hiJ;th enough tariff on lemons, the 
foreign growers who wanted the American market would have bad to 
pay the United States Government a reasonable amount of money for · 
the privilege of doing business here. or our local markets would have 
'>een upplied with our home-grown fruit. 

Yours truly, 
(Signed) WM. M. REGAN. 

FIRll .AssoCIATJO,' OF PHILADELPHIA, 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRTDGE 
Ban Francisco, Oalif., August 12, :l9!1. 

l711ited States Senatot·, Waslwngto·n, D. a. 
DEAR Sm: We desire to expre s to you our thanks and appreciation 

for the manner in which you have assisted the almond growers of our 
State in the tariff on almonds. Thls, as you no doubt know, is one of 
the very best industries in our State, and a "high tariff is of vital 
1.mport:mce to the continuance of this class of agriculture. 

Trusting the tariff will be increased so that our growers will have 
no further apprehension along tile e lines, with best wishes to you, 
1-ieg to remain, 

Yours very truly, 
F. M. AVl!lBY, Mana.ger. 

Los A"-'GELi;s, CALIF., August B, 1921. 
~·ena tor . M. SHORTRIDam, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
Tariff of 5 cents pound on unshelled almond£! and 15 cents on shelled 

is essential to save California growers. Our members of Merced 
County planting about 2,200 acres to almonds, which represents their 
life savings. We appeal for your in1luence to pass above tariff. 

FIGMOND GROWERS' ASSOCIATIO~, 
F. M. ERWIN, Secretary. 

STOCKTON, CALIF., August !'i, 1921. 
Senator SAMUEL SHORTRIDGll:, 

c'enate Office BuUding, Wa-shingfon, D. 0.: 
San Joaquin County Almond Grnwers' Association, consit>ting of 615 

growers, are striving for 5 and 15 cents tariff to protect and keep alive 
their industry and seek your cooperation. 

c. L. Nl:UMILLJlR. 

DAVIS, CALIF., Azigust 5, 19U. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE. 

United .States Senate, WasMngton, D. O.: 
Almond growers l-0oking to you to keep tht'm from financial ruin. 

One-tenth of 1919 crop and almost half of 1920 crop still unsold. 
8carcely received enough pay for gathering. Banks no longer willing 
to loan on almonds or almond land. Only relief 5 and 15 cent tariff. 

DAVIS ALMOND GROWERS ASSOCIATIOY, 
L. c. SCHMEISER, Secretary. 

VALLEJO. CALIF., Au[Jttst 5, 11J21. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGJ!l, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
The passing of the Fordney bill in its present state would be fatal 

to one of the largest industries of California. Unless the tariff on 
almonds is raised to a ratio of 5 to 15, ruin is threatened for Cali
fornia almond growers, who have an inves1:ment in the State aggre
gating $50,000,000. urge your utmost efforts in behalf of the wel
fare of California. 

ROBlilRT. W. W ALKlilR. 
Va.lleJa Evening Times. 

Ro EVILLE, CALIF., August s, 19B1. 
Senator S. M. SHORTR.IDGN, 

Wasltmgton. D. <J.: 
The following almond growers of Placer 

all in your p-ower to secure a 5 and 15 cent 
AR'.l'HUR BOOTH. 
FlARL MURRAY. 
fu.RVEY GOULD. 
RIOLO BROS. 

County ask that you do 
tariff on almonds. 

S~IITH Bnos. 
CARRIE SC'HELLHOUS. 
ED 8CHELLHOUS. 
JOHX 'CHELLHO{."'S. 

MART. SCHELLHOUS. 
E. FARNHAM. 
JOHN HFlRRING. 
FRANK CRUWDJUl, 
EJ. C. BEDELL. 
J. W. PRUETT. 
JOE 'J.'HORELL, 

SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
ROSRVU.Ul, CALIF., A .. ugust 4, W21. 

Senate Office BuilcUtl{J, Washfogtoti, D. a.: 
. The. AD,tel~pe Almond Growers' Association appreciate your efforts 
in trying to rncrease the tarilf and wish to further impress upon you 
that 4 12 means ruination of the industry, while 5 15 an even com
petition with importations. 

Hon. s. 1\I. SHORTRIDGE, 

G. P. DEIU..Y, 
.J. F. GLAD~EY, 
R . D. GOULD. 
A. T. McBRIDE, 
A. VAN MAREN, 

Dit'ecton. 

SACRA.MENTO, C..\LIF., A.lt!JU8t 2, 1921. 

OapUol Building, Washington, D. C.: 
We desire to advise you that it is of vital interest to the California 

almond industry that they have adequate tariff protection. We would 
ast your utmost support in behalf of a tariff of at least 5 cents ou 
unshelled almonds and 15 cents on shelled aimonds. The ituntton is 
critical and unless this industry is properly protectt'd the growers will 
be unable to continue under present conditions. 

SACRAMENTO CLEARING HOUSE, 
Repreaenting entit"e banking interest of Bam·amento. 

Coxconn, C_j,LIF., July 81, 19.?1. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
These resolutions unanimously passert to-day : 
Whereas the almond industry of this country is in dange1· of being 

destroyed for want of an adequate taritr on foreign almonds, especially 
on shelled almonds, the ratio of which is 1 pound shelled to 3 un
shelled : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we request the Senate of the nited States to impose 
a tariff of 13 cents on shelled and 5 cent pet· pound on unshelled 
almonds. 

CONCORD ALMOND GROWERS' AS:'lOC'UTION, 
A. C. GEHRI~GER, President. 
PERCY DOUGW.S, Secretary. 

SEBASTOPOL, CALIF., July 31, 19!1. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE. 

United States Senate, Washittgton, D. O.: 
After thorough investigation we are convinced that a duty of 5 cents 

on almonds in the shell and 15 cents on shelled almonus is necessary 
to save our growers from !"eriou<; loss. We therefore earnestly urge 
you to use your influence to amend tariff bill as pasRed by House. 

SEBASTOPOL APPLE GROWERS' UNION. 

BA.-NING, CALIF., J11lV 31, 19~1. 
Hon. ~AM. SHORTRIDGE. 

Senate Ot'fice Building, WasMn.gton. D. O.: 
Ninety-four almond g'rower of Banning. repre enting very important 

orchard industry here, urge tariff not less than 5 cP.nts on un1'helled and 
15 cents on shelled, this rate being lowest possible consistent with 
conditions of almond industry, due to foreign competl tion. Passage 
of 4 cents and 12 cents tariff would be equivalent to surgeon cutting 
out part only of cancer leaving portion of maligna11t growth to kill 
patient. Ratio must be 1 to 3 to offer protection moi:;t urgently needed 
by California growers, whose industry under present rates literally 
faces ruin. 

BANNING ALMOND GROWERS' .ls OCIATIO:-;. 

LOS A.XGl'.lLES_. C.\LIF., 
Jttlll 2'l. 19~ I. 

Hon. SAMUEL SHORTRIDGE!, 
United States Senatot· from Ca11for-nia, Wasl1ington, D. C. 

HONORABLE Srn: It is the plain duty of Congress to see to it that 
our industries, operated along good busine s line , are protected against 
importations from foreign countries, and particularly is this applicable 
where products of the soil are involved. The prosperity, ~fare, and 
happiness or om· people are entitled to and must be shown such con
sideration. We Americans are too intelligent and too progressive to 
ever . submit to the peasantry conditions existlnir in many European 
countries. where the standard of living, through the imposition of 
starvation wages, is the very lowest. 

CaUfornia is the center of the almond industry, and the well-being 
of thousands of our people. and aR well the interests of our State, 
are seriously menaced in consequence of the failure of Congress up to 
this time to provide an adequate protective tariff. The total inv<'st
ment in the almond industry of California is substantially more than 
$50.000,000. and unless a duty is levied on importations to enable the 
growers of almondR to market their crops at a fair marirtn of profit 
over cost of production and harvesting, the ruin of this important 
inrtnstu is a certainty. 

The House of Representatives has voted a tariff of 4 cents per pound 
on almonds not shelled and 12 ct>nts per pound on shelled almonds. 
It bas been conservatively estimatt>d by men who hAve made a close 
studv of the situation in all its phases that the minimum protection 
required by American growers is 5 ct>nts per pound on almonds in the 
shell and 15 cents per pound on shelled almonds. Unless this prote<'
tlon is afforded we are assured by almond growers of California that 
they will be forced to discontinue producing, as the European compe
tition under presE'nt conrtltions can not be successfully ovE'rcome. This 
would result in throwing thousands of people out of employment, in 
den"eciatini:r ll'lnd v2llws, and inPvitably numt>rous bankruptcies. . 

We feel confident you appreciate the importance, for the preserva
tion of t.he almond industry of California, of a prott>ctlve tariff on this 
commodity which will really mean adequate protection. anrt throu!?h 
the medium of which this industry may be enabled to expand and 
prosper. This would very naturally . result in utilization of land now 
lving idle or of little vahw, and of incrt>aslng the population and pros
perity ot our great State. fay we not booe for your active and 
vigorous support for a taritl' of 5 cents per pound on almonds in the _ 
shell and 15 cents per pound on shelled alruoncls? 

Yours very truly, 
CALIFORNIA VEGETABLE UNION, 
A. J. llOGAX, Tra.ffic Manager. 
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Hon. SAMUEL M. SRORTRIDGE, 
ARBUCKLE, CALIF., July fl9, 1.9!1. 

Senate Office Bu.tiding, Wa,!1hingtoti, D. 0.: 
Have wired all members of Senate Finance Committee copy of reso

lutions passed to-day regarding almond tartn:, thinklng It would assist 
you in your fight In our behalf. 

ARBUCKGE COLLEGE CITY ALMOND GROWERS' ASSOCIATION, 
By D. s. NELSON, [iJe.creta7"1!·Manager. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Washingto1~, D. 0. 

LI~DEN, July !'!, 19?1. 

DEAR Srn : I am going to ask you to help us all you can in regards 
tariff on almonds, as the almond growers surely need the help. Five 
cents on almonds ln the shell and 15 cents per pound on shelled 
almonds-any lower tariff would be ruinous to all almond growers in 
California and would be a calamity for California. 

We have not made anything on almonds on the last two crops, but 
bave lost money; so wlll soon be broke without we get some relief. 

There are 4,000 to 6,000 almond growers in California, anu some
thing should be done for them. 

Mr. T. C. Tucker, of the California Almond Growers' Exchange, will 
gi\e all the data and explain the situation thoroughly which almond 
growers are in. 

Hope you will help him in every way and do all you can for him. 
Now, hoping you will fight with all your might for a tarilf of 5 cents 

on almonds in the shell and 15 cents per pound on shell<>d almonds
which the almond growers surely do need, I am, 

Yours truly, 
T. D. IlRYAN, 

Vice President San Joaquin County Almond Growers' Association, Lin
den, Oalif. 

Senator SAMUEL SHORTRIDGE, 
SAN JosE, CALIF., July 1!6, 19U. 

Senate Offices, Washington, D. 0.: 
Almond tarit!' positively necessary to life of industry ln California. 

Urge your strong support. 
CALIFORKIA. PRUNE & APRICOT GROWERS (INC.), 
H. C. DUNLAP. 

SANTA BARBA.RA, CALIF., July !6, 1921. 
Hon. S. M. SHORTRIDGE, 

United State.<1 Senate, Waahington, D. O.: 
We earnestly solicit your support toward increasing duty to 5 cents 

on unsheJied and 15 cents on shelled almonds. It is our belief that 
thi · tariff is absolutely necessary If the almond growers of our State 
are to continue in business. 

GOLETA LIMA. BEAN GROWERS' ASSOCIATION, 
E. W. STOW, President. 

Hon. s. M. SHORTRIDGlil, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

FRESNO, CALIF., July !5, 19l1. 

You are undoubtedly aware of the fight being waged by the Almond 
Growers' Association of California to secure 5 cents per pound tariff 
on almonds shelled and 15 cents per pound on almonds unshelled. 
We beg from you to do your utmost to assist Tucker, manager almond . 
growers, win bis fight. Know him personally, and by assisting them 
in their fight you are surely assisting one of the foremost industries of 
California. Thank you. 

CA.LCFORNIA GROWERS & SHIPPERS (INC.). 

SAN DIEGO, CALIF., J'W-l-y 25, 19£1. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGJG, 

Senate Otfice Building, Washington, D. 0.: 
Your State almond Industry must be saved by tariff. At least 5 

cents on unshelled and 15 cents on shelled. Will you save it? 
MILK PRODUCERS' ASSOCIATION OF SAN DIEGO COUNTY. 

SACRA.MENTO, CALIF., July 25, 1921. 
Senator SAM SHORTRIDGll, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 
Almond growers need tarl.Jf based on natural shelling ratio. Almond 

growers must be protected if their .industry is to continue. 
· NORTHERN CALIFORNIA MILK PRODUCERS' .ASSOCIATION. 

FRESNO, CALIF., July 24, 19Z1. 
Hon. SAMUllL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

United States Senate, Wa8hington, D. 0.: 
Understand tariff bill will be taken up by Senate Finance Com

mittee Tuesday. Please give careful consideration to California almond 
growers' request, as they have approximately $50,000,000 invested, 
and unless adequate protection is afforded this great industry will 
suffer serious loss, as they can not compete with cheap labor from 
southern Europe. Kindly use your best efforts to provide the protec
tion requested by them. 

CALIFOR!\IA PlilACH AND FIG 'GROWJJRS. 

Hon. SAMUlilL SHORTRIDGlil, 
NmwcASTLE, CALIF., July fS, 1921. 

United States Senato,., Washington, D. 0. 
DmA.R SlilNATOR SHORTRIDGE : The almond industry in America, which 

is chiefly centered in California, is very severely threatened by the 
lack of a protective tariff. 

Foreign cheap labor has undermined this industry in California, and 
the growers are not able to compete. 

We would ask you to do everything in your power to get a tariff of 5 
cents per pound on almonds. not sbellerl, and 15 cents per pound on 
shelled almonds. These figures will give the California growers a 
chance to develop this industry. 

Thanking you for anything that you can do to help the almond 
industry, 

Yours very truly, 
PLACER CovNTY FnGIT GROWERS. 

B.v H. 1\1. ELLIS. 

TIII!l RIVERSIDll ENTmRPRISE, 
Riverside, Oalif., July 21, 1921. 

United States Senator SAMUllL M. SHORTRIDGS, 
Washingt01i, D. O. 

MY DmAR S11NATOR SHORTRIDGE: We are all greatly pleased with your 
success in securing the return of the Indian office to Riverside and other 
developments. 

I also desire to express my personal appreciation of the manner in 
which you have fOught for proper tariff for California products. There 
is still a feeling on the part of the California growers that 5 cents for 
unshelled and 15 cents for shelled almonds is essential to protec t th " 
California growers from cheap importations. I am sure that you have 
done, and always are doing, all in your power in this regard. 

Thanking you again for the prompt responses you have always made 
to any request or suggestion from our community, I am, 

Very truly yours, J. R. GABBERT. 

YUBA CITY, CALIF., July. 1921. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Office Bwilding, Washington, D. 0. 
HoNORABLJij Srn : We, the undersigned officers of the Sutter Peach 

Growers, and representing the cling-peach industry of California, do 
hereby respectfully ask that you aid in every way the California .Almond 
Growers' Eachange in their fight for an amendment to the tariff-rate 
recommendations of the Ways and Means Committee, as we believe that 
they are entitled to a 5-cent and 15-cent tariff rate. This judgment 
we base upon extensive research of past and present cost of production. 

Believing in the protection of our California industries and thP help 
of our legislators, we submit this entreaty. 

Sutter Peach Growers; Edward S. Moulton, president: J. L. 
Ames, secretary; J. W. Eager, director; J. G. Kussen
berger, director; S. W. Walton, director; Geo. T. Boyd, 
director; G. C. Galbraith, director; M. D. McLeod, 
manager. 

Los ANGELES Coi;xTY FAn:u BcnEAl. 
Los Angeles, Oalif., July 1.'> . m1. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGll, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Srn: The Los Angeles County Farm Bureau, an organization 
of some 2,000 farmers in Los Angeles County. is desirous of calling 
your attention to the urgent necessity for adequate tariff protection to 
the California almond industry. From the published reports concern
ing the permanent tariff bill, it is apparent that this important indus
try, which represents a long-time investment of some $50,000.000. i!:", 
not being provided with adequate tariff protection. 

Your attention is called to the fact that the main competition which 
the California almond industry suffers from is that occurring in south
ern Europe, where costs of production are much lower than those in 
California, largely due to the lower standard of living. 

No doubt you are familiar with the brief prepared by the California 
Almond Growers' Exchange for presentation to the Tarl.Jf Commission. 
It is apparent to those familiar with the California almond industry 
that a tariff protection of approximately 15 cents per pound is abso
lutely necessary if the industry is not to suffer seriously. It is also 
apparent that the ratio of protection accorded the shelled product and 
the unshelled product should be at least three to one. .Average market 
price for shelled almonds over a long period of years are fully three 
times those quoted for unshelled almonds. This, together with the 
fact that on an average 100 pounds of unshelled almonds will yield 
about 30 pounds of the shelled article will make it apparent that the 
ratio must be not less than three to one. 

You are therefore urged to do all that . you can to see that this im
portant industry receives the full measure of tariff protection which 
it must have if it is to endure. 

Very sincerely yours, J. B. VAILE, 
Oha-irmmi Legislative Committee, 

Los Angeles County Farm Btu-eau. 

MARYSVILLE, CALIF., July 14, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUllL M. SHORTRIDGI:, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 
An extremely serious situation confronts all who have developed one 

of California's natural characteristics to produce almonds with prac
tically entire demand for meats. We are denied this market, due to 
lack of protection, in 'Spite of the fact we have at Sacramento the 
largest, most modern almond-shelling plant in world. Please help us 
secure 15-cent protection. 

C. L. MOSELEY, 
President Buttes Almond Orchards (Inc.). 

BAKERSFIELD, CALIF., J11ly 13, 192t. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Was1iington, D. 0.: 
We favor and urge your support on tariff as proposed by California 

Almond Growers' Exchange, thereby protecting our almond industcy. 
BAKERSFIELD CLllA.RING HOUSE ASSOCU.TION. 

MODESTO, CALIF., July .12, 11Ji?.1. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
The California almond industry is threatened with destruction unless 

tariff on shelled almonds is placed at 15 cents pound. Fifty million 
dollars invested here in the industr;r. Congress seriously considering 
adjournment and we insist on remaming in session until agricultural 
bills are passed. 

STANISLAUS COUNTY FA.RM BlTREAU 
(Fifteen hundred farmers). 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
ANTIOCH, CALIF., July 1Z, 19U. 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. 0. 
DmAR Srn: We earnestly urge your best endeavor to change almond 

taritl' to 5 cents in the shell and 15 cents on shelled almonds, as 4 cents 
in shellR~~te~tt~fli~ shell_ed is ruinous to almond industry of California. 

. ARTHUR W. BIGELO, 
Vfoe Pt·esident Eastern Contt"a Costa Co1rntu 

Almond Growers' AssoC"iation, Oakley, Cul.if. 
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CHICO, CALll'. 
SAMUEL M. SROUTRIDOE, 

Seriate Office Bttilding, lVashlnf}t01', D. <J.t 
Proposed duty on almonds especially shelled insufficient · to protect 

domestic industry, as almonds shell about three or four to one; the pr(>o 
tection on unshelled almonds is theTetore twice that of shelled. The 
duty on shelled almonds should be three times the duty on unshelled. 

· We wish 5 and 15. Situation threatens indllBtry. 
CHico ALMOND GB.owms' AssocuTiolf 

(Two hundred growers). 
B. F. HUDSPlilT'H, Becrdafll. -RosJ!VILLlD_. CALIF., Jul11 U. mt. 

SAMUEL M. SHOB.TRIDGJl, 
Senate Otrtce Bui lding, Washington., D. 0.: 

1 
We as otHcials of Antelope Almond Growers' Association, represent

ini: growers of Sacramento and Placer Counties, ask you use your 
utmost efforts to have the tariff on almonds increruied and the ratio ot 
shelled and unshelled made 3 to 1 ; otherwise part ot the crop will not 
be harvested. 

G. P. DllKAY, 
J. F. GLADNEY, 
R. D. GOULD, 
A. T. McBRID11l, 
A. v .A.NM.A.JUIN, 

Direotwa. 

8TOCltTON, CALIF., Jul11 11. 
. 8enator s. M.. SHORTRIDGE, 

WaaJUngton, D. 0.: 
San Joaquin County tarm bureau urges passage of tariff measure. 

Recommends increasing almond tariil to 5 cents in shell and 15 cents 
shelled. 

GILBJmT Km1TL11, Secretary. 

LAK•PORT, CALIF., July 11, 1921. 
Senator SAHumL SHOllTIHDGlll, 

Sen.ate Otfl.ce Bullding, Washi11,gton, D. O.: 
We ask ta.ri4 6 cents unshelled, 15 cents shelled, almonds. 

LAIB COVNTY ALMOND GROWERS~ .ASSOCIATION, 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIJI'., July 9, 1!121. 
Hon. SAH'UJlL M. SHORTRmG11, 

Senate Otflce BumUng, Wa4'hing~ti, D. (J.: 
California Development Board and California Industries Association 

merged and representing transportation agricultural business and manu
factnring interests entire State insist upon amendment of Hou.se tariff 
bill to provide adequate tarjff duties on almonds on 3 to 1 ratio between 
shelled and unshelled.. This is absolutely vital to State as whole and 
to •,OOO working almond farmers, some of whose crops for 1919 and 
1920 have not been sold, because America.n shelled almond market con
trolled by southern European growers. Three to one ratio vital also 
to entire State, because it mearui diversion of $15,000,000 annually from 
European growers and foreign bankers to Californfa. 

CALIFORNIA. Dll!VllLOPMJDNT BOARD, 
CALIFORNIA lNDUSTBI&S ASSOCl.ATION, 
N. H. SLOAN, Jlanage1, 

PASO RoBLll:s, CU.Ill'., July 9, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUllL M. SHORTR?DG•, 

Un.it.ed States Senate, lJ"BBhington, D. 0.: 
The directo,rs ot Paso Robles .Almond G-rowers' Association, rep.resent

ing 20,000 acres almond orchards, appeal to you for tariff 5 cents on 
unshelled and 15 cents on shelled almonds. This ratio of 3 to 1 is 
fair and necessary to success of almond industry. 

C. BUTTJ:RWORTH, 

SAJl:UllL M. SHORTRIDGE. 

. FRED lV»RSON, 
JOHN H. VANWOBMll, 

Directors. 

oftLAND, CALI!'., July 9, 1921. 

Senate Office Building, Wa.!h·in¢on, D. 0.: 
Inasmuch as this association still has a portion of its 1919 and 1920 

. crop of almonds unsold and, further, that to date we have received for 
·our 1920 crop o.f almonds but 7 CeJl.rB for Drakes and 10 cents for IXL 
f almonds, and these are the leading varieties produced, and we know 
that these conditions are caused b;y too low a tariff on foreign almonds : 
Be it 

ResoZfJedl.. That this association petition Congress for a tariff of not 
less than o cents on almonds in the shell and 15 cents tor shelled 
almonds. After a thorough investigation we find that it costs us from 

1
10 to 12 cents per pound to produce almonds. We therefore petition 
you to give us a tariff that will enable us to get a living return for our 
labor. 'Unless we get adequate protection on California-grown almonds 
thousands of farmers will be ruined. 

ORLAND ALMOND GROWllfilS' ASSOCU'l'ION,, 
GEORG• W:, STURM, Becretarv. 

BANNING, CALIJI'., Ju.111 s. 1921. 
; SA.xu:sL M. SBOJ!.Tl!.IDG», 

8ena.te Office Bm14-Cng, lVuhington, D. 0.: 
Understand an 8-cent tariff has been set on shelled almonds. A.lto

. cether too low. We growers will be forced out of business unless tariff 
:, ts raised. Favor tar~ of 15 cents advocated by California Almond 
• Growers' Exchange. 

I $..UUJlilL SHORTRIDGE, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

GILMAN HOM:ll Co •• c. MABJIL GIL~UN, 
Secretary, 

ESCALON, C.U.lP.,,, Jtilfl 8, :t!Je1. 

California wants you to vote a t least 5 cents on almonds not shelled 
and 1 5 cents on shelled. 

P. D. FITZPATRICK, 
A lmond Groue1· a·nd Locot1wU.ve Engineet· on Banta /J's. 

Ii 
I JULY 8, 1921. 
C.ALlll'OB.NIA. ALMOND Gaowus• Exc:aum.ll, I San Fra.noisco, Otlltf.: 

' tar~~!e J:o~':J:.~am.. Will put forth tJVery eft'ort to secure adequate · 

SAMUElL M. SHORTB.IDOE. 

NEW YORK UNDERWRITERS' A GENCY, 
Los Angeles, Ju iy 1, 1981. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGJI, 
Senate Office B uiltli.ng, Wa.Bhington., D, a. 

HONOIU.BLE SIR : Many (writer included) in California are interested 
in the growing and marketing of almonds but we can not brillg this · 
business to a successful issue unless a sufficiently high taritr is placed I 
c.a almonds imported from foreign countries. I 

Knowing that you have the interest of California at hear t, we feel 
811re that you will use your best endeavor to have foreign almonds pla ced 
behind a tariff wall so high tha.t it will insure your State of California. ~ 
growers a fair price for their product. 

Very sincerely yours, A. C. ANDERSON. 

WoonLA...~D, CALI F., Jul11 5, 19!1. 
Senator SAMUl!lL M. SHORTRIDGJD, 

WashingtQt•, D. O.: 
Almond growers of Yolo County, where nearly one-sixth ot all almonds 

grown in Unitf•d States are J?roduced ur~e ·California delegation to 
exert every possible effort for mcreased tariff protection. Growers in
si.st industrl' representin&r millions of dollars invested interests would ' 
be ruined under present tari1f schedule. Advise us as to what we ' 
might do to assist in any and every way. The situation is indeed 
critical for the industry. 

Hon. SAMUJDL M. SHORTIUDGE, 

FRllD SBAFFBR, 
Secretary Yolo Oounty Board of Tra-de. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., June 29, 1921. 

Senate Otfloe Bt,i laing, Washtn,gto11., D. 0.: 
Understand committee recommends 4 cents in shell and 8 cent s 

shelled. We are bitterly disappointed in recommendation. eflpeciall y on 
our showing that European almonds shell four to one. We feel we are 
entitled to at least three to one, and w e know th.at our request f<>r 5 
cents per pound on unshelled and 15 cents per pound on shelled is ex
ceedingly reasonable and merited by all facts. We know you will 
help us fight. 

CA.Lil'OIUilA ALM.<YND GROWERS' EXCHANGE: 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I wish also to can the attention of the 
Senate to certain letters and telegrams addressed to me by 
distinguished men in California, men of affairs, not directly 
in all cases engaged in this industry but men who are familiar 
with the conditions and the facts, for it is upon the conditions 
and the facts we are here to-day standing. I will consume the 
tim~ of the Senate to read a telegram addressed to me by the 
mayor of San Francisco, as follows : 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., July ~, fill. , 

Senator SAMUEL -M. SHOl!TRIDGEI, . 
Senate Otfi.~ Buildi11g, Wa8ht1t.gton, D. 0.: 

A lE>ading CalifoTnia industl'y i"B languishing and ls threatened with 
extinction. The almond industry, representing an in-.estment ot. · 
$65,000,000, fs being forced to the wall Rehabilitation of the industry 
of prime importance not alone to our State but to our Nation. Im
ported products of pauper labor are absorbing oru· markets, bankrupt
ing our industry, and rendering U.'j dependent. Forty thousand p eople 
rely, in whole or in part, for livelihood on California almond cnlture. 

Substantial import duties, tending to equalize relative costs of pro
duction, can alone check this destructive avalanche. I fully indorse 
minimum etl'ectlve taril'I', as asked by our growers, and urge strenuoue 
employment of all reasonable means to secure tarur of 5 cents per pound 
on all almonds imported in shell and 15 cents on shelled goods. 

JAMES ROLPH, Jr., 
Jia:vor of Ban Francisco . 

I have here a telegram addressed to me setting fol'th in sub- . 
stance the facts as stated by Mayor Rolph, which telegram I 
would beg Senators to note is sign-eel by the California .Almond 
Growers' Exchange, the California Lima Bean Growers' .A.,sso
cl.ation, the California Peach and Fig Growers, the California 
Cattlemens' Association, the California Fruit Growers' Ex·. 
change. the Poultry Producers of Central California, Sebastopol 
Apple Growers' Union, California Associated Raisin Co., Asso- , 
ciated Dairymen of California, Cooperative Seed Growers' Assa. 
ciation, Central California Berry Growers' Association, Call- ~ 
fornia Prune and Apricot Growers, and many, many other legiti-J 
mate farm associations and producers in .California. I ask thatl 
this be inserted in the REcoRD. 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows : 

SAN Fl\.ANCISCO, CALIF., JtiJ11 7, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Waahin.gtt>n, D. 0.: 
At a me-eting of the principal producllig interests of Californin. repre-_; 

senting 60,000 growers, held in the office of the California State market1 
director to.day a resolution was unanimously passed that the proposed , 
tar:i1f legislation contained in House tariff bill would not give tbe1 
justifiable protection vitally needed. We view with t he greatest concern, 
the reported tariff sebedules announced when we had been positively 
assured of schedules that would protect our basic ag ricultural in
dustries which the reported rates fail to do. You are earnestly re
quested to secure the enactment of a tariff a t leas t equal t o the ; ari-

. 
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ou chedules a ked for in t hl' brief>= and boorings before the Ways and 
Means Committee based on the detailR. Data already on file. 

California Almond Grower. · Exchange; California ·Lima 
Bean Growers' .Association : California Peach and Fig 
Growers; California Cattlemen' Association; Califor
nia Frui t Growers' E:l'.change; Poultry Producer of 
Central California ; Sebastopol Apple Growers· Union ; 
California ..\ssociat ed Raisin Co. ; Associated Dairymen 
of California: Cooperative Seed Growers' Association; 
Central California Berry Growers' Association : Cali
fornia Prune and Apricot Growers; California Fruit 
Distributors ; California Growers' Association; Pacific 
Rice Gr owers' A!:socia t ion: Poultry P r oducers of 
Southern California : Fruit Growers of California ; 
Mutual Orange Di~ trilmrors: Associated Olive Growers 
of California ; Califo rnia Fruit Exchange ; California 
P ear Grower · _\.ssocia t ion : Nurserymen·s Bud 'election 
Association : California Walnut Growers' Association; 
Poultry Producers of ~an Diego, Calif. ; Bean Gro~
ers ' Association of California: Wool Growers· Associa
tion; Alfalfa Grower s o f California (Inc.) ; Sweet 
Potato Grovrer ·· Associa t ion. 

)Ir. SHORTRIDGE. 1Iy illlilletliate purpose i to show to the 
Sena te that nll the~·e organization; realize the situation in 
re pect to the almond inclustr~' . I here submit to the Senate a 
telegram from the Long Bea ch Chamber of Commerce, a city in 
Lo. Angeles County. Calif., and ask that it IJe sp1·ead upon the 
R ECORD without taking the t ime of the Senate to read it. 

There being no objection, the telegram w-as ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Lo.-o BEACH , C ALIF. , J1,1y 7, 192t. 
Sena tvr SAM UEL SHORTRlDGE, 

Washington_. D . O.: 
We believe tariJI legi lation should full.v protec t all .Amf' rican in· 

dus tries. California is developing large almond industry. Without 
tariff protection, ou1· growers and ipvestors will be ruined. Fifteen 
cents per pound shelled 5 unshelled none too much. W'e ureg you1· 
act ive upport. Matter urgent. 

Lo~G BEACH CH.UIBER OF Co:1n1ERCE, 
L. w. BALLARD, Secretory. 

~lr. SHORTRIDGE. I also offel' a telegram from the pre i
dent of the Merchants ~ational Bank, 'of San Francisco. in 
which he, Mr. Summers, states the conditions prevailing in 
California. 

There being no objeetion, the telegram was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

S.ax FRA~c1sco, CAIAF .. July i, 19~1. 
Hon. SAMUllL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Of/lee Building, Washington, D. a.: 
This bank, which bas financed the almond grower ~ in the past year 

to a large extent views with grave alarm the propo.:ed tarift' on 
almond . Growers have quantities, and we hold as security 1919 and 
1920 almonds not sold. Growers could not sell sucessfully entire 1919 
crop under most prosperous marketing conditions. California growers 
have been unable to have any part of the shelled-almond demand of 
this country, which represents 80 per cent of the almonds consumed. 
Unle.ss tariff on shelled almond is at least three times as great as on 
almonds in the shell, can not see possibility of American grower 
undertaking development of shelled-almond market. Respectfully re
quest in the interests of almond growers a tariff of not less than 5 
cents per pound on almonds in the shell and 15 cents per pound on 
shell ed almond!.". 

'W. T. SUMMERS, 
President Jfet·c11ants National Bank, 

San Francisco, Oalif. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I hold in my hand a telegram from 
:)Jr. William H. Crocker, president of the Crocker National 
Bank, of San Francisco,. which sets forth the facts and condi
tions. I also have here a telegram addressed to me by Mr. 
Fred J. Hart, the managing editor of the Farm Bureau Federa
tion ::\Ionthly, a publication which is concerned immediately 
with practically one-half of the counties of my State, not the 
southern counties, but practically all the northern counties, in 
which the almond industry is situated. 

I have here also a very considerable number of what I choose 
to call thoughtful, earnest letter -· and telegrams setting forth 
facts and conditions, and taking note of the revolving clock I 
ask that they may appear in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the communications were ordered 
to be printed in tbe R ECORD, as follows : 

SAX FRA..-.,crsco, CALIF., July 11 11Jf1. 
8.L \I UEL 1\1. SHORTRIDGE, 

m ate Office Buildi ng, W aahlngtcm, D. 0.: 
Am convinced commh:tee has erred in recommending 4-cent tariff on 

unshelled almonds and 8 cent on shelled. Ratio Rhould be three to 
one. which is natural shelling ratio of almonds. If allowed to stand, 
proposed schedules will work serious harm to California financial in
tere~ ts , not to mention virtual destruction of industry. Three hundred 
thousand dollar shelling plant in Sacramento now closed. Won't you 
s tret ch point and revise almond schedules on t hree to one basis at this 
l:tte hour? One hundred thousand acres of California soil, on which 
a re planted 7,000,000 trees, are at stake. California grower simply 
can n ot touch American market, for shell almonds representing 80 per 
cent of demand now in bands of European growers with 8-cent schedule. 

WILLIAM H. CROCKER, 
Prelriden t Crocket• Nat ional Bank, Ba·1~ Franc-isco. 

SAMU•L M. SHORTRIDGE, 
SAN FRA.:SCISCO, CALIF., Jttly 8, 1921. 

Senate Of/lee Building, Washington; D. 0.: 
Have investigated necessity almond growers secure tariff on basis 5 

cents not shelled and 15 cents shelled. Shelled almonds must be at 
least three timt-s as great as almonds in the shell. Failure to secure 
above tariff spells ruin to almond industry. Orchards, unlike field crops, 
can not quit business witho.ut tremendous loss. Important, therefore, 
ta.rift' give proper protection now. 

FRICD J. HART, 
Managing Editor of Fann Bureau Fedtwation Monthly of Humboldt, 

Glenn, Tehama, Placer, Solano, Merced, Madera, Tulare, Ala
'lneda, Santa Or11z, San Benito, Monterey, Ventura, Sutter, Orange 
Cotmties. 

Hon. SAMVEL 1.L SHORTRIDGE, 
DURHAM, CALIF., Jtily 9, 19Z1. 

Senate Oqi.ce Building, Washington. D. 0. 
DEAR SEN.ATOR : At a meeting of the directors of the Durham Almond 

Growers· Association, representing an investment of $2,000,000 in this 
immedfate vicinity, a resolution was passed demanding a tari..lf on 
almonds in the shell of 5 cents per pound, and not less than three 
times this amount on shelled almonds. 

We have never been able to compete with Europe -0n the shelled 
product. 

The tariff recommendations of the tariff committee now before the 
Hom~e means ruin to our industry. 

Respectfully yours, 
G. w. JONES, 

Secretary Durham Altnond G1·ower8' Association. 

ARBUCKLll, CALil'., July 9, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUJIL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm : We are herewith inclosing a copy of a set of resolutions 

which this association has just adopted, and sincerely hope that it 
may assist you in your fight for us to gain proper protection for our 
industry. . 

Very respectfully yours, 
ARBUCKLE-COLLEGE CITY ALMOND GROWERS' ASSOCIATION, 

By D. S. NELSON, 
Secretary-Manager. 

Wbereai:i the inc1·ease in production of almonds in the State of Cali
fornia has been about 500 per cent dming the po.st eight years; and 

Whereas the State is now able to supply all the almonds comsumed 
in the United States; and · 

Whereas about 80 pet· cent of the almonds consumed in the United 
States are shelled almonds; and 

Whereas it requires 3' pound s of unshelled almonds to make 1 pound 
of meats; and 

Whereas the investment in this distriet now represents over $3,000,000 
and comprises over 10,000 acres of orchard ; and 

Whereas this industry is threatened with complete destruction unless 
an adequate tariff is placed on imported almonds, both shelled and 
unshelled; and 

Whereas California has never been able to share in any of the 
shelled-almond business on account of inadequate tarilf on imported 
almond meats : Therefore be it 

Reso1t·ea, That this association, the Arbuckle-College City Almond 
Growers' Association, go on record as demanding that the Congress give 
us necessary protection by proper tariff, and, further, that said tariff 
be placed at the ratio of three times as much on shelled almonds as on 
unshelled, and, further, that we respectfully nsk the Congress to make 
thi tariff 5 cents per pound on almonds in the shell and 15 cents per 
pound on shelled almonds. 

Respectfully submitted. 
ARBUCKLE-COLLEGE CITY ALMOND GROWERS' ASSOCIATION, 

By D. S. NELSON, 
Secretary-Manager. 

BANNING, CALIF., July 10, 1!t!1. 
Senator SAM. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Of{ice Building, Washington., D. O.: 
Whereas almond growers of California can not compete successfully 

against enormous production in Europe without an adequate tariff; and 
Whereas if adequate tariff readjustment is not granted by Congress so 

that .American g1·owers can have a fair chance to compete with 
Europeans much of the hundred thou6and acres of almond orchards 
in the State will be rendered worthless and an investment of over 
$50,000,000 ruined ; and 

Whereas the Ways and Means Committee has recommended to Con
gress the establishment of tariff rates at 4 cents per pound on un
shelled and only 8 cents per pound on shelled almonds in spite of the 
fact that searching investigation has proved a fair tariff would be 5 
cent per pound unshelled and 15 cents per pound shelled almonds as 
recommended by the California Almond Growers' Exchange : Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved., That the Banning Almond Growers' Association, represent
ing 94 growers, or 98 per cent of local almond growers, with a total 
of about 900 acres making up one of the chiet industries of Banning, 
respectfully urge the passage of an adequate tariff bill fix.ing the rate 
on unshelled almonds at not less than 5 c~nts and on shelled almonds 
not less than 15 cents per pound : And be it further 

Resolved., That a copy of these resolutions be sent to the Senators 
and to the Congressman representing this district with the urgent re
quest that they leave nothing undone to bring about the desired result , 
namely the saving of one of the principal industries of Banning and 
one of the important investments of California ranchers. 

BANNING ALMOND GROWERS' ASSOCIATION. 

SA.Mt!EL M. SHORTRIDGB, 
SuTT»R, CALIF., Juiy 9, 19U. 

Senator, Senate OfTice Bu-ildi11g, Washington, D. 0.: 
Whereas the almond growers of California have almond orchard:J 

planted on valuable land and are compelled to wait 6i:x: or seven years 
for such almond orchards to come into commercial bearing h. and 

Whereas tbe acreage planted to almonds in California w en in full 
bearing is sufficient to supply the markets of the United States; and 

• 



• 

9948 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. JULY 5, 

Whereas a. greater part of these nuts ls consumed in the shelled state 
and the relative quantity of shelled to unshelled is one to three; and 

Whereas the Ways and Means Committee of Congress has recom
mended a tariff of 4 cents per pound on unshelled and 8 cents a 
pound on shelled almonds · and 

Wbereas shelled Uinonds are imported 1n great quantities because 
of the relatively low tariff on the shelled nuts thus injuring our 
present trade and destroying a business that has cost so much in time 
and money to <JVer 4,000 American citizens and their dependents : 
Therefore be it · 

Resolved, That the South Butte Almond Growers' AssociatJon beg, 
pray, <'Dtreat1 and demand of Congress for its continued existence a 
ta.rift' in keeprng with its need-that of at least 5 cents per pound on 
unshelled and 15 cents per pound on shelled nuts. 

W. K, NORRIS, 
R. F. HA.VJDNS, 
M. G. D.llWTTT, 
F. E. FORDBRHA.SJI, 
El. S. NORTON, 

Di.recto-rs of South Butte A.l.mond Grower8' A.saociaUon. 

ARBUCKLE, CALIF., July n. 19!1. 
Senator S.&MUl!tL M. SlrOil.TRioom, 

Washington, D. O. 
Dua Sm AND FRIEND : The almond industry of California needs your 

e-arnest and speedy help at th.Is time. 
We must have tariff enough on our almonds or make a sacrifice again 

that means a ruinous loss, from which we can not recover. · 
Work for a taritr of 5 cents on unshelled almonds and at least 15 

cents per pound on shelled almonds. 
I feel that you will realize thJ.B danger at this time and give us 

your earnest help. 
Respectfully-, H. L. NICKlilLS. 

Hon. SAMUBL M. SHonTRIDG•, 
On.LAND, CALIF., Ju"f,y a, 1921. 

Senate OffZce Building, Waehiflgton., D. O. 
:MY DEAR SIR: Your telegram regarding the duty on almonds re

ceived and wish at this time to thank you for your message and en
deavor to try and get us the protection that we need for the good of 
t he almond industry of this State. As a matter of fact, I wish to 
state briefly the condition of the almond industry as it appears to this 
association. We stm have a portion of our 1919 crop of almonds un
sold. And we still have about 30 per cent of our 1920 crop unsold and 
have to date received bllt 7 cents for our drakes and 10 cents for the 
IXL almonds. 

We believe that the above conditions are the outcome of too low a 
duty on foreign almonds. The reason that I mention drakes and !XL 
almonds is that they are the leading variety planted, at least in this 
locality. The last two years have been especially hard on the almond 
grower of this State. Further, that it it was not for the war making 
it amost impossible to find bottoms to ship foreign almonds. we would 
have been in the same fix all through the war. 

The reason that I am writing you a personal letter is that I fear 
some of the eastern Senators do not understand the almond situation 
as you do, and it might be well to explain to the Ways and Means 
Committee tbat we caB not in this State stick a ~ m the ground 
and have nature come along and irrigate the same for us. But we 
must irrigate the orchard two and three times each season, and then 
we have to cultivate after- each irrigation. Then, too, we have to 
spray one to two times tor the red spider each summer. Then there 
is the fro t and other pests that we have to fight, and the almond 
grower has his troubles also. 

The money that is sent ou.t of the country each year amounts to an 
enormous sum and this money should remain here to build up home 
industries. We do not feel that a tariff of 5 cents on almonds in the 
shell and 15 cents for shelled almonds is unreasonable, as the American 
Prower can not begin to live on the same level that tbose people live 
m along the shores of the Mediterranean Sea and should reeeive a pro
tection that they can get a fair return for tbeir investment and labor. 

As you know tbere are tbousands of acres of almonds in this State 
a good deal of. which has not come into bearing and it bas cost us 
considerable to bring the same to this stage. We further believe that 
whether an acre is bought outright or the land is bought level and 
planted to almonds it will cost that much per acre before H is 
brought to the stage of full bearing. 

We do not wish to be unreasonable but after full di cnssion of the 
question we think that our request is but reasonable and will just give 
us a fair living out of the almonds, and every one should at least feel 
that they can expect to make a living out of an investment providing 
there is no "bad luck like fro t or some other thing that c011ld happen 
to an orchard any one .rear. If we get fail· price we tide owr a bad year. 

Further. if the rancher got a fair price for his almond11 he could 
afford to put all of his time in on an orchard and keep tbe same in 
good state of cultivation, but as it is now some of the growers are 
discollra~1>d and have not plowed the same as they should ancl there 
are weeas in many orchards, and they say they can not afford to 
spend the money k~ing it clean as the revenue will not permit 
spending too much time or money in the orchard. 

These thou ands and thousands o1 dollars that are sent abroad every 
year should remain right at home and build homes for Americans and 
also help this conn~ as a whole. It hould help build the little 
red schoolhouses in th.lS State and make this country a better place to 
live in. 

It costs W! from 10 to 12 cents per pound to grow almonds, and I 
assure you that th&e bas not been much money in the almond game 
for tbe grower. Thetttore we appreciate what you haye done for us 
and hope that you can make tbe Ways and Means Committee see it 
Jn the light tha1: we do; that is, that it is better to give the American 
~owcr a chance to make a tair living out of this industry. It we 
c1o not get a fair protection this industry will be forced to the wall. 

Thanking you tor any favor that you do us, we are, 
Yours very truly, 

ORLAND ALMOSD GROWEBS' AsSOCIATION, 
GllO. W. STURM, Secretary. 

SAMUBL !\!. SHORTRIOOB, 
Washington , D. O. 

Onr..urn, CALIF., Ju-ly 9, 19!1. 

DEAR. Sm: Would you please do your utmost and futht tor a taritl' 
et 5 cents on unshelled almonds and 15 cents on shellea product? 

It is absolutely necessary to have this tariff or else the American 
farmers and growers will bnve to stoop and kneel to the foreigners 

forever. The foreigner can produce these nuts and send them across 
the ocean. for less than we can even grow them. 

Last year we bad to accept 10 and 7 cents a pound for our nuts 
and it should have been three times as much. 

.As we Americans come first in the minds and hearts of our Con
gress we will 1>.xv.eet desperate fighting on your pa.rt. 

Hoping you will meet with success, I remain, 
Your friend, 

Hon. SlllUJ!IL M. SHORTRIDGW, 
Wae1'ingtcm, D. 0. 

CHARLES A. TEMPLETON. 

SAN FRANCISCO, July 9, 1921. 

MY D'mAR SlilNA.TOR : May I not at this time take the liberty of spe
cially directing your attention, as our Senator, to the paramount ques
tion, the tariff, in which the ·farmers and almond growers of Cali
fornia are so vitally interested at the present time, and upon 
this question to call your special attention to the amount of tarilf 
that should be placed upon the importation of almonds grown in 
European countries sufficient in amount to protect adequately this 
great industry built up here in California by the farmers and almond 
growers in California? The facts upon which we almond growers 
base our contention for an increase of tariff duties on almonds growu 
in foreign countries are these : · 

It requires seven years after the almond orchard has been planted 
before it comes into bearing in sufficient quantities in production of 

, nuts to commence to pay anything on the capital invested. During 
all of these seven years the cost ot plowing, disking, harr-owing, culti
vating, pruning, spraying, and taxes on the land so planted requires 
an enormous expenditure of money before any returns a.re received 
from the almond orchard. This expenditure continues every year 
thereafter, and the almond crop in California is very uncertain, and 
many years almost a total failure of a crop. The now present exces
sive freight rates to be paid in shipping the almonds to market more 
than double what it used to be. We pay here In California $3.50 per 
day to men working in the orchards, including their board, ei!!;ht hours 
per day, which ls equivalent to $5 per day, and 2~ cents per pound 
for hulling the almonds. Then they are placed on trays a.nd dried, 
and when ready for market the shrinkage brings the actual cost ot 
bulling the almonds to 4 and 5 cents per pound. Two and one-half 
cents per pound for commission to sell the almonds. In addition to 
this, the cost of sulphuring and bleaching the almonds, warehouse 
charges, hauling to market, sacks to bold tbe nuts, the heavy freight 
charges, brings the actual cost of production of each pound of almonds 
produced here in California, by the time it reaches the market, at from 
14 to 16 cents per pound. I find this to be true from actual ex
perience as an almond gro-wer in the Sacramento Valley. This comes 
very close to the estima t1>d cost made by our GoTI!rnment. which is 
16 cents per pound, and tbese statistics so made are very near correct. 
We are compelled to pay high wages and to give the laboring classes 
good accommodations, and by so doing they are thereby enabled to 
live as human bein·gs should live in this great American Republic. 
When the almonds are thus harvested they are then deliverE'd to the 
California Almond Growers' Exchange, a corporation, as sell1ng agent. 

Bearing these facts in mind, i! you will please be so kind as to do 
so, we will endeavoi· to point out to you as our Senator and repre
sentative from the State of Cali!ornia why there should be a. revision 
of the present tariff on almonds. 

And upon that question we present the following facts to you for 
your kind consideration on behalf of tbe American almond grower : 

The European countries last year shipped right into the heart of the 
American markets for almonds 45,000,000 pounds of almonds, grown 
and produced with cheap labor and with the benefit of cheap water 
transportation. These almonds came in direct competition with the 
almonds produced and grown in the State of California. witb high cost 
of labor and freight rates nearly three times as great. with the result 
that the almond growers here in California and elsewhere in the United 
States could not compete with prices for which these millions of pounds 
ot foreign almonds were sold here in American markets. The American 
markets offer a lucrative field for the foreign-grown almonds, produced 
upon cheap land with cheap labor and cheap water transportation. The 
result of this large shipment of foreign-grown almonds here into the 
American markets at such cheap prices, with cheap production and cheap 
freight rates, compl<'tely shuts out the .American almond growers, oper
ating under hfgh cost of labor, high freight rates. high rates of interest 
on the capital inve ted, high rates of taxes paid to our State and Gov
ernment to supp<>rt and maintain this great American Republic:, resulted 
in the tact that a part of tb1> 1919 crop of almonds an<l a large pa.rt of 
the 1920 crop of almo,nds remain unsold by teason of this gigantic com
petition. The merchants and consumers buy these almonds from foreign 
countries for less money than we California almond growers can lay 
them down in the American markets. The answer to thL'i question is 
not hard to find. We pay high wages, high taxes, and high freight rates 
and high operating expenses, andJ not least of all, high rates of interest 
fo.r money to ope.rate the almona industry in California. 

The farmers have labored hard to develop this great industry here in 
tbe great State of California. The State and counties have levied a 
large and heavy as essment on the real property u ed for growing 
almond . Last year the taxes on my farm in tbe Sacramento Valley
that is, upon the land ill almonds alone-was increased an- additional 
$100. . 0 The price of almonds has depreciated nearly 5 per cent; I mean the 
sellin(T price of almonds. We find that the future market for about 8() 
per cent of the almonds to be sold will be shelled almonds as against 
ahout 20 per cent of almonds to be sold in the shell. It takes 3 pounds 
of almonds in the shell to produce 1 pound of shelled almonds, a ratio 
of 3 to 1. The almond growers ot CalifQrnia have erected at Sacramento 
a -shelling plant, at a cost of about $300,000, for the purpose of pro
ducin" shelled almonds to meet the market demands. We ask you to 
bear these tacts in mind. and we hope that you will be able to reach the 
conclusion that the present tariJf on almonds, either belled or un
shelled, is wholly inadequate to protect the American almond g:rowera 
against this cheap forei~n competition. That the almond "rowers, to 
have simply a fair and Jost protection under the ta.rift', should have a 
tariff of u cents on each pound of almonds in the shell and 15 cents a 
pound on the she_lled almonds. ..·~ease remember, it takes 3 to 1. I:t 
such a tarilr is given to the American almond grower, then the compe
tition would be fair and equitable; it would in no instance of the almond 
industry be prohibitive. 

If the present tarill' as now proposed should be- fixed on the almond 
industry, then the California almond .11rowers must of necessity dig 
up their almond orchards and try somethlDg else on the land. They can 
not pay such enormous taxes on the almond lands to the Government, 
county and State; high wages, high freight rates; and excessive oper
ating expenses necessitated in growing and producing almonds. 
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It ls, I take it, a case where sufficient tariff' protection must be 

given to the almond growers here in America, and lf not given them, 
then this great industry, built up and developed here in America by 
the farmers, will be absolutely uestroyed. It means the destruction 
of an industry in which millions of dollars are invested, and which 
investment furnishes employment to tbousands of people. You klli>w 
work for the American people means happiness ; lack of employment 
and idleness means but one thing-discontentment. 

If this great indu try is destroyed. then this State, county, an.d the 
United States Government must lose thousands of dollars in taxes. as 
the almond lands are taxed far and beyond the land used for grain 
cultivation. 

I feel and know that you now stand for the protection of American 
interests in America, and I have noted with great pleasure that you 
have adhered to that strictly during your short time in the Senate 
and feel that you stand for America and for protection to America1t 
interests as a true, loyal American. 

We almond growers appeal to you now for your kind assistance as· 
our representative in the United States Senate (our Senator) in con
junction with your colleague Hon. HIRAM W. JOHNSON, to all that you 
can conscientiously and justiy do for us in securin&: sufficient protec
tion for thi great industry here in the State of California, and thereby 
save the almond-growing industry from absolute destruction to the 
&rreat loss and detriment of the !armers in the State of California. 
Your best efforts along this line are needed now in order to make the 
slogan "back to the land" a reality and not a farce. 

I trust that I have not intruded too much on ycmr valuable time 
in this matter, and if I have I beg your kind indulgence, as the matter 

' is a serious question to me and all other almond growers in California. 
Yours most sincerely-, 

W. C. CAVITT. 

SACRAMENTO VALLEY DEVELOPMGNT .ASSOCIATION, 
Baoranitnito, Calif., Julv rt, JJ!l. 

Hon. S.AM'CEI. M. SHORTBIDGE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 

D!lAR SIR: Herewlth I hand you copy of a resolution by this asso
ciation which is self- xplanatory. We are very much interested in 
this almond matter, thi.B valley being a large producer of almonds, 
with extensive areas planted and yet to come into bearing. We have 
a very vital concPrn in the matter and wm greatly appreciate any 
eiforts you may make to secure adequate ta.riff protection for the Cali
fornia almond growers. 

Yours very truly, W. A. BEARD, 
Vice President and General Manager. 

Whereas the almond industry of the State of California is seriously 
threatened by cheap almonds imported from Europe; and 

Whereas this State has a great acreage devoted to almonds, much of 
which ls recent planting and D(}t yet come into full bearing, and 
there is certain to be a rapid increase in production of this crop in 
this State within the next few years; and 

Whereas, on account of the high cost of labor and other commod1· 
ties entering into the production and preparation for market of the 
almond crop, and because of the high standard of living prevailing in 
California and other States of this Union, California almonds can not 
compete in the mar.kets with almonds imported from Spain and other 
European countries unless there be applied to such imported almonds 
rates of tariff sufficiently large to represent the difference in produc
tion costs ; a ud 

Whereas the State of Callfornla has extensive areas suited to the 
prouuction of the almond and is capable of furni hing e.ll the almonds 
required or to be required in the United States: Now, tberef?re, be it 

Resolved 01} the l::iacramento Valley Development A.ssociatio1', That 
we respectfully request and urge that the Congress of the United 
Sta tea afford protection to this important California. industry by plac
ing a duty on imported almonds of not less than 15 cents per pound 
for shelled and 5 cents per pound for unshelled; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies C!f this resolution be forwarded to California 
Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

The Don. SAMUEL SHORTRIDGE, 
Senator, Washington, D . 0.: 

From 20 years' experience han~ling almonds for growers this ~ocality 
can truthfully say the life of this industry depends on protection. A 
ratio of three to one oi shelled almonds as against unshelled is fair, 
and a minimum tariff of 5 cents per pound should be given the un
shelled. I personally know o~ sales of $.helled almonds in San Fran· 
ctsco last season tbat were made by foreign markets that were 25 
per cent below cost of production even if based on present cost of 
labor. It bas takeJl many years of care to bring these orchards to 
produdion, and the investment now depends upon prompt and fair 
llctlon. Trust tbat we will have your help in· holding this industry 
in America. 

S. A. REYNOLDS, 
Mayor, City oj 011jco. 

CHICO, CALIF., July 11!,, 1931. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTIHDOE, 

Wa.shington City, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: As one of your coDBtltnents I want to appeal to Congress 

' through you on behalf of the thousands of almond growers of Cali-

l 
fornia, who, like myself, are threatened with financial ruin il the ta.riff 
as reported by the Ways and Means Committee to Congress goes 

' through. I have 60 acres of almonds just coming into bearing this 
: year. I have spent five years of labor and all my money developing 
this orchard, and now to be knocked in the head and told b1 Congress 

1 that my line of farming is not worth the co.nsideration of Congress to 
. the extent of giving us a tariff of 5 cents on unshelled and 15 on shelled 
I almonds, which would only give us an even break with our foreign 
I competitors, is not encouraging to the farmer. The Government from 
the President down has been long an promises of relief to the farmers, 

i
and now at the first showdown we, the almond growers, get a direct 
knockout blow, which will give us the relief of the dead. I trust you 

rwill do your utmost to see that th.is crime against the almond growers 
r 1s not committed. 

Yours truly, E. ID. Fix, 
Route 1, Boll) 21!a, Cliico, -Cal1J. 

'I 

CALIFORNIA ALMO::q'D GROWERS' EXCRANGa, 
San Francisco, Calif., July 13, 19t.J.. 

In the city of Sacramento stands an establishment unlike anything 
in the world. The citizens of Sacramento may well be proud of it. 
We know you will if you see it. 

It is California Almond Growers' Exchange shelling and manu
facturing plant at the corner of Eighteenth and C Streets. We want 
you to visit it, and therefore extend to you this hrvitati1'n to call at 
the plant any day this week between 9 and 5 o'clock 01· on Sunday 
afternoon. 

This plant was built by 4,000 California almond growers after 
original plans of machinery and equipment. We mean what we say 
literally-ther-e is nothing else like it in the wo.rld. 

The 4,000 almond growers of this association built this grf'at manu
facturing plant expecting that Congress would readjust the tariff on 
almonds so that when their acreage was bearing they could have a 
part of the .American demand for almonds. As it is now, the foreign
ers of Europe have monopolized the entire market for shelled almonds 
in America ancl tbey are to-day supplying shelled almonds produced 
by pauper labor and under living conditions which we hope we shall 
never be forced to experience. 

This great plant in the city of Sacramento will remain idle and 
can not turn a wheel unless the almond growers are placed in a posi
tion where they can compete with the cheaply produced and inferior 
almond of Europe. by means of a protective taritI. The almond grow
ers' fight for protection Is vital to Sacramento and to you. 

See for yourself the plans that have been made for shelling almonds 
and for the manufacture of products from shelled almonds. If a 
protective tariff is granted, the growers will install additional machin
ery, and Sacramento will become the world's most famous almond 
center. 

Visit us and see what we have in your city. Then you will fight 
with us for American markets for American farmers. 

Yours very truly, 
T. c. TUCKJnR, Manager. 

CHICO, CALIF., July 18, 1921. 
Jion. SAMUEL M. SHORTUIDGl!I, 

Senate Office Building, Wa.sJt,ingto-n, D. 0.: 
Go ahead, Saro, do your best. I have 150 acres of 8-year old 

almonds. and if you don't get a decent tarttI on them, out they come ; 
hundrerls of others in tb.e same boat. 

Yours truly, 
H. C. COMPTON, 

CHICAGO, ILL., JuZ11 .U, 19!L 
Hon. SA fUEL U. SHORTRIDGlll, 

Senate Office Bttilding, Washington, D. C.: 
I earnestly ask your unending support of a tariff of 5 cents on un

shelled and particularly 15 cents on shelled almonds as the means of 
keeping the American almond grower alive, instead of foreign cheap 
labor. On adequate protection for the shelled product rests the life of 
the industry. 

Senator SAMUEL SHOR:i'RIDGE, 
Washington, D. C. 

M. S. SCOVILL. 

AUBURN, CALIF., July 1a, 19!1.. 

DEA.Il SIB : As. nn almond grower among hundreds of similarly 
minded :ilmoud growers of California.. I wish to sav that present Con
gress must enact 15-cent taritl' on shelled and 5-cent tariff on un
shelled almonds or the industry is practically doomed in tbis State. 

Personally, I am about ready to pull up my trees unless something 
o.f real value is done soon. 1 have sto.od a loss each year since my 
trees came into bearing. 

Very truly you,s, 

II on. SA:u GEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Washington, D. 0. 

E. W. LocHER. 

IlU'rl'EVIEW FARM, 
Yuba City, Calif., July 1a, 19Z1. 

DEAR Sm: What did Spain ever do for the United States of America? 
What did Spain do for the Allies? What did Spain do for the Maine t 
"Why feed Spanish almonds to the American people? Why not give 
California almond growers a chance to live right? We pay living 
wages and do not work 14 to 16 hOl'l'S a dav in the fields. Give us a 
15-cent taritl' on shelled almonds and we will live and let Jive. Refus& 
and we can not exist. 

The consumer pays the same for California almonds as tbose grown 
elsewhf're. The middleman poc1:ets the dift'eren~e. 

Yours truly, for :rigl.lt and justice to all, 
CHAS. L. WILBUR, 

Member Farm Bureau and Deputy Bhenn, Sutter Oounty. 

THE CI'l'IZENS NATIONAL BANK Oll' Los ANGElLJhS, 
Los Angeles, CaU,f., .H.ily 11, 1921. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDOB, 
United States Senate, Washington., D. 0. 

Srn : We desire to urge your consideration of proper tariff upon 
almonds, both shelled and not shelled. It · is our understanding that 
the shelled almond business requires more rrotection on account ot 
foreign competition, and also due to the fac that 80 per cent of the 
almonds consumed are shelled almonds. 

Please give the industry every consideration possible, and oblige, 
Very truly yours, 

A. J. WATEllS, Preside11.t. 

Los ANGELES, Julv 11, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUEL SHORTRIDGE, 

United States Senat01-, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR: Am writing you regardi.D.g the almond industry, which 

ls very seriously threatened by lack of tariff protection. Unless the 
almond industry receives proper co.nsideration this American industry 
will be ruined. 

The Ways and Means Committee recommended a tart1f of 4 cents 
per pound on almonds not shelled and 8 cents per poi::nd on sh1!lled. 
almonds. The California almond growers have petiticmed Congres.a 
for a tari.tf of 5 cents per pound on unshelled and 15 cents per pound 

"' . 

1 

• 
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on shelled almonds. This differential between shelled and unshelled is 
in proportion with the tariff on almonds in the shell, as it takes about 
3 pounds of unshelled to make 1 pound shelled almonds, and unless 
protection is granted California can not compete with Europe. 

The interests of the American almond industry appeal to you for your 
earnest b.elp. 

With assurance of our very high regard, we are, 
Yours truly, 

Hon. SA WEL M. SHORTRIDGE. 

SIMON LEVI Co., 
J. B. JACOBS, President. 

SIMON, MINERAL COUNTY, NEV., 
July 11, 1921. 

DI<lA.R Sm : :E:or the past 15 years I have been livin~ close and putting 
all my savings in an almond orchard situated in Citrus Heights addi
tion, near Fairoaks, Calif. I have an orchard of 30 acres almond trees 
comin~ 6 years old. 

I still owe $4,000 on my property. Mr. J. J. Stenulf cares for my 
orchard, and I pay him $44 a month. My sixty-fourth birthday is near · 
at hand and my wife is 10 years younger. 

I do bope you will do all yon can to "'et us a tarift: of 5 cents on 
unshelled almond and 15 cents on shelled almonds, so we will be able 
to soon get to California to live. I have all my money at stake, and 
unless we have a protective tariff California almond industry will 
suffer. 

Very truly yours, 
c. H. LA.SK.AMP. 

COLUSA COUNTY CHAMBER OF COMMERCEl, 
Oolusn, Calif., July 1.4, .1921. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE! 
Washington, D. C. 

HONORABLE Srn: Your telegram in reference to the tarifl' on imported 
almonds received. 

I want you to accept the sincere thanks not only of this county 
chamber but of the entire populace of the county for your prompt 
reply and your untiring efforts in our behalf. 

The almond industry, especially in and around the Arbuckle district, 
is one of our important industries and with proper tariff protection 
will grow to an immense magnitude. 

The benefit the consumer derives from foreign cotllpetition of this 
kind is only very short lived, for the reason that as soon as our own 
Industry has been cliectually throttled by the underselling of our 
product by the foreign product, just that soon will the price of the 
foreign product advance, and the consumer will be compelled to pay in 
most cases . a higher price than our product could have been sold for 
had our industry been allowed to exist. In addition to this, the thou
sands of American citizens that were emp!oyed in this industry have 
had their means of livelihood taken away from them in favor of the 
fo1·eigne1·, with whose standard of living our American citizens can not 
and should not be asked to compete. 

Thanking you again in behalf of all good .American citizens, I am, 
Respectfully yours, 

W. 0. HYRUP. 
N. B.-Inclosed please find copy of resolution as mentioned in the 

telegram. 
Whereas the almond industry represents an im·estment of $4,000,000 

in the county of Colusa, and cove1·ing approximately 11,000 acres. and 
$50,000,000, covering approximately 100,000 acres in the entire State; 
and 

Whereas the industry is increasing. and "ill continue to increase if 
given the proper tariff protection ; and 

Wllereas the entire consumption of almonds in the United States of 
Anwrica can now be supplied by the State of California; and 

Whereas about 80 per cent of the almonds consumed in the United 
States of America are shelled almonds ; and 

Whereas it requires 3 pounds of unshelled almonds to make 1 pound 
of shelled almonds ; and 

Whereas California has not been able in the past to share in any of 
the shelleO.-almond business on account of the inadequate tariff on 
imported shelled almonds ; and 

Whereas the entire almond industry in the State of California. repre-
1<enting an investment of $50,000,000, is threatened with ruin and 
destruction unless an adequate tarilf is placed on imported almonds, 
both shelled and unshelled; and 

Whereas the destruction of this industry will cause a tremendous loss 
and work great hardship on the great number of {>eople now employed 
in the cultivation, harvesting, handling, and packmg of this product: 
Tbe1·efore be it 

Resolved, That this Colusa County Chamber of Commerce go on 
record as demanding and praying that the present Congress of the 
United States of America enact prop~r. tariff. la~:-; ~overning almonds, 
both shelled and unshelled, thereby givmg this rndustr·y the necessary 
protection so vital to its existence, and, furthermore, that the tariff so 
placFll be 5 cents on unshelled almonds and 15 cents on shelled almonds 
per pound. 

COLUSA COUNTY CHAMilER OF COMMERCE, 
Per W. 0. IlYRCP, Secretai·y-Manager. 

COLCSA, CALIF., July 9, 19U. 

Lom, CALIF., August :t, 1921. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 
As '?resident San Joaquin County Almond Growers' Association, rep

resentrng ovei: 600 of 4,000 California almond growers, I expl'ess the 
pleasure and renewed courage we have, knowing you have stripped for 
a fight to a finish in our behalf for 5 and 15 cent tariff on almonds. 
As an ex-service man, who when over 50 years old left wife to care for 
orchard, joined our Navy as lieutenant engineer, and helped preserve 
tho e very peasants whose cheap labor in producing almonds now 
threatens our very existence as almond growers, I appeal to you In 
interest of ex-service men, California almond growers, to preserve their 
right as Americans to earn living in accordance with American condi
tions. Tariff of 5 cents on unshelled, 15 cents on shelled almonds is the 
lowest on which we can stay on our orchards. We know you as a 
fighter in a just cause. This gives us great encouragement in our fight 
against speculators and middlemen who are trying to swamp California 
orchards. 

Lieut. A. R. STEPHllN. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
ANTELOPE, CALIF., AugU8t If, 1921. 

Senator f1·om California, Washington, D. C., U. 8. A. 
DEAR Sm : In regard to the almond situation I would like to present 

my own case-: 
After teaching school for 20 years, I managed to save enough money 

to buy 10 acres of land in Antelope, a favored almond spot about 14 
miles north of Sacramento. 

1''riends of miBe, with whom I had boarded while teaching in the 
country planted my trees for me and cared !or them till I married. I 
was fortunate enough to have honest friends, good soil, and good trees, 
which have made me a fine orchard, of which I am, as you can under
stand, very proud. It almost took my life's blood to save the money 
to get it. A one-time pupil of mine asked me how I ever did it, and I 
told her the exact truth when I answered: " By giving up nearly 
everything in the world that I ever wanted." 

Now, that those trees could repay me in part for my sacrifice, I feel 
sure that -if our own lawmakers, elected by us, the people, could under 
stand the situation they would give us the 5-cent tarltt on unshelled 
and tlle 15-cent tariff on shelled nuts, which will keep my orchard 
from becoming worthless. I am only one of many. People who have 
small plaC'es are struggling hard to live. Why, it you kill the industry, 
think o! the d espair and discouragement! 

My husband 's family are also interested in. almonds; in fact, it is 
the only crop we have. What are we going to do this year? In one 
week the barvest begins. l'.1y husband, who is 60 years old

1 
will work 

with the men, and I shall do the cooking. All we can nope to do 
under present conditions is to pole only the trees that are loaded with 
nuts and let the others "'O ; and if we can come out even, after paying 
taxes, plowing. and cultivation, p,runing, und the men's !ood bill and 
wages, we shall be doing well. The wages will count up too high to 
pole any bot the fullest trees. Is not that an awful predicament? How 
about it for an encouragement to the young to go back to the soil? 
Hoping and believing we shall get justice, 

Since1·ely, 
ELIZABETH WI~N GLAD:'."EY. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. My friends on the other side will now 
realize why I suggested that this testimony was cumulative, 
but I justify myself in offering it because I want the decision. 
to rest upon facts established. The distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts concedes protection. Our difference would seem 
to be as to rates; wherefore, as I Yentured to say the other day, 
I hoped to convince him that conditions were as we claimed, 
and that the rates we ask are the necessary rates. It is for 
that purpose that I am attempting here to establish without 
controversy the facts involved. 

I have here quite a number of communications from other 
organizations in California-clearing houses, boards of trade, 
associations of farmers, and so forth. I wi h to call particular 
attention to an editorial which appeared in the San Franci. co 
Chronicle, a great newspaper, a great protective-tariff news
paper, owne<"l and published by Hon. M. H. de Young. Mr. John 
P. Young, author of works on political economy, was managing 
editor of that great paper for many years, and I think it is 
largely due to the advocacy of protection by the San Franrisco 
Chr0nicle that California is a thorough protective-tariff State. 
I ask that this editorial be incorporated in the RECORD. 

There being no ohjection. the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows : 
THI!! DUTY ON ALMOXDS-5 CENTS A POUND AND 15 CENTS ON SHELLllD 

IS ACTUALLY NEEDED. 
In the tarift: bill as passed by the House of Representntives the duty 

on almor.ds stands at 4 cents a pound on the natural nuts and 12 
cents a pound on tb.e shelled product. It requires 3 pounds of the 
natural nut to get 1 pound of shelled almonds. 

The shelled product is the main product. There is a rather lively 
sale of the unshelled almonds at the holiday season, but 90 per cent 
of the crop is shelled and sold to the confectionery and other trades 
using them. 

The principal trade being in shelled almonds, that Is the principal 
duty to be considered, and 12 cents a pound is not a sufficient duty. 

At the present time there a1·e very large stocks of imported shelled 
almonds, which have been rush ed in under the advantage of the present 
exchange rates and which are offered at rates which are ruin-0us to 
California growers, who have an actual Investment of between $60,-
000,000 and $70,000.000 in orchards and plants for carrying on this 
industry. Tbe almond growers have a strong association, excellently 
managed, which never speculates with its members' crops. It always 
sets reasonable prices acceptable to the trade and moves its crop 
promptly. 

But as · conditions are now it can not compete with tbP combination 
of importers who bring over the cheap products bought with money of 
tritlin~ value at home, which they sell at gold value in this country 
and get rich. 

Our alm<>nd growers neefl and must have a duty of 5 cents on un
shelled almonds and 15 cents on the shelled product. 

Mr SHORTIDGE. I have here an editorial which appeared 
in another great California newspaper, the San Francisco Ex
aminer. It is entitled "Almond men need tariff" and sets 
forth the conditions prevailing in California. I also have an 
editorial from the San Francisco Call and Post, a very exten
sively circulated evening newspaper, the editorial being upon 
the same snbjert and corroborating and fortifying what I have 
\entured to state and what all these various telegrams have 
made known to us. I ask that they may be printed in the 
RECORD without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection it is so 
ordered. 
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The editO'rials referred to are as follows: 
[From the San Francisco Examiner]. 

ALMOND MEN NEED TARIFF. 
California almond growers are in danger, their orchards menaced 

by a sinister and ~reedy force that would destroy a State industry 
with an investment of $50,000,000. A blight, as destructive- to the 
welfare of the 100,000 acres of almond gl'Oves a.s would be an insect 
pe~ is facing the California almond men in Washington. 

·.rue situation is this : 
The Fordne-y tarur bill, now beforn the United States Senate, sets 

an impost of 4 cents a pound on unshelled almonds and of 12 cents 
a pound on shelled almonds. 

Under California farming conditions such a taritr does not protect 
the almond crop of this State against foreign-I?rown almonds, which 
come chiefly from Spain into the eastern market. A taritr of 5 cents 
a pound on unshelled and 15 cents a pound on shelled almonds is es-
sential to save the California growers.. Anythmg less-that is, the 
proposed Fordney ta~ of 4 and 12 cents--is below the margin of 
protection for these orchardi t . 

The California Senators, JOHNS~ and SH<lRTRIDGFJ, are prepared to 
put up their strongest fight to give the California growers tile pro
tection whieh is es.se_ntial. Combating them is the rich lobby of east
ern speculators and their allied interests who are determined the Cali
fornia growers shall be helpless -before the importat ions from abroad. 
A great fund is said to have been raised by these speculators to defeat 
California's growers. 

The proposed and es errtial duty of 5 and 15 cen1:s a pound on 
almonds does- no't mean that California almond growers will be able 
to monop-0lize the American m..a.rket. Experience can dispute that 
c-Iaim. But it mean that California grower , after having paid the 
high .farm wages current l.n this Staie and the freight rates from 
CaJifornia to the eas tern markets will be able to put their product 
on t h eastern markets on a. p:uity with the imported nut. 

The tarilis of 5 and 15 cents a pound i..mply represent the· difference 
in the standard of living between California and south European 
farml.ng communities. 

California interests, California citizens, must support Senator JOHN
SON aJ?d S~ator SHORTRIDGE in the fight they are making to save the 
California almond orcba.rds. 

The speculators' lobby may be large and i::esourceful an!1 ri~b,. but 
it can not have the power behind :Lt that California can wield if it is 
united. 

California industries, particularly the farming groups, know they 
Dl'lls t stand togeth.er against any inYa~on of their property. They 
mu m unite behind th almond growers in this fight to save the orch:trds. 

The California Senators must be able to show this is not a fight 
of one group of orchardists , but a State movement to protect a de
veloping industry, to maintain American llving . conditions in the 
orchards, and to give these California growers a chance to improve 
thek product1 to the end of making the almond cheaper and more 
common for tne American consumer. 

The tariff will n.ot raise the price of almonds in America. It will 
take the market out of the hands of speculators who consider only 
manipulation that will b.:rlng them the most profit. 

[From the San Franciico Call and Post.] 
S.6.Vll THE ALMO~D INDUSTRY. 

The House of Representatives seemed to think that when the Califor
nia almond growers requested a tariff of 5 cents a. pound on unshelled 
almonds and 15 cents a pound on the shelled they didn't mean what 
they said. They acted as if they thought California was hagglfug for a 
profit-asking fo"r a high tariff in the expectation of receiving a slightly 
lower one. . 

But that isn't the case. The California almond Industry depends abs-o
lutely for its existence on the tariff that the growers request. They asked 
for a 5-15 tart1f because they had to haYe it to save them from the eheap
labor, cheap-transportation competition of European almond growers. 
And without that tariff they will lose tbe battle and California will 
lose- an industry in which $65,000,000 is invested. 

The old tartn: on almond was 4 cents on the unshelled and 8 cents on 
the !Jelled. The House of Representatlves am-ended the blll to raise the 
tariff on the shelled from 8 to 12 cen ts , but left the tari.fr on the un
shelled mrchanged. It pa.id no a1:tention to California's pleading tor 
tariffs of 5 and 15 cents. 

But California must have this protective tiuitr. Three thousand tons 
of almonds from the 1919 and 1920 crops are s till unsold, and one of the 
heaviest crops in history is now ripening. It there is no protection from 
the annual flood of European almonds and if the Senate does not ame1!d 
the bill properly, 100,000 California acres will be ironically unproductive. 

Mr. T. C. Tucker, representative of the Cal1forn1ll almond growers, 
wires from Washington that a tremendous combination of important 
speccrlators and allied interests are lobbying against Callfornid.'s inter
el>t in behalf of European growers. If they succeed a California in.dus
try goes- into bankruptcy. California must have that tarilf. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have certain individual letters, some 
brief, some a little elaborate, but all coming from men or women 
actively engaged in this languishing and threatened industry. 
They are respectful in tone, they are earnest, and many of them 
are tearful. I ask that they may appear in the RECORD also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The letters ref erred to are as follows : 
BA.NNING, CA..LIII'., August 4, 19/U, 

Senatar SAMUEE. M. SHORTRIDGE, 
WaaMngton,, D. 0. 

DEAR S"EN.A.TOlt: We have elected you to the Se!\ate to secUTe for us 
a tariff which would be a pr-0tective tarllf in every sense and form. 
Please do n:ot dlsappo1nt us. D-0 not allow anything less than 5 

I and 15 cents on almonds to pass. We should haTe 7 and 21 cents 
to stuJ> the stnmp puller, which has alri,ady started In Banning 
almonds and to ma.ke aJm.onds pay somewhere near what <Jtber :fruits 

• aTe paYfug tn this loealtty. Very few, it any, people have their har· 
1 Testing e:x:p.enses paid out of last year's crop. Please do not stand tor 

the importers ln New York State to ruln the resources of California. 
I rema.in, 

Yours truly, L. w. WILLMAN. 

' 

$4.CRA.HENTO, CALIF., A.ugust 2, 19!1. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTllIDGE, 

. Washington, D. 0. 
M:r DEAR SENA.TOR: The members of the Senate Finance Committee 

hold the salvation of the almond growers of America in their hands, 
and as one of the 4,000' growers of Calitornia I want to appeal to you 
to assls.t in securing adequate tarur protection. 

I urge that you use e-nry e.ft'ort in your power to the end tha.t a 
5-cent-a.-pou.nd tatlff be placed on unshelled almonds and 15 cents a. 
pound on shelled almonds. This r~presents the minimum under which 
the almond growers can compete- with the growers of the Mediterranean 
States. The unbalanced competition which exists to-day has made it 
impossible for the entire amount of the 1920 crop to be marketed, 
whlle there is also some of the 1919 product remaining unsold in the 
California warehouses. The situation is critical, and unless the 
growers receive immedill.te protection to the end that they may be able 
to market the crop which is now in the warehouses the $50.000,000 
investment in orchards in CalU'onrla w1Il have to be abandoned. 

.A.gain I appeal to yon to use your utmost etiorts to have the 5 and 
15 cent rate made a pad of the taritf mewmre which ls now before the 
committee. 

Yours very truly, JOHN DONA.HUE. 

FA.IR OAKS,. CALIF., A.ugusf 1, 19~1. 
Ilon. SAMUBL M. SHORTlUDGll,. 

Capitol BuiCd.ing, Washington, D. O. 
MY D:g,ui SENATOR : As one of the 4,000 almond growers of California, 

I f.eel that the members of the Senate Finance Committee hold the last 
hope for saving the California almond industry by adequate tartif pro
tection. 

Knowing that every Californian will appreciate it, I am asking you to 
use your utmost in.1luence to get a.t least a 5-cent tarifl' on unsltelled 
almonds and a 15-c-ent tariff on shelled almonds, which represents tll~ 
minimum under- which we can operate and live. We could not sell all 
of our crop of 1919 and have yet unsold approximately 10 f.er c~t, 
and of the cro-p of 1920 we have on hand nearly 40 per cen. , having 
received only 10 cents per pound for 3--0 per cent of the 1920 crop and 
7 cents per pound on the balance, which does not pay for harvesting 
to~day, to say nothing of other costs of production. fair 

I am, like vourself, all tor Am.erica, and ask nothing beyond a 
return for my efforts. It Is my opinion that the California alm-ond 
g:N>wer can not continue under present conditions. 

Respectfully you.rs, 
HARRY DEW11Y. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., August !, 19!1. 
United States Se-nator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGB, 

Washington.. D. 0.: 
We have almond orchard of 208- acres in Merced County, Call! .. and 

unless a tariff of 5 cents per pound on unshelled and 15 cents on 
shelled it will be i.mpo ible to compet~ with imported pi:odu.ct with 
labor at 50 cents per day. We can't more than break even .with cost 
of land. plus high-f:rked labor for intensive cultivation, spray11;1g. prun
i:ug, irrigation.. ga. hE'ring, marketing, and taxes are not tlgurmg. In
terest on the investment and the upke"p alone amoll.llts to $5,500 per 
year. Have to operate two tractors, which requires eft!ctex:t mechamcs. 
Can't continue this outlay, and must ask you to conscientiously recom
mend this protect!Qn.. Thank you. 

~. & W. C. SHULL. 

GRIDLEY, CALIF., A.ugu~t 1, 1921. 
Senator SAMUEL SHORTRIDGE, 

Se-nate onr,ce Building, Washington, D. O.: 
You ttre doing a. noble work for us almond growers, and I am sure 

you will continue to let me impress on you that we must have 5 and 15 
cent tuiff to continue, as we only received 10 cents for .our almonds 
last year. Your effort before the Finance Committee will be appre
ciated. 

W. E. SIMPSON. 

Hon. SA:umcr,• M. SHOBTRIDG!l. 
SAN FRA-'<CISCO, CALIP., July 30, 19!1. 

Senate Offf,ce Building, Washington, D. 0.: 
Have been selling California almonds in the shell in the San Fran

cisco market for the past 12 years. Have been urging growers to shell 
almond since demand is mostly for shelled almonds. Growers gave 
me opportunity this year to sell few shelled almonds, and I found that 
the price on imported article was depressed to such an extent that 
shelled almonds would have to be sold here aPJ>roximately at value of 
eertain grades of almonds in the shell. and tha.t California growers 
could not shell tn face of this competition. Shelled almonds were 
brought into San Francisco this year and sold at extremely low prices. 
Understand that many of interior imported shelled almonds were mixed 
with the higher grades of California, and this mixture sold to trade. 
I am absolutely convinced as a broker in almonds that the future of 
industry in America depends wholly upon proper ~o~~~v-Gotz"~~a. 

Hon. SAMUJi!L M. SHORTRIDGE, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA.LR'., July !1, 19!1. 

Senate Otnc-e Building, Wa.!Mnoto-n, D. 0.: 
Californi.a almond industry earnestly appeal's to you for much-needed 

assistance. House tariff ratio 3 to 1. Rec-0mmended base of 4 
cents too low ; 5-15 minimum duty that should be c&nsidered. Un.'1er
wood tariff putting us down and out, and Is a losing game for our 
G-Overnment. Present contest actually between importers .of pauper
labor products and California producers. 

GEO-. W, Pnmcm, W OaUf omia Street. 

Los ANGEL»S, CALrl!'., July f6, m1. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SaO'RTRIDGJI, 

Was11i'ingtun, D. 0.: 
In tbe interest o! the American almond industry we 'Seriously urge 

you to' use all your influence to get a tariff rate which will fully pro
tect this industry. It is of vitaI importance that we get a 5~ent 
duty on almonds tn the shell and 15 cents on shelled almonds. 

RTV'ERS B'R"OS. co. (INC.). 
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SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., July !5, 1!J!Z1. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRJDGJI!, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
In. view of the fact that despite the return of last year's almond 

crop failing to realize cost of harvest, there still remains unsold some 
3,000 tons of 1919 and 1920 almond crops. It seems imperative, in order 
to save this important industry of California, that the 5 and 15 cents 
a pound duties on unsbelied and shelled almonds should prevail. You 
will render California an invaluable service i! you can secure these 
protective tariffs through and with the aid of the Senate committee. 
I bespeak for such efforts your usual earnest activity and your infiu
ential aid in this grave situation, affecting as it does the welfare of 
the State and the economic life of thousands of its farm producers. 

RA.rulIS WEINSTOCK. 

Hon. SAMUEL M:. SHOllTRIDGE, 
NEWCASTLJD, 0ALIF., July 25, 1!J21. 

United States Senator, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: I am addressing you on behali of the almond industry in 

California. The past thrt>e years, the average annual production of 
almonds in California totaled a Taluation of approximately $3,500.000 
to $4,000,000. On account of the heavy importation of the foreign 
shelled almon<l in the pai:;t year the present values of the California 
product have been depreciated approximately 40 to 50 per cent. 

With 3.000 tons of last lear's crep unsold in the warehouses, the 
probability is that this years increased tonnage of the California prod
uct wllI be marketed at a total income of less than one-half of the 
past three years' income from this product:-&. basis ef valuation that 
not alone seriously jeopardize the producer but eventually means bank
ruptcy. 

The almond-growing in<'lustry ln California is in its infancy. The 
number of trees planterl the past five years is three times the number 
of almond trees that five years ago were in orchard. In one district 
alone. in San Lui"! Obispo County, there were more nonbearlng almond 
trees planted within the last four years than the entire bearing acreage 
of the State preceding that period. 

In the almond·growing dlAtt·icts of such <'ounties as San Luis Obispo, 
Monterey, some of the southern connties, both the west and east side 
bench lan<'ls of the Sacramento, and San Joaquin Valleys there are many 
t i>n s of thousands of a<'res of land adapted to the production of almonds 
that can not be equally profitably employed in the production of any 
othN· crop. 

This industry having avera~ed an income to the State, In its infancy, 
of appro:.dmatrly $4.000.000 annually, which, with the trees now 
pfantf>d. will wt thin the next five - years be increasPd threefold, with 
unlimited potential p ossibilities for future development, to a rtegree 
that will enable Califor nia to supply the entire United States with this 
i;pl<>ndid nut foort-thls indnRtry ls now being seriously injure<l by the 
importati<m of forei,!!Il sl1ellf>d nlmonds, grown under present European 
conditions and standards of life, and, under the proposed ~-cent rate 
fflr unsbellerl almonds and 12-cent rate for shelled almonds, will not be 
adi>ouately protected. 

This .Jn<'luRtry in the ore~ent situation is serlo11sly jeopardize<l ; yet, 
under a protective tariff of 15 cents for shelle<l and 5 cents for un
sht>lled almonds, sutHclent to offset the difference hetwepn European 
standards of life ~nrl lahor and .American. with this adequate protection, 
thiA industry can be made to grow a.nd prosper to a degree that will not 
afonP bP lln asset to the i:::tate but to the Nation. 

The demand for a ta rift' of 15 cents on the f:hPlled and 5 cents on the 
unshelled nut on the part of the almond industry ls conservative and 
absolutely necPssary to its continuPrt life and growth, and to that 
extent, as a. fruit grower, fruit shipper, and nurseryman, and one 
largely fotPreqted in the horticultural intP.rests of the State, I bespeak 
your hParty supnort of this contention of the industry. 

Very truly yours, 
J.E. BllRGTHOLDT. 

Hon. f:IAMTTEL SHORTRIDGJil, 
CHICAGO, July 24, 1!J21. 

United States Senator, Washington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: I am endeavoring through thls communication to 

approach you on the subject of the duty on imported almonds, par
ticularly the shelled ones. 

You may remember me and you may not. I performed on the ball 
fielill'l of C'iilifornia for a great many yPars in the late eighties and 
early nineties and I mak1- my home during the winter in Oakland 
Many a day in the days gone by I have parked with your brother at 
the lunch t:i.ble and listened to his vocabulary, which you no doubt 
know was quite extensive. 

For the paRt threP. years I have been coming East earnin~ my living 
here, and the money that I hnve been ahle to get ahead I have been 
putting Into 240 acreR of almond lnnd. Now, when that land is about 
to give me its first production. which wrn be very sUght, It is no more 
than natural for me to look for protection from you and other repre
sentatives of f'fllifornia in our Halls at Washington. 

From the inform:ltion that I picked up last winter during my stay 
in Oakland and what I have lE-arned during the summer out Iiere it 
seems as if It is absolutely imperative that we sqoulrt be prote1·ted 
with a 15-ci>nt duty on RhellPd almonds comin~ from the cheap labor 
centers of Europe. Most Hkely you have been approached by men a 
grPat d<>al hi!!hPr advanced in financial technic of what is necessary 
for the protection of the California almond growers, but I thought that 
it would not be of any harm for me to 11.dd my mite to the others, who, 
like myself, are interested in the development of Ci:tlifornla. 

Thanking you vPry kindly for any attention that you ml,e-ht show 
thls communication, and maybe some day I might run across you on 
the shorf>s of the go1deu State, I beg to remain, as ever, 

· Sincerely yours, 
w. L. O'N»ILL. 

MERCHANTS' NATIONAL BANK OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
San Francisco, July tB, 1921. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
SenatOf' fro1n Califontia, Washitigton. D. 0. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: I have -pleasure in acknowledging your Jetter of 
the 14th instant. and note with satisfaction that you will otl'er and 
i;upport an amendment to the ta.rill' bill giving 5 and 15 cents, respec
tively, on unshellf>d and shelled almonds. 

This is most encouraging news and will be thoroughly appreciated 
by the large army of almond growers in this State. Our delegation in 

Congress from this State has cooperated most heartily in this matter, 
and we feel a full sense of gra tltude to them. 

Faithfully yours, 
w. T. SUMMERS, President. 

Los ANG»LES, CALIF., July fl, 19e1. 
Senator SHIUEL M. SHORTRIDGJD, 

Stmate Office Building, Washington, D. 0.: 
Mr llfe's savings invested In almond orchard. Last year and part of 

preV1ous crops still unsold. Imperative we have tarltI of 5 cents on 
unshelled and 15 on shelled almonds to save us from utter ruin. Low
est possible rate under which we can exist. Use every effort to ha.Te 
the above tariff passed ; also do all you can for walnut growers. 

J.E. PETZ. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., July fl1, 1fJU. 
Hon. SAMUVL SHORTRIDGll, 

United States Senate, Wa8Mngton, D. 0.: 
Almon<_). industry of California seriously threatened unless relief is 

forthcoming. Strongly urge your good offices in supporting the almond 
men in the increased tari1f asked. 

TOM A. NERNEY, 
· San Francisco. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., July 20, 19!1. 
To the honorable the SEN.A.TOR FROM CALIFORNIA, 

Washington, D. 0. 
Sm: As an owner of an almond orchard in the State of California I 

would respectfully request that you use your utmost influence in be
half of the almond industry of the State toward the passage of 11 bill 
which will give the protection requested by the California almond 
growers and necessary to save the said industry; namely, a tariff of 15 
cents a pound on shelled and 5 cents per pound on unshelled nuts. 

Although not financially interested, I would also urge proper protec
tion for the walnut industry. 

Thanking you for your efforts, 
Yours respectfully, C. P. OPPERMAN, 

Post Otflce Bo:. No. 978. 

Los ANG»LES, CALIF., July fO, 1921. 
Mr. SAMUEL 1\1. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Office Buildi11g, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR : Being interested in almond growing In California, would 

like to see y.ou give the bill for 5 and 15 cents taritI on almonds due 
consideration. 

Yours truly, 
MAT'.!.\ POLL, 

415 South Gates Street, Los A11ueles, OaUf. 

SACRAMENTO, CALIF., July flO, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

United States Sena.tor, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR: The people of this district are very vitally interested 

iD a tariff of at least l'.i cents on unshelled almonds and at least 15 
cents on shelled almonds, and would greatly appreciate every efl'ort you 
can make to secure a taritI to this etiect. 

Very truly yours, 
ROBERT .A. WARING. 

THE CARMICHAEL CO., 
Sacrarnento, Calif., July 18, l9U. 

The Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
United Sta,tes Senator, Washington, D. 0. 

HONORABLll: SIR : I am the owner of 100 acres of almonds, and it is 
important first to myself and secondly to the other hundreds of 
almond owners in California, practically the only place in the United 
States that almonds can be successfully grown, to have a tariJI of at 
least 5 cents on unshelled almonds and 15 cents on shelled almonds. 

Without thiR we can not compete with our eastern competitors; and 
I earnest![ ask, not alone for myself but the other farmers in our 
State, tha you give this matter your attention to see that we have the 
protection we are entitled to. 

Thanking you, I am · 
Respectfully yours, R. J. MORRISSEY. 

SACRAMENTO, CALIF., July 1.4, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

United States Senate, lVa..<ihington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR : In the behalf of an industry in which our State, as 

you well know, is greatly interested, we respectfully ask that you use 
your best efforts toward havin&" the tariff on almonds increased to 5 and 
15 cents per pound, respective1y. 

The differential between the shelled and unshelled nut as fixed by 
the Ways and Means Committee is not great enough, figuring on the 
result after the nut is taken from the shell. A ratio of at least 3 to 1 
should be the basis to work upon in naming the duty. 

Your cooperation will be very much appreciated and remembered by, 
Yours respectfully, 

ENNIS-BROWN Co. 

SAN FRANCISCO, July 14, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Washington, D. 0. 
HONORABLE Sm: We would like to call your attention to the fact 

that California needs protection in the almond industry. There is prob· 
ably over $50,000,000 invested in this industry, and it is quite neces
sary at this time rt> have a protective tariff on almonds. 

It is recommended that a tariff of 5 cents per pound on not shelled 
almonds and 15 cents per pound on shelled almonds be put into effect. 
We believe it is justifiable to increase the tariff three times as much 
on shelled almonds, as they are being largely imported. 

l 
We sincerely trust that you will give this matter your due consid

eration, and we assure you that your efforts will certainly be appreci
ated. 

Yours ve.ry truly, JACOBS, MALCOLM & BURTT, 
. A. P. JACOBS. 
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BUFFALO, N. Y., July 14, 19~1. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE. 
DEAR SIR: I take this liberty of writing to you in regard to that 

section of the Fordney tariff bill pertaining to the almond industry of 
this country. I therefore ask that you do all within your power to 
have a fair a.nd just tariff placed upon shelled and unshelled almonds, 
so that the grower may receive a just and fair return upon their 
investment and labor, so that the American grower can live and raise 
their families as true and 101a1 Americans should live and be educated. 

I earnestly believe that m order to save the almond industry of 
California that there should be a tal"iff of 5 cents a pound on unshelled 
and 15 cents a pound on shelled almonds, which would not in any 
way place an additional cost per pound to the consumer. 

Hoping thnt you will do all within your power to have this just 
and reasonable tariff placed upon imported almonds, and thanking you 
for the same, 

I remain, yours, R. J. MILLS, 
!15 Riley Street, Butralo, N. Y. 

WINTERS, CALIF., Ju"ly 13, 1~L 
SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Office Building, Washing'!on, D. 0.: 
Ask your best consideration increase tariff shelled almonds. 

desperate. 
Growers 

E. c. SNAVJJLY. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., July 18, 19!1. 

Senate. Office Building, Washington., D. 0.: 
Have been selling California almonds in the shell in the San Fran

cisco market for the past 12 years. Have been urging growers to 
shell almonds, since demand is mostly for shelled almonds. Growers 
gave me opportunity this year to sell few shelled almonds, and I 
found that the pt·ice on imported article was depressed to such an 
extent that shelled almonds would have to be sold here approximately 
at value of certain grades of almonds in the shell, and that California 
growers could not shell in face of this competition. Shelled almonds 
from Europe were brought into San Francisco this year and sold at 
extremely low prices. Understand that many of inferior imported 
shelled almonds were mixed with the higher grades of California and 
this mixture sold to trade. I am absolutely convinced as a broker in
almonds that the future of industry in America depends wholly upon 
proper protective tariff. 

WM. G. GOLDBEBG. 

MARSHUTZ OPTICAL Co., 
Los Angeles, July 12, 1921. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
United States t::lenator, Sena,te Offece Building, 

Washington, D. 0. 
HONORABLE SIR : I am interested in the almond industry of California. 

I have about $25,000 invested in an orchard near Paso Robles. Owing 
to the strong European competition, particularly on shelled almonds. the 
growers have made a failure of that industry so far, because the cost 
of the production is greater than the earnings of the almonds at the 
price at which both unshelled and shelled almonds · had to be sold to 
compete with the importf'd article. 

To save the almond industry in this State, in which $50,000,000 have 
been invested, it is absolutely necessary that the new tariff will pro
vide 5 cents a pound on imported not shelled almonds and 15 cents· per 
pound on imported shellf'd almonds. European almonds shell at the 
ratio of four to one, and California almonds at the ratio of three to one, 
which means, of course, that it will take three pounds of California 
almonds in the shell to produce one pound of unshelled almonds. 
Therefore I strongly believe that almond growers at·e justified and en
titled to a tariff protection on shelled almonds at least three times as 
great as the almonds which are not shelled. Inasmuch as the shelled 
almonds represent 80 per cent of the consumption of the almonds in 
the United States, the California almond industry would disintegrate 
if Congress would not protect us at the ratio of three to one, as 
above outlined for shelled almonds, making the basic rate of 5 cents 
per pound on almonds not shelled and 15 cents per pound on shelled 
almonds. 

I believe it has been the policy of the United States Government to 
protect the farmers and ranchers to the fullest extent against foreign 
competition, and while an increase in tariff increases the cost of our 
products to the people, is that increase on the other hand not returned 
to the people by the higher wages which we are paying in California 
for fa1·m labor and all other work required in connection with the 
tilling of the soil? 

I hope that you will see fit to use your great and good influence in 
behalf of this important industry and demand a tariff of 5 cents per 
pound on almonds not shelled and 15 cents per pound on almonds 
shelled. 

I am a resident of California for 40 years, and of Los Angeles 34 
years. I would appreciate and thank you for a reply to this letter in 
which you would tell me your position in this matter. 

Yours respectfully, 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Washfo.Qton, D. 0. 

S. G. MARSHUTZ. 

LIVE OAK, CALIF., July 12, 1fn1. 

DEAR MR. SHORTRIDGE : As an almond grower of California I wish to 
call your attention to the extreme neetl of your help to save the almond 
industry of this State. 

Some 5,000 families depend on this alone for a living, and have 
millions of dollars invested. We only ask for a fair return, and can 
get this only from a tariff of at least 5 cents per pound on not shelled 
and 15 cents on shelled. 

We have faith in our repres~ntatives in Congress, and am sure that 
they will realize that this industry shoultl be saved. 

Thanking you for past favors. 
W. E. l\lcl\lunTRY. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE. 
BAXNING, CALIF., July 12, 19al. 

DEAR SIR : Please use your influence to se!!ure for us a tariff of o cents 
on the pound for almonds in the shell and 15 cents on the pound for I 
shelled almonds. We do not ask freedom from competition, but com-
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petition on a fair basis with European almonds. We can not dupli
cate European labor conditions, and the industry will die unless 
protected. 

Yours truly, CARRIE w. EGAN. 

Senator SAM SHORTRIDGJ:, 
WaBhington, D. 0. 

LoWER LAKE, CALIF., July 12, 1921. 

HONORABLE SENATOR: Considering it to be lour duty to protect the 
almond industry of California, I kindly beg o you to help the almond 
:~~lii<lsa~~ ~h~5-~:le t!.~Je~i~ie1~~ 1:J~n~~- at least 5 cents on un-

This is an urgent request of an almond grower. 
Respectfully your grateful 

L. E. BETZ, 
01·chardi8t, Lower Lake, Oalif., Bo:. 1S~. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., July 12, 19U. 
SAM SHORTRIDGE, Senator, 

Senate Ontce Building, Washington, D. 0.: 
To prevent the uprooting of our trees and to save the industry from 

complete ruin it will be necessary to have a tariff of 5 cents a pound on 
almonds in the shell and 15 cents on shelled almonds. Our demands 
are just. From grower and constituent. 

F. M. METZGAR. 

SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE. 
ANTIOCH, CALIF., July 12, 19Z1. 

Senate Office Buil<Hng, Washington, D. 0.: 
Whereas under present conditions high cost of labor, heavy trans· 

portation charges, and low tariff prevailin~ on almonds California 
almond growers will be forced to dig up their almond orchards, being 
unable to compete with foreign-grown almonds grown under cheap labor 
and un-American conditions. This would mean a loss of millions of dol
lars to the almond growers of California ; therefore tile directors of the 
Eastern Contra Costa Almond Growers' A§i;ociation ask that you work 
for the passag-e of a tariff on almonds of 5 cents in thf' hell and 15 
cents on shelled almonds, therefore saving for us our homes and busi· 
ness. 

SAl\IUEL 1\1. SHORTRIDGE. 

Mrs. NELLIE p ARCHINI. 
Mri::. J. B. BLISS. 
S. B. L. NORCROSS. 
B. B. HORR. 
A. W. BIELOW. 
w. J. O'HARA. 
J'OHN TREMBATH, Secretary. 

PASADENA, CALIF., July 1.2, 1921. 

Senate Office Btii1ding, Washington, D. 0.: 
California wants nnct should have at least 5-eent tariff on unshelled 

almoncts and Ifi cents tariff on the shellefl product. We own 40 acres 
of bearing almonds at Paso Robles. Do all possible to accomplish same. 

Yours truly, 
L. s. AND R. H. FEY. 

DURHAM, CALIF., July 12, 19U. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Washtngton, D. O. 
DEAR rn: I write to ask you to urge that the tariff on almonds be 

increased to at least 5 cents per pound on almonds in the shell and 
15 cents per pound on shelled almonds. 

The future of our almond industry in California depends upon such 
aid, and I thank you for your efforts to assist us. 

Very truly yours, 
ANNETTA WELDIN. 

Senator s. M. SHORTRIDGE. 
DURHAM, CALIF., July 11, 19U. 

DEAR Sm : I own a 140-acre almond orchard at Durham, Calif. It 
has cost 12 years' time and expense to bring it to full bearing, and is 
practically valueless without a protective tarift'. 

In particular, we require a duty of 15 cents on shelled almonds. 
It would be quite unnecessary to rPpeat all the arguments, as you 

must be familiar with them. I will merely make an earnest appeal for 
myself and neighbors. 

Very respectfully, 
C. M. WINGATE. 

Hon. SAMUEL SHORTRIDGE, 
WasMngton, D. O.: 

MARYSVILLE, CALIF.) July 12, 19U. 

Properly safeguarded we can supply United States with almonds, 
thereby keeping American dollars in Amer~ca. Difference in stand
ards of li-ving compared to foreigners cost us more to produce and to 
harvest almonds. We need a higher protective tariff. 

LLOYD C. HOENIG, 
Sutter, Oalif. 

SACRAMENTO, CALIF., July 12, 19U. 
Senator SAM. M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Washington, D. O.: 
As an almoncl grower in Orland, Calif., I am looking to you for 

protection against European almonds that are being shipped into 
United States by a just tarift' of 5 cents on unshelled and 15 cents on 
shelled almonds per pound. · 

A. I. ELLIS, 
534 Battery Street, San Franoisco, Calif. 

Lom, CALIF., July 1t, 19U. 
SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Office Rttilding, Washington, D. 0.: 
If the recommendation of Ways and hleans Committee of 4 cents 

tarilf on unshelled almonds and 8 cents on shelled almonds should be 
passed, our almond industry in California will be ruined. We must 
have tarit'f of 5 cents on unshelled :ind 15 cents on shelled almonds to 
enable us to compete against Europenn imports. .All Cnlifornia growers 
are looking to you to save our industry from ruination. 

LEWIS WALKER. 
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1221 M..utWYGO AVl:NUll, So'O'.rll PASADENA. 
Senator SUTUl:L SHORTRIDGE, 

Washington, D. 0. 
HONORABLE Sm : California depends on you to support a tarifl' of fi 

cents on unshelled almonds and 15 cents tariff on the shelled product. 
This is very important, as to many of us it means OUll.' all--our 

means of support. We have not yet sold all of our last year's crop 
for lack -0f a tarifr that will enable us to compete with the Spanish 
product. 

Kindly give this your most Serious .consideration a.nd give ,your best 
endeavor to save the almond product to this State and the means of 
livelihood to hundreds of orchardists wbo have this as the only means of 
support. 

My almond orchard is in Chico, Butte County. 
Very truly yours, J. Il. SwAN:-1, 

Ilon. SAM UEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
CHICO, CALIB'., J1'ly 11, 1921. 

Senate Office Building, Was11.ington, D. rJ. 
DEAR Sm~ We beg Congress to not 'Place less than 5 cents on almo.nds 

.n-ot helled and Ui cents on almcmds shelled. Unless there is a r ad
justment immediately we g1·owers will not make expenses this season. 
A tariff on almonds in no way affects the lhing sta.'lldards of the poor. 
For future prosperity do what you can in justice for the p1·oducer. 

Yours truly, 
H. C. COMPTON. 

WI~TERS, CALIB'., July 11, 1921. 
Hon. S.4.MUEL M. SHORTRIDGll . 

Senate Office Build.ing, Wa8hington, D. 0.: 
Please use utmost influence 'to increase tari1f -on shelled almonds. 

Growers d€sperate. 
Gl!IORQP.I H. CALDWELL. 

GILROY, CALIB'., Jttly 11, 19!1. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHOR'l'RIDGE, 

Senate Office Bm1ding, Waahhigton., D. 0.: 
Unless we get a readjustm nt of tariff on shelled almonds of at least 

3 to 1 of unshelled it will mean the deterioration of the almond 
industry of California. Onr only future market is for shelled almonds. 
This situation is erfous. I am an almond grower of California and 
appeal to you to <lend your aid to adjust this taritr. 

w. L. COTTMIRE. 

ROSJllVILLJD, CALIF., Ju1lJI 11, 19B1. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Office Building, Wash.ington, D. 0. 
iOJ!IA.R Srn; This note ls sent you hoping that it will help California 

get at least a 5-cent tariff on the unshelled almonds and a 15-cent tari~ 
on the shelled almonds. 

Thanking you and hoping you will use your etforts to help the almond 
grow-er~~ I remain, 

l'.ours truly, J. v. MACIEL, 
.Altnona Gt·oioer. 

'VALLllY HO?tfE, July 11, 19!1. 
Hon. SufUEL SHORTRfDGE. 

DRAR Sm : As an almond grower of California it is my duty to ask 
of you and your colleagues to get a. tari.tf of 5 cents per pound on un
sbell<>d almonds and 15 cents on shelled almonds. If we do not get this 
tariff, the almond industry ln this country is doomed. 

We appreciate what you have done for the farmers in the past. and 
trn~t to you to use your io.6.uence now on a higher almond tarltr. 
Thanking you, 

Yours very truly, HICRBJllR'l' KLEl!lNB. 
Valley Home, Calif. 

SPl!!NcERvtLLz, CALIF., Jv.iv n, 1ff21. 
Hon. SAMUEL l!. sno1tT-Rmam, 

'Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm : I earnestly request that you do your utmost to have the 

tari.11: placed on unshelled at least at 5 cents per pound and 011 shelled 
almonds at 15 cents per pound. 

To pay the prices asked for manufactured articles, especially farm
ing implements, the farmer must be as fully protected as the manu
fartu1'er. 

l\Ivself and family can not compete with the pauper labor of Europe 
and 

0

live like an American. 
The farmer has always stood by the Government and should be 

tre.ared fairly. 
Again asking you to do yoar utmost, 

I am, very tru~Y. yours, :r. H. EICKHOFF. 

LE GRAND, CALIB'., July 11, 1921. 
Hoo. S1:NATOR SA~ntlllL M. SHORTRIDGE. 

DEAR SIR: Would greatly appreciate your help toward the levying of 
a tariJr on shelled of 15 cents and un helled 5 cents in order that 
w growers make a success of the almond industry. 

Thanking you tor the best help you can give. 
Truly yours, J. SOUTHWARD. 

GEORGE Il. HOYT Co., 
Berkeley, OaUf., July 11, 19£1. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, . 
Senate Offtce BuilcHng, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm : I am an almond grower and a member of the California 
Almond Growers' Exchange. I have made considerable study of the 
almond situation and am absolutely convinced that the position taken 
by our exchange is sound. The full ta-r:1~ on the shelled almonds ts 
vital for the life of this industry, as only a small percentage of almonds 
can be sold in the shell. Your efforts in b-ehalf of the almond grow
ers of California will be gnatly appreciated by the undersigned. 

Very truly yours. GEORGE H. HOYT. 

S.i.N FlUNCISCO, July 11, 19U. 
Hon. SAMUEti M. SHORTRIDG•, 

Senate Of1£Ce Building, WtuMn{Tton, D. 0. 
FRni:ND Sui: Of course, I apprect-ate you know all about conditions. 

but write you nevertheless. 
Want higher tariff on shelled and unshelled almonds. Can not pa,r 

American wages and com{>ete with Europe. Have not cultivated m.r 
'5--aere Guinda, Yolo County, place this year. Co t of prnduction too 
great. 

Respecttully, J. w. HUDSON , 
159 Sutter Street. 

TE"l!PLETON, C.i.Lll!'., July 11, lM.1. 
Mr. SA U»L M. SHOR.'.l'RlOO•, 

Washington_, D. 0.: 
I am appealing to you to save the almond industry of California 

and our homes. In order to do so we must have a duty on foreig11 
almonds of at least .5 cents a pound on almonds in the sheU and 1~ 
cents a pound -0n meats. We hope you will see that it is right and 
just that we should have it, and <bat YGU will help us in thL<> matter. 
Thanking you, I remain, 

Respectfully yours) C. J. LAMB, 
An Almond Gt·ower. 

Hon. SA11un M. SHOP.TRtoo11, 
Washington, D. O. 

CORNING, CALIB'., July 11, 1921. 

DE.AR Sm : I am an almond -grower at this place, and it we d-o not 
get a taritr on unshelled almonds of 5 cents and 15 cents on shelled 
almonds it looks to me that the almond industry is doomed; and you 
know very well yourself what that means to us growers in ca.Iifornia. 

Sincerely, 
H. Ill. HORTI;";G. 

GRIDLEY, CALIF., July 11, 1991. 
Hoo. SA fOEL M. SHORTRrt>Oa, 

\Va hitrgto1i, D. C. 
DlilAR SrR: Ma...v I as an almond grower ask you as a Senator from 

this Stat?. to u e your best endeavor to secure a tarllf of 5 cents OJI. 
unshelled and 15 cents on shelled '8.lmonds. I am sure this is not 
nsking anything unreai:;onable. And I am sure you are quitn well in
formed on the situation as it now exists as to the almond lndnstry in 
California. 

Thanking you in advance, I remain, 
Yours truly, 

W. E. SrMPso:-i. 

TEMPLETON, SAN Lurs Osrspo Cou~TT, CALIF., July 10, 19£1. 
Senators II. W. JOHNSON and S. M. SHORTRIDGE. 

DEAR SIRS : Callforn1a wants at least a 5-cent tariff on unshelled 
almonds and a 15-cent tariff on the shelled product. 

Yours faithfully, 
B. W. CORDEAL. 

BANNI,'G, CALIF., Jul11 10, 19!1 • 
Senator SA~WEL M. RHORTRIDGE, 

'en.ate Office BtJilding, Washington, D. O.: 
Please use 8.li° your intfuence to s~e 5-cent tariif on unshelled and 

'.15 cents on shelled almonds. Tar'lfl' recommended by Ways and Means 
CommittPfl ef 8 cents on shelled almonds is pitifully inadequate and 
spells bankru"Ptcy for every almond grower of California. Must have 
15 centd tariff on shelled almonds to compete with Italy and Spain. 

J oHN GaEPPLIEe.. 

SAN Josit, CALIF., July 10, mt. 
SA.MU L il. SHORTRIDGE_, 

Senate Offtce .Hutldmg, Washt.ngto11., D. O. 
D».a.u Sm: We the undersigned citizens and almond growers of Cali

fornia. respectfully request that yon use your lnfiuence toward the pa sage 
-of the tariff on almonds as set forth by the California. Almond Growers' 
Exchange, to wit, 5 cents per pound on unshelled and 15 cents per 
pound on shelled almonds. 

Yours respectfully, B. S. KE.A.TON, 
T. C. K'EAro~. 
c. L. KEA.TON, 
H. V. K1U.TON, 
R. T. KtUTOS, 
E. M. KE.ATON. 

_./ 

M.AnYSVILL.ll, C.&.LIF._. July 10, 19~1. 
Hon. SAMOEL SKORTRrDOl!l, 

TVashingto1i, D. 0.: 
Owing to high prices of almond land, time required to ralse orchards 

to commercial age, and high cust of harvesting and uncertainty of crop 
excessive freight rate, large tonnage of unsold crop, tlnnnciaI distress of 
almond growers, we need tariJr on almonds 5 cents on unshelled, 15 cents 
shelled nuts per pound. 

S. W. MUDGETT. 

Hon. SAr.lOEL SHORTRIDGE, 
GLEm>A.LE, C.U.rF., July 11J, 1.9!1. 

Se1zate Office Buildi ng, WasMngton, D. 0.: 
California almond grower must have a tari.tT of 5 and 15 cents or 

stand another loss of thousandg of dollars on crops and much more oo. 
acreage. We look to the California delegation to go to the bat for 11s. 

- RA.LPH w. BROWN. 

Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDOlil, 
MANTECA., CALIF., July 10, 19lL 

Senate Office B1,ilding, Washington, D. 0. 
DE.AR Srn: We beg ·respectfully to call your attention to the fa.ct that 

as growers of almonds in California we need and earnestly desire a 
tariff that will save our industry fro.m ruin by competition of the imports 
from the :lediterranean countries. 

.A. tariff of 5 cents on unshelled almonds and 15 cents on shelled 
almonds is the least that would be considered at all adequate. 

Very truly, 
A. E. LA.CY 

R. F. D. Bo11J WO. 
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Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
ORLAND, CALIF., July 10; 1921. 

Senate Office Building, Washin,gton, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR : .As sn almond grower I appeal to yon to use your best 

efforts toward securing an adequate tariff on almonds and save the in
dustry in California. The ta1i.tI as recommended by the Ways and 
Means Committee will not do this and anything less than the tariff as 
sought by the California Almond Growers' Exchange will not let us 
operate at a profit. 

Very truly yours, C. E. CHRISTLEY. 

Senator SAllfUEL SHORTR.IDGE. 
LODI, CALIF., July 9, 1921. 

DEAR Sm: We are asking yon to help to J?rOtect the almond industry 
of our State. We want your aid in placrng a tariff of 5 cents on 
almonds not shelled and 15 cents on shelled almonds. 

Yours respecttplly, 
J. H. TECKLENBURG 
H. TECKLllNBURG, Sr., 

Almond Growers. 

MARYSVILLE, CALIF., July 9, 19t1. 
Senator SAMUEL SHORTRIDGE, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
California wants at least a 5-cent tariff on unshelled almonds and a 

15-cent tariff on the shelled product. • 
This mean.i;; a great deal to the almond growers of California, if they 

stay in the business. 
Yours truly, 

GEO. M. GRAVES, 
Owner Almond Orchard. 

CORNING, July 9, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. 0. 
DllAR Sm: As we are trying to get part of our living raising almonds 

here in California, we request that the tarilr on unshelled almonds be 
5 cents per pound and 15 cents per pound on shelled almonds or meats. 
As the freight and taxes are so high, we don't like to work for nothing 
and board ourselves for the benefit of foreigners and middlemen. Hope 
you can get the tariff for us and help the growers of California. 

Yours respectfully, · 
W. W. HANCHETT, 

Member Tehama County Alm.-0nd Groicers. 

SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Washington, D. 0. 

CORNING, CALIF., July 9, 19U 

DEAR Sm: I understand that the Ways and Means Committee have 
recommended to Congress a tariff on almonds not shelled of 4 cents 
and on shelled almonds 8 cents per pound. We almond growers feei 
that this tariff would not give us sufficient protection. It ought to be 
at least 5 cents on almonds not shelled and 15 cents on shelled almonds 
per pound. We are asking this that we may be able to compete with 
the almond growers of foreign countries where labor may be secured 
much cheaper tban here. Please do what you can for the almond 
growers of your State. 

Yours trul,-, 
WALTER G. MAYNARD. 

SAN FRAKCISCO, CALIF., July· 9, 19Z1. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE. 

DEAR Sm: Please help us. We must have a tariff on shelled almonds 
of l 5 cents per pound-proposed 8 cents won't help. 

European almonds shell out four to one ; onrs, three to one. We 
can't market our last year's crop and our almonds are better than the 
imported ones. I can't stand another year's loss and my savings of 
five years is go.ne unless you help by this tariff on shelled almonds of 
15 cents pound. 

Your friend always, 
MRS. MARY 1\1. JASON, 

£806 Jackson Street. 
Eighty per cent of the demand of the United States is for shelled 

almonds. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., July 9, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE. 

DEAR Sm : Please help us get a tariff of 15 cents on shelled almonds. 
Recommended 8 cents is far too low, as European almond shell out 
four to one and ours three to one. Must have three times as great 
as on almonds in the shell, for shelled almonds represent 80 per cent 
of the demand of the United States. 

This big California industry will be lost unless we get 15 cents on 
shelled almonds; your State that you have work6..d for heart and soul. 
We can depend on you to help us, I know. 

Very truly yours, 
THOM. Down, 

33 Java Street. 

NELSON REALTY CO., 
Arbuckle, Oalif., July 9, 1921. 

California, with a normal crop, will produce enough almonds to take 
care of the entire consumption of the United States. 

This of course means that the industry has developed into one of 
immense magnitude. And now we are threatened with complete de
struction unless, through your good offices and that of Califo1·nia's 
other honorable Members in the Congress, you can save us. 

We feel that we should liave a tariff of 5 cents on unshelled and 15 
cents on shelled almonds. Our State .Almond Growers' Exchange office 
bas gone into this matter very thoroughly and has supplied you with 
all the data; therefore it is unnecessary to reiterate it here. But we 
do wish to impress upon you that these are serious times for us, and 
the destruction we see ahead of us causes us to burden you with our 
problems. 

If ·you can succeed in securing us proper tariff protection, and we 
know yon will if it is possible to do so, you will have earned your 
reward, and you will be blessed by 5,000 most serious and earnest 
almond producers of this State. 

Very truly yours, 
D. S. NELSON. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

W. T. McFrn SUPPLY Co., 
At·buckle, Calif., July 9, 19U. 

Senate Office Btlilding, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Srn: Your cooperation is requested in adjusting the present 

tariff on almonds, viz : 
Five cents on almonds in the shell. 
Fifteen cents on almond meats. 
As one of the 5,000 almond growers in the State of California I 

must draw your attention to the hazardous condition which we find 
our. industry in, as we are unable to participate in the almond-meat 
busrness due to vast importations of the south European almonds pro
duced under cheap labor conditions. 

California almonds shell out 3 to 1. Therefore the above ratio is 
necessary to secure at least a portion of the almond-meat business. 

Thanking you in anticipation of your hearty support in our behalf, 
I am, 

Very respectfully yours, 
L. M. BLOOM. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
ARBUCKLE, CAL1li'., July 9, 1921. 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
J?EAR . Sm: As one of the 5,000 almond growers of the State of 

Cahforma 1 respectfully request your cooperation and support in the 
matter of adjusting present tariff on almonds, viz: · 

Five cents on unshelled almonds. 
Fifteen cents on almond meats. 
The above ratio ·cf 3 to 1 is necessary on account of California 

~:~.dB shelling out 3 pounds of almonds in the shell to 1 pound of 

S~atistics show that tbe almond growers of California are now pro
ducmg enough almonds under normal crop conditions to supply the 
need~ of the entire United States, and since the bulk of consumption 
consist~ of almond meats, and the same are now being imported into 
the Umted States from the southern European countries at such low 
prices that the California producers are unable to shell out their 
almonds to compete. with these foreign meats, in consequence of which 
they still have a portion of their 1919 and 1920 crops. on hand unsold 
your hearty support in our behalf will help save an industry that 
represents many millions of dollars invested, not to mention the great 
amount of study, labor, and risk involved in bringing an almond 
orchard up to bearing age. 

Thanking you in anticipation, I am, 
Yours very respectfully, J. M. DRACK. 

PASO ROBT,ES, CALIF., July 9, 1fJ21. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: In the proposed new tariff the committee has recommended 

to Congress a rate of 4 cents per pound on unshelled almonds and 
8 ce~ts on shelled. T~is is too low in the first case and no protec
tion rn the second, as 1t would amount to only 2i .cents on almonds. 
We should have 5 cents and.15 c~nts, respectively. 

It takes 3 pounds of Califorma almonds to shell out 1 pound and 
80 per cent of the consumption of almonds in the United States is 
of those .shelled, so at the proposed 8 cents it would in reality be 
only 2i cents per pound, which, when you consider our hio-ber labor 
charge, our more sanitary handlingj and higher shipping "charge it 
amounts to so little that we can not ive under this low rate. ' 

The rate should be 5 and 15, respectively but I urge you to do 
your best to get it, but, if impossible, stick 'until the last ditch for 
12 cents, or at the consistent rate of 3 to 1. 

Yours truly, W. J. STONE, 

OAKLEY, CALIF., July 9, 1fJ21. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE -

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. a. -
DEAR SIR: As an almond grower ot California I most emphatically 

urge that you give your support to the increase of the tariff on almonds 
to at least 5 cents . on the unshelled and 15 cents on the shelled 
vroduct, for without such a tariff our orchards, which we have spent 
years in developing, are practically doomed in competition with the 
European almonds. I do not think that any right-minded American 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, citizen, if be knew the facts, would desire that our splendid almond 
Senate Offf,ce Building, Washington, D. 0. industry, with its superior product. should l:e allowed to wither in 

DEAR SIR: Eleven years ago it dawned on the people in this locality favor of the almond industry of Europe, with its cheap labor and 
that they had an ideal condition for producing almonds. At that time inferior grade. 
about 150 acres were under production. Since then the planting of California almonds shell out at the ratio of 3 to 1, hence the com
almonds bas increased until we now have over 10,000 acres planted and mon sense of a 3 to 1 tariff as compared with the shelled and un
under cultivation, with our territory about one-half covered. shelled product. and also the extreme necessity of such a tariff for 

About two years ago the almond growers began to realize that our future market. Hes mostly in the sale of shelled nuts. Hoping for 
although they could produce almonds it was another thing to market your support of this matter, I am, 
them. This fact has been most forcibly brought home to them by there Very truly yours, J. A. HOBB~. 
still remaining unsold a portion of their 1919 and 1920 crop$, all the 
while a large amount of almonds are still pouring in from the southern I OAKLEY, July 9, 1921. 
European countries. Senator SAM. SHORTRIDGE, 

California looked upon the almond, 10 to 15 years ago, as a side issue 

1 

Washington, D. 0. 
with farmers, but in recent years districts which are favored with frost DEAR SIR: Please do all in your power to get a readjustment of 
protection, which the almond as an early bloomer require::;, have capi- !ah.re·i

1
ffledoanlma

0
Inmdosnd

1
s
5
. cenAtts. least 5 cents on almonds not shelled and 

tall.zed their asset by specializing on almonds until to-day the State of .. 
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If tariff can not be secured, the California almond industry is 
.doomed, as we can not compete with foreign trade under present con.
, ditions. I l'emaiJ1, 

Yours respectfully, L. H. ELLIOT.I', 
.dJm.ond grower, Oa.kltV, Contra Costa Oounty, Oalif. 

GOODWIN & GOODWIN, 
Rip.on, Oalif., Jt,l!I 9, 1921.. 

1Bon. SA.Alum. M. SHORTRIDGm, 
Senate Office Building, WasMngton, D. 0. 

D.©AR Srn : I have been informed that the Ways and Means Com
mittee of the House has recommended a tariff on almonds not shelled 
at 4 cents per pound and on shelled almonds 8 cents ~r pound. Our 
exchange has asked for a tariff of 5 cents on the former and 15 cents 
on the latter. As I am u practical grower, I know that the amount 
recommended by the committee is not enough, and th& amo'Q.Ilt re
que ted by our exchange is none too much. We all know the expense 
which almond growers and other farmers in this State are under for 
labor and supplies, :1nd that our industry, which is a big one in this 
State, can not survive without adequate protection. 

Shelled almonds should have a tariff of at least three times as much 
per pound as unshelled ones, for the simple relil1-0ll that almonds shell 
out in the ratio of at least three to one. The ratio recommended by 
the committee is only two to one, and the shelled almond market is by 
far the mO"re important of the two. 

I know that you have the prosperity of the California farmP.r at 
heart and ask You to do what you can to save the almond growers 
from that complete ruin which the. low tariff' recommended would 

,permit. 
Yours very truly, B. A. GOODWIN. 

Bon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Washfagton, D. 0. 

OnLA:s'D~ CALIF., July 9, m1. 

DE.All SIR : The House Ways and Means Committee have recom
mended a tariff of only 8 cents per pound -0n shelled almonds. This 
is only about half what we need to compete with European almonds. 
As an almond grower I hope you will do all you can to give us ade
quate protectjon. 

I am also in favor of the adjusted compensation bill for ex-service 
men and hope you wil~ boost it along. 

Yours respectfully, 
RALPH W. TROWBJUDGB. 

Hon. s.~MC!EL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
OAKLAND, CALIP., July 9, 19!:f- • 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. O. 
DE.ill. Sm : The tarltr of 4 cents on all:ru>nds, not shelled, and 8 cents 

on shelled almonds is out of proportion and will not protect our 
shelled-almond industry. The almond-sheUlng plants in California 
will not open this season to compete. with. foreign-shelled almonds, and 
will be the cause ot keeping hundreds of employees ln that line of 
business out of work. They have petitioned vou fo.r a taritr of 5 
cents on almonds not shelled and 15 cents on shellro almonds, whiCh 
is in proportion and ls as mall a duty as will protect the industry. 

In the interest of California we wish you would d-0 your utmost to 
have the tarilf placed on the above basis. • 

Yours very truly, 
DIARLO STOCK FARM, 
G. W. EMMONS, Pr~s.ident. 

Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
WINT-ERS, CALIF.~ July 9, mt. 

Senat8 Office Building, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR: As an almond grower, will say it ts absolutely necessary 

"that we have a tariff of 5 cents on almonds in shell and 15- cents shelled 
to be able to meet running expenses of my almond orchard. 

Sincerely yours, 
W. H. UNDERWOOD. 

OAKDALE, CALIF., July 9, ml. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Oflice Building, Washington, D. 0. 
D AR SIR: Please give California at least a s-~t tariff on 

8.lmonds and a 15-cent t8.l"iff on the shelled almonds. If we 
'this much, the almond industry will fail. 

Truly yours, 

unshelled 
don't get 

M. E. RINEHART. 

Box 33, Con::u~Gi CALIF., June 9, 11121. 
:SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGFl. 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. 0. 
Sttt: I recently purdased land in Corning Calif., and put part of 

1acreage- in almond orcllard, hoping that in a few years I would be able
to make a comfortable living from the produce, but find that the almond 
grower ls out of bu:;liness unless he is protected by a strong tariff. 

I am writing to you, hoping that yon will use your influence- to pro
tect the orchardist in general (as a rule they are past middle age and 
do not want to become a burden to any State or person). 

I am, dear sir, 
Yours respectfully, L. HACKER, 

1660 LYON STREET, 
San Fran.cisco, Ju.Zy 9, 19~1. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, . 
Senate Office Building,. Washington., D. 0. 

'MY D.1un l\iR. SBORTRIDGl!I: It has been culled to my attention that 
!the committee reporting the tariff .bill has recommended, no doubt by 
over lgbt, a duty on almonds which would be ab olutely; ruinous to 

lthe .illmond industry of this State. 
Yl!u are no doubt aware that the almond industry of this State bas 

.. been laboriously built up in spite of drought, unseasonable frosts, 
grasshoppers, and otqer obstacles. 

I know that you will make a great effort to protect this industry 
1with a tariff commensurate with the needs of the almond growers. 

We ask a tariff of 5 cents on umihelled and 15 cents on shelled 
almonds. 

As you know, tbe almond growers of this State are well organizPd 
nnd will watch with vital interest your fight in Congress for the tariff 
we ask. 

I am an owner of a small almond orchard in the Pennington district 
ot Sutter County. I derive the major part of my livelihood from this 
source. The officials of the Almond Growers' Exchange have thor
oughly convinced me that I shall be deprived of all income from this 
orchard should you fail in your efforts on our behalf. 

V~ry truly yours. 
Mrs. S. A. BllmBE•, 

Member Oalifornia Almond Gt·owers' Ea:change. 

1907 LlilAVJllNWORTH STREJllT, 
San Francisco, Jt(Z.11 9, 19Z1. 

Hon. SAMUBL M. S:e:ORTllIDGl!l, 
Senate of the Unitecf. States, Washington, D. O. 

MY DEAR Sm : .As an almond grower of Fal Oaks. Sacramento 
County, I wish to indorse Mr. T. C. Tucker, manager of the California 
Almond Growers' El;:change, 1n his effort to secure a ta1:iff on imported 
almonds of 5 cents on the unshelled and 15 cents on the shelled 
almonds. 

Most respectfully, (Mrs. J. W.) ANNIJD G. HOBSON. 

D:sLANO, CALlli'., Jul11 9, 19!1. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTIUDGll, 

Senate Offj!ce Building, Washington, D. 0.: 
A tariff of 5 cents on unshelled almonds and 

product is absolutely necessary to save almond 
allllOnd g;rowers must have. 

15 cents on shelled 
industry. This the 

JOHN El. LATHROP. 

ASSEMBLY CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE, 
FORTY-FOURTH SESSION 1921, 

Stockton, Oalif., July 9, 1921. 
Hon. SA.Men M. SHORTRtDG~ 

Senate Ojftc6 B-riilding,. Washingto11,, D. 0. 
DEAR Snt: I know that you are deluged with letters and petitions, but 

please permit one who has been through a similar mil1 recently to sug
gest a way whereby you will earn a: great deal of popularity and do a._ 
great deal of good to the California farmers who are growing almonds. 

I am informed that the committee of the House has recommended a 
4-cent tarUl' on unshelled and 8 cents on shelled almonds. I have 
talked with certain practical almond growers of this vicinity, well 
known to me personally, and they assure me that the almond industry, 
on account Of European competition and high expenses, is in a rocky 
condition even now, and that unless they get at least 15 cents per pound 
taritr on shelled almonds their crop won't bring them expenses. They 
also need 5 cents per pound on unshelled almonds, for which there is 
les.s market. -

It you could possibly get an am.endment on the tloor to this etfect, or 
secure- a committee- amendment, this agricultural community would cer· 
tainly appreciate it. There_ is no question but what the farnie- ·s not only 
desire the change, but are earnestly insistent that it is absolutely neces· 
Slll'Y' to preserve their industry. Please do whnt you can for them. 

Yours very truly, 
OSCAR c. PAllKINSON. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
STOCKTON; CALIF., July 9, m1. 

DEAB SJR : It is essential to the welfare of the almond growers to 
have a higher rate- of duty on nlmonds than that proposed in the com
mittee bill recently presented to the House. Please d-0 all you can to
have this increased, particular.ly oo shell~d almonds. 

Ve1-y truly yours, 
LEROY M. PHARIS,. 

11. D. S, BorD 155, Stockton, Calif. 

SAMUl'JL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
SAClUMBNTO, CALill'., Ju.Z.y 9, 19$1. 

Senate Office Butzding, Washington, D. 0. 
Dmu SENATOR: Understanding the legislature has allowed a very 

small tariff on almonds, I want to plead with you to help us get more. 
I am a nurse and a widow, and for the past number of years have been 
putting every dollar of my earnings I could spare in our almond rancll 
of 10 acres, which is just beginning to bear, and of which I had hopes 
of realizing a littl~ income from now on; but am afraid I will lose 
all if you do not help us. I say us, for I know of others in the ::;ame 
shape as myself who will lose all if w. e do not get help on_ this question. 

Hoping you will know how to help us, I am, 
Yours respectfully, 

KATIC T. HBNB.Y. 

Los ANGEL.ES, CALI!!'., July 9, 1921. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Washington., D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: As an almond grower of California, and one who is deeply 

interested in the prosperity of our State, I beg of you to use all influ
ence possible in bringing about a tariff of at least 5 per cent on 
unshelled almonds and a 15 per cent tariff on the shelled product. 

Unless we get a readjustment of tariff on shelled almonds of at least 
three to one it will mean the disintegration of the almond industry of. 
California. 

We entreat you to give this matter your serious consideration. 
Very truly yours, 

HORACE B. PKCK. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., Ju..ly 9, 19!1. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGJJ, 

Senate Office Bu.lld.ing, Washington, D. a.: 
u~ge your utmost assistance readjustment of tarifr on shelled almonds. 

At least three to one, or 5 cents in shell. 15 cents helled. As grower, 
I kn~w almond industry of California will fail unless y'ou help this 
cause. Unable to make living on my almond holdings under present 
tarttr. Forced to work in the city and let place go. 

c. G. CHU>CHAS•, 
BtirZ'nganle. OaU/. 



r 

1922. CONGRESSIONAL· RECORD-SENk']E:· H95=7r 
W OODLAND, CALIJ'., J uhJ 9, 1921. 

Mr. SAMUllL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
United States Senator of OaZifornia, Wasldngton, D. O. 

MY DEAR SENA.TOR: In the interest of the California. almond in.dn.m:r 
I protest against the ta.r:UI recommended by the Ways and Means. Com~ 
mittee. 

California requires at least a 5-cent tarilf on unshelled almonds_ ant: 
a 15-cent tarifr on the shelled product. 

Hoping for a readjustment in this matter. 
Yours truly, JOHN C. KAUPKJ!I.. 

LODI, CALU'., July 9, 19!1. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Washington, D. a. 
DEAn. SIR: As the tariff bill is before Congress at present I, as one 

of the growers of almonds, would like to im1rress upon you the absalu.te 
necessity of a tariff' of 5 cents on unshelled and 15 cents on shelled 
almon<ls if we, as growers of almonds, are to remain in existence~ 
Hoping you will help us win our fight, I am, 

Respectfully yours, 
BOYD JACOBS, 

P. 0. Bo:; .p, Acampo, Oalif. 

HELP THE CALIFOJt~IA AL~IO.'D GROWERS TO PROTECT INDUSTRY. 
J\lillions of American dollars go annually to France, Spain and 

Italy because Americans like almonds. ' 
Fifty millions of American dollars are invested in California in 

almond orchards and almond-shelling machinery. 
The California millions al'e unproductive as an investment because 

the Federal Government fails in giving adequate protection to this 
California and American industry. 

'l'.lle dollars that go to Mediterranean Eu:rope sl1ould rightly come to 
California. 'They would if proper tarilI protection were given the 
iuflnst ry. 

T'1e a.Jmond growers are asking California's de.l~atton in the Con
gress to insist upon rea~onably high duties on imported almonds. 

Every Californian interested in the welfare of this State should do 
bis part, by telegram or letter, to bring home to our coDgressional dele
gation the importance of such actlo-n. 

We must protect what is our own. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., July 9, 191H. 
Hon. SA IUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Se11ator from California, Washington,. D. <J. 
DEAR Sm: I am an almond grower of this State, and I am wr1tin"' 

you in the hope that you will do all in your power to hnve a tariff 
placed _on al~onds, otherwi e t~ industr.Y w:fll be absolutely ruined, 
and qmck action should be taken if anything is to be accomplished for 
the growers. 

Tb.ankillg yon in advance !or your earnest attention, beg to remain, 
Very truly yours, 

E. N. CoIU'mAU. 

Senator S..Uf SHORTRIDGE, 
Senate Of/fee Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Am looking to you for help on tariff adjustment 
must have a.t least 5 cents a pound on unshelled 
shelled almonds. This is very urgent. 

on almonds. We 
and 15 cents on 

R. H. COOMBS. 

SAM.UBL M. SHORTRIDGll, 
STOCKTON, C.U.IF., July 9, 1921.. 

Sen.ate Of/l.ee Bvikti1ig, Washinyto~, D. 0.: 
I grow almond , bat can not continn~ in business with tariff lower 

than 15 cents pn pound on shelled and 5 cents on unshelled almonds. 
I ask you to trelp California gi·owers get adequate tari:il' protection. 

B. A. GOODWIN. 

Senat(}r SA fUIID SHORTR'IDGE, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., July 9. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 
Authorities agree 5 cents correct tariff unshelled almonds. Shelled 

almonds one-third weight of unshelled. Fifteen cents on shelled neces
sary to protect growers. Eighty per cent demand American market is 
!or sbelled. Market for shf'lled now in hands Europeans. In three 
years California product 70,000,000 pounds. At present 9 per cent 
1919 and 15 per cent 1926 crop unsold, beeause European alnwnds. 
California almond growing perishes if 3 to 1 tariff! ratio on unshelled. 
and shelled not proTided~ YoW' immediate assistance asked. 

WlilSTERN CANNER AND PACKER. 

BERKELBY, CALIF., July 8, 1921. 
Hon. SAMU:mL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Otrtce Hwildinu, Washington, D. O. 
DEAR SIR: Save the almond growers of California by working tor 

5-cent tariff on unshelled and 15-cent tariff on shelled almonds. 
·we can not compete wHh European labor with tal'ilr as recommended 

by Wa.ys and Means Committee. 
Saye an important California industry. 

Yours truly, HoRAc.m N. IlmNDERSON. 

Senator SAl\fUlilL M. SHollTR.IDGJil : 
ESPA.RTO,. CALii'.,. J11-ly 8, 1921. 

We as one of the 4,000 almond growers in this State ask and plf'ad 
<>f you to use your influence in getting a fair and just tariff on our 
product. The 4 cents o-n almo-nds in the shell and 8 cents on shelled 
almonds, as reeomm<'.nded by the Ways and Means Committee; is 
entirely too low if we are to eD t us almcmd gyowers, as we can not 
compete with cheap foreign almondsi With the millions we have tn
vestl'd in almonds we feel we are entitled to fair chance with forelcn 
almonds. and tbat we can only have. by getting at least a 5-cents-a~ 
~=~~n almonds in tlle shell and a ltk!ent tariff in the shilled . 

Hoping you will give this a serious thought and a ha.rd fight, we 
r ema1n, 

Yours royally, LINDBI!JRQ B.aos_ 
EDGu LIND.m::a1;:6 
M. A. LINDBiilRG. 

Hon.. a 
BB.ll~TWOOD, CALI.I'., July 8, 1951. 

A:UumL M . S H ORTRIDGJJ,. 
Senate O"f!We B ut1dit1g .. Wa.shington, D. 0 . 

D !llAR Sm : I! the almond industry in California is longer to exist, 
,a tartif. o-! a t least 15 cents a pound on shelled almonds will be necea
sary to equalize cost ot production and delivery to our markets in 
competition witlr Mediterranean growers. 

Preservation being the first law of nature, is the Am<'rican Govern
ment to allow the industry to pass to Europeans and lose hundreds of 
thousands o! dollars and ruin farmers already suffering serious losses? 

Yours respectfully, 
ALEX YunnocK. 

SAHUEL M. SHORTRmG•, FRKSNO .. CALIF., Jul11 8, 19U. 

Senate OHl~e Building .. Wa.sMngton, D. 0. : 
Published reports of tariff o! -i- cents on almonds and & cents on:

shelled almonds is ruinous to the Califol'nia almond industry. Can 
you or would you use your best influence to give the California almond 
growers a 5~ent tariff on almonds and a 15-cent tariff on shelled 
almonds? .Labor condi_tfons make this a minimum upon which we can 
compete with the Mediterranean countries. 

H. S. DCFF. 

P.Aso ROBLES, CA.LU'., July 8, 19U. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGll, 

WMhington, D. 0. 
Dl'JAR SIR: I notice that it has been recommended that the tariff on 

almonds be 4 cents on unshelled and 8 cents on shelled. As California 
almonds shell out 3 to 1, it seems no more than fair that the tariff 
sh(}uld be three times as great on the shelled as on the unshelled, 
and this is the branch of the trade that we must look to largely for 
our future trade. The California growers feel that they can not. 
compete with European conditions on less than a 5-cent and 15-cent 
tal'iff, and ask that you kindly ase your influence to this end, for it 
we can not get adequate protection it will mean ruin to a very large 
number of growers who have in-vested everything in this industry. 
Thanking you in advance for your efforts, I remain, 

Yours resp;ectfully, 
J. W. HINMA~. 

PAso RcmLEs HOT SPRI~Gs, 
Paao Robles, OaUf., Julv 8~ J.S21-

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR SIR: I desire- to put in my plea for your best endeavors toward 
procuring a protective tariff on shelled and unshelled almonds which,. 
w111 protect us almond growers of California, whose sales for last year's 
crop will not pay the cost ot raising and harvesting. 

I have all the savings of a lifetime invested in 33 acres o! 7 and 8 
year old al.mond trees and carrying a mortgage of ·7 ,500 at 7. per 
cent as well. For a mau 68 years old, it is pretty tough to not even _ 
get the cost of lab-or baclc from a crop. 

The United States markets were flooded last tan with shiploads of 
European. raised almonds which were sold below the cost of nuts out 
here, as the growers acrm::s the water do not count the labor of their 
women and children as any additional expense, while out here we can 
not get competent labor for less than $:t.50 to $4 or $5 per day. 

In future California growers must rely on shelled almonds very 
largely, which should have a tariff of at least 3 to 1 over unshelled 
nuts-say 5 cents on unshelled and 15 cents orr shelled nuts would 
give us the needed protectie>n. Will you do your bel!lt for us? I beard 
you speak at a big meeting in Los Angeles last year during the cam
paign and feel sure you are for the good working people o:t your he>me. 
State, so go to it str<mg, please. 

Yours with respect, CHAS. c. WILMOT, 
P. 0 . Bo3: '18.5. 

Hon. SA:r.rUEL M. SHORTRIDGEb 
Was11inqton, . O. 

PASO ROBLES, CALIF., Jul11 8, 19Z1. 

Hon. SHORTRIDGE: We are hea:rtlly in favor of at least a tariff ot 
5 cents on unshelled almonds and a 15 cent tariff on the shelled product.. 

Respectfully' 
A. P . BORKEY, 

Almond Grower. 

ELDRIDGE, CALIF., July 8, 19£1. 
SAMUEL 1\1. SHORTRIDGE 

Sena.te Office Buildflt!f, Washington, D. 0 . : 
We, the undersigned Califoimia almond growers, respectfully w·ge 

that you do all in your power to have the duty- on unshelled almonds 
fixed at 5 cents and all Rbelled almonds at 15 cents per pound. The 
salvation of the almond industry depends on this measure. 

SAMUEL M.. SHORTRIDGE, 
Senatur, lVaBhingtou., D. 0.: 

w. T . SUTTE~IELD', 
C. S. BALDWIN, 
C. F . Gossrn, 
M. SOLlilY. 

OBL.cn>, CALO'., Jmy a, 1921. 

Adequate- prntectton :for California almond industry demands 15 per 
cent tarifi'.; lower tariff' will not give adequate protection' a~ainst forw 
eign importatious. 

H. M. KINGWELL, 
Horti.ct1lturaJ Oommissio1ier1 Glenn Oottnty. 

Hon. SAMUET, M. SHORTRIDGE, 
SAcRAME~To, CALIF., Jiay 8, 19u. 

Senate Otfice Building,. Washi1igtow, D .. O. 
D'.IAAR' Sm: As an almond grow-er in California a.nd a member ot the 

Almond Growers' Exchange, I solicit ynur- favorable- action on the de
mand of the exchange fo1· a tarlfl-ot 5- cents on a.lm::mds n.ot shelled andlr 
15 cents on shelled almonds. The reason for this demand by almond 
growers has been fully represented by the e.."Cchange, and I will not 
a ttempt t o repeat. 

Cn.ll!ornia. is; the greatest almond-growing section in the United 
States. Millions are invested in the industr y. We want only a reason-
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able return for our product. Unless we are protected against .cheap 
fo1·eign labor we can not get it, and we must either uproot our almond 
trees or be reduced to the level a.nd plane of our foreign competitor. 
God forbid! Many almond growers are already considering the ad
visability of planting other fruits than almonds. Help your own people. 
I know ;ou Will. 

Yourn truly, 0. G. HOPKINS, 
Second District. 

OAKLEY, CALIF., July 8, 1921. 
SAM. M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Se11at01· from Califon1ia, Wa:sllington, D. 0. 
DEAn Sm: Will you kindly give your support to a new ta.rift'. on 

almonds-5 cents for unshelled and 15 cents for shelled? 
\Ve have a 14-acre ranch uf almonds and we are dependent on the 

same for a living. Should the present tarllf remain we will have to 
turn to something else to make a living. 

Hoping you will interest yourself in this matter, I am, 
Yours truly, 

PAUL STEINJ!llt. 

Hon. SAMUEL l\I. SHORTRIDGE, 
SACR.AME~TO, CALIF., July 8, 19U. 

United States Senat01· from California, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: The almond industry of California, representing an in
vestment of over $50,000,000, is at stake on the issue of the tariff 
legislation now before Congress, and to save the growers their means 
of a livelihood we must get a readjustment of tariff on shelled almonds 
of at least three to one. Our only future market is for shelled almonds, 
which represents 80 per cent of the demand of the United States. 
Only with proper protection on shelled almonds can the California 
growers market their product without a loss. 

European almonds shell out fom· to one, and California almonds 
three to one. We are entitled therefore to a taritl' on shelled almonds 
three times as great as on almonds in the shell, and we want a 5-cent 
tarill' on unshelled almonds and a 15-cent tal'itr on the shelled product. 

Please use your influence to obtain this adjustment in the present 
bill before Congress and save one of California's princtpal indui;tries. 

Yours very truly, 
A. B. USHER, 

1821 T'loenty-third Street, Sacramento, Calif. 
Orchard located in Arbuckle District. 

S.HfUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Waahingto11, D. 0. 

DmnnGAN, CALIF., July 8, 19U. 

DEAR SIR : As an almond grower I am taking the liberty of writing 
you regarding tariff on almonds. 

"'bat the growers want is a taritl' of 5 c~nt on unshelled almonds 
and 15 cents on shelled almonds. Any effort you may make to obtain 
tb.is tariff will be appreciated by every almond grower. 

Yours sincerely, 

Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Washington, D. 0. 

.A. El . .AMA.DE:>;, 

CHICO, CALIF., Ju.ly 8, 19.zt. 

HoxoRABLE Sm: I beg that you will u e all your influence to obtain 
a rai e in the tarltr rate on almond recommended by the Ways and 
Mean s Committee. 

.Anything less than 5 cents per pound on unshelled or 15 cents on 
shelled would he ruinous to our orchards here. Please do everything 
possiblP to get this rate for us. 

Very truly yours, HARRIET LosEE. 

Senator S. M. SaonTRIDG•, 
Wasllinpton, D. 0 . : 

PALO ALTO, CALIF., Jt1ly 8, 19U. 

Being interested in almond raL<iing in this State, I think it i ~ neces
sary that the tal·iff on almonds should be 5 cents on unshelled and 15 
cents on shell<'d ones. 

Mrs. L. H. IIAY, 
7~ Waverly Stt·eet. 

Senator s. :ll. SHORTRIDG•. 
MODESTO, CALIF., Jiily 8, 1921. 

MY DEAR ~IR: .As nn almond ~roll"er I am very much interested in 
the taril'f that we are very anxious should be put through. We can't 
po .:tibly make ends meet if we don't get at least a 5-cent tariff on 
un~hellerl and a 15-cent tariff on shelled almonds. Will you kindly do 
all you can do for us, and we will surely appreciate it? 

Your very respectfuly, 

Hon . .',un:a:L .M. SHORTRIDGJD, 
Washingto·n, D. 0. 

C. W. l\fcEWE~, 
Route A, Bog) 145. 

CHICO, CALIF., July 8, 1911. 

DE.~R Srn: In the interests of almond growers ot California, of 
whkh I am one, I would impress on your mind that we need better 
protection against foreign importations of almonds than we have at 
present, at least a tariff of 5 cents on unshelled almonds and a 15-cent 
tariff on the shelled product. 

Respectfully, D. K. Con.NllLL, 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., July 1, 19f1. 
Hon. SAMUEL. SHORTRIDG•, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
As a grower we insist on a minimum rate of 15 cents on shelled 

almonds. Industry facing ruin if not properly protected. United action 
of all California Representatives essential. 

A. ANDRll, 
T. BEnTINSlilN, 
L. SBGllLHORST, 

230 Oalifonltia Street. 

SA~ Josi~ , CALIF., July 8, 19B1. 
Hon. SAMUEL SHORTRIDGlll, 

Senate Offi.ce Building, Was11ington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR SENATOR SHORTRIDGE : As an almond grower of California, 

I would call to your attention the tariff bill which the Ways and Means 
-Committee has recommended to Congress. The bill is now on the floor 
of the House of Representatives. This bill provides a tariff of 4 cents 
on unshelled almonds and 8 cents on shelled almonds per pound. 

It is indeed of vital importance to every almond grower of the State 
that a tariff be passed with at least 5 cents on unshelled nut and 15 
cents on the shelled. The California Almond Growers' Exchange peti
tioned for this rate. 

It is ineviatble that unless the .American almond grower be protected 
with a higher tariff than is recommended by the Ways and Means Com
mittee that bis industry will absolutely fail. He can not compete with 
the Mediterranean, who can, with the tariff rates recommended by the 
Ways and Means Committee, harvest bis crop, pay this low tariff, and 
make a gain. The American can not even harvest his crop· at the prices 
thus made possible. · 

So you see, Senator SHORTRIDGE, it is imperative that the higher 
tariff as recommended by the growers themselves be passed. 

I can assure you that any service you can render or any of your influ
ence used to help the passage of this bill with a higher tariff wlll be 
greatly appreciated by each and every almond grower in the State of 
California. 

Sincerely, 
THOS. E. RAYNER, 

Route 0, Bo;z; 167, Monte~·ev Road, San Jose, Calif. 

SOLED.AD, CALII'., J'ttly 8, 1~1. 
SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Office Biiildi11g, Washitigton, D. O. 
DllA.R Sm: As a Ca.lifornla almond grower, I appeal to you to do all 

in your power to further the petition of the California .Almond Grow
ers' Exchange for a tariff of 5 cents on almonds not shelled and on 
shelled almonds 15 cents. · 

Without such protection from the European market, this great Cali
fornia industry will be practically ruined. 

Yours very truly, 
F. V. GILCHRIST. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDG.lil, 
MARTI~l!lz, CALIP'., July 8, 1~1. 

United States Senate, Wa.shington, D. O. 
MY DEAR Sm: As an owner of 30 acres of almonds, I herewith appeal 

to you to use your power and influence to secure a 5-cent duty on un
shelled almonds and a 15-cent duty (per pound) on shelled almonds 
entering this country. 

Without this protection the investment of thousands of Ct1.lifornia 
almond grower is ruined. We raised our crop last sea.son at a loss 
and the situation now appears desperate. 

May we not have protection commensurate with the standards of 
American living and costs of production? 

Very truly yours, 

SAMUEJL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Washington, D. 0. 

MAUR.ICll H. ROWELL. 

YUBA CITY, CALIF., July 8, 1921. 

DEAR Sm: · Since European almonds shell out four to one and Cali
fornia almonds three to one, our members are entitled to a tariff on 
shelled almonds at least three times rui great as on almonds in the shell. 
Unless we get a readjustment of tariff on shelled almonds ot at least 
three to one, it will mean the disintegration of the almond industry of 
California. Our only future market is for shelled almonds, which rep
resents 80 per cent of the demand of the United States. This is a 
serious situation confronting the industry. Only by proper protection 
on shelled almonds can we bring to California the millions that are 
going to the shores of the Mediterranean. Now, we Californians want 
at least a 5-cent tariff on unshelled almonds and a 15-cent tariff on the 
shelled product. 

Yours re pectfully, 
E. G. VA.N AR.SDAL•. 

JULY 8, 1921. 
Hon. &\.MUEL M. SHOR1'RIDGFJ. 

DE.AB Sm : In regard to the tariff on almonds, I would ask you to work 
for 5 cents on unshelled and 15 cents on shelled almonds. 

Thanking you for what you can do for us, I remain, 
Your friend, 

J. C. OSBORN, Oorwtng, Oalif. 

Hon. SAU SHORTRIOGJ~, 
Washington, D. 0. 

SAN FRANCISCO, July 9, 1001. 

DF..ut Sm : I take the liberty of writing to you in regard to a higher 
tariff on almonds. I am the owner of a 16-acre orchard near Esparto, 
Yolo County. Only a part of last year's crop sold, on account of cheap 
foreign almonds. I think a tariff of 5 cents on unshelled almonds and 
15 cents on the shelled is necessary to save our orchards. 

Thanking you tor any interest taken in this matter, I remain, 
Respectfully yours, 

F. M. CORNELL, 1120 Lctr1cit1. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., J11ly 8, 1931. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Se,nate 01/ice Building, lVaslzington, D. O. 
Ho~ORABLE Sm: To assist in indicating to you the sentimen1: of the 

almond growers of California, the undersigned grower begs to add bis 
indorsement to the petition presented by the growers to the Way and 
Means Committee through the medium of the California. Almond Grow
ers' E::tchange for a tariff of 5 cents on unshelled and , llS cents on 
shelled product. 

Convinced that a lower tariff than that represented by the figures 
mentioned will result in the ultimate disintegration of this important 
California industry, we feel that we may justly solicit your hearty co-
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.operrrtion -and enthusiastic support to the end that the '"11.ee.essary ·pro
tect1on may be obtained. 

Your a istance will be appreciated. 
Yery respectfully, 

~N' Il.mT 
152 C~Jttrai A t'enw,e, Sim Fi'"ancisco, baitf. 

Los ..A.NG•LES, CALIF., July B, _J!JU. 
lir. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

8ffiate Otfi.ce Bi1,Uding, Washiiigtoti, D. O. 
To I'HE HONORABLJll MJl.. SHOllXIUDOE : The writer is engaged in f;~~-

tng almonds in the Atascadero district, San Luis Obispo County, · . 
w~ have now nearly .(.()() acres in various stages of ~wth .and d.e-

elopment. Tlle oldest fil'e 6 years --0! a.ge. jnst coming into eomme:r
cial beating. Tbe retur:ns last ~ ~ar on our almonds ""Were harely 
enough to cover harvesting and marketing expenses, leaving the .grower 
absolutely mothing for his labor and expell10ea. On the Mediter.ranean 
shores they pay 15 to 20 cents per day for labor, -while we are paying 
$4 to $5 'Per- day and other expenses in -prop0rt1on. 

It we are to continue ln the almond industry .in the United :&tatesl 
we should have at least a duty of 5 cents per rpound -On unshelleo 
almonds .and ,35 -cents per t>ound on shelled almonds. 

R p.?ctfoUy submitted. 
WlLLiill BRllR 

7U PJZCillc Finance -BuiLdJ.no. 

SA~ FRANCISCO, CALil'., July 8, 19Z1. 
Hon. S.UIUEL M. 'SHOR'n!IDGJll 

Senate 01/lce B.uffd-tng, Washingt-on, D. V. 
DEAR Srn: As a grower o't almonds, I would respectfully ask that 

you do all in your power to secure an amendment to the pro:posed tariff 
on almonds, especially -0n shelled almo-.nds. 

As it takes a pounds of a.lmon'd.s .in the sMll in this co1mtry to make 
1 pound of almond .meats I respectfully submit to you that the taritt 
on sheliea almow.ls should be at least three times .as ._great as on 
almonds in the sh<>ll, and unless we get adequate tari.tl', especlally on 
shelled a1mondi;i, it will mean that ~ .are preveuted 'from .participating 
in tb.e benefits .of ·the .shelled almond market. which represents 80 per 
cent of tbe consumption of almands in the United :States. 

Unl<>ss we do se.crue lln .adequate tari1f from the Congress <1Ul' indus
try, representing an investment ot-ap11ro:dmately $50,000,000, is facing 
ruin, and ' I therefore respectfully ask y.ou .as a Californian to do every· 
thing in your power to secure a tariff on shelled almonds at 1east 
three times . as great as on almonds in the shell in the protection of 
this C.8.lifornia Industry. Anything you may be able to do to assist the 
almond groweTS -of California 'Will be th01:oughly appreciated :not !Only 
by myself but by the 4.,000 almo.:11d J~i:owers .of the State of California. 

Yotn's · very tru1y, 
C. LAnsm., 

751 'J!enth A 'C'enue, &t• li',.anci.Bco. 

SACRAMENTO, CALIF., July 8, 1921.. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Senate Off/,ce: Building, Washington, .D. O. 
DEAR Sm: I wa.nt to .ask that you use your strongest efforts in the 

matter of the present tarii'f bill now pending before your Hou~e to 
secure pl'oper and adequate 'fJTOtN!tion for California almonds. 

'The Cal:ifornia >almorrd industry represents a ilivelib-0od to -several 
thousand f.amilies .and sevei:a.l thousand .other peo.ple dependent .upon 
its continuation. 

It represents a-:n investment or approximately $50,000,000, and this 
Industry . ls seriously jeopudlzed under the present competition with 
European almonds. 

The California Almond Growe?S' Exchange, which represents the 
great majority "Of the Califo1•nia almond growers and which has been 
one -0f the plon<>ers in <?ooperative marketing of fa.rm crops, .has 
recommended a tariff of 6 eents a pound on unshelled almon.ds .and 1.5 
cents a pound on shelled almonds. 

We .are vitally interested in this tariff, as we individually represent 
the ;0wn~s and growE!rs of over 2.000 acres of almond -0rchaJ:ds, and 
we trust that you ill do -everything in your power to secure the tariff 
represented by the exchange. to wit: Five cents per pound -0n almonds 
not shelled and 15 cents per -pound on shelled almonds. 

We feel that this taritl' is necessary and absolutely essen.tlal tor the 
continuation and· protection of the $50,000,000 almond industry in 
California. 

As a Californian we feel that :rou have the best interest ot this 
State at heart, and we shall appreciate whatever y-0u can do in securing 
nnd fighting :for the tariff protection requested. 

Tballkli:ng you in . .advance, 
Yonrs truly, Goo. X. FLE'MIN'G. 

RANCHO DE EL CAPITAN, 
RIO LINDA, SA.CRAM.ENTO COUNTY, CALIF., J.-uly 8, 1921. 

Hon. i;AMU1"L M. SHORTRIDGE, 
United States Sena.tor, WaBJr.ington., D. O. 

DEAR Sm : As the almond growers o:f California. will surely be up 
agaiDBt lt with a tarur less than 5· cents on unshelled almonds and 15 
ce.nts >on shelled almonds we would sarely appreciate it 1f you would 
do all within your power to fight for the abo~ tariff . . If tbe 4 .and 
8 cent taritl' goes through. I know that the California almond grower 
may as well grub out all of his trees and let the land lay idle, for he 
wm be aa · t.ar a.bead as trying to grow almonds :with • an inadequate 
tarllf. 

Knowing that your pa t record has always been for the best interests 
of Cnllfornia I feel assured that you will do all within your ·power 
and see that the almond growers get ·a fair deal. 

Thanking you, I remain, 
Very truly yours, 

Senator SAML'E L :\f. SHOR'l"RlDH E , 

CAP'.r. H. A. LEWALD, 
Bo3: 1t08, Motor Route A. 

SAN FRA. CISCO, CALIF., July 8, m1. 
Sen.ate Office Building. Washington, D. 0. 

DBAR Slil..'ilATOR : I a.m the owner of 62 acres of producing Cali!ornJa 
almond oYchard land, which nnder normal conditions should have a 
valuation of $21 ,500. La i:;t ~·ear th~ <'rop income from this property 
was insufficl(>nt to pn;\" fo r Tl.:(· « :ll' t>. much less give any return ,on the 
invei;itment. '.fl1is pr o1)•·rt:r was pl:lnted under conditions and has 

st.nee reeetnd the 'Care such that I should e:rpeet n-OW a · reasonable• 
tnte-rest on my ~ent. ~These ·are not normal times, and unless 
protection ls a11'.orded against tbe importation of almonds ])roduced ' 
with underpaid labor under conditions with whieh ·we here are unable 
to compete I B'hall be obliged to uproot my almond trees and turn my, 
attention to the production of other -crops. 

My position is the same as that f all the other almond growers 
of · California, and · I trust that we shall receive from y<>u every iassist
ance possible in securing protection for this California industry. The 
tax 'OD shelled almonds ' should be ut leasti:bree times that on unshelled 
almonds, and the i:ates proposed b)' the California Almond Growers' 
Ercha:nge--1. e.;at -least 5-et?Dts for the one and 15 cents fortbe other-. 
are absolutely necessary to save the industry. We shall watch witb 
interest .and concern your activities In our behalf. 

Vey 'truly yours, 

SUfUEL 'M. SHO'RTRTDGE, 
Washington, D. 0. 

Evlm'ln'l'T N. 'Bn A);. 

·OAKDALE, CALIP., July 8, 1921. 

DJU.R SENA.TOR : I understand the Ways and Means Committee has 1 
recommended to Congress a taritr of 4 cents on unshelled almonds and 
8 cents '<>Jl shelled. This is ·entirely Inadequate. We can not meet 1 foreign competition unless we get 15 cents .on shelled and 5 cents on 
nuts in the shell. 

We-will be drlven out cof bnsiness unless you can assist us in getting 
this protectlou to our industry in this State. 

Yours truly, 
W ALTilB J. STOLP. 

TURLOCK, CALIF., July 8, 1921. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

· Wmhii'ngttln, D. O. 
DEAR SIR: The Ways and Means Committee ·ha°"'e re~mmended s 

taritr o:f 4 cents per pound on almonds in the shell and 8 cents per 
pound on shelled almonds. The almond growers o:f California. through 
the California Almond Growers' Exchange, have asked tor a tariff of 
rs cents unshelled and 15 cents shelled. This is not an unreasonable 
request,.-.and much thought and time was consumed ln arriving at ·these 
figures, and I belleve that 5 cents and 15 eents is the minimum tariff 
required to protect the almond industry from the .lower freight rates 
and the peasant competition ot the south o:f"'Europe countries. 

KindJy use ~our utmost endeavors to help secure the r~quested tarur. 
-Very truly yours, 

R. K. SMITH. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIP., July 8, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE 

Senate '(jt!f.ce B'Uild-fng, Washington, D. a. 
"DEAR 'SIR: I will not thke up "YOUr -va.1uable time with a le>ng-windcd 

Jetter, but ·wm ask ·you to 'do all 'YOU can for ·us almond growers out 
here m the golden West. 

We are not asking :for a very iot, but just a living chance with our 
products. 

We feel that we should have at least a. ta.rill'. 'Of 5 cents on unshelled 
almonds and 15 cents on shelled. 

Many of us have our savings tied up <in almond orchards that are 
bearing or just beginning to bear, and we trust you will do all in your 
power to help us out. 

Thanking you tor all you can do :for us 1n this lDatter, and .au of us 
trust you can do a grea.t deal, 

I · remain, 
Yours >ery truly, 

A. VAN HOYT, 
~21 .aalifo1-.ia ·.Street. 

. We represent an investment of $50,000,000 in almond urchards and 
almond-shelling IDllchinery. 

A.."'<TlilLOPE, CALIF., July 1, 1921. 
SenatOl." S. M. SHORTJUDGJil, 

Washington, D. CJ. 
DNAR SENATOR : ·Kindly help us almond growers out and keep us 

!Nlm ruin by e.dvoea.ting tarlt? of 6 cents on unshelled and 15 cents 
on "Shelled ~uts. 

We are still holding part o:f 1919 and 1920 c~op with 1921 crop on 
trees. You· will appreciate our situation. 

Prot~t us from .cheap SpaDil!h labor and oblige, 
Sincerely, a grower, I. E. EMEBSO::f. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE. 
DBA'.Et SIB: I appeal to you to please help to give the almond growers 

ot Cal1farn1a better protection agamst foreign nuts imported. I bought · 
20 acres three ~ars ago. They are just coming into bearing a:n.d 
hoped they weiuld later help make a living, but under present pToposed 
tarur lDY place will be a practical loss to me, as well as thousands 
who have invested their sa>ings will lose also. 

Respecttully, Dr. c. E. FlUD."'ER. 

Los GATOS, SA.NT.A. CL.A.BA COUNTY, CALIF.,..July 1, 1921. 
llon. .SAll't'.EL .M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Washington, D. O. 
DEAR Sm: I a-in very much concerned about the a~mcmd industry of 

Cali:fornia. Our growers can not compete with the Mediterranean 
shores .unless at lea.st a 5~¢ent tariff nn the unshelled .product and a 
15-cent tariff •On the shelled product is secured. I hope we mu1.y have 
your active cooperation and assistance now for the good o:f ·our 
growers. 

Very truly, 

Hon. SAMUlCL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Dr . .A.. J. GERLACH, 
Glenridge He-ights, R. 1, Bo.i: 31. 

VACA.TILLE, CALIF., July 1, 1ff!1. 

'Senate Office Buildi"tig, Washington, V. a. 
MY nus . SlilN:A.TOR SH0.11.TRIDGE : I plan.ted UJl • almond orchard 21} 

years ago. It has 1 proved .a bad .investment, because of •the grrat ex
panse ot harvesting the nuts ·which .have to be sold in c crn p .tition 
with Europe's .cheap almonds. The ,only . .reason why 1 have not dn.g 
up my trees is because I have belie>ed my Go,ernment would gi'fc t he 

' 
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almond industry in the United States a.n adequate protective taritl'. 
We need a tariff on shelled nuts three times as great as on almonds 
in the shell. 

Yours very truly, 
Il~STER X .. lIA.nBISON. 

HAMILTON CITY, CALIF., Jtllfl 7, 1921. 
Mr. SAMUIJL SHOR'l.'R.IDOE. . 

DEAR Sm: Being an exteru;ive almond gro\ver, am asking you to 
give us a tariff o! 5 cents on unshelled almonds and 15 cents on 
shelled almonds, as we can not compete wUh the foreign trade at the 
present rates. 

Every cent I have in the world ls invested in this orchard and on 
account o! not realizing much of anything on the crops the last two 
y~rs, am not able to keep up any part of my expenses, let alone pay 
off a mortgage and support an invalid son and an orphan child, which 
I have adopted. Under the circumstances, I am sure you do not 
want myself an<l hundreds of others to lose their homes to allow 
foreigners to prosper on our territory. 

Thank you. 
MRS. ADA Wt:ST. 

Hon. Senator SAMUllL M. SHORTRIDGE. 
OAKLJH', CALIF., July 7, J!Ji1. 

DEArt Srn : I am very much interested in this tariff business. Please 
see to it that a 5-cent tal'iff is put on all unshelled almonds and 15-cent 
tariff on all shelled. If you don't it is going to work such a hard
ship on us. 

PleasP. give this your immediate attention and oblige. 

Hou. S.\XUEL SHORTRIDGE. 
ll'ashing{o;i , D. 0. 

M. E. CADWELL. 

ARBUCKL.E, CALIF., July 7, 1921. 

DE.\R Sra: As an almond grower of this Statl' I am writing to ae.k 
that you favor at least a 5-cent tariff on un ·helled almonds and at least 
a Hi-cent tariff on the shelled product. 

This is very vital to- the industry in this Stll k. a we will be unable 
to compete with the European market if a les duty is imposed. 

Tru8ting that you will give this matter your favorable attention, 
I am, 

Very truly yours, C. F. HAMMER. 

SACR.Al\IE 'TO, CALIF., Jttly 7, 1921. 
To tlir. Hon. SAMlTEL M. SHORTRIDGE. 

Senator. Washington, D. C.: 
A: a citizen of tbe United States and a resident of California, I 

huml.Jly request you use your best efforts to obtain a tariff' for the almond 
induf'try of California of at least 5 cents on unshelled almonds and 15 
cents on !"helled almonds. 

I am only one of hundreds of wage earners in California who for the 
pa ·t :everal years have inve ted practically all our savings in a small 
piece of land, ann planting same to almonds. with the expectation of 
i!Pridng a reasonable income from same. And now, when our orchards 
are lust on the verge ot repaying us, we can not compete with the cheap 
Europt'an product, and unless we can secure the above tariff our years 
of hard work and saving have gone for naught. I am, 

Respectfully you rs, 
OSCAR N. NELSON, 

!!.110 L Street. Sac:ramcn •o, Calif. 

OAKLEY, CALIF., Jill!} 7, 19!.l. 
S.1:!.JGE'L M. SHORTRIDGE, 

&enate Office Building. Tr asllling ton, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm : Ai; an almond grower I request your office to kindly use 

your utmos' effort· in behalf of the almond growers of l'.alifornia in 
securing a 5 cents per pound protective tarifr on almonds in the shell 
and a 15 cents per pound tariff on almonds that are shelled. I have a 
25-acre farm of almonds, and as I derive a living for myself and family 
through the marketing of this product, I sincerely hope you will be able 
to help in get 'ing this tariff through. as the almond growers of Cali
fornia have s-ufiered bailly in the last two years in not beinl? able to 
market their almond . 

Respectfully, 

Hon .• '.1MUEL ~IIClRTRIDGE. 
Washi11gto11, D . O. 

F. P. MILET, 
Oa'kley. Oalif .. R. F. D. Boz 54. 

CBIC(). CALIF'., J11711 6, 1fl?l. 

DEAR Sm : Ao an almond grower of California I am appealing to 
vou that you and the others representing California in Washington do 
your utmost to pr";;erve tbP almond inllm~try to our gre11t State. 

Sincerely, 
ELMO ARCHER. 

"'1~·.n:ns, CAT.LP., July 5, 1921. 
Hon. SAMUEL M. SllORTRlDGE, 

"Cnited States Senate, Washington, D. O. 
DfilAR Sm: I don't know whether a Senator can help a.long any House 

actions 01· not, but if you can would like to ha•e yon work for a 5-cent 
unRhelled and 15-eent shelled tariff on almond ·. 

Some of us here, and I suppose it is the same in other parts of the 
State. are having all we can do to hang on and sa•e om· places. With 
$30,000 invested, I am continually running behind in spite of every 
economy I can u ·e. Wh<'n it comes to Senate km>w you will do your 
par t. 

Yours trul.1•, Il. M. ROBERTS, 
R. F. D. _ o. 1, RolD A 55. 

CHICO, CALIF., JuT.y 1, 1921. 
Hon. '.UIUr.L SHORTRIDGE, 

[) nited States Henato-r fro11i OaUfoniiu, WaBhitigto11, D. a. 
::\IY DE.\R SENATOR : When you spoke here in Chico I had the pleasure 

or i-ntroducing you to your audience and in so doing lalct particular 
emphasis on the fact. that through the election of a Republican Senator 
we of this district would be more apt to be protected in our almond 
industn• by having a taritr placed on the imported almond. This was 
the argument made throughout this district, but on reading the dis· 

patche. this morning I discover that the proposed tariff on almonds is 
limited to 4 cent a pound. 

Such a figure is absolutely valueless, and almonds might just as well 
be put on the free list. I am an almond grower myself, and while I 
am not looking for any extortionate profit, I do believe that we are 
entitled to a reasonable return upon our investment. 

In order to keep the industry alive in California we must have a 
tariff of 5 cents on unshelled almontls and Hi cents on shelled almonds. 

Recently the growers, through their association, erected a factory 
in Sacramento for the purpose of shelling almonds. At present moRt 
of the shelled product comes from Spain, where the work is done by 
hand under conditions which I am given to understand are far from 
sanitary. We growers handling a food product decided to put np a 
clean product for consumption, but it is a foregone conclusion that it 
the present tariff rate goes through we might as well close our factory 
f:dc:rn.~r~~~her developments on work,~ connection with the almond 

I write this special letter to you, as this was a Bpecial argument 
raised by us in this last campaign against Phelan. The campaign 
promises of the Republican Party were for a higher tariff, but it ap
pears to me that California products always seem to get it in the neck 
when it comes down to a matter of tariff. · 

If the Republican Pat·ty can not protect California products through 
a tarifl', then that party might just as well expect to see California go 
Democratic again. There is a wave of feeling throughout this section 
of the country and through all the almond-growing districts against 
the propo ed tariff. The ~rowers have labored for years bringing the 
industry to a naying basis in developing their orchards and finding 
out what particular specie thrive best in California.. Thi can only 
be done after many years of patience, labor, and expenditure of money. 

Now that the almond orchards are coming iuto bearing we are con· 
fronted with a situation which makes our work and expenditure ab ·o· 
lately futile. 

In my campaign for the Republican Party I have been repeatedly 
opposed by nominal Republicans who make the declaration that the 
Republican high tariff policy is no good to California, because the 
Republican Party never applie it here. This proposed tariff gives 
truth to the claim, and frankly, I must say, it takes the heart out of 
us who are trying to keep the party alive in the State. 

Please do not run away with the idea that this is a matter of a. few 
growers proteRting. The industry is a well established one and its lo . 
will mean murh to the wealth of the State of California. 

I am writing to you with the request that you do your very best in 
protecting your constituents in this regard. 

Very truly yours, 
HARRY DAVIDS. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I must beg the pardon 
of the Senate for having consumed so much of its time. 

l\1r. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will 
pardon me, but I would like to ask one or two questions about 
the California almond business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from Cali
fornia yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I yield. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I would like to have the Senator inform us, 

because I think it is an important point in connection with the 
question, what per cent of the almond crop marketed in the 
United Stateids shelled and what per cent is unshelled. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I think that has been stated. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I do not think it has been stated. If it has 

been stated by anyone I have not heard it. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I think it is in the RECORD. I do not 

recall accurately, but I know that up to a comparatively recent 
day there has been a very small output of shelled almond. 
from California. 

Mr. SIMMO ~s. I think the Senator is correct about that. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Ye'. I was going to add that it is per

fectlv well known that the imported shelled almonds are shelled 
in the most primitive way. 

1\fr. SIMMONS. 1.rhey are shelled by hand. · 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes; they are shelled. by hand and by 

tho e who work for just enough to enable them to breathe and 
exist. 

In other words, I do not call it pauper labor, I call it poorly 
paid, unhappy labor; but be that as it may, the methods are 
primitirn. In California we can no more engage in that method 
than the Senator could in his own great and good State. 
Wherefore we have built in Sacramento an expensive-I think 
fully $300,000 it has cost-factory for the shelling of almonds. 
It can be done. Given, as we claim, the protection we ask, we 
can shell almonds and enter very greatly into the market of 
shelled almonds. Hitherto our output of shelled. almonds has 
been J:imited. The great amount has been imported. We can 
shell almonds. We can enter into the market and we can give 
work and employment, and to that extent we will, of course, 
increase vastly our output not only of shelled almonds, but it 
will develop further the indu try it elf. I do not know that I 
have sufficiently answered the Senator. 

Mr. SIMl\lONS. 'The fact is that up to this time, by reason 
of the fact that they have not been able to shell almonds by 
machinery, they have not put the shelled almonds upon the 
market to any corn:~iderable extent. 

Mr. SHORTHIDGK 'J'hat, I think. may be admitted. 
l\fr. SIMMONS. The Senator said they are providing a great 

plant for the purpose of :"helling almomls by maehinery. If 
that plant is successful-and I suppof';e that matter has been 
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inH:stigated, and it has been conclusively determined that it will 
be ::i. successful operating plant--

::\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Mechanically, yes. 
:\fr. SIMMONS. When that happens, when California finds 

her elf in the position where she can shell almonds by machin
ery probably the labor cost of shelling almonds in this country 
would be less than the labor cost of shelling them by hand 
anywhere else in the world, would it not? 

~fr. SHORTRIDGE. I think not. Shelling by machinery 
here presumably would be much cheaper than shelling by hand 
here. However, that is but one element of the cost. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. Is there anything that can be done now, and 
is being done now successfully with machinery which can be 
done anywhere else as cheaply :ry hand labor? For instance, is 
there anywhere in the world that a shoe can be made by hand 
labor as cheaply as it can be made in this country by machinery? 
I ·· there anywhere in the world that a pair of stockings can be 
knit by hancl as cheaply as by machinery in this country? 
Would the Senator contend that if we could provide suitable and 
efficient machinery for shelling almonds we could not, with that 
machinery, shell them at a less labor cost than they could be 
shelled for anywhere else in the world or even here by hand? 

)fr. SHORTRIDGE. May I answer ill a word, having re
gard to the cost abroad and those engaged in the shelling of 
almonds abroad, that I can not imagine there could be any 
process, even by machinery, having regard to the cost of ma
chinery and maintenance and labor employed, which would be 
as low or as little as is paid abroad. 

)Jr. SIMMONS. But those people have to live. They can not 
do it for nothing. It may take 100 people, shelling by hand, to 
shell as many almond as one man could shell with a machine 
in a day. Those 100 people may be paid a very small wage each, 
but all the 100, if they live at all, would have to receive enough 
to equal the wages of the one man who operated the machine. 

If the Senator will pardon me, in some sections of Europe, I 
think, even to this day they cut their wheat and their rye and 
their oats with the old hand scythe. In this country we cut 
tho e products by machinery. Would the Senator contend for a 
moment that the labor of Europe or anywhere in the world was 
so low as compared with American labor that they could cut 
wheat at a less labor cost with the old hand scythe than we 
could cut it here with our highly improved machinery? 

~Ir. SHORTRIDGE. I suppose the Senator is entirely famil
iar with conditions prevailing in practically all of the European 
States or the Asiatic countries, as well as conditions prevailing 
in our own country. In a little, limited area of wheat grow
ing in a little, secluded valley in the Balkans it may be that 
a poorly fed and clothed Rumanian might cut the grain at a 
given 5 cents a day. It might be that upon a great wheat field 
in Montana they could cut the grain at a given price. But when 
we compare the style of living, the clothes, the food, the carpets 
on the floor, the pictures on the walls, the music, the school
house, the church, the newspaper-when we compare American 
conditions with conditions prevailing abroad, I am sure the 
-Senator does not wiSh to reduce us to the conditions prevailing 
there. 

Mr. SUD.IONS. No; I am simply trying to show to the Sena
tor and to the country that where almonds are shelled by hand 
in one country and shelled by highly efficient machinery in an
otller country the wage paid the laborer for the shelling by hand 
is not comparable to the wage pa.id the laborer for the shelling 
by machinery, and that the wage paid in the two Cases is DO 

index whatever of the ultimate cost of production. In other 
word"', in cases of that sort we can not take the wage paid for 
the purpose of making a comparison of the cost of production, 
because we may have 100 hands engaged in shelling almond~ 
for a whole day, but they would not shell as many almonds in 
a whole day as the one man operating a machine would shell 
in the same length of time"!. We can not compare, therefore, the 
wage paid to each one of those 100 men shelling by hand with 
tL.e wage paid the one man shelling by machinery. I thmk that 
is libout the way the Senator has reached his conclusion that the. 
shelled almonds must have a duty about 300 per cent higher 
than the duty on unshelled almonds, because he has estimated 
that there will be an immense difference in the cost of shelling 
almonds in the foreign country and the cost of shelling almonds 
in this country when he begins to shell almonds in this coun
try, which he has not begun to do yet. 

~Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Oh, yes; we have. It is conceded on 
all bands that the ratio abroad is as 4 to 1, but it is now proved 
that in America the ratio ls as 3 to 1. The difference between 
shelled and unshelled was stated in the fig-ures brDnght out. 
That is admitted on all hands. With respect to the other 
Hou e, that was the mistake which the House made in taking 
the ratio as 1 to 4. The Senate committee puts it as 1 to 3. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. But let us keep to the concrete proposition. 
Does the Senator contend that the labor cost of shelling al
monds by machinery will be as great as the labor cost of shell
ing them by hand? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. There are various elements to be taken 
into account-the capital invested, the amount of output, the 
number of employees, and so forth-and it is very difficult to 
compare the cost abroad with a given cost in California. There 
are many elements that enter into it, but it seems to me-not 
only seems, but I ·am very sure-that the_calculations of those 
familiar with· the whole subject are correct, namely, that if it 
be necessary, as claimed, to have a 5-cent duty on the unshelled 
almond as it is picked from the tree and cured or made ready 
for market, there is a necessity for three times that rate for 
the shelled almond. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Is that because of the higher cost of shell
ing here as against the cost abroad? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It is one of the elements that enters 
into it, naturally. 

l\1r. SI.i\!MONS. A.nd the Senator thinks after they get their 
machinery at wo1'k out in California the difference in the labor 
cost will be so great as to justify this high differential? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Unquestionably. I do so contend. 
Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator does admit, however, that up 

to this time there has been a very limited quantity of shelled 
almonds placed upon the American market? 

l\fr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes; though, of course, "limited" is a 
relative term. 

Mr. SIUMONS. I want to ask the Senator now if at this time 
there are any domestic shelled almonds held for the market in 
this country? 

l\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. I think there are. 
Mr. SHIMONS. I find in one of the telegram which I put 

into the RECORD the other day, to which the Senator from Cali
fornia has referred, a statement to the effect that tile associa
tion in California which controls the sale of almonds have no 
good · for delivery. The telegram asks the que tion: 

Why should Representatives vote for such an increase when the 
California Almond Growers' Exchange can not even deliver goods? 

l\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. The almonds may now be in the hand.· 
of brokers or local houses here in the East. 

l\fr. Sil\fMONS. Then I find a statement made in another one of 
these telegrams to the effect that a Yery small proportion of 
shelled almonds which are produced in this country are used by 
the manufacturers of candies, and for the reason that they are 
not so desirable, that the public does not like the almonds which 
grow in California, that the imported almond is much pref
erable. I find thi in a statement from the New England Con
fectionery Co. : 

We are speaking now of shelled almonds and walnut~. and not nuts 
in the shell. Vi'hy should we manufacturers be forced to pay such an 
increase when the total amount of almonds shelled in California yearly 
would not supply two of our manufacturer in tW . country for one 
and one-half days? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Just a word. 
Mr .• 'I~IMONS. The statement which I have just read is 

from the New England Confectionery Co., and is to the effect 
that the total amount of California shelled almonds at the 
pre ·ent time would not upply two of the great candy manu
facturing concerns in this country for two days. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I may in a word reply to the last 
thought suggested by the Senator from North Carolina. There 
are always two arguments advanced in opposition to the al
mond industry-first, that we can _not produce almonds in 
quantity; second, that we can not produce in quality. Our 
position is that, given adequate protection, we can produce in 
quantity sufficient and, beyond all controversy, that we can 
produce in quality. If there were an embargo to-day, estab
lished by law or created by war, we should find the New Eng
land candy men crying out for almonds from California, and 
there would be no objection whatever to them on the score of 
quality. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not desire to discuss that question 
with tr e Senator from California, because I know nothing 
about it. I simply know what the manufacturers of confec
tions have stated in their telegrams. If we should impose 
this duty of 15 cent'"' a pound on shelled almonds which are 
imported into this country, we ·bould have this situation
and I want to hold the Senator to it and to get his answer to 
it-\vith no shelled almonds of American production on the 
market and none for delivery. all the shelled almonds would 
have to come from abroad and would have to pay the 15 cents 
duty until the almond grower in California \\ere prepared to 
supply shelled almonds. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. We hall ge-t- tltern in California very . 
speedily. 
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Mr. SiillIONS. If they get them at all they will probably 
get t.)lem rather slowly; they have not ·the mills yet erected to 
shell the almonds. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Ob, yes; there is a magnificent mlll 
there for thnt purpuse. 

1tJr. SIMMONS. Is the ·mill in operation? 
Mr. ·SHORTRIDGE. There is not ,a wheel turning. Wby'? 

Because theTe is no market. 
l\fr. ·SIMMONS. There is no ma.rket:and there are no almonds. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. We shall have the almonds there to 

turn the wheels. 
r. SIMMONS. And yet the Senators from California are 

asking Congress immediately ·to impose a duty of.15 cent.a upon 
every pound of almonds which is used in this country, when 
in California they have no almonds ready to be •marketed to be 
pr<>tected against the foreign imports. 

The Senator from California says that ·they "Will have some 
in the futtne, but we 1have got to ·take that for granted. Would 
it not be time enough for the Senator to come and ask .that this 
15 cents duty be imirosed 'Upon the almonds after the California 
producers have 1some shelled almonds to sell or at least until 
after they 'have a reasonahle quantity of shelled almonds to put 
upon the American market? 

'Mr. :SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, ·to-make an end of my re
marks, I answer the 'Senator from North Carolina by saying that 
if we should wait until. those who believe, as the distinguished 
Senator from 'North OaTollna believes, we never should have any 
shelled almonds; we should cease to have any unshelled almonds. 
Alm(}nd growing is in a •sense what might be called a new in
dustry with great possibilities. We seek to keep what we have 
and to increase it. The theories of the Senator from North 
Carolina and myself differ -radically. I bold to the notion ·ex
pr ed here again and again that in California we can produce 
almonds in quantities which are ample and in quality unex
celled. 

Mr. 'SD.fMONS. But the -Senator--
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Just let me finish the thought. As to 

the theory, whether •it be that of 'Cobden or Hamilton, Wash
ington or Calhoun, we may differ, but'We are not discussing that 
question now. We simpJy come here and say that untler present 
conditions we can not compete with the cheaply produced un
shelled or shelled almonds of Eu-rope, anti it is for us legis
lators to determine whether we shall maintain an American 
industry which will serve ·to bring about competition with tlie 
imported article, and at the same · time add to the prosperity of 
St:a'te and Nation, or whether we shall abandon an American 
industry and again become tlependeiit upon the foreign industry, 
wllich will speedily become a monopoly over which we shall 
have no control. Let us as to this and all our industries stand 
up for America. 

"Mr. SlllMONS. Mr. President, I think the .almond industry 
in the Senato'I''s State has been prospe1·ing pretty well up to 
this time. I do not think any money has been lost in Cali
fornia in the almond business. The lands cultivated in 
almonds are, as I understand, valued at about $500 an acre. 
Tbere is no evidenee that the almond industry up to this time 
has not been prosperous, at least as well as any other industry 
certainly any other agricultural industry. "The almond grower~ 
have been selling in considerable quantities shelled almonds 
but have been finding a ready market for their unshelled 
almonds. I have beard no complaint on that ground. They 
do not seem to have a large quantity of either 'Shelled or un
shelled almonds on hand. The truth is there is -not and neveT 
has 'been any considerable demand in 'the markets of this 
country for the California shelled almonds, partly for the 
reason that the California shelled almonds do not seem to 
keep 'BO well as the shelled almontls grown abroad, partly for the 
reason that it is said to contain more pulp and therefore not 
ao desirable for the purpose of making confections as is the 
foreign almond. There has been no market for the domestic 
shelled almond, and, because there has been no market for 
them, they have not been shelled. 

Senators need not tell me that in America, with all of our 
initiati\"e and with all of our energy, if the almond growers -0f 
California could have found e. market for their Shelled almonds 
they would not have long ago provided ample up-to-date ma
chinery and put it in operation for the purpose of shelling 
their almonds. In this situation, if we should adopt the Senate 
committee amendment and impo e th~ duty ·proposed, it would 
be the first time in my knowledge of tarfff making that we 
impo ed a high duty such as this-for this is a very high ' 
duty, being 275 per cent h igher than the rate in the present 
law and 150 per cent higher than the Payne-Aldrich rate-
for the purpose of protecting an American product, when it was 
di ~closed in the argument there was not any of the product · 
sought to be protected on sale in the American market. We 

are ~ked to ¥royide thi~ rate ?f duty Rimply upon the theory 
that if we will impose it po ibly in the future they will be 
produced. 

Mr. Pre~ident, i! we impose ·this dnty under such circum
stances ·we can not do it 'for the purpo e df protection because 
there ls nothing to protect. Almonds bave been raised in Cali
fornia, I presume, ·for 25 or 30 -years, and yet the industry bas 
no shelled almon<;ts on the market to-day, according to the 
telegram "from which I have ·quoted, and there is no American 
prod~ct to be protected. ·Therefore, l\1r. President, if we im
pose it, for the present, at any rate, it will be a pm·e re•enue 
duty and not a protective duty, Rnd I think not only for t he 
present but for a long time in the future. Even if the alruond 
grow:ers of California are ·successful in their shelling processes 
and m the expansion of their business, it will be a long time 
before they will be able to supply even a small part of the 
demand of the country for the unshelled almonds. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
me, it is not necessary for our argument or for our position for 
~to add that, speaking for myself, I hold to the theory that 
if it ls possible to develop an American industry in the State ot 
the Senator from North Carolina or in -the State of -my friend 
from Mississipi, if it is possible to develop an ind'nstry whereby 
the people of the several States may have profitable employment 
I would impose a tari:ff duty on the imported product. Why? 
In order that an industry might be developed o that we would 
not become dependent upon the 'foreigner. In the end the prices 
would be no greater. I challenge the lem·ning of my friend 
from North Carolina to point out in this country where, after 
we have developed an American industry, the cost of the prod
uct is more than when we were formerly dependent upon the 
imported article. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I am not going to enter upon 
a discussion of the rudimentary principles of the tariff as 
unde1·stood and enunciated by the other side. I am di! cussing 
this ~se upon the facts, and I am attempting to show that, 
aecording to the facts, even f:rom the -standpoint of the .Repub
lican theory, there is no present ground for a duty, especially 
a ~uty of the proportions proposed. In the telegrams of 
which the Senator has spoken ·and in connection with which 
he has taken occasion to say some very delightful things about 
me for which I wish to thank b im, the statement is made that 
the 15-cent duty upon shelled almonds will be practically pro
hibitory; that the . consuming public will not stand the prices 
that the confectioners will haYe to charge for this class of 
sweets if they shall have to _pay the.prQposed ,high rates of (]uty 
for the foreign pioduct, there being no d001estic product which 
they can buy, and therefore they axe compeUed to buy the 
foreign p~oduct. 

Under the theory which the Senator has just invoked I d-0 
not recall any instance where any .industry has come and asked 
us to give it in the very beginning, in ·the very initiation, a pro
hibitive duty to protect an industry that does .not exist in the 
United States; and practically the .industry of shelled almonds 
does not exist in the United States. Although you have been 
in the almond busine s for 25 or 30 years, multiplying-each year 
your acreage, the shelled-almond indu try does not exist. You 
have no goods to-day which you could deliver to these Cfilldy 
producers if they demanded them ai you, so that they mu t 
necessaiily pay these high rates of duty while you are de~loping 
your industry-an industry that practically does not now 
exist-and you can not give us any reasonable information as 
to how long it is going to take you to supply a .reasonable per
centage of the demand of the American consumers of shelled 
almonds. You do not know · yourselves. It depends upon the 
growth of yom· trees ; it depends upon the success of your 
newly installed shcl.ling machines ; it depends upon a great 
many eontingencies, all in the future. 

1\fr. SHORTR'IDGE. Mr. President, may I ask the ·Senator 
a -question? 
, l\fr. SIMMONS. Therefore-if the Senator will pal'clon me 
one minute-I say that if thts .duty be imposed at this time it 
can not be for the purpose -Of protection, beeaus-e there is 
nothing to protect. It must be for the pm-pose of revenue; and 
dues the Senator want to impose for revenue purposes u duty 
that tile consumers of the product say will be 11rohibitive? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. In 1;he ·first place, it would be justified 
as a revenue measure. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If it is proru"bitive? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. In the ;econd place, it would not be 

prohibitive; and in the third plaee, according to the Senator's 
argument, this industry never would grow, never " ould d -
velop, and we would fore-ver be dep ndent upon the foreigner. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not say that. What I bave . 1s 
that when an industry in contemplation, in anticipation, comes 
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and asks for protection before it becomes a reality, before it is 
brought into being, it at least ought not to ask for a prohibitive 
duty. It ought to be satisfied with a very moderate duty until it 
does get into existence. That is the point I am making. The 
point I am making is that you have no unshelled-almond indus
try, and you are asking us to give you a duty to foster an in
dustry that if it exists at all is in swaddling clothes, and you 
want a prohibitive duty to begin with . Out of those many tele
grams that you speak about, presented by me, I think nearly a 
fourth of them say that the duty will be absolutely prohibitive. 

l\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. The trees are in existence, the factory 
is in existence, the men and women are in existence, the soil 
is in existence, the sunli_ght of heaven is in existence, and the 
moon showers down her silver; so that this industry is in exist
ence-in esse and not in futuro. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The industry exists, but the marketable 
usufruct of the industry is wanting. There is no usufruct on 
the market or in existence to supply in whole or part the dai}y 
demand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend
ment of the committee. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading ' clerk pro

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. FERNALD (when his name was called). I transfer my 

pair with the Senator from New Mexico [l\'Ir. JoNES] to the Sena
tor from Michigan [Mr. TOWNSEND] and will vote. I vote " yea." 

~Ir. SWANSON (when Mr. GLAss's name was called). I de
sire to announce that my colleague [Mr. Gr,A.ss] is detained 
from the Senate on account of sickness. I will let this an
nouncement stand for the day. 

l\fr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

l\Ir. 1\"EW (when bis name was called). Making the same 
announcement of the transfer of my pair a· on a previou, i·oll 
call. I vote "yea." 

Mr. PO:\fERENE (when his name was called). A.gain an
nouncing my pair for the day with my colleague [Mr. WILLIS] 
I find that I can transfer that pair to the senior Senator from 
Kebraska [Mr. HITCHCOOK], which I do, and will vote. I vote 
"nav" 

:\Ii< STERLING (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as on the last vote as to my pair and it 
transfer, I vote " yea." 

"Mr. UNDERWOOD (when his name was called). I transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGE] to 
the Senator from Rhode Island [l\Ir. GERBY], and will vote. I 
Yote "nay." 

:\Ir. WARREN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
general pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
[:\'fr. OVEBMA..."l'il"] to the junior Senator from l\Iichigan [Mr. 
1'EWDERRY], and will let that transfer stand for the day. I 
vote "yea." 

:Mr. WATSON of Indiana (when his name was called). Mak
ing the same announcement as before, I vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
i\Ir. BALL. Transferring my pair with the Senator from 

Florida [l\Ir. FLETCHER] to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CuM
MI:Ks], I vote "yea." 

1\Ir. TRAMMEL!~. I transfer my pair with the senior Sena
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. CoLT] to the senior Senator from 
Montana [l\Ir. MYERS] and will vote. I vote "nay." 

~Ir. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
New· York [l\Ir. CAT..DER] is detained on official business. 

I have been requested to announce the following pairs: 
The Senator from Vermont [l\Ir. DILLii\GHAM] with the Sena

tor from Virginia [Mr. GLA.ss]; 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EDGE] with the Senator 

from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEx]; and 
The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. ERNST] with the Senator 

from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]. 
Tlle result was announced-yeas 39, nays 17, as follows: 

.Ashurst 
:Ball 
P.orah 
Bron !'.a.rd 
Burs nm 
( 'ameron 
t 'apper 
( 'nl"li, 
Ternald 
J'ra:nce 

Caraway 
Dial 
Darris 
Harri on 
Heflin 

YE.AS-39. 
Frelinghuysen 
Gooding 
Hale 
Harre Id 
Johnson 
Jones, Wah. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
Ladd 

McCormick 
l\fcCumber 
.McKinley 
.McLean 
McNary 
New 
Nicholsvn 
Norbeck 
Oddie 
Phi pp~ 

KAYS-17. 
King 
La Follette 
Lelll'oot 
Pomerene 
Sheppard 

ShiPlds 
Simmons 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Underwood 

l'oindexter 
H.awson 
l:>hortridge 
'moot 

Spencer 
Sterlin" 
Sutherfand 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 

Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

NOT VOTING--40. 
Brandegee Ernst Nelson Robinson 
Calder F letcher Newber1·.r Smith 
Colt Gerry Norris Stanfield 
Crow Glass Overman Stanley 
Culberson Hitchcock Owen Townsend 
Cummins J ones, N. Mex. Page Wadsworth 
Dillingham Lodge Peppei: Watson, Ga. 
du Pont McKellar Pittman Weller 
Edge Moses Ran dell Williams 
Elkins Myers Reed Willi<: 

So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. I ask that paragraph 758 be no N taken up for 

consideration. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmeut of the com

mittee will be stated. 
The REA.Dr G CLERK. On page 111, paragraph 758, on line 1, 

it is proposed to sh·ike out " 2-! " and insert " 4," so as to read : 
Walnuts of all kinds, not shelled, 4 cents per pound. 
Tht' PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the com

mitte<' amendment. 
1Ur. JOIL'l'SON. Mr. President, I should prefer, of course. 

that we might have immediately a vote upon these amend
ments; but the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. W A.LBH] tell · 
me that he desires to present certain facts, and he has suggested 
that I present the reasons which actuate us in asking these 
rates. I am very glad, indeed, therefore, to provide him and the 
other Members of the Senate with a demonstration of the neces
sity for the rates upon walnuts wllich have been given in the 
bill by the Finance Committee. 

Walnuts are somewhat unlike almonds. While, of course, it 
is important that upon both the shelled and the unshelle<l 
aimon<ls a bn·iff should be leyied, and while, of course, it is im
portant th2t upon both shelled and unshelled walnuts a tariff 
shall be levied. the importance in the two instances perhaps is 
in inYerse order. The e . ential rate in the almond tariff wa 
the rate upon the shelled almonds, the very important rate upon 
the unshelled. The essential rate concerning walnuts is upon 
the unshelled, the very important upon the shelled. 

The walnut tariff and the history of the walnut industry 
illnstrate the wisdom and the beneficence of the protective tariff 
policy. Walnuts are not only a lnniry. if you choose to call 
them such, but walnuts are a food product, and a food product 
of the Yery llighest vnlue. I think the analyses of walnuts 
demon.:trate that there are more 1itamines in the walnut than 
in almost any other food product. So when we are dealing with 
the wa lnut we nre dealing not only in what may have been 
termed, in dealing with the almond, a luxury, but we are dealing 
with something that we ought to be able to produce in quantity 
and that we ought to foster and encourage in production be
cause of its very high food value. 

The rates which have been accorded to walnut in the past 
are a follo'\1·s: Under the Payne-Aldrich Jaw, 3 cents upon the 
unshelled walnuts and 5 cents upon the shelled. In the Under
wood bill it was 2 cents and 4 cents. In the bill which passed 
the House it was 2t cents and 7l cents; and in the amendment 
now before the Senate the rates are fixed at 4 cents and 12 cents. 

Ninety per cent of the domestic output of walnuts are un
shelled. The domestic production now is about 56,000,000 
pounds, and that constitutes 70 per cent of the American con
sumption of unshelled walnuts. The present investment in the 
walnut industry is greater than $110,000;000. The wholesale 
value annually at the point of production is over $12,000,000. 

There are to-day 89,000 acres of walnuts on the Paci.fie 
com:t; 64,000 of these are bearing, 25,000 are nonbearing. 
There is, I may add in passing, enough acreage in the State of 
California to supply all the world, and the production is increas
ing on the Pacific coa. t now at the rate of 100 per cent in every 
four year . 

The walnut is one of the slow bearing of our fruit trees. It 
does not reach it maturity with the rapidity with which other 
trees do, and consequently the investment in a walnut grove 
is greater than in other trees and a longer time elap es before 
there can be any return upon it. 

The walnut grower must spend the best portion of bis life 
in bringing bis grove into a profitable bearing state. The tree 
grows to a very large size, and indeed, from my point of view. 
it is one of the most beautiful of all the trees we have. To 
my mind there is no picture quite so charming as is presented 
by the walnut groves in southern California and in part of 
Oregon, groves where the trees are planted symmetrically and 
where they have grown to full age, with an appearance some
what like the umbrella tree, but really more beautiful. The 
spread of a full-bearing tree is fully 50 feet, and there are only 
12 to 17 t rees planted to the acre. 

The walnut , of course, differs very much from annual crops, 
where the grower can rotate his crop from ~·ear to year and 
abandon his business without loss of any capital investment. 
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The walnut grower can do nothing of the· sort. He of necessity 
makes a heavy capital investment in the first place, then a 
heavier capital investment in constantly caring for his grove 
during the period between planting and profitable bearing. He· 
can not rotate his crop and can only abandon his business at 
absolute ruin to himself. 

As I stated a moment ago, the output of American walnuts 
for the past 12 years has been doubling on an average every 
four years, and there is every indication that this ratio of 
increased production will continue for the next 10 or 12 yea.rs. 
The rapid increase proves that the point of market saturation 
will be reached within a very brief period, probably the next 
year or two. The American·-grown protj.uct will not only be 
available in sufficient quantities to supply the entire normal 
consumption of the United States but there will be a large 
surplus, which will make for competition in the markets so 
keen as to force prices down to lower levels, regardless even of 
foreign competition. 

Mr. President, these trees are bearing in about 10 years. 
They reach full bea1·ing in 15 to 25 years. It will be obvious, 
therefore, that while under the provisions of the Payne-Aldrich 
law planting began in the State of California and that planting 
has continued under the provisions of that law, it is only now 
that the trees bear sufficiently to make the product really an 
article of commerce. 

Exclusive of interest on investment, it costs in this country 
15 cents a pound to raise walnuts. The labor cost is 65 per 
cent of that, or about 10 cents. The labor cost in America in 
raising walnuts is 10 cents a pound. We come in contact with 
and we bave to meet in competition France and Italy, and in 
the last two years, perhaps greater than either, or more dan
gerous and perilous than either, China and the Orient. While 
our labor cost is 10 cents a pound, the labor cost in France is 
2! cents a pound, the labor cost in Italy is 1 cent a pound, and, 
from tbe best available data, the labor cost in China is one-half 
of 1 cent a pound. 

It will be observed, therefore, that the difference in labor 
costs between America and foreign countries is 7 t9 9 cents a 
pound. The duty that is asked upon the unshelled walnut is 
less than one-balf the difference in the labor cost here and 
abroad. I want to impress that upon my brethren, because if 
a tariff should be determined in the fashion the Senator from 
Massachusetts has stated it ought to be fixed, then there could 
be no complaint upon his part, or on the part of any of his 
Democratic colleagues, against the duty that is asked upon this 
particular product. 

In transportation, again we are at a disadvantage. Since 
1915 freight has increased 1 cent a pound upon our products. 
One cent a pound added to wtlat the Payne-Aldrich law gave 
us. 3 cents a pound, would make the duty now 4 cents a pound, 
and without considering the additional labor cost, without con
sidering all of the changed conditions which have come in the 
metamorphosis of · the world from the war, thinking only of the 
increase of 1 cent a pound which has occurred in transporta
tion alone. by the bill under which the orchards were planted, 
in the main, in California, we would, were it to be enacted 
again to-day, be given a:s the very minimum of protection 4 
cents per pound, which is all that is here sought. 

The foreign freight rate is 80 cents per hundred pounds. 
The American rate is_$2.4-0 per hundred pounds. The foreign 
rate to New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and New Orleans is 
only 4-0 cents per hundred pounds from the countries of Europe 
with which we have to compete with our California raised 
walnuts. That rate of transportation is only one-sixth of the 
rate of tran8IJortation we are compelled to pay upon ou:r trans
continental roads. 

First therefore they may raise their walnuts for from 7 to 
9 c.ents' a pound ~ore cheaply than we because of labor condi
tions abroad and at home. Next, they may ship them to the 
greatest markets there are in this country for one-sixth the 
sum it costs us to transport our walnuts upon our railroads; 
and when these things are shown, and they can not be gain
said. we believe we present a . case not only justified and demon
strated but a case which requires_ and demands imperatively, 
the orotection we ask. 

It needs no statement of mine to make- perfectly appru:ent 
that conditions were vastly different when the original rates 
were fixed under former tariff.. bills. and those changed condi
tions if we acted upon the same theory as was acted upon when · 
form~r bills were enacted, would.give us higher rates than those 
contained in this bill. 

Do you realize, sir, that in 1864 there wa.s a 3-eent duty-a 
3-<'ent duty that was reestablished in 1883, and tbat that 3-cent 
duty continued until the Underwood law was passed? So what 
we are seeking to-day is really nothing. new, and is- not at all 
out of proportion j indeed, is Jess, considering changed condi-

tions, tllan would have been accorded under· the older bills and 
under the system which was in vogue in the past. 

The United States is the largest consuming market of wal
nuts in the world. Here we consume 80.000,000 pounds annu
ally, and because the United States is the large.st consuming 
market for walnuts we have become the dumping ground of 
walnuts raised in every country in Europe where there is cul
ture at all, and in the last two years we have become the dump
ing ground of the Orient, and from China and Manchuria we 
are being flooded at present with walnuts. 

That the walnuts-produced in this country are infinitely supe
rior to those produced abroad, I do not think admits of question 
at all. They are produced in different fashion. We mnintain 
our regular groves in the manner in which I have detailed. 
They must be irrigated a number of times yeai·ly. The nuts 
are graded with- extraordinary care after they are picked from 
the trees, and every sanitary condition prevails in the culture 
of this product in the West, while there is no such care in the 
pro'duction of the walnuts which come from abroad. 

The walnut industry fotmd it essential, like most industries 
of this sort, to market by cooperation, and formed its nonprofit 
cooperating society in order that it might obtain the very best 
prices that could be obtained for those who produce the walnut 
in the first instance. 

The Walnut Growers' Association presents indeed as fine a 
business acumen as any association in the country. It sells 
at the lowest poss~ble price that it can and it endeavors to 
bring, of course, some return to it• members. There is the 
slightest spread in this business between the consumer and 
the producer that there is in any business with which I am 
familiar. It speaks volumes for the mode of doing business 
with the walnut growers and the Walnut Growers' As ociation 
that they have maintained this slight spread betv.-een the pro
ducer on the soil and the ultimate consumer throughout the 
land. 

The saleB policy of the domestic walnut growers is bu It 
up entirely on the theory that quality pays. It has long been 
recognized by the American walnut producers that domestic 
consumption can only be increased by furnishing the American 
consumer with an art:cle that is as near perfect as American 
ingenuity and skill can make it. For this reason nothing but 
the very best selected stock is packed under first grades. Do
mestic shippers are given positive guaranties to the trade that 
their deliveries will crack 90 per cent perfect. The average 
of all American-grown shipments for the past se"eral years 
have cracked 95 per cent perfect~ 

American producers, in order to· avert financial di aster, have 
made almost superhuman efforts along merchandising lines. 
For many years prior to the enactment of the Payne-Aldrich 
bill the American walnut growers were operating at an actual 
and ·cons'.derable net loss. During this period many full bear
ing groves were upi:ooted and other crops substituted. It was 
found that the producer was only receiving about one-third 
of the price charged the consULler for his product. Finally a 
cooperative, nonca.pital, nonprofit sales organization was devel
oped, which now markets over 75 per cent. of the walnut pro
duction of America. Through. the efforts of this organization 
all speculation in the product handled has been eliminated. 
The number of dealers through whose hands the product for
merly passed has been cut in two~ The product has. been so 
thoroughly standardized and merchandising. methods so highly 
perfected that the ratio between consumers' cost and producers' 
selling price has finally been reversed. So to-day _tbe consumer 
receives an almost perfect product at but 35 per cent advance 
over what the producer recei>es. or conversely the producer 
receives 65 per cent of the consumers' price. The 35 per cent 
spread between the consumers and producers' price includes 
all freight charges and both wholesalers and retailers' profits. 
We believe this margjn between produ.cers and consumers' price 
to be less than that on any other nonperishaWe product of the 
soil. This is but one example of· the many economies which 
market conditions h ve forced up.on American producers and 
no further perceptible savings. either along producing or mar
keting lines can be expected. 

The 4 cents per pound duty would maks it unprofitable for 
foreign importers to ship to this country the poorest grades and 
qualities of walnuts. Therefore the quality of importations 
would be improved, which, in the long run, would prove of 
benefit to both the American and foreign producer as well as 
a source of great satisfaction to the Ameriean consumer. 

The duty proposed by us would add to the revenue of ths 
United States Treasury approximately $1,750,000 annually 
above that yielded by the present rate. 

In Alnerica the producing of · walnut&i is a. highly specialized 
business. It is in no way a roadside crop or by·product of the 
soil as in forei~ countries, Over 85 uer. cent of the American 

.. 
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walnut grower depend exclusively on the production of walnuts 
for their livelihood and produce no other crop. The cultural 
methods are as highly de\eloped as those of any fruit-producing 
industry. To obtain the best results it is necensary ~or the 
growers to fertilize annually, irrigate at least three times a 
year, and cultivate the grouud from five ~o six t~es each season. 
It is only the richest land that will satisfactorily produce wal
nuts. Added to this, peculiarly adapted climatic conditions must 
prevail. Interior sections are usually too hot in summer and 
many other localities are too susceptible to frost in the early 
spring or late fall. Consequently the available area for produc
ing walnuts is somewhat limited, for out of nearly 1?0,000,000 
a.cres in California only about 300,000 acres are suitable for 
walnut growing. The land suitable for the production of this 
crop is also suitable for producing beans, many kinds of vege
tables and in some cases citrus and deciduous fruits. Con e
quentiy, in order tilat the industry may survive and prosper, 
the profits per acre must be kept in harmony with the aver~ge 
income that can be derived from the land used for producrng 
any of the other crops referred to. There are at least 200,000 
acres of land in California alone still prodnchrg- only annual 
crops which are very properly suited for the production of wal
nuts. With fair protection it is only reasonable to suppose that 
enough of this acreage will shortly be planted to keep the Ameri
can production well ahead of the domestic consumption. 

In all European countries walnut cultu.Te is principally a 
by-product. Walnut trees are set out in a rather haphazard 
manner in pastures, as roadside borders, and on otherwise 
rather worthless hill slopes. Irrigation is unheard of. Little 
or no cultivation is practiced and about the only cost is the 
harvesting cost. The report of 1\lr. Thomas W. Murton, for 
many years American vice consul at Grenoble, France, the 
center of the French walnut production, and who is perhaps the 
best posted auth-0rity on European walnut culture, shows tile 
mode of cultivation anroacl, and this report I desire to have 
printed in the REcoRD as an appendix to my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, permission 
is granted. 

(See Appendix A.) 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, r ask leave to annex as a part 

of my remarks various exhibi'8, as follows : 
Exhibit A: Amount invested in th~ walnut industry in Cali

fornia alone. 
Exhibit B : Number of acres, bearing and. nonbearing, devoted 

exclusively to walnut culture in California and Oregon. 
Exhibit C: Out-~f-pocket cost of producing walnut<> in the 

United States compared with. European costs, also labor costs 
in the United States compared with that in Emope, particularly 
Italy and France, and cost of farm labor in China. 

The PRESIDING OFFlCER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

(See Appendix B.) 
Mr. JOHNSON. Now, Mr. President, considering the ex

traordinary investment in walnut groves, considering how the 
walnut tree represents a generation, really two generations, be
fore it can become profitable to the owner, considering the 
fact that there has been a rate of duty of 3 cents in the past, 
considering also the changed conditions, and tliat it would not 
be inappropriate to make the rate 6 or 8 cents now, while but 

•4 cents is asked in this instance, it would seem that without 
further argum€nt even Senators on the other side of the Cham-
ber ought to agree that tilis duty be given to us, · 

APPENDIX A. 

STATEMENT ON THE COST Oli" PRODUCTION OF THJI W LLNUT IN FRANCFJ 
BY THOMAS W. MURTON, GRENOBLE, FRANCE, DECEMBER 30, 1920. 

Tbe walnut is a tree that ii) France grows freely all over the coun
try, mostly in its natural state, and without any particular care or 
attention. Only in one or two places is it really cultivated, which 
consists mainly in grafting, namely, in the d~partment of Dordogne, 
which produces a fairly good quality known as Cornes, and in the 
department of Isere, where along both.. sides o! the rivei:: of thn.t name, 
known as the valley of the Greswandan, the fine so-called English 
walnuts, otherwise Mayettes, are grown. 

Formerly farmns and peasants attached but little importance to the 
walnut, which was planted p1"incipa.lly for its wood. It is only in 
recent years that it h·1s becom .: interesting for its fruit by reason of 
the high value it ha attained. Thus scientifically planned and laid 
out orchards lilrn those of California are practically unknoll"~ here. 
There are plantations, of course, and plenty of them; but mostly all 
wifo a double purpose; that is to say, the production of other field 
crops at the same time, walnut crops being generally considered as a 
side issue. 

Under these conditions It is difficult to estimate the cost ot produc
tion of walnuts alone, for in nine cases out of ten the trees benefit 
from the care given to other crops growing uround th.em and which 
otherwise they would uot get. When trees stand on ground unatilizable 
for other crops, they generally perish from sheer negligence because 
the earth around th<> roots is ra1·ely, if ever, loosened and no manure 
used. And as for pruning, this is a luxury rarely resorted to as being 
too costly or from want of time, so the trees carry deadwood from 
7ear to year until it finally drops or is blown o.ff by a stiff wind. 

Of all the proprietor& of medium sized plantations that I have con
sulted as to their annual expense of maintaining them not one in his 
r~ply has sti:. ted the honest truth. All have exaggerated the cost, 
either because they are afraid of compromising themselves or of giving 
away something-what they do not know. 

O! all the ~gures submitted by the different parties those of M. A. 
BoiSSQn, ot Sorges, Dordogne, appear to me to be the most sincere, as 
he tr-ankly states that he cultivates other crops at the same time. 
For 12t> trees he gives a rendering of 3 tons and a cost of mainte
nance of 2,400 francs ($138, or 2~ cents per PlfUild). Admitting that • 
he- sold his nuts at 240 francs (,13.80) the hundred kilos (220 pounds, 
or 6! cents per pound), which IS the lowest price quoted, the cos1: of 
production would be about 33 per cent of the value. But as two crops 
~ere tendPd at the same time, I consider the figure 33 should be cut 
in halt. In my opinion the maintaining of an orchard dedicated 
solely to the production of walnuts and receiving every care and 
atte1;ltlon should not exceed 40 per cent of the~r value. I regret ex
ceedmgly that I am not able t'() give you more precise information, 
but wit~ the best wish such is not possible, seeing that conditions of 
fl~~dtSg_t~. France differ so greatly with those in vogue in the 

It is conv{'nicnt to call to mind here that in Franee the land is cut 
up mostly into small parcels, and many are the families that contrive 
to live comfortably and save money on the p-rodu<:tion ot a few acres. 
Mo t peasant farmers possess a few walnut trees scattered over their 
property, which receive no speci:ll attention and profit only from the 
care given to other crops, aud as this class fe>rms the Ta.st majority ot 
agriculturists, it win be readily understood how di.ffic:ilt it is to estab
lish even an approximate idea e>f the cost e>f production of walnuts. As 
!e:i1i~~~~. of fact it is exceedingly small. and by many is considere.d 

Not a quarter of the persons to wh·<>m I addressed a questionnaire 
have responded to it. I inclose herewith what answers are at hand, 
untransla.ted, as the time is too short to undertake this work. 

COST OF PllODOCTION OF WALNUT MEA.TS. 

The obtaining of data on this subject has been a. much more simule 
operation than is the case with walnuts in the shell. Crackers prete.nd 
that there is practically no saving by the employment of a machine, 
although the cost is only 2 francs per 100 kilos as against 12 and 15 
francs by hand, because the shell being- only broken the mt'at has to be 
picked out and separated the same as by hand. In general, the cost of 
cracking and puttmg up 100 kilos of walnuts ready for shipment, with
out taking into account the cost of the merchandise, averages about 45 
fr.mes. This figure may vary a little, aecordingly as the nuts cracked 
are large CH' small. This sum, de~omposed, would be about a.s follow'!!, 
according to M. E:tigene Ferrieux, of Romans, Drome, who has favorP.a 
me with a verv ~omplcte summary of the situation. I transmit hls 
letter, which, however, I have not had tl:me to translate. 

Transportation of merchandise from seller's to 
buyer's premises and brokerage ..•..••.•.. _·- .. __ • 

Cracking by hand- ...............•.................. 
Sorting ...........................•...•....•..•...... 

~s~~fi~~k::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Contingencies ....••.••. _ ..•...••.•• _ ••.•••••••.•••.• 

Per 100 
kilos (220 
lbs.) ren-

dering 
55pounds 

good 
meats. 

FraT!C3. 
10.00 
12.00 
6.60 
5.00 

10.00 

43.60 
1.40 

{-5.()() 

Equiva-
lent in 
United 
States 

ex-
change. 

S0.58 
.67 
.40 
.29 
.58 

2.52 
.08 

2.60 

Cost per 
pound 
United 
states 

ex-
change. 

so.m 
.012 
.oos 
.005 
.01 

.035 

This is certainly not an extravagant price and must compare very 
unfavorably with that paid for the same work in the United States. It 
would seem then only just and equitable that an increased tariff should 
compensate for such difference. -

THOS. W. MURTON. 
The following is a copy of a questionnaire sent by Mr. Murton to a 

number of the prindpal growers of walnuts. in the various producing 
districts of France : 

" To complete a study on 'The Walnut and its Propagation,' wb1ch 
I am in the act of preparing in a spirit of propaganda, I desire to know 
approximately what is the cost of production per annum and per hun
dred kilos. 

"As I believe you will not find any objection to favor me with this 
information, I should be greatly obliged if you would kindly fill out 
and return to me as soon as possible the inclosed questionnaire. 

"With my anticipated thanks, I am, 
" Yours truly, 

"T. W. MURTON." 
QUESTIONNATRJD.. 

1. How many producing walnut trees d-0 you possess? 
2. What is about the quantity of nuts they render annually? 
3. What are your expenses for maintaining these trees, viz: 
For labor? 
For fertilizer ? 
For gathering, sorting, washing, sulphuring, etc.? 
The following replies are typical in averages of all received: 
From M. Minet, N. Quentin, December 22, 1920 : 
•·Owns 150 trees, thickly planted. Average production, 1,500 to 

2,000 kilos ( 4,000 pounds) ; manual labor, 400 francs; fertilizing, - 500 
francs ; gathering, etc., 300 francs ; total, 1,200 francs. (Equivalent, 
United States exchange, $68.40; 4,000 pounds at cost of production of 
$68.40; average cost of production per pound, 1.71 cents.)' 

From Joseph Marchand, Polinas, France, December 26, 1920: 
"Owns 500 walnut trees. Average production, 3,000 kilos (6,600 

pounds). Cost: Manual labor, 3,500 francs; fertilizer, 1,200 francs; 
gathering, etc., 2,000 francs; total, 6,700 francs. (Equivalent, United 
8tates exchange, $381.90; 6,600 pounds at cost of production of 
$381.90 ; average cost of production per pound, 5.8 cents.)" 

From L. Maire, Dordogne, France, December 23, 1920 : 
"Answers: The only expense is in connection. with picking them." 
From A. Buisson, Sorges, France, December 22, 1920 : 
"Owns 120 trees. Produces .3 tons (6,0-00 pounds). Cost of labor 

l,200 francs; fertilizer, 600 francs: gathering, etc., 500 francs; total 
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cost, 2,300 francs. (Equivalent, United States exchange, $131.10 ; 
6,000 pounds at a cost of production of $131.10; average cost of pro
duction per pound, 2.2 cents.)" 

From Marc Bussiere, Brantome, Dordogne, France, December 22, 
1920: . 

" I have not forgotten your pleasant visit, and I shall be dellghted 
to be useful to you in giving you what information I can on the culti
vation of our walnut trees. 

· ~ In Perigard generally and at Bran tome the walnut ls ra~sed a!on.g 
borders or in the midqje of fields where chance has planted it or 1t is 
planted in rows, where it receives no particular care and benefits only 
from the labor and fertilization given to the grain. They are net always 
even graftedJ but they are trimmed, so that the animals when plowing 
can pass unaer them. 

" The trees are also allowed to grow in amongst the vines. They are 
planted as a border in lines. Certainly the tree grows to a great size, 
and is bad for the vine. but it develops very well amongst the vine. 

" Under these conditions the trees are of no expense whatever. The 
nuts are merely gathered whe:o they fall, and their fall is hastened 
by beating the trees with poles. · 

"This rudimentary cultivation is not worthy of praise, and the trees 
do not yield all that they might, but it costs nothing and reduces ex
penses to a minimum. 

" In our district there are to-day trees which have been carefully 
grafted with good species, but they receive hardly any other care than 
that given the crops in the middle of which they grow. That is the 
farmer's usual method of cultivation. 

" I have trees of every age, but most of them are young, all the old 
trees having been renewed or needing renewal. 

"This year my walnut trees on the .hill and on the plateau were the 
only ones that bad a normal quantity. The greater part of the fruit 
buds in the lower sections were frost bitten, which hurt all the trees 
this fear. 

" hope that this information will be of some utility to you. 
" Believe me, etc." 
Of a total of 18 answers received to the questionnaire the average 

cost of all those gro'\\ers who replied giving costs was a total of pro
duction cost of 3.67 cents per pound. 

THE FRENCH WALNUT-MEAT INDUSTRY. 

A similar questionnaire to that sent the walnut growers wa·s sent by 
Mr. Murton to all the principal walnut-cracking plants in France. 

A total of seven replies were received, that of M. Ferrieux being the 
most complete. However, the French cost, exclusive of the price of 
the unshelled walnuts purchased taken from the seven replies, showi; a 
cost of c1·acking, packing cases, sorting, manipulating, commission, etc., 
to be 2.84 cents per pound when translated to United States weights 
and exchange. 

(NOO"E.-The original letters of reply and original translations are 
on file with the United States '£arlff Commission, Washington, D. C.) 

APPENDIX B. 
ExHIBIT A. 

Amount invested in the walnut indust1·11 in California alone. 
Average value of bearing walnut acre-

age -----------------------Per acre ___ $1,477. 05 
(Determined by taking an avera&'e of the appraised 

valuation :per acre, exclus!ve of buildings, but includ
ing irrigatmg systemJ compiled from am.wers to ques
tionnaires received rrom 231 walnut growers of 15 
various walnut-producing districts, owning 5,030 
acres.) 
Total value of 60,800 acres bearing walnuts __________ $89, 804, 640. 00 
Average value of nonbearing walnut acre-

age _________________________ per acre __ $826. 65 
(Determined by taking an average of the appraised 

valuation per acre, exclusive of buildings, but includ
ing irrigating system, compiled from answers to ques
tionnaires received from 15 walnut growers of 10 
various walnut-producing districts.) 
Total value of 23,900 acres nonbearing walnuts______ 19 756, 935. 00 

Total investment i.n land _________ .,... __________ 109, 561, 575. 00 
There · are in California 42 walnut packing houses where walnuts de

livered by the grower are culled, graded, cleaned, and packed. 
Answers to questionnaires received from 21 of these packing houses 

show a total investment of $511,217.49, or an average per house of 
$24,343.69. 
Total value of 42 packing houses___________________ $1, 022, 434. 98 
Total investment in walnut land------------------- 109, 561, 575. 00 

Total investment in walnut industry __________ 110, 584, 009. 98 
The assessed valuation of bare land in Ventura, Los Angeles, and 

Orange Counties-the three largest walnut producing sections of Cali
fornia-in the districts where walnuts are grown and where land is 
under irrigation, ranges from $350 to $440 per acre, depending upon 
quality, location, etc. This assessed valuation is generally considered 
to be one-third the actual cash value. 

(Copy of questionnaires, from which this information was obtained, 
on file with and approved by the United States Tariff Commission.) 

' 
EXHIBIT B. 

Number of acreB, bearing and nonbearing, devoted ea:clusively to walnut 
culture in Oalifornia and Oregon. 

C.ALIFOR~I.A. 

Figures as shown by monthly lmlletin of State commissioner of horti-
cultm:e, .April, 1919, except where marked.1 (See footnote.) 

County. 

Alameda ... _ ........•.. -- .... - . -.......•...... -..... 
Butte. · ·····························-···-··········· Contra Costa ....•..............•...•................ 
Los Angeles i ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Acres n!b1:r- Total 
bearing. ing. acreage. 

112 220 

1~ ······496· 
19,845 4,332 

332 
53 

676 
24, 177 

Number of acres, bearm,g and nonbearing, devoted emclusively to walnttt 
culture in OaUfornia and Orego~Continued. 

County. Acre3 Acres Total 
bearing. nonbear-ing. a,creage. 

----
~r~!~<l0 ·1.:::::::::::::::::::::::::: :·:: :·::::::::::: 
San Benito ................... ·-·- .................. . 
San Bernardino i ..... _ •......••.................... 

IEJi~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Santa Clara ........................•...•....•....•.. 
Sonoma .............. _ ..... ··--._ .... _ ............. . 
Stanislaus .................... __ .......... _ ......... . 
Tulare ................. - ...... -.... ·- ........ -·. -.. -

~~~:;;:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

13,~ 3,090 16, 843 
1,88! 2,389 

73 73 
671 403 l,OH 
483 46 529 
700 1,125 i,rog 
520 180 

4,500 150 4,650 
880 922 1,802 
250 105 355 
135 133 
161 550 711 

11, 531 3,243 14,nj 
46 ................. 46 
50 ................ 50 ------------

54, 448 16, 746 71,1!>4 

1 Figures taken from individual report from county horticultural com
missioner, July, 1919. 

The statement above gives the latest official figures available, but as 
these are some two years old now they do not include the last two ea
sons' plantings, estimated at 13,500 acres. Therefore the present wal
nut acreage in California may be said to be 60,800 acres bearing, 23,900 
acres non bearing, 84, 700 acres total. 

OREGON. 

Figures as shown by statement compiled by Oregon State tax commis
sion for the year 1920 : 2,675 acres bearing, 1,614 acres nonbearing, 
4,289 acres total. 

ExHIBIT C. 
Ottt-of-pocket cost of producing walntttB in United States compared ioith 

Eut·opean cost, also labor cost in United States compared with that in 
Europe. 

PllODUCTION COST IN THIJ UNITED STATES. 

The out-of-pocket cost of production of merchantable walnuts com· 
piled from answers to questionnaires from 231 walnut growers of 15 
various walnut-producing districts covering 5,030 acres of bearing wal
nuts, with a production of 4,020,224 pounds in 1920, or an average ot 
799 pounds per acre, is as follows : • 

Cultural cost, per acre, $79.27 -----------------------------
(Exclusive of harvesting, but including cost of water for irri

gation; 10 per cent depreciation on pumping plant, pipe lines, 
live stock; 20 per cent depreciation on tools, implements, trac
tors, etc.; 1 per cent depreciation on value of above, all taxes, 
insurance, labor, fertilizer, and a reasonable charge for owner's 
labor and supervision.) . 
Harvesting cost------------~---------------------------

(lncludes yard work, picking, and drying.) 
Packing cost; per ton,. 27.54------------------------------

(The cost of packing includes insurance, taxes, labor, bleach
ing materials, bags, twinet repairs and replacements, 5 per 
cent depreciation on buildmgs, 20 per cent depreciation on 
machinery, and other costs, such as stationery, power,. etc., 
and is complled from answers to questionnaires received from 
18 packing plants located in the 15 districts above referred to.) 
Marketing cost------------------------------------------

(Tbis is the average selling expense of Callfornia Walnut 
Growers' Association, including advertising. commission to 
brokers, 1 per cent trade discount, maintenance of field de
partment, inspection department, rent, salaries, overhead, etc.) 

Pounds. 
$0.0992 

0.0256 

:0137 

. 0112 

Total American ..:'.ost of production__________________ 0. 1497• 

Oost of farm labor in walnut industry in Italy compared witll th~ 
United States.1 • 

[Per 8-hour day in the lemon industry.} 

Lira 
per day. 

Male laborers ... _........................... ll! 
As American male farm labor is costing 

$4.61 ' per day, the labor cost in Italy 
is 10.4 per cent of the American cost. 

American labor cost to produce a pound of 
walnuts ............................. . ........•...... 

Italian labor cost to produce a pound pf wal-
nuts, 10.4 per cent of 9. 73 cents ..................... . 

Figures 
origmally 

Converted submitted by 
into United Walnut Pro-

states tecLive League 
exchange. in brief to 'Vays 

and Means 
Co=ittee. 

$0.48 

.0973 

.0101 

$0. 0973 

.0108 
-----·---~-·---~----

.Saving in labor cost between Italy and 
America ........................................... . .0872 .0865 

I See pp. 34 and 36, Ways and Means Committee bulletin "Wages in -the United 
States and Foreign Countries." 

1 P. 3&-Either same rate as "male workers in lemon industry" or average of other 
comparable workers in agriculture specified in table. 
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Oost of /arm labor tn 10alnut industry in. France compared with United 

States.1 

[Compiled from bulletin published by Ways and Means Committee entitled" Wages 
in the United States and Foreign Countries."] 

Francs 
per day. 

Male farm laborers. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 
As American male farm labor is costing 

U.61 s per day, the labor cost in Fronce 

Figures 
onglluilly 

Converted submitted by 
into United Walnut Pro-

states tectJ.ve League 
exchange. in brief to Ways 

and Means 
Committee. 

$1.19 ·••••••••••••••• 

is 25! ~ cent of the American cost. 

~~~-~~~ -~t. ~~- ~-r·~~~~-~-~~~~- ~-f. . • • • • • • • • • • 0973 so. 0973 
French labor cost to produce a pound of wal- • 

0250 
• 
0243 nuts,~ per cent of 9.73 cents ..•.•.•. ···~ ·1-··_··_·_· ._._. ·---!-----!------

Saving in labor cost between France and 
America .....•..................•..•.......•...••... .0723 .0730 

1 Seep. 35, Ways and Means Committee bulletin "Wages in the United States and 
Foreign Countries." . -

1P.34, "Average Wages of American Farm Labor, Far West, by the Day, W1th· 
out Board." 

COST OF FARM LABOR IN CHINA. 

The United States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Foreign and 
Domestic Commerce, Far East Division, labor and wages, in digest o:t. 
material in files as of J"anuary 1, 1921, are authority for the fact that 
in the Tientsin Province, where most of the oriental walnuts a.re produced

8 and packed, the April, 1920, average wage of coolie labor was from 2 
cents to 40 cents per day, Mexican money, and they state that agricul· 
tural laborers were available at $20 per year, Mexican money, and board. 

We have used the higher rate of 30 cents per day, Mexican money, or 
22 cents per day, American money, in maJ..'ing our calculations. 

J.Iale farm laborers._ .......•..•...•........................ 
Male coolie laborers ................•..• -.................. . 

I Converted 
Me-""tican into United 
cents per States 

day. exchange. 

30 
28 

$0.22 
• 21 

.As American male farm labor is costing $4 per day, the labor cost in 
China is IH per cent or the American cost. 

Cents. 
American. labor cost to produce a pound of walnut_ ___ per pound-- 9. 73 
Chinese labor cost to produce a pound or walnuts, 5l per cent of 

9.73 cents-------------------------------------Per paund __ 0.53 

Savings in labor cost between China and America ___ do ____ 9. 20 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, the facts in 

connection with the tariff rate upon walnuts are very similar 
to those with reference to almonds. I do not know of any 
better argument to make in answer to the one the Senator 
from California has just made than to quote one statement 
made by him. "This industry," he said, "has doubled every 
four years." That means that during the eight years of the 
protective duty levied under the Underwood law the industry 
has grown over 400 per cent. How can he justify such a tre
mendous increase in duty over the Payne-Aldrich law as is 
provided by the committee amendment, in view of the record of 
growth of this industry? 

The walnut industry is a very prosperous one. I am not 
going to ask the Senate to accept my personal information 
about it. I am going to give the Senate the information about 
the industry which the Walnut Growers' Association itseJf 
furnishes to the public. I am going to read from an article 
written for the Western Canner and Packer, by Mr. Carlyle 
Thorpe, general manager of the California Walnut Growers' 
Association. The article was published in the Western Canner 
and Packer for February, 1922 : 

The· opening prices, 22! cents per pound fo1· No. l's, 17 cents per 
pound for No. 2's, and 28 cents per pound for fancy budded, were so well 
rec<>ived by the trade that the California Walnut Growers' Associa
tion was completely swamped with orders by the end of the first week 
in October. 

Referring to the tmde of the previous year, the year 1921, 
the prices were so satisfactory that the 'Valnut Growers' Asso
ciation "was completely swamped with orders by the end of 
the first week of October.'' 

Early· demands for walnuts at opening prices brought in <frders for 
about four times as many walnuts as could be supplied. The asso
ciation sold about 90 per cent of its unshelled walnuts at the opening 
prices in taking care of the requirements of old customers. 

The market continued to show strength and advanced to a. point 4 
cents above the opening figures, by which time the California crop was 
entirely exhausted, not a single bag of walnuts remaining in the ware
houses at the end of November. 

This 1s the industry for which we are asked to increase the 
protective tariff duty 200 per cent, and not a bag of walnuts in 
late November was available. What industry in the country can 
show such a record? Yet protection, high protection, is de
manded. 

In recent months the association h-as found it necessary to declin~ 
orders for hundreds of tons of unshelled walnuts, and has only been 
able to offer the trade its shelled walnuts, which are vacuum packed in 
tins and glass jars. 
~he shelled-walnut business promises to become the big end of the 

California walnut industry. During the past season the association has 
r~~~d s~~~n~mes as many meats as it shelled and packed during any 

In standardizing the 1921 pack it screened out and eliminated by 
h.and sorting 10,000,000 pounds of undersized, shriveled, an.d light· 
"'."eight walnuts from a 40,000,000-pound harvest, putting these of!'.· 
sizes through the cracking machines and reducing them to hand-selected. 
~l~~~ ::ift~oothsome walnut meats, ready for the can opener and the 

. The associated growers have hit a popular note with the housewife 
in offering her walnut meats. When she wants to finish a cake in a 
hurry or top a salad fo1· dinner or luncheon she hasn't time to stop and 
~fe~~~n~~~- out nut meats, but she does have time to open a jar or 

In the same article, referring again to the prosperous charac
ter and nature of the walnut business, I call attention to the 
following: 

The year's outstanding accomplishments. which include quick sale or 
the cro~, reducti_on. of railroad freight rate~, erection of a magnificent 
association buildmg, and a successful campaign for protective tariff, are 
all convincin"' evidence of the benefits derived from cooperation. 

By presenting a solid front when matters of great importance present 
themselves, the California walnut industry has succeeded in protecting 
its own interests, and in so doing it has protected to a considerable 
degree the interests of the wholesaler, the jobber, the retailer, and the 
ultimate consumer. 

So prosperous is the industry that the entire production was 
sold in a few weeks. So prosperous is the industry that the 
price of land suitable for the cultivation of walnut trees is said 
to be $1,200 per acre. Does this show need of such prohibiti"ve 
rates? 

l\fr. McNARY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am glad to yield to the 

Senator . 
l\fr. McNARY. The Senator is attempting to make much of 

the statement that the California Walnut G1·ower ·' Association 
disposed of the en.tire crop. From that does he deduce that the 
producer made a large profit? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes. It is my opinion that 
an association such as the Walnut Growers' Association would 
not at the outset fix a price that did not give the grower a 
profit; and the very fact that in a very few weeks the whole 
output was sold is evidence to me of a very successful season: 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator is usually accurate, but he is 
terribly mistaken in this instance. At the very time the crop 
was sold the average gross return to the growers in California 
was $16 an acre . . 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Then I am to understand 
from the Senator that the growers' association opened up this 
season by offering walnuts at a price which brought no profit 
to the grower. Is that the fact? 

Mr. McNARY. They are not offering in a monopolized mar
ket. They do not fix the price at any :figure that may suit them. 
There are very many elements that control the price the con· 
sumer pays the grower for his product. This is merely a co
operative selling agency, that gets the best price possible. I 
want to say to the Senator, because it is related to the subject 
under discussion, that the cost to the producer is 14 cents a 
pound and tbe walnuts are sold for 16 cents a pound. I want 
further to say that that is a margin of 2 cents a pound, and the 
average production per acre in all .the Pacific Coast States, in 
the matured orchards over 12 yea.rs old, is 800 pounds to the 
acre. So that it may be said that the net sum of money which 
the growers received for their crop was $16 an acre. I shall 
have something more to say in reference to that matter in a 
few moments, but I simply wanted to get the state of mind of 
the Senator at this time. 

Mr. WALSH of l\lassachusetts. I will read to the Senator 
from the Tariff Commission report and give him the infoTIDa
tion that it contains about the activities of the growers' asso
ciation. I can not conceive-it seems incredible---tbat a grow
ers' association would give the public information which is 
contained in what I have just read-that they have had a suc
cessful season; that as soon as the prices were named they had 
a tremendous demand; that the prices shortly jumped 4 cents 
per pound ; that the whole crop was sold out in a few week.s
and then presented evidence that it was all done at a loss. I 
repeat, it is incredible. What must we think of an associa•on 
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that handles the product of the growers in the fashion and 
manner described by the Senator from Oregon and then boasts 
about what a successful season they had, the rapidity with 
which or<lers came in to the growers' association, and what a 
short period of time elapsed before the whole output was pur-
chased? · 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President--
Mr. WALSH of l\fassachusetts. Let me read what the Tariff 

Commission says: 
The growers -0rganized in 1912 as the California Walnut Growers' 

Association. Its prime object is to market the product advantageously 
for the growers and to standardize and stabilize the industry. The 
association, which includes between 75 and 85 per cent of the growers, 
annually establishes opening prices for different grades. The actual 
prices realized may be higher or lower, according to the demand. To 
lIDprove and make uniform the product, the association early adopted 
a trade-mark and brand name and first-quality nuts are now sold 
under the Diamond Brand trade-mark. This brand is applied to the 
three top grades, which constitute 60 per cent of the crop. No. ~ 
nuts, which constitute 30 per cent, are sold as "California walnuts.' 
The remaining 10 per cent, consisting of culls, is sold as walnut meats. 
Nearly the whole of the crop is marketed in the i:ihell, except the so
called culls, which consi t of walnuts that are partially filled, blighted, 
or have a poor appearance. 

Further on in the same report, speaking of the crop of 1919 
and confirming what I quoted from the article which I have 
just read, the Tariff Commis ion says: 

"The average return for the 1919 crop was 24 cents per pound, and 
for 1918 slightly less. The best grades of French and Italian nuts 
sold during 1920 at 18 and 19§ cents. But a lan~e part of the impo~ts 
auctioned off at around 8 cents per pound. (Table 8.) Commercial 
advices indicate that virtually all of the domestic walnut crop of 1920 
has been sold. 

This report was published in the early part of 1921. 
It is noteworthy that the growers were able successfully to dispose 

of their crop at prices far higher than we1·e received for the foreign 
product and in the midst of the prevailing business depression. They 
were able to do this by a prompt price reduction of around 28 p~r 
cent. Such wide differences in price seem to indicate that the tariff 
problem is not a vital one, and that the higher domestic costs are to 
a very large dPgree offset by the higher prices received for the better 
California product. 

Mr. Pres!dent, there is further evidence from the Tariff 
Commission itself that the crop was disposed of and that very 
shortly after the harvest season there were no walnuts upon the 
markets which were available for the American demand. 

I now quote from a publication which is known as the 
Confectionery Market, as -follows: 

The value of the domestic walnut crop (97 per cent being produced 
in California) in cr eased between 1909 and 1919 from two and a quarter 
milllon dollars to over fourteen millions-

And that during the time when there was a very much lower 
duty imposed than is contemplated in this amendment-

It did not need a high protective tariff to bring about this phenome
nal result. During the first half of this period the rate of duty was 5 
cents; the last half, 4 cents. 

The labor coi:;t of production of California walnuts is approximately 
65 per cent of t he total. Nobody wants workers in California to have 
to compete with European labor nor to live under European conditions. 
A glance at the development of the California industry n oted above 
would seem to indicate that it is not necessary they should. The de
velopment was due to progress in cultural and marketing practices. 
The United States Tariff Commission, referring to the walnut crop, 
says: 

"It is alRo to be noted that the great bulk of the crop ls marketed 
by a growers' association, which annually establishes opening prices, 
• • • but it is apparent that the control it exerciS('S over the great 
bulk of the domestic crop enables it to profit in prices from a tariff 
more readily than is the case of an industry where competition among 
individual producers is general." · 

In a letter from one of the leading candy manufacturers of 
Boston I note the following comment in reference to California 
walnuts: 

During the war when walnuts were scarce, we used some California 
walnuts. 'They came in very much discolored, tlue to the thin shells 
on them. In fact, most of them showed up very black. While they 
&re white when they are cut open , they ·ue very fa.r from being attrac
tive and are not desirable for confectioners. 

Were it not possible to get French nuts, we believe there are many 
confectioners who would not use these nuts at all, unless it were for 
inside work. 

The prjce of walnuts and almonds is now so high that we are not 
using anywhere near the quantity we would use if prices were nearer 
normal. The no1·mal price on walnuts is 30 cent,s; the price to-day 
is about 60 cents. 

l\fany similar letters have come to me--some of them' are 
printed in the RECORD of July 3. I can not believe the candy 
manufacturers would intentionally and willfully assert that the 
Cnlifornia walnut was not suitable for their purposes unless 
their experience ju tified it. 

Let me read further from this letter of April 27, 1922: 
In our small businPSS here we thought nothing of buying 100 cases 

of walnuts when the price was around 30 cents ; to-day \Ve buy them 
in 5 and 10 case lots. 

If this hill pass!'s, jt will work a ~rent Irnrdship on all the confec
tio ers, :uid wi ll b:· tile m en n. of t akmg awa~· some of the attractive
ness from our package goods, which make up a large part of our 
business. 

We are willing to do anything we can to help, and of course under
stand it is necessary for the Government to obtain revenue through 
such !'lources1r but if our business is injured we can not make money to 
pay taxes. 1n other words, "If · they kill the hen, they lose the eggs." 

If we should write You every time we were asked to do so, you would 
receive about three letters a week from us. 

l\fr. President, the question is very simple. The walnut in
dustry is a very prosperous oue. It bas grown rapidly by leaps 
and bounds, but it does not and can not produce a sufficient 
quantity of walnuts to meet the American demand. The do
mestic production is about 50 per cent of the consumption and 
the imports are 50 per cent, chiefly shelle<l walnuts. The con
fectioners say the foreign shelled walnut is superior to the 
domestic shelled walnut; that its colo1· is better for their pur
poses, and that its flavor is better, but they frankly admit that 
the Cal ifornia unshelled walnut is one of the best in the world 
and does not compete with the fore ign unshelled walnut; that 
it is superio'r :rnd commands a better price in the market. 
Howe\er, wbep shelled anu exposed to the air it discolors, so 
the confectioners say, and is not suitable for their purposes. 
In any eYent, the California walnut grower have not shelled 
their walnuts, because the demand for their unshelled walnuts 
is more than their supply. 

l\Ir. President, it does not seem to me that these high rates 
can be justified or can be successfully defencleu in view of the 

· disclosures in this ca e, and the evidence, which is overwhelm
ing, to the effect that walnut growing has been a prosperous 
and successful imlustry aud has grown tremendously under a 
very much lower tariff duty than that proposed by the amend
ment, which amounts to an increase of 200 per cent over the 
rates of the existing law. If the rate reported by the com
mittee is sound, if it is defensible, then every agricultural in
dustry which can show the prosperity that the wal11ut industry 
shows and whch can show a production equal to one-half of 
the consumption ought to have similar high protective tariff 
rates imposed. Of course, the proposed duty can not be de
fended and the amendment ought not to prevail. 

I desire to say in conclusion that we are establishing some 
very bad precedents in this bill. It is easy enough to levy duties 
now, but when the time comes to revise this tariff bill, as it will 
have to be revised in the future by either the Democratic or the 
Republican Party, precedents like this will be at hand which 
will make much trouble for future revision:.·t . I tell the 8en
ate that it is a Yery serious matter to levy high duties upon 
these products without baYing sufficient evidence to warrant 
this action and facts to justify an increase of this proportion. 

I ask unanimous consent to ha·rn plinted in the RECORD a 
memorandum prepared by me showing the rates of duty under 
previous laws, the extent of production, and cost to the con
sumers· if the increased duty shall be imposed. 

There being no objection, the memorandum was ordered 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

DIFFEREJXCES BETWEE:-f SEXATE BILL AND PREVIOUS LAWS. 

In the Underwood A.ct walnuts unshelled were dutiable at 2 cents 
and shelled at 4 cents per pound. 

In the Payne-Aldrich Act walnuts unshelled were dutiable at 3 cents 
and shelled at 5 cents per pound. 

The pending bill is an increase over the rate in the Underwood Act 
of 100 per cent on unshelled and 200 pe1· cent on shelled walnuts, and 
an increase over the ra te in the Payne-Aldrich Act of 33! per cent on 
unshelled and 140 per cent on shelled walnuts. 

PRODGCTION, IMPORTS, A ' D Ex:rORTS. 

The United States produces about 59,000,000 pounds of walnuts per 
year. Imports of unshelled walnuts range about 16,000,000 pounds, 
and imports of shelled walnuts range about 12,000,0U-0 pounds (54,-
000,000 pounds in terms of unshelled walnuts) ; a total consumption of 
129,000,000 pounds. 

The domestic product is marketed as unshelled walnuts, and adding 
to 59,000,000 pounds of the domPstic product 16,000,000 pounds of un
shelled walnuts imported we have a total of 75,000,000 pounds of un
shelled walnuts consumed yearly. With a tax of 4 cents per pound, 
the total tax would bC' 3.000,000. 

Practically the total cons umption of shelled walnuts are imported
l:t,000,000 pounds at a tariff :·a te of 12 cents will impose a tolal tax of 

$l4:~, 0~aox 0~n ththi0~~~~eer:;·and unshelled products will amount to 
$4,440,000--4 cents per ;!apita- $ lG0,000 for the 4,000,000 people of 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I want to speak briefly in re
ply to the able Sena tor from l\fassachusetts [l\Ir. WALSH]. 

I find myself in total disagreement with the Senator from 
Massachusetts. That is regrettable, but nevertheless it is a fact. 
I think the Senator approaches this argument from the stand
point of a confectioner. In no place do his argument or his 
facts furnished or his statist ics supvlied show any profits being 
made by the producers of walnuts. That i ' an important ele
ment, and must be cons idered in making up our decision in 
this matter. I am speaking now more or less as one who is 
familiar with this industry. 

There is no horticul tural ·industry that pays so little profit 
upon the investment or for the labor employed as the culture 
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of walnuts. There is n& one on the Pacific. coast who has made 
a considerable sum of-money in the development of the walnut 
tndu.·try. I know this from ha.ving studied the industry. I 
went through the groves of California some years ago and care-
· fully surveyed the indu ·ti·y. 

It takes 15 years for a tree to produce a profitable crop. 
There is twelve or fourteen hundred dollars invested in each 
acre b\' the time the trees arrive at a proper bearing period. 
Only ~ few trees can be put out to an acre. If they are 60 
feet apart, you have only 12 trees to an acre working for you. 
You must cultivate th~ tree,· you must fertilize it, J'OU must 
prune and spray it year after year, without getting a sin~le cent 
of return upon your investment; and when the tree i ·· lb years 
-01<.1, and producing fruit profitably, it takes 10 or 15 J"ears from 
tlrn.t time on to catch up with your investment. 

:\fr. President, I do not know a single rate in this whole bill 
that has more merit than this one protecting walnuts. The 
expected competition from Manchuria -is so •eriou. · that the 
Department of Agriculture within the year will send an expert 
to ·tudy the subject in Manchuria. The annual agricultural 
appropriation bill which we voted for in the Senate a few 
months ago--and I have no doubt that the Senator from Massa
chusetts voted for it-carried an appropriation to send a nut 
expert to Manchuria to determine whether it would be profit
aule to go ahead and plant walnuts in this country in c:ompeti
tion with Manchuria. If the great Department of Ag1:1culture 
and both branches of the Congress know the great menace in 
the future from that country, and Congress voted for it, then 
it must exist, and is not an idle dream. 

~Ir. President, the growers of the Pacific coast can not possibly 
compete with the growers of walnuts in Manchuria, in China. 
There are no cultural methods adopted there. They are grown 
haphazardly on the roadside or as a by-product where wheat, 
vegetables, or rice are raised . . The labor costs pactically 

\nothing, and it costs a whole lot less to bring a pound of wal
nuts into New York from China than it does to bring it from 
the Pacfic States- to New York. 

Again, l\ir. President, one of the great injurie · that is being 
done is not only the fierce and ruinous competition, but the 
foreign nuts a1:e inferior. 'l'hey are small and rancid, the 
pellicle is dark, and people buy them and find they are not 
tasty, and they get out of the habit of buying walnuts and go to 
buying other nuts; and that in itself is ruinous competition. 

In the State of Oregon about 5,000 acres have been planted 
to 'val.nuts in the last 10 years. Very few of the orchards are 
ol<l. enough to bear profitably. If this tariff is left at the pre. ent 
rate, with the increased planting in Manchuria, and also in 
Europe, and the low labor cost, the nut producers will be com
pelled to take up their trees and plant other crops, after wasting 
perhaps $1,000 an acre and waiting 8 or 10 or 12 years. This 
duty is an absolute necessity. We do not produce all of the wal
nuts that we need, and this duty will protect these growers 
from having foreigners put inferior nuts on the market in com
petition with them at a price at which they can not live. 

I would not want to vote to see harm come to an industry 
so large as this in California, where there is $100,000,000 in
vested, and $8,000,000 or $10,000,000 in Oregon, and about half 
as much in the State of Washington. It is an industry which 
ought to be protected, and which employs hundreds, and I 
might say thousands, of men and women. A walnut orchard is 
a grove that is beautiful, as the Senator from California so 
aptly described. It is a healthful industry. It bears through 
a time of the year when the other crops haYe been harvested. 
People who have been working in the wheat fields or the corn 
fields or the hay fields can go to the walnut groves, because 
that crop comes along and is harvested along in October. It 
extends the time of employment to those people who are living 
on the farms and the industry must be protected in order to 
endure; and I certainly hope that the Senators present will 
not vote to accept the theory of the Senator from Massa
chusetts. 

There has been no profit made, Mr. President. The Senator 
argues, and ably argues, that because this associat:on has sold 
its entire crop there was a profit. I want to say to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, from the actual figures that I have here, 
and from what I know personally, that the average production 
of an aere of trees after 12 years is about 800 pounds to the acre. 
If I may use the figures the Senator quoted, the highest he 
quoted, as I recall, was 24 cents a pound, and the lowest 18 
cents. It is indisputably trae that it costs 14 cent· a pound in 
America to produce walnuts. 

!\Ir. WALSH of l\1assachusetts. Mr. President, if the Sena
tor wiU yield a moment, this statement says that the opening 
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prices were 22! cents ·per pound for No. 1, 17 cents per P'1t.Hl 
for No. 2, and 28 cents per pound for fancy budded. 

Mr. McNARY. That is true; but it must be remembered tliat 
you are not taking into consideration orchard run. That is ti ie 
average price for all of them. You may have a buddeu nut. a 
first-class nut that is fancy, put up in a nice way and !'Old, 
that brings 24 cents, but your culls and your orchard runs awl 
your seconds will perhaps only bring 12 cents ; so, in cUscussi11~ 
this matter, you must keep in mind what we call orchard runs, 
or the general average price. 

Mr. W ..A.LSH of l\fassachusett~. Mr. President. will th~ 
Senator an wer this question'? Will he state whether this i:;tate
ment in this article that I have read is a fact or not? 

l\Ir. McNARY. I do not recall the statement. I F>hRll IJ() 
glad if the Senator will let me know what it is. 

Mr. W..A.LSH of Massachusetts (reading)-
Early demands for walnuts at opening prices brought in orders fot• 

about fom· times as many walnuts as could be upplied. Thf' assoc;i::i
tion ·old about 90 per cent of its unshelled walnuts at the opening 
price· in taking care of the requiremenb3 of old customers. 

:Mr. ::\lcN.ARY. Will the Senator state what the price was? 
::\fr. W A.L8H of Massachusetts. The article does not state 

the 11rice, but I want to 1..'llow if it is true that the harvest of 
walnuts was ~olcl out almost upon the o:vening of prices. 

)lr. McNARY. I have no doubt of it. 
1\fr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does the Senator Rcriously 

argue to us that the ·e prices were fixed at a sum which causert 
a los...: to the growers? 

::\lr. l\lc~ARY. I haYe ~aid to the Senator-perhaps he does 
not appreciate it because he comes from a part of the country 
where the manufacturers do fix their prices-that they do uot 
fix the price · of agricultural products. The law of supply aml 
demand to -a large extent controls. The association markN~ 
the nuts, and the~· do try to get the best p1ice obtainable; and 
if the buyers in the Ea t or the commission men or broker · 
. ay, "'Ve will give you 22 cents," they report it back to the 
gro,vers, who come in aud tell them whether or not tller \Yill 
s·ell. They do uot fix price . If they were going to fix prices, 
\:hey would perhap :vut them at a dollar a pound, but they are 
controlled all the time by and amenable to the consumptioa 
po,yer of the country and the law of supply and demand. 

l\1r. WALSH of ~lassachusetts. l\lay I read another line from 
this same article·: 

l\lr. McX.ARY. I shall be very glad to have the Senator do scJ. 
1\1r. WALSH of )1as achusetts (reading) : 
In recent months the a sociation ha.s found it neces<iary to df'clinc· 

orders for hundreds oJ' tons of unshelled walnut8. 
And yet \Ye are told that that walnut S'Upply was sold at a 

loss. 
l\fr. McNARY. l\Jr. President, the Senator is arguing from n. 

. simple statement that mean · nothing. I want him to tell me 
what they old for. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. I ha \'e quoted the prices. 
Mr. i\fcN.ARY. What are the prices? 
l\lr. WALSH of Massachusetts. This article is written by the 

general manager of the California "'alnut Growers' Association. 
It is written to let the public know how succes ful, how pros
perous. the bu iness is, what a great demand there was for 
walnuts, how quickly the output was sold, and what good prices 
they received. He says: 

The opening prices-22~ cents per pound for No. 1, 17 cents per 
pound for No. 2, and 28 cents per pound for fancy budded-were so 
well received by the trade that the California Walnut Growers' Associa
tion was completely swamped with orders by the end of the first week 
in October. 

What does that mean except that the business was prosperous, 
that there was more of a demand than they could supply, and 
that the prices they fixed at the outset were so satisfactory that 
the harvest was cleaned right out? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, that is no argument at all. It 
ls a mere baseless as::oumption. I take the Senator's own fig· 
ures. On the highest grade of nuts there was a gross profit of 
12 cents a pound ; on the low g1·ade there was a gross profit of 
3 cents a pound, so we will say the average was a gross profit 

. of 10 cents a pound. With 800 pounds to an acre, and a profit 
of 10 cents, ~'OU make $80 gross per acre. Does the Senator 
say that is profiteering, ·when you have $1,400 invested in an 
acre? 

Mr. W .ALSH of Massachusetts. I make no such claim ; but 
the Senator has to take either one of two positions: Either that 
the prices were fair and that the output \Vas ·old immediately 
at those prices, or that at the Yery outset the grow&·s' associa
tion fixed. a price that meant a loss. 

l\lr. 1\fc~.ARY. ::.\fr. President, that is not unu ·ual. Yery 
many times the Pnme Growers' Association or the Almond 
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Growers' .A ociation, or like organizations, fhll tO' obtain a 
profitable price. They do not go out and' fix a:. price; If they 
should do that, they would be prosecuted. They are amenable 
to the general economic laws·of the country. They get the best 
price they can. In 1920-I have the :figures· here-the crop was 
sold, orchard' run, which, I explained, was the general average, 
at 16.97 cents a pound. That- left a gross pro1it of 2 cents per 
pound, which would give the grower a gross profit of $16 an 
acre-; with perhaps $1,500 an acre investment. 

You can not live on that. You can not p:ry your taxes on 
that. You can not pay your ins1irance on your buildings- or 
the interest on the money which you borrowed at the bank. It 
can not be done. A grower ought to have at least W to 15 
cents a pound gross profit in order to make any sort ot return 
upon his investment; and there- are- no figures the Senator 
from Massachusetts has given that dispute the fact that I am 
relating- now; that they do not produce at a great profit, and 
that it is one of the poorest paying- crops in all the horticul
tural activities of the country. 

Mr. McCUMBER.. Mr. President;. an assertion that rates 
have been raised 100 per cent. or 200 per cent or 300 per cent 
may be somewhat startling to the uninitiated, but it ought not 
to affect those who are capable o"t understanding just what it 
means. If we give a duty of a quarter of a cent per pound on 
any conunodity under the present law and. we. increase that to 
1 cent per pound. we have increased the rate 300 per cent, and 
yet the 1 cent per pound may mean very little. So a specific 
duty 01'<iinaril:y does not mean much to tho,se who a.re not at all 
time thoroughly acquainted with prices. What the public 
wants to know is to what extent, by percentage, it raises. the 
price of a given commodity, and that becomes iJnportant in the 
discu sion of this matter. Therefore L want to put. into the 
RECORD a. few iig11res that, wlli bear upon that particular point. 

The production of walnuts in 1921. was about 36,000,000 
pound~. rn 1921 .. we. bad a _ short crop, because in 1919 our pro
duction, in round numbers, was 59.,000,000 pounds; so it must 
be that an average crop will give us. something over 50,000,000 
pounds. 

Now, let us take the imports for the purpose of determining 
what the ad valorem.. rate is. 

In 1921 we imported. 31,821,639-pounds of walnuts not shelled. 
The value per pound of the imports was 13 cents. Therefore 
with the Senate rate the equivalent a.d valorem duty is 31 per 
cent; certainly not a high rate ot duty. In the same year. we 
imported 13,264,089 pounds of shelled· walnuts at an importing 
value of 38 cents a pound. With the Senate rate of duty the 
ad valorem uyon the shelled \Valnuts ia 82 per cent, also a very 
moderate tariff. 

In 1921 we had 63,474 acres. of Ia.nd in trees bearing walnuts: 
We had also young. trees covering . an acreage of 25,513-trees 
which had not yet reached the bearing stage. Therefore, in 
19:21, we had 88,980 tre.es, which will soon become beruing, and 
with that number of trees liearing_in an ordinarily good year, we 
could produce. nearly all the walnuts which would be required 
for the consumptive demand. in the United States. I say nearly; 
I uo not think it would be quite sufficient. 

This . is an important industry, and if .America can produce 
the walnuts necessary to supply the demand, I certainly am in 
favor not of our supplying one-third or. one-fourth, bnt I think 
we ought to supply at least nine-tenths ot the demand, and the 
other tenth will be enough to. take care of: the prices. 

So I think that with 31. and 32 per cent ad valorem we can 
justify these rates. Certainly-we-can justify them when we com
pare them w·th the rates which are given upon other commodities; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on agreeing 
to the committee amendment. 

Mr. WALSH of Mas achusetts. I ask ror the yeas a.nd nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered! and the Assistant Secretary. 

proceeded to ~ll· the roll. 
Mr. HARRISON (when his name. was called). Making the: 

rune announcement as before, I vote " nay~" 
l\fr. NEW (when his name was called). Again transferring 

my pair with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. l\lc
KELLAR] t<r the junior Senator from Vermont [Ml', PAGE}, I 
vote " yea.'' · 

Mr. POMERENE (when his name was ca:lled). Again an .. 
nouncing my pair for the day with my colleague [.Mr. W.ILLIB], 
I beg to transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Nebraska. 
[Mr. HrrcHcocx], and vote "nay." 

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). Making the 
E:ame annoti.ncement as· to my pair and its transfer as- on the 
last vote, I vote "yea." 

:Mr. TRA.l\11\IELL (when his name was called). I tran.sfex my 
pair with the , euior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CbLTf to 
the ::;enior ~enator from :.\Iontana [Mr. MYERS] and vote" nay." 

Mr. W .A.BREN (when his name was called). Again announc
ing my pair and its ti·ansfer, which I ask to stand for the day, 
I vote " yea." 

Mr. WATSON 0!1 Indiana (when his name was called). Mak
ing the same announcement as before, rvote "yea." 

The roll call! was concluded. 
Mr. SW A...~SON. I desire to announce that my colleague 

[Mr. Guss] is detained ' from the- Senate on account of illness. 
He is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM]. 
I ask that this announcement may stand for the day. 

Mr. CURTIS. r desire to rumcnmce the following pairs: 
The Senator from Delaware [Mr. BALL] with the Senator 

from . Florida [l\Ir. FLETcm] ; ·and · 
The Senator f1·om New Jersey [Mr. EDGE] with the Senator 

from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]. · 
Mr. FERNAI:.D (after having voted' in tlie affirmative). I 

transfer my pair with the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
JoNEs] to the Senator from Michigan [Mr. TOWNSEND] and 
allow my vote- to stand! 

Mr. ERJ."fST. Making the samg- announcement as before, I 
vote" yea:" 

The result was announced-yeas 88, nays 21, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Borah 
Broussard· 
Bursum 
Calder 
Cameron 
Capper 
CUrtis 
du.Pont 
Ernst 

Caraway 
Culberson 
Dial 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hefiln 

YE.AS-38. 

Fernald 
France 
Frelinghuysen 
Gooding 
Hale 
Johnson 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Ladd 

Lodge: 
Mc Cumber 
McKinley 
McLean 
McNat'J' 
New 
Nicholson 
Oddie' 
P.hipp&:. 
Poindexter 

N~S---21. 

King Ro.bin.son 
La.Follette Sheppard 
J,enroot Shields. 
Nelson Simmons 
Pittman Swanson· 
Pomerene Trammell 

NOT VOTING-37. 

, Ball Glass Norbeck 
Brandegee Harreld Norris · 
Colt Hitchcock Ovennan 
Crow Jones, N, MeL Owen 
Cummins Keyes Page · 
Dilllni:ham McCormick Pepper 
Edge McKella.r. Ransdell, 
Elkins Mose&. Reed 
Fletcher Myers Smitb' 
Gerry Newberry. SttuJJ:ield 

So the committee amendment was· agreed to. 

Rawson 
Shortridge 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 

Undenvood 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

Star;ley 
'l'-OwnRt'Ld 
Waclbworth 
Watf!on, Ga. 
We.Her 
William& 
Willis 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, r ask unanimous consent 
that when the Senate closes its' session on this calendar day it 
recess until to-morrow at 11 o'clock. 

M'r. HARRISON. Reserving the right to object, is there anY., 
intention of offering a cloture rule and taking a vote on it tcr 
morrow? 

Mr. McCUMBER. We· could not vote on it to-morrow. 
Mr. HARRISON. If it is offered to-day it will go over until 

dny after to-morrow-? · 
Mr. l\.lcCUMBER. Yes; it could not be· voted on before day; 

after to-morrow. 
'IJhe VICN PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 

of the Senator from Nortli Dakota·? Tlie Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered: 

The next amendment of the committee-·was, in paragraph 758-, 
on page 111~ line 2, to- strike out " 7f " ' and1 insert "12," so as to 
rend: 

Shelled, 12 cents per pouncL 
l\fr. ASHURS~. Mr. President,, i do not want to interrupt 

the consider.atli>n of this amendment. but I ask the Senator 
:from North Dakot~ in charge of the bill, as to tomatoes, to be 
found provided for on page 113, in line 16, where a rate of 1. 
cent per pound is imposed on tomatoes. in their natural state. 
If. r am_ c01Tect in my opinion. that would not be subject to 
amendment until we dispose of the committee amendments. 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. The amendments in. that paragraph have. 
been agreerl to .. 

:Mr. ASHURST. There is no amendtnent as to tomatoes in 
their natural state? 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. No; the-re has been no amendment to the. 
rate on tomatoes in their natnral state. 

Mr. ASHURST. And it :would not be in order for me at this 
ti.me to offer an amendment? 

Mr. McCUMB.ER. The Senator is correct. 
:Mr . .ASHURST. As to line 17--
1\.Ir. McCUMBER. That amendment has been agreed to. 
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:Mr. ASHURST. I see that the rate on tomato paste bas mtchcock Norbeck Rawson 
Th t Jones, N. Mex. Norris Reed 

been increased from 28 to 45 per cent ad valorem. a was McCormick Overman Smith 
done on Saturday. I am not especially interested in that, but McKellar Owen Stanfield 
I want to be sure that I am not waiving any of the rights I H~~~ ~;g~er ~~;!~~nd 
might possess with reference to the amendment of the rate on Newberry Ransdell Wadsworth 

9971 
Watson, Ga. 
Watson, Ind. 
Weller 
Williams 
Wlllis 

tomatoes in their natural state. So the committee amendment was agreed to. 
l\fr. McCUMBER. That can come up after we have disposed Mr. ~RELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I send to the desk 

of the committee amendment. a circular which is universally being sent to all the dye manu-
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, returning ~o facturers and dye users in New Jersey by the German im

tbe amendment about to be voted on, all that has been said porters. I ask that it be read for the information of the 
about shelled almonds can be applied to shelled walnuts. Senate. 
There is practically no production at all in this country of The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the communica-
shelled walnuts. The unshelled walnut is the domestic product. tlon will be read. 

The " Confectionery Market " says : The Assistant Secretary read as follows : 
Xearl:v the whole of the domestic crop is marketed in the shell. There N&w YORK, JuZy 1, 192.2. 

a r e probably several candy factories any one of which could use all 
the ~ helled walnuts produced in California and sold out of shell. DEAR SIRS : We beg to offer you OUl' services for the importation of 

f . h 11 d coal-tar dyes, including indanthrene and other vat dyes, manufactlired 
California produces about 1 per cent o the various s e e by the Badische Anilin & Soda Fabrik and by other makers. We have 

nut~ consumed in the United States. TlW size of th.e kernel I the assurance of the manu~actur~rs that they will give prompt atten-
1 th Co nt Per wei<rht are both in favor of the rmported tion to our orders. The .Prices .will be as low as can be made, and, we 

anc e U o have every reason to believe, will be found satisfactory by you. 
walnuts. It is to be hoped that the embargo and license provisions which were 

The :::arne objection is made to walnuts that is made to eliminated from the tarilr bill by the House of Representative~ _will 
J d - b th nf t' · amely that the California not be put back. It is also to be hoped that these same provisions n mon s. Y e . co ec 10ne1 . • n • ,· . now in force under the terms of the emergency tarilr .bill will be re

product 1s not smtable for their uses. So we have a situation pealed. The removal of these restrictions on importations of coal-tar 
where it is absolutely necessary to import shelled walnuts, dyes would enable us to carry in st!->ck all the dyes nee~ed and to .fill 

l th dut will be 'effective in raising the price of shelled your orders promptly at current prices. It would permit us to bring 
nnc e Y • d t th in samples of new products as soon as they are put on the market, as 
walnuts. The amendment mcreases the rate of U Y over e well as to provide quantities sufficient for your practical trials. Thus 
("uderwood law and over the Payne-Aldrich law. The rate on you. would be in a position to adopt improvements as qukkly as the 
._helled walnuts in the Underwood law was 4 cents per pound. fors~fi~iffu~ ;°o~~uTae~~rs we remain . 
The rate in the Payne-Aldrich law was 5 cents. The rate 4Yours truly, ' ' 
sng~ested by the House was 7! cents. The rate suggested by KuTTRoFF, PICKHARDT & Co. tIKc.). 

the . .'enate committee amendment is 12 cents per Pound. . It The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the next 
can not be justified. It is notice to t?e con~umers of Ame~·1ca amendment. . 
t llut the price of shelled walnuts is immediately to be rais~d The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. In paragraph 759, page 111, lme 
8 cents per pound. There is no justification whatever for it. 5, the committee proposes to strike out the word " pound " and 
If there "vere a sllelled walnut industry in this country or an insert the same word, with a semicolon and the following words 
industry engaged in selling shelled wa1nuts, something could thereafter: "pickled, or otherwise prepared or _preserved, and 
be Ba id for a small protectiYe duty, but there can not be a~y- not specially provided for, 35 per cent ad valorem," so as to 
thing aid, in my opinion, in view of the fact for such a high make the paragraph read : 
duty upon shelled walnuts. · PAR. 759. Edible nuts, shelled or unshelled, not specially provided 

1ir President on the committee amendment I ask for the for, 1 cent per pound ; pickled, or otherwise prepared or preserved, and 
- · ' not speciall~ provided for, 35 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That no 

yea. and nays. . allowance shall be made for dirt or other impurities in nuts of any 
The yeas and nays were ordered and the Assistant Secretary kind, shelled or unshelled. 

proceeded to call the roll. . l\Ir. l\IcCUMBER. Just for the record, I desire to state that 
)lr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Makmg the during the calendar year 1921 the imports of these nuts under 

arne announcement as before, I vote " nay." . the basket clause were 3,880,676 pounds, valued at $805,303, or 
~Ir. !\TEW (when his name wi;ts called). Rep~~trng,,the an- 21 cents a pound. On the basis of 21 cents per pound, the 

nouncement made upon the pren~us vote, I vote yea. I ask 1 cent per pound rate is equal to about 5 per cent ad valorem. 
that this announcement of my pair and transfer ~ay stand for Upon the pickled or otherwise prepared and preserved nuts, it 
the day. will be noted that we have given a rate of 35 per cent ad va-

:Mr. POMERENE (when his name was called). Announcing lorem. 
m' pair as heretofore with my colleague [Mr. WILLIS], I trans- The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the committee 
fe~ that pair to the senior Senator from Nebraska [l\lr. HITCH- amendment. 
cocK] and -vote " nay." The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I transfer l\Ir. l\IcCUMBER. I ask now .that we return to page 107, 
my general pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island paragraph 741, figs. The committee authorizes me to make the 
[Mr. CoLT] to the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. MYERS] following modification: On page 107, line 14, strike out "35" 
and \Ote " nay." and insert in lieu thereof " 40," so as to read : 

~Ir. WARREN (when his name ~?9 c~!led) · ~faking the PAR. 741. Figs, fresh or dried, 2 cents per pound; prepared or pre-
sarne announcement as before, I vote yea. served in any manner, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Tlle roll call was. concluded. The VICE PRESIDENT: The question is on the committee 
Mr. BALL. Maklng the S3;1f-e a~nouncement as before as to amendment as modified. 

my pair an~ transfer,. I vote yea. Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. :Mr. President, the same situ .. 
~tlr;, ER~ ST. Making the same announcement as before, I ation exJsts in regard to this amendment as with reference to 

\O e yea. . the amendments which we have just considered. Figs are a 
~Ir. STERLING. lU~~mg ,,the same announcement as on California · product. There is not sufficient production for our 

the last roll call, I vote yea. . consumption. The committee have seen fit to impose excessively 
The result was announced-yeas 36. nays 18, as follows· high rates of duty upon all of the citrus fruits and nuts pro-

A burst 
Ball 
Broussard 
Bur um 
Cameron 
Ca pper 
Cur tis 
du Pont 
Ern. t 

D ial 
H a rris 
Harrison 
He tl in 
King 

Borah 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Caraway 

YE.AS-36. duced in southern California. 
Ladd Oddie The Senate committee amendment on figs as modified in-France 

Frelinghuysen 
Gooding 
Hale 
Johnson 
Jones, ·wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Keyes 

if0c~;mher ~~f RS~xter creases the duty from 20 per cent ad valorem, as proposed by the 
McKinley Shortridge Bouse, to 40 per cent ad valorem. 

~i~~:7 !~Yii;~ pe~~~~~ ~~ev!i~~:~7~~~ ~~e~r~~:r~~y:~~~~~h d~\~~lt 1 a~e!i 
New Sutherland per pound plus 35 per cent ad valorem. Fresh figs or dried figs 
Nicbol~ on Warren were dutiable at 2 cents per pound under the Underwood law 

N AYS-18. and 21 cents in the act of 1909, while 2 cents is the rate pro· 
La Follette Sheppard underwood posed in the pending bill. The domestic production for the year 
Wt~~ ~~~~~s ~a~s~, ~as t 1919 was 21,801,000 pounds, valued at $2,180,000. The imports 
Pome1·ene Swanson as · on · for 1920 were about 20,000,000 pounds, valued at about $5,000,· 
Robinson Trammell 000. The imports, therefore, we1·e about one-half of our con· 

NOT YOTING-42. Sumption. 
Colt 
Crow 
Culberson 
Cummins 

Dillingham Fletcher It is to be noted that we imported about one-half of our con· 
~?fii. 8i~'? sumption and that the imports were valued at $5,000,000; that 
Fernald Harreld the domestic production was valued at only $2,000,000, showing 
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that the imported fig sells at a much higher price than does the 
domestic fig; in fact, there is no very serious competition be
tween the foreign fig and the domestic fig. The foreign fig is 
so superior that it does not compete \Vith the fig which is pro-
duced in southern California and in some of the Gulf States. 

Mr. President, I do not care to consume any more of the 
time of the Senate in discussing this item. It involves the same 
p1~inciples that were discussed when we considered the duties 
upon almonds and walnuts. Our people demand the importa
tion of figs. That this duty will be effective there can be no 
qnestion, filld consequently our people will have to pay an in
creased price for this product equivalent to the rate of duty 
provided in the bill. The California industry does not need this 
protection. It is excessive, unwarranted, and indefensible. 
It is a very great injustice to the consumers of America to im
pose this very heavy burden upon them. 

I ask, Mr. President, to attach to my remarks a statement 
and table showing a comparison of rates of duty, the percentage 
af production to consumption, the increased burden which will 
result to the 'Consumer on all the citrus fruits and nuts produced 
in California. 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered printed in 
the RECORD, as follows : 

HEAVY TAXES LEVIED ON CO~SUUEBS FOR CITRUS FRUITS A....'ffi NUTS. 

'Table showing increased duties on citrus fruits and other prod
ucts raised or pxoduced chiefly, and in some instances exclusively, 
but which constitute only a small percentage of our consumption, 
in southern California : 

Per cent Senate 
of bill 

increase over .Article. House bill Senate bill. Senate actor 
bill over 1913 ('~~r 
House. cent. 

.Abnonds,unshelled.~ 4 cents per pound . 5 cents per pound. 25 66} 
Almonds, shelled ....• 12centsperpound. 15 cents perpound. 25 275 
Wru:mrts, unshelled ••. 2tcents perpound. 4 cents per pound. 60 100 
Wa.JI:iuts, shelled ••••• 7! cents per pound. 12 cents perpound_ 60 200 
RalfilllS ...•..•..•••.•• 2 cents per pound. 2! cents per pound. 25 25 
'.Figs, prepared or pr&- 20 vJ,er cent ad 35vJ:e~~ ad 75 75 

served. orem. 
Dates, prepared or ••••. do .••••••.••••. .•..• do ..•.•.....••. 75 75 

preserved. 
Beans, dried ........•. ltcentsper pound. 2 cents per pound. 14-f 380 
Beans in brine, pre- 2 cents per pound. 21 cents per pound. 12! 125 

pared or preserved. 
Lemons •••..••.••••• ...•. do .... ·······- 2 cents per pound • ........... 300 
~lives ............... 20 cents per gallon. 20 C8llts per gallon. ............ 33i 

Average per cent 
increase. 

.......... ; ................ ., ............. --,-1-1~ 

To what extent this industry in southern California is sub
sidized at the expense of the American people can best be ap
preciated. by comparing the percentage of production in Cali
fornia with our total consumption. 

California pi:oduces only 15 per cent of onr consumption of 
almonds; 3 per cent of our consumption of olives.; one-half of 
1 per cent of our consumption of dates; 50 per cent of our con
sumption of figs; 46 per .cent of our consumption of walnuts; 
and 77 per cent of our consumption o! lemons. 

As we must import in large ·quantities most of these products 
in order to supply the demand of our people, how can we jus
tify an ave1·age increase in tariff duties on these products of 
150 per cent over existing law? 

The pending bill will continue the increased tariff duty of 2 
cents per pound named in the emergency law of 1921 on lemons 
amounting to "$1.12i per box, or 4l cents per dozen, an increased 
duty of 300 per cent over the rate in the Underwood tariff law, 
the tax under that law amounting to 1; cents per dozen. 

The Underwood rate was the law from 1913 to 1921, and dur
ing that period the production of lemons in California in
crensed 200 per cent. If this industry could pro per under a 
tariff protection of one-half cent per pound, equivalent to 1} 
cents per dozen, how· can an incr:ease of 3.00 per cent in the 
duty be justified except as a governmental subsidy to the 
lemon industry of California controlled by relatively few 
crrowers' organizations. The tax in this bill will increase the 
cost of lemons $1.12! per box over the cost of lemons under the 
Underwood tariff law, making the total increased price which 
the public will have to pay about $9,300,000 if these duties be
come effective. 

Practically all of the walnuts .and almonds produced in 
California are sold unshe1led. The imports of walnuts and 
almonds are almost entirely ,shelled and are used in very large 
quantities by confectioners and bakers. 

The high dnty upon shelled walnuts the confectionei-y trade 
estimate-s will increase the price of the 12,000,000 pounds im· 
ported. annually to the amount of $960,000, all of which in
creased price will, of course, be passed on to the consumer. 

The high duty upon shelled almonds will increase the price 
of the 20,000,000 pounds imported. annually for the use of the 
confectioners and bakers to the amount of $2..200,000, which 
will also be passed on to the consumers. As- 85 per cent ot 
the consumption of almonds must be imported, bow can an in
creased cost througl) increased tariff duties, amounting to 
$2,200,000, be justified? 

1\rlr. :::\fcCUMBER. lir. President, the California pro<luction 
of figs for the year 1919, which is the last year of which I have 
a record, amounted to 26,460 pounds, while the importations in 
1921 were 38,794,431 pounds. At 2 cents a pound, the propol'ed 
duty would be equivalent to an ad valorem rate of 22 per cent. 
So we have a 22 per cent duty upon fresh figs, and upon pre
served and other figs a duty of 40 per cent under the bill as 
reported. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the committee 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finan<"e was, on 

page 107, paragraph 741, line 15, after the words " acl valorem," 
to strike out: 

Dates, 1 cent per pound. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreE>ing to the 
committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was. on 

page 107, after line 15, to insert: 
PA.11. 741a. Date •, fresh e>r dried, 1 cent per pound; prepared or pre

served in any manner, 35 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. 1\IcOUMBER. On behalf of the Committee on Finance, 

I ask to modify the amendment which has just been tated, in 
line 17, befare the words "per centum," by stl'iking out the 
numerals" 35" and inserting in lieu thereof the numerals "40." 

Mr. WALSH of Massachu"Setts. Mr. President, this is an
other amendment which can not be successfully defended. Th.a 
rate proposed by the committee is unwarranted and most ex
cessive. The California production of dates amounts pTacti
cally to 145,000 pounds, valued at only $29,000. The import. in 
1920 amounted to 36,000,000 pounds, .valued at 2,224,000. The 
California production is less than 1 per cent or the consumption. 

This is not an infant industry. Dates are not produced in 
any large qWIIltities in this country; they are imported. Here 
again the exceedingly high rate proposed or 40 per cent ad 
valorem means that fo'r' preserved dates costing 10 cent a 
pound the American people will have to pay instantly, to
morrow-if this bill should become a law to-morrow-about 
15 cents a pound; if dates were selling for 20 cents a pound, 
this amendment means that the peo})le would be charged about 
30 cents a pound for dates; if dates are . elllng for SO cents 
a- Pound, this amendment mea-ns that the people will be charged 
almost 50 cents a pound. There ought to be ome limit ur)on 
the e rates. 

Evidently what the Senator from Wisconsin [l\Ir. LENROOT] 
said this morning is becoming more and more apparent, that 
any Senator on either side of the Chamber who promises to 
vote for this bill may get whatever he wants ia the way of 
duties upon the products in which he is intereste<l. It is a 
give-and-take proposition. This is a duty of 40 per cent acl 
valorem on something that the American people must buy 
abroad; a food supply for which they have to go into a foreign 
market to secure what they want. 

I am surprised that the Committee on Finance woultl, <Jay 
after day, in the face of the opposition throughout the country 
to the pending bill, come here proposing to increase these rates. 
I do not know ·where the pressure is coming from or what tile 
influence is, but the fact is that there has not been, to my recol
lection, a single amendment offered by the Committee on Fi
nance to the agricultural schedule proposing to reduce a rate; 
there has not been a single amendment of the committee re
jected; and I honestly believe that if the Senator from North 
Dakota had proposed to make this rate 200 per cent ad valorem 
be would get a majority in this Chamber in favor of it and 
that it would be adopted. The committee may come in with 
any rates they see fit and get favorable action. 

There is no longer independent judgment here. We might 
just as well end the discussion. When the chemical schedule 
was under discussion and the metal schedule was being consid
ered the committee came to .the conclusion, after hearing the 
opposition, that many of the rat~s proposed were too high, 
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and in a few instances they reported .amendments reducing the 
rates on metals, but on food every single amendment proj)osed 
here has been designed to increase the rates. I venture to s~y 
that the Senator from N'ortb Dakota, representing the FinRnce 
Committee, has proposed at least 25 amendment..: to the agri
cultural schedule in this bill increasing the rates since this 
.schedule :ti.as been under consideration, and that those .amend
ments have all been adopted. What is the justification for these 
increases? "There is a da.Y of reckoning coming. 

Mr. MoCUMBER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. D<>es the Senator from Massachu

Betts yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
l\Ir. WALSH of .Massachusetts. I yield. 
1\lr. McCUMBER. Does the Senator want to have the duty 

. on fresh or dried dates reduced to the Underwood rate? 
Mr. W ALSII of Massachusetts. I would reduce this rate to 

20 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. McCUMBER. But I ask the Senator in regard to dates, 

fresh or dried. Most of the dates come in either fresh or dried, 
n.lthough some come in in candied or glacM form. Now, does the 
Senator desire the Underwood rate to govern in this instance? 
~1r. WALSH of Massachusetts. 1 think the Underwood rate 

on fresh .dates was about the same as the rate provided in this 
bill, and, perhaps even a little bit more. But that rate was 
for -revenue purposes. 

Mr. "MCCUMBER. The Senator thinks the Underwood rate 
is too high, does he? 

l\Ir. W A.LSH of Massaehusetts. I am discussing the only 
amendment before the Senate, and that is the amendment in 
relation to prepared or preserved dates and not fresh or dried 
dates, which I do not desire to discuss now, because there· is 
no c-0mmitee amendment pending to that bracket. 

'l\1r. MCCUMBER. The whole paragra,1,1h 741a is an amend
ment, and therefore the Senator can discuss the entire para
~~ . 

1\fr. WALSH of Massachus~tts. I ask the Senator's pardon. 
The entire •paragrapb 741.a is in the nature of an amendment, 
but the rate has not been changed in the Senate committee 
. amendment so far as fresh or dried dates are concerned. The 
only change in the rate originally proposed in -the bill is from 
35 per cent ad valorem to 40 per cent ad valorem. 

I am infor-med thnt the acreage in both figs and dates is 
relatively insignifiCll.Ilt. In broad terms, the proposed duty 

·win mean virtually .nothing to the industry except in the case 
of a few sea.tt~red producers. 

To -show the inconsistency of the position of the committee 
.in levying .any duty at all upon dates, fresh or dried, prepared 
.or pr erved, the committee placed upon the free list bananas, 
which are imported in large quantities and are very insig
"D.ificantly produced in this country; but on dates, which are ' 
also imported in very large quantities and practically are not 
produced at all in the United States, the committee imposed 
a duty of 1 cent per ·pound upon fresh or dried and 40 per cent 
ad valorem upon prepared or preserved. 

.Mr. President, I have nothing further to say upon this 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon the commit
tee amendment as modified. 

Mr. MCCUMBER. Mr. President, the imports of dates, fresh 
or dried, in the year 1921 were 45,827,320 pounds. The import 
price was about 5 cents per pound, and therefore a duty of l 
cent per -pound is equivalent to 20 per cent ad valorem. I am 
rather surprised that my good friend from Massachusetts can 
find such serious objection to this rate, when it is exactly the 
same as that fixed in the Democratic tariff law of 1913. We 
"have not raised the rate a penny; and yet the im-portation of 
dates continues and we a.re still importing many times the 1 

quantity raised in the United States. I have not noticed that 
the duty on dates bas enormously added to the cost of living 
in the United States. 

When we come to gla.ced or candied fruits, which are lux
uries, and in which there i-s a great deal of waste and an enor
mous expense, with our high standard of wages it was neces
sary to increase the protective principle, or, if we say 'that it 
is not for protection, then we are entitled to have the benefit 
of the duties ; but inasmuch as these glaced fruits are produced 
Jn this country to a considerable extent by the higher cost of 
labor we of necessity are required to give a higher protective 
duty than under the Payne-Aldrich law. 

The quantity produced in California does not amount to a 
great deal. In 1919 California produced 144,992 -pounds; Ari
'Zona, 42,812 pounds. The total produced in those two States 
was 187,804 pounds. The imports of this 45,000.000 pounds, -the 
Senator must remember, wel:e n-0t imports which will now 1ta.ke 
·.a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem. ':flhey are imports which 

will take a duty of 1 cent per pound, or 20 per cent ad valorem 
on the present basis of importing values. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. !I'he question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment of the com

mittee will be stated. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. In paragraph 742, page ~07, line 

20, it is proposed to strike out "2" and insert "2!," so as to 
read: 

Grapes in barrels or other ~ckages, 25 cents per cubic foot of the 
capacity of the packages; raisms, 2~ eents per pound. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, this item 
illustrates once more the want of an underlying principle in the 
fixing of rates in this bill . 
. Bai.sins are exported in large volume. Dates are imported 
m large volume. Walnuts are imported in large volume. 
Almonds are imported in large volume; bnt whether the volume 
of imports be large or small, whether the industry be on an 
export basis or not, under this bill all have been given increased 
protective duties. 

In 1919 the production of raisins amounted to 3361000,000 
pounds, valued at $50,000,000. The imports amounted to only 
14,000,000 pounds, valued at $2,653,000, about 4 per cent of our 
production. The exports were six times as ·large as our im
ports, amounting to 86,000,000 pounds, valued at $12,000,000. 

-Here, •then, is an industry ·where our -production is beyond the 
requirements of the consumers -of our ·country-an industry 1that 
ls so profitable that we are exporting six times as much as we 
import of raisins. Clearly ·these facts do not justify the im
position.of an increased tariff duty. There is nothing to protect 
;when there are no importations. 

Attention ought to be called to th~ fact that this is an 1ndus
try that the Federal Trade Commission recently cited -and 
called attention to the trade and price practices of the Raisin 
Growers' Association as not being .entirely legal The result 
of ·the action of ·the Federal Tr.a.de Commission against the 
Raisin Growers' Association ·Was 1l. modifi.cation of their market
ing .practices in trying to :fix prices . 

This industry ·Can not claim that it is going to be injured by 
foreign exploitation. J:t is a very prosperous industry. J:ts 
prosperity ruts increa. ed since the coming of prohibition. There 
.is a greater demand for raisins in America to-day than ever 
before. The prohibition amendment has done more for this in
dustry than tariff duties will ever <lo. 

Mr . .l\IcClli\ffiER. How does the Senator explain that? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I did not think the Senator 

was so innocent. 
Mr. President, how can we explain to the American people 

the need of a protective~tariff duty upon an industry that is 
not meeting with any competition from foreign sources? How 
can we justify a protecttv~tariff duty on an industry that is 
so prosperous that it can successfully compete with the world 
and export in large volume its products to all parts of the world? 

Protection usually implies the necessity of preventing some
thing of an injurious nature being inflicted upon an industry. 
Protection usually suggests that an industry needs to be safe
guarded against foreign importations that may undersell the 
domestic product in the home markets. Th.is claim can not be 
m.ade of raisins. The fads do not warrant the levying of any 
duty whatever t1pon raisins, except for revenue purposes; and 
this amendment, as I said at the outset, is further evidence that 

4flo principle of tariff pr..otection heretofore approved and sup
ported by the' majority party has been invoked in 'the prepara
tion of·the rates and schedules in this bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, in 1921 we imported 
$1,136,94 7 worth of grapes in barrels and other packages. That 
gives us $300,000 duty for revenue purposes, and we shall need 
that many times over. The raisins also give us a fair return in 
duties. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 107, line 21, it is pro

posed to strike out the words "dried currants and." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On line.22 it ls proposed i:o strike 

out .the word " pound " and to insert the same word with a 
semicolon and the words " currants, Zante or other, 2 cents .Per 
pound," so as to read : 

Other dried grapes, -2t cents 1)1!r pound ; currants, Za:nte or other, 
2 c.ents per pound. 

The amendment was ·agreed to. 
The.AasisTANT .SEcRETA.RY. In ,paragraph 743, pa.e<re 107, lines 

..24 .and 25, it is proposed to strike out " oranges, and grapefruit. 
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1 cent per pound," and to insert " and oranges, 1 cent per 
pound; grapefruit, one-half of 1 cent per pound." 

So as to make the paragraph read : 
PAR. 743. LPmons, 2 cents per pound; limes and oranges, 1 cent per 

pound ; grapefruit, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 
l\Ir. McCUMBER. Mr. President, on behalf of the committee, 

I offer the following amendment: On page 107, line 25, before 
the word " and," insert the words " in their natural state or in 
brine." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

of the committee as amended. 
l\fr. WALSH of Massachmietts. Mr. President, the item of 

lemons in this paragraph is not now under consideration, there 
being no amendment offered to that part of the paragraph by 
the Senate Finance Committee; so I shall not take up the time 
of the Senate in discussing the high ra te upon lemons named 
in this paragraph. The committee does, however, propose an 

. amendment on oranges and on grapefruit, and I should like 
to have inRerted in the RECORD some information which I have 
in regard to these products. 

First of all let me call attention to the fact that the House 
rate of 1 cent per pound is higher than the rate in the Under
wood law, which was one-half cent per pound, and the rate 
named by the Senate committee restores the Payne-Aldrich 
duties. 

The California orange crop is around 20,000,000 boxes, and 
that of Florida about 8,000,000 boxes. The imports are neg
ligible, rarely exceeding $100,000 worth, while our e:\..'J)Orts. ha.ve 
been around three to seven million dollars worth. This m
dustry, therefore, has reached a stage where it can maintain 
itself against foreign competition without the aid of a tariff, and 
this bas been achieved not by the tariff but by production 
through the development and improvement of orange-grove cul
tivation. 

The exports of oranges are relatively small, since it requires 
nearly a generation to create a citrus industry. Oranges come 
chiefty from Spain and the Mediterranean countries, but this 
supply is dwarfed by the demand for the domestic product. 
Here we have an illustration of why a tariff is continued upon 
an established industry in spite of the fact that it no longer 
requires such support. It affects relatively insign ficant quanti
ties of oranges from the West Indies, and assists the growers' 
association in maintaining their prices through the feeding out 
of the orange supply to the different markets. The increased 
uses of oranges, such as for drinks and as a table fruit, have 
tremendously expanded the demand. 

As to grapefruit, Florida produces the great bulk of the 
domestic grapefruit, production in 1919 being 3,000,000 boxes, 
valued at $6,000,000. Porto Rico produced in 1919, 345,340 
boxes. California produced 465,000 boxes. The imports have 
been relatively small, amounting to about half a million dollars. 

Mr. President, with these facts before us, I want to call 
attention to the fact that the orange industry does not need 
any protective tariff duty. One cent per pound will not bring 
any revenue, because there are no imports; and the only pur
pose is that it will give the growers' association a chance to 
increase the price. Oranges are produced in sufficient amount 
to take care of the domestic demand, and there is not any 
justification, in my opinion, for this duty. Oranges, like raisins, 
are produced in such quantities that they can not possibly be 

Ing inconsistency in this paragraph. Halibut is the fish most 
extensively found in the eastern markets. Salmon and sword
fish are found more extensively in the Pacific coast markets. 

The imports of salmon and of swordfish are insignificant, so 
that the salmon and swordfish market, largely on the Pacific 
coast, has practically no competition, while halibut;· a fish 
caught in the Atlantic Ocean waters, and marketed in the At
lantic coast markets, meets with very serious competition from 
Canadian fish importations, yet the committee amendment, 
drawn so unscientifically, only gives the same protection to the 
halibut fisherman of the East that it gives to the salmon fisher
man of the West, although the halibut fisherman must compete 
with an importation from foreign markets of 17 per cent of 
the amount of our consumption. 

I think this is a very grave and serious injustice to the hali
but fisherman, and that the rate upon halibut ought to be 
more than the rate upon salmon and swordfish, in view of 
the statistics upon the imports and the production and con
sumption of these various kinds of fish, or the rates on salmon 
and swordfish reduced. 

I do not know that there is anything more I care to say, 
bnt I ask that some letters which I have received and informa
tion which I have summarized about the imports and domestic 
production of these fish be incorporated with my remarks. 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows : 
DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE SE!'<.ATE COUMITI'El!l .AMENDMENT AND PR»

VIOUS LAWS. 

Under the Underwood Act fresh fl.sh, frozen or packed in ice, were 
tree. Under the Payne-Aldrich Act fresh fish were dutiable at three
fourths cent per pound, with a special provision of one-fourth cent 
per pound for fresh herring, eels, smelts, and fresh-water fish, and a 
special provision of 1 cent per pound for fresh mackerel, halibut, and 
salmon. 

PRODUCTION, IMPORTS, AND EXPORTS. 

The present annual catch of fresh fish amounts to about 2,500,000 -
000 pounds. Our imports average about 100.000,000 pounds, of which 
fresh-wate1· fish constitutes about 4 per cent. Exports are relatively 
small; ordinarily they amount to around 10,000,000 pounds. 

Imports are almost exclusively from Canada and are received at 
North Atlantic ports. The great bulk of salt-water fish consists of 
halibut, cod, haddock, hake, pollock, herring, smelts, salmon, and mack
erel. 

Of the total catch of fresh fish 35,000,000 pounds are halibut and 
613,910,000 pounds are salmon. I have not been able to obtain any 
accurate figures as to swordfish. The figures on halibut and salmon, 
however, are sufficient to indicate that a large percentage of the total 
catch is of these varieties, and that therefore the proposed incr ase 
from 1 cent to 2 cents per pound on halibut, salmon, and swordfish 
will be applicable to at least 30 per cent of our domestic catch. 

About 17,000,000 pounds of halibut and about 6,000,000 pounds ot 
salmon are imported pe1· year. Imports of halibut amount to about 
17 per cent of our total consumption; imports of salmon amount to 
less than 1 per cent of our consumption. 

It is clear from these figures that halibut fish should bear a higher 
duty than salmon. 

GLOUCESTER FISH EXCHANGE, 
Gloucester, Mass., June 5, 192!. 

Hon. DAVID I. WALSH, 
' United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 

MY DEAR Srn: At a meeting of the Gloucester Fish Exchange, held 
this morning, I was instructed to communicate with you and to ask 
your kindly influence in having the provision in the proposed taritf 
relating to fresh mackerel raised from 1 cent to 2 cents per pound. 

The suggestion offered is that the wo1·d "mackerel" be inserted in 
Senate Document No. 187, Schedule 7, agricultural products and pro
visions, paragraph 718, page 42. so as to read: 

" Par. 718. l!' ish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice: Halibut, mack
erel, salmon, and swordfish, 2 cents per pound," etc. 

considered infant industries, Briefly, and as a reason for making the foregoin~ request, it might 

I have nothing further to add, Mr. President., 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

• be added that the American fresh·mackerel market is flooded with fish 
imported from Nova Scotia, with the result that the product is sel ling 
at figures unprofitable to the American industry. 

During the past two weeks, as an iIJustration, thousands of ban·els 
of fresh mackerel have been shipped in from Nova Scotia an<.I dumped 
on the New England market, with the result that the American fisher
man finds his usual and regular market destroyed and unprofitable. 

amendment of the committee as modi.fled. 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
Mr. McCUMBER. That completes paragraph 743? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It does. 
Mr. McCUl\IBER. I ask, then, that we take up paragraph 

718, providing for duties on fish. 
T~e next amendment of the committee was, in paragraph 718, 

page 102, line 18, to strike out the word " all" and insert the 
words " fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice ; halibut, salmon, 
and swordfish, 2 cents per pound." 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator from Washing
ton (l\Ir. JoNEs] is interested in these paragraphs. He ought to 
be sent for, or a quorum call had. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I move to amend the amend
ment by adding, after the word "salmon," in line 19, the word 
" mackerel " and a comma. 
· The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

.l\fr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, fish is a 
product that differs from all others in -the very nature of the 
industry, and therefore it must be considered upon somewhat 
different principles. First, I want to call attention to a strik-

Trusting that the suggestion herein contained will meet wit ll your 
approbation and thanking you in advance for a kindly consideration of 
the matter at your convenience. 

I am, sir, with great respect, sincerely yours, 

Hon. D.! VID I. w ALSH, 

WILMOT A. REED~ Secretary. 

CHAMBER Oll' COMM ERCE, 
Gloucester, Mass., June 6, 1922. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 
HONORABLE Sm: The board of direc tors of the chamber of commerce 

has asked me to bring the following matter to your attention with 
the request that, in so far as may be possible, you lend your inttuence 
in support of the proposed change. 

The matter relates to the proposed tari1r, and especiaJly to that por
tion which concerns fresh mackerel. It is found in Senate Document 
No. 187, schedule 7, "Agricultural products and provisions," paragra ph 
718, page 42, and reads as follows : . 

"Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice, n. s. p. f., halibut, salmon, and 
swordfish, 2 cents pe1· pound; all other fish, n. s. p. f., 1 cent per 
pound," etc. 

The board of directors is convinced from the facts presented to it by 
its committee and its affiliated organizations that the tariff on fresh 
mackerel as herein provided for would result in great injury to the 
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extensive mackerel ft.sheries existing- in Gloucester and elseW'llere in N.e:w 
England. It is apparent that at pi:esent Canadian fresh ma.clterel are 
being imported via Bost<>n at. a cost far below the cost of production to 
our own fishermen. The board of directors therefore begs to suggest 
that this particular paragraph be so amended as to include along with 
the three other fresh ftsh menti011ed mackerel. The paragraph would 
then read as follows : 

"PAR. 718. Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in lee, n. e. p. f., hnllbnt, 
mackerel, salmon, swordfish, 2 cents pe:r pound; all other fish, n. s. p. !-. 
1 cent per pound," etc. 

We trus-t that this suggestion will meet with youl." a.ppro~l and that 
thPre is still time and opportunity in which to make the desired chll.Ilga 
We fully appredate all your past efforts in our favor an~ know that 
you have our interests at heart, for all of which we are truly thankful. 

Since.rely yours, . 
HERMAN F. LION, Mamiger. 

lllr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I was called out 
for a moment. What is the pending amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment relative to fish. 
1\1.r. JONES of Washington. The first amendment? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The first amendment. 
l\lr. JONES of Washington. I desire to offer an amendment 

to the committee amendment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the 

amendment. 
The Ass1sTANT SEcn.ETARY. On page 100, line in, the Senator 

from Washington moves to amend by inserting after the word 
" pound " the following proVIso : 

Provided, That from and after 90 days after the enactment of this 
act no fresh or frozen halibut, salmon, or swordfish from the North 
Pacific Ocean or its tributary waters shall be admitted int<> the United 
States through any foreign COUlltry, except when the same shall be in 
bond from an American port. 

l\fr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, this amendment 
to the amendment does net afiect th~ duty on fish as proposed 
by the committee. I will say frankly that it is intended to 
meet rather a local situation which has been brought ab.out by 
special orders in council and regulations by the Canadian Gov
ernment. 

I do not know whether fue committee will oppose the amend
ment or not. I will take just a few moments to explain the 
situation, and I hope there will be no opposition to it. I can 
not see how there can be, from the American standpoint. 

This amendment was put in the tariff bill of 1913 in the 
Senate. It was very carefully considered by the committee and 
thete was a very extended debate on the fioor of the Senate. 
Senator Chamberlain, of Oregon, on the Democratic side, made 
a Tery strong speech in behalf of it. Al:! I said, it was put in 
the bill in the Senate ; but it went out in conference. 

The situation which we seek to meet by this amendment is 
about this : The halibut :fishing grounds are 600 or 700 miles 
north of Seattle, extending a distance of about 1,500 miles. 
They are fished very largely by American fishermen and Amer
ican vessels; at least, that used to be the case. 

In 1915 the Grand Trunk Railway was completed to Prince 
Rupert, which is about thirty-odd miles from the Alaskan coast, 
It is the terminus of this railroad. Immediately upon •the 
completion of the railroad, or when it was near completi-0n, the 
Canadians, with characteristic- energy and characteristic devo
tion to the interests of Canadians, took steps to concentrate 
bu ·iness at Prince Rupert and provide freight f-0r the Grand 
Trunk Railway. 

One of the inviting fields in this directi-0n was the :fishing 
industry, and especially the halibut fishing industry._ If this 
product could be diverted over the Grand Trunk Railway it 
would furnish a very large freight tonnage coming to eastern 
cities and eastern markets. 

Canada has a very effective legisla.ti ve system, one that can 
be u ·ed very promptly, and it was put into operati'On at <tnce. 
Certain regulations were made and certain orders in eouncil 
were passed, with the avowed purpose of concentrating the fish
ing fleet and the fishing industry at Prince Rupert. 

I made an address myself in connection with the tariff bill 
of 1913 and quoted from some of these orders in council, and 
I desire to quote from those <trders new, becallje they s:re just 
as pertinent at this time as they were in W13. I desire to 
quote from a statement I made, because it summarizes the 
action of the Canadian Government. It is as follows~ 

In December, 1914, the Canadian Government passed an order in 
counc:Il permitting the Minister of Customs to make such regulations 
and conditions as he found necessary to induce foreign corporations 
and American vessels to bring their business to Canadian ports. . 

That was the distinct purpose of these regulations and 
orders in council. I read further : 

This order in counell provided that du.ring the year 1915 foreigners 
and foreign corpQrations bringing fresh fish in vessels registered in the 
United States could land such fish at a.ny Canadian pert without the 
payment of duty and transship the same in bond to any port in the 
United States. This order in council a.ls<> provided that foreigners and 
foreign corporation'S bringing fish into Canada would be permitted, to 
purchase supplies at any port in British Columbia i all. of these ·things 
to be dcme, however, under sueh regulations ana conditions as the 
MinisteT of Customs should dete:cmin~. 

After making inducements. which would lead the fishing fleet 
to go into Canadian ports for the purpose of acquiring provi
sions- and fOr the purpose of disposing of theil' fish, and so on, 
one of the provisions was that these :fish should be shipped out 
ot Canada only by railroad.. In other words, it was the avowed 
purpose of these orders in council to have the fish shipped 
over the- Canadian railroad. That was the only railroad there, 
and the only way to get those fish out was to ship them over the 
Canadian railroad. It was aLcro provided, I think in the 1914 
order in council, that the fish could be brought into Canada and 
transshipped in bond. That precluded many of the smaller 
catches from being disposed ot. 

In order to encourage the fisherman to come into Prince 
Rupert a subseqaent order in council was made, modifying the 
original order in council, and permitting these fish brought by 
American ships and American seamen into Canada to be sold 
to Canadians for the purpose or shipment in bond int-0 Canada. 
It was provided also by these orders in council that fish 
brought by Americans into those ports could not be sold for 
consumption in Canada at an. 

One of the principal objections made by some of the fisher
men and sea.men out in that country seems to be based upon 
the idea that ff an amendment like this should be adopted, 
the price would be lowered. As a matter of fact, in my judg
ment, they would get a much better price in American ports 
and American territory than under the present conditions. 
They seem to have overlooked the fact that under the Canadian 
orders in council they can not sell their fish to Canadians for 
consumption in Canada; in other words, the market is very 
deddedly limited. 

Briefly, that is thee situation we strive to meet by this amend
ment. The Canadian Government has used its legisla.tive power 
to concentrate- the fishing industry at Pdnce Rupert. We 
think this industry should have an oppoxtunity, at least, and 
an encouragement, to concentrate at American ports. · 

I believe the effect of the amendment I have offered will be 
to induce American :fishermen to bring their fish to Ketchikan. 
Alaska. S-Ome think this is aimed to promote the welfare of 
the city of Seattle. That is not the purpose. Ketchikan is 
anout 600 mi1es north of Seattle, less than a hundred miles 
from Prince Rupert, and the only disadvantage to which it is 
put, aside from these orders in council, is the fact that it 
has not railroad connection with the land. In other words, 
Prince Rupert, as I said, is the terminus of this railroad. 

I have here a petition in the form of a guaranty from business, 
men and business interests at Ketchikan, in which they guar
antee that a ferry service would be maintained between Ketchi
kan and Prince Rupert it legislation of this character should 
be enaeted so that the Canadian railway may not lose the busi
ness. One objection heretofore urged has been that this was 
intended to confine the shipment of the fish to American rail
roads. I believe- that a great deal of it will come over the 
American railroads. I believe a great deal of the fish will 
come to See.ttl~ with legislation of this character, but it may not 
do so. Even though a great deal of it may come to Seattle, a 
great part of it will still go to Prince Rupert under this-legisliltion 
and go over the Canadian railroad, but the business involved in 
the handling of the fish, in taking care of it and storing it and 
preparing it, and all that sort of thing, will be done in American 
territory by American capital and American interests-. That is 
done pretty largely, r think, in Ketchikan and elsewhere; in 
other words, this will result in encouraging· American industry 
and employment and capital, and so forth,. in. Alaska. That ia 
another consideration that commends it to me. 

The guaranty that I have is dated Ketchikan, May 8, and 
reads as follows : 

We are informed that your objection to the legislation now pending 
before Congress, relative ro the Alaska fresh-fish business i~ due to the 
lack of facilities and transportation between Alaska and the rail ter
minal at Prince Rupert, British Columbia.. 

In order, therefore, that this objection may be overc.ome and Alaska 
receive its full share of the benefits accruing from the fisheries opera
tions along the North Pacific coast and to conserve this industcy to the 
American instead of Canadll;ln people, we, the undersigned, whom you, 
know to be financially re.s1.>dhsible, agree to provide upon the passage 
of the suggested legislation satisfactory transportation facilities for all 
shipments- of fresh and frozen fish between Ketchikan, Alaska, and the 
we tern terminal o! the Grand Trunk Pa.ciftc Railroad. at a rate which 
shall not exceed the present cost of delivery, and we offex: for !'Our con
sideration the bereto-attached statement of the facilities now availahle 
at Ketchikan for the economical and expeditious handling of the predud 
of these fisheries as_ compared with those at Prince ltupert, British 
Columbia. 

This is signed bY' some 30 or 40 leading bu&in~. s men, in
cluding bankers, merchants, and so on, of Ketchikan. Then 
they point out the facilities for handling the fish at Ketchikan. 
I desire to say that because of tbe tendency of this legislation. 
and the proposals which. they knew we-r·e going to be urged 
from time to time and in th~ belief that Cong.ress w°'uld respond 
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to this desire and this need of encouraging American industry 
the people in Ketchikan have gone on to provide the facilities 
that may be necessary to handle the fish. They ha°ve, according 
to their statement-and I have no reason to doubt it-much 
more extensive facilities than have been created even at Prince 
Rupert. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I yield. 
Mr. KELLOGG. I was not in the Chamber when the Sen

ator commenced his remarks, and I would like to ask a ques
tion. Is it proposed to prohibit the importation of fish into the 
United States except through an American port of entry? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. They can not come into the 
United States except through an American port of entry. The 
amendment provides that they can not come through a foreign 
country, except in bond from an American port. 

1\lr. KELLOGG. The Senator means that they could not come 
on any of the Canadian railroads into the United States? 
. Mr. JONES of Washington. They could not come in on any 
Canadian railroad, unless shipped from an American port in 
bond. In other words, they could come from Ketchikan in bond 
over the Grand Trunk Railway. 

Mr. KELLOGG. But they could not come from any Canadian 
port into the United States? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No. 
Mr. KELLOGG. In bond? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. This prohibits their coming from 

any Canadian port in bond. 
Mr. KELLOGG. The Senator is aware, I suppose, of the 

great amount of Canadian products to be exported which come 
through the United States. Is not this rather radic.al discrimi
nation against Canadian interests when we take a large amount 
of their products, even for export, through United States ports? 

Mr. JONES of Washin,,,,aton. This deals on1y with particular 
products-with halibut and salmon and swordfish. 

l\1r. KELLOGG. But products from Canadian farms-wheat, 
flour, live stock, and meats-are shipped through the United 
States and through the United States ports to foreign countries. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not try to deal with those. 
Mr. KELLOGG. I know the Senator does not, but it seems 

to me that they could with equal justice prohibit any of their 
exports coming through the United States. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Does the Senator think they 
will do it? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do not know whether they will or not. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Did the Senator hear what I 

sta ted with reference to what they have done to us to center 
this trade at Prince Rupert? What I propose to do is to meet 
the very discrimination they have made against us. That is all 
in the world it is. They provide that our people can not bring 
fish to Canada and sell them there for Canadian consumption. 

l\1r. KELLOGG. Do they place an absolute embargo on 
American fish in Canada? Is that what the Senator means? 

l\1r. JONES of Washington. No; they encourage it to come 
in there to be shipped over the Grand Trunk Railroad, but they 
sa~ that it can not be sold for local consumption. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Then it is an embargo against the local 
consumption of American fish? 

1\fr. JONES of Washington. Yes. They have done that by 
their orders in council. They have used their legislative power, 
as I said awhile ago, to build up Prince Rupert. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Do we sell much American fish in Canada 
locally? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. They prohibit it. 
Mr. KELLOGG. Would we sell much if they did not pro

hibit it? 
Mr. JONES of Washfagton. I expect we would. 
l\Ir. KELLOGG. Does the Senator know whether we would 

':lr not? 
1\fr. JONES of Washington. I can not tell what we would do 

\> . .,olutely. I think that we probably would, because our fish
s.4tg fleets gather in most of the halibut and the salmon. espe
.ctaUy the hal'but from the halibut J>ank. They are American 
fishermen and American ships, and they take them to Prince 
Rupert, and have been doing it. I have not any doubt that if 
they could be sold locally many of them would be sold there, 
but they especially prohibit that by their order in council. I 
have here a copy of that order. Here is what they say. This 
is an amendment of the order in council of 1914: 

Said order in council of December 10, 1914, is hereby amended to 
provide: During the present calendar year {1915) foreigners or for
eign corporations-

Thls is a imed directly at the United States, and I want the 
Senator from Minnesota to notice it-

During the present calendar year (1915) foreigners or foreign cor
porations bringing fresh fish in vessels registered in the United 
States of America to any port in British Columbia shall be permitted 

to land such fresh fish at such port without payment of duties and 
transship the same in bond to any port in the United States, or to sell 
such fish in bond to such local dealer or dealers as may be properly 
and duly licensed therefor, under the regulations and conditions therein
after mentioned, which dealer or dealers shall export the same in 
compliance with the bonding requirement (without the right, how
ever, in either instance, to sell in Canada for consumption therein, or 
otherwise except in bond, any of such fresh fish so landed) ; and such 
foreigners and foreign corporations bringing fresh fish in vessels regis
tered in the United States of America to any port in British Columbia. 
shall be permitted to purchase supplies and ship crews for such ves
sels at any port in said Province of British Columbia, the whole under 
such regulations and conditions as the minister of customs may 
determine. 

As I called attention a while ago, by this order in council the 
fish -brought in there could npt be sent out of Canada except by 
railroad. In other words, if an American fishing vessel went 
into Prince Rupert with fish and landed them ther~ and could 
not dispose of them or could not sell all of them, they could 
not take them by boat to Seattle ; they could only get them out 
of there by railroad. What Canada may do by way of retalia
tion I do not know. We are trying to meet retaliation that 
Canada. has already practiced against us. In dealing with many 
of these questions where we are trying to meet discrimination, 
an act aimed directly at us and against us, I can not understand 
why we should be urged not to do something for fear that we 
may offend or for fear they may .retaliate against us. We did 
not begin this. They commenced it. They began it upon the 
completion of the Grand Trunk Railway for the specific and 
avowed purpose of building up the business of Prince Rupert, 
and for the further purpose, as stated in one of these orders in 
council, of securing the transfer of registry of American ships 
to Canadian registry. Here is what they said in one of the 
whereases to this order in council of 1915-1 shall ·not take the 
time to read it all: 

And wherea.s the minister of the naval service is informed that, in 
view of the fact that Prince Rupert is several hundred miles nearer 
the fishing grounds than is Seattle, and as the Grand Trunk Pacific 
Railway is now operating, so that fish ean as readlly be shipped to 
the eastern United States markets from Prince Rupert as from Seattle, 
if such boats aud smaller vessels were permitted to go to Prince Rupert 
and sell their catches to some person or corporation which would in 
turn ship them in bond to the United States, and if such vessels or 
boats were then permitt<'d to purchase supplies for their fishing opera
tions, a considerable number of them would transfer their base of opera
tions from Seattle to Prince Rupert, and would probably later transfer 
their vessels or boats to the Canadian registry and permanently operate 
from Prince Rupert. 

That is another method that our friends across the line 
take to build up their merchant marine. I commend it upon 
their part. If I were a Canadian, I would be very proud of the 
action which they took in order to promote and build up their 
interests, especially their shipping interests. I would like to 
see us do the same thing to look after our shipping interests. 

l\fr. LODGE. Mr. President--
Mr. JONES of Washington. I yield to the Senator from 

Massachusetts. 
.Mr. LODGE. I only interrupt the Senator because I really 

desire information, and I want to understand the situation 
fully. As I understand it, the fish comes in at Ketchikan, which 
is an American port. It is shipped from there to Prince Rupert. 

l\ir. JONES of Washington. Not now. By reason of the 
encouragement and the special inducements offered the fishing 
vessels do not go to Ketchikan, but to Prince Rupert. 

l\Ir. LODGE. They go direct to Prince Rupert? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. They go direct to Prince Rupert. 
Mr. LODGE. American vessels? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. American vessels, and they turn 

their fish over to some dealer, who will ship them in bond into 
the United States; in other words, they have the business 
transaction there. 

l\Ir. LODGE. They are relieved from the Canadian duty? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. That is true. 
M:r. LODGE. The reason why I ask is that I have received 

a telegram from the New England Fish Co., referring to another 
communicatio:p which I have not been able to find, asking me 
to oppose the amendment placing an embargo on fish other 
than packed in American ports. Then I also have a letter from 
the Fishing Vessel Owners' Association of Seattle, and they 
speak in it of a pamphlet which they prepared for the Senate 
Finance Committee, which I have not received. They say: 

If you can see your way clear to oppose this amendment when it is 
proposed, you will materially assist in the preservation of a great 
American industry in which our members, who own over 100 sea halibut 
schooners, have invested their all and on which their living depends. 

That is from Seattle; it is not from New England. 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senators yield to me? 
Mr. JOJ\"ES of Washington. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. LODGE. I was merely asking a question for informa

tion. 
Mr. NELSON. What the Senator from Washington contends 

for may be of some benefit to American shipowners, but it will 
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be very disastrous to the Alaskan fishermen. They contend, in Alaska and his -friendship for that Territory; and I am 
and I have numerous letters from them to that effect, that they sorry to see that because of a few people who, in my judgment, 
are cut off and are unable to sell their fish for the prices for have been very largely inspired by Canadian infiuences, the 
which they could otherwise sell them. The amendment pro- Senator will unwittingly join in defeating a proposition that 
posed, if adopted, would be a curse to the Alaskan fishermen. is for the benefit of .Alaska, and is especially for the benefit of 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to say that the mere one of the principal towns in Alaska. 
statement of the Senator from Minnesota does not make it a I know that some of the fishermen oppose this proposition; 
fact. I should like to have some one point out how it would be but I want to say to the Senator that I am very reliably in
a curse to the Alaskan fishermen. It does not take away in any formed that a prominent Canadian attended the meetings of 
degree their market; it really expands their market. The s~e of the fishermen on Puget Sound and used his infiuence 
Alaskan fishermen now take their fish into Prince Rupert, but there in opposition to this proposed legislation. Canadians 
they can not sell them there for local consumption. The only know how to look after their own interests, and they do it; they 
way they can sell them in Prince Rupert is in such a manner know how to use their business connections in this country to 
that they may be shipped in bond to ports into the United look after their interests, and they use them. 
States to be sold. Mr. NELSON. There is this difference, I wish to say to the 

Mr. NELSON. At present all of the fish which are caught Senator, namely, that when these poor fishermen take the ir fish 
there have to go through Seattle to be shipped to the eastern to Prince Rupert they get a better price in cash than they do at 
market. Seattle. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Oh, no. Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not want them to have to 
1\lr. NELSON. Oh, yes. come to Seattle. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Oh, no. Mr. 1\TELSON. And they make more money; it is more profit-
Mr. NELSON. The Alaskan fishemen can not now sell their able to them. If the fishermen are compelled to go to Se attle, 

fish at Prince Rupert; if they wish to ship any fish eastward as under existing arrangements and under the proposed arrange
anywhere in the United States they have all got to go through ment, they will be the losers. 
the port of Seattle and nowhere else. The Alaskan fishermen Mr. JONES of Washington. Why does the Senator say that 
bitterly complain of that; I have had them come to see me this proposed amendment is in the interest of Seattle? I w ish 
about it here within the last three months. he would tell us. 

1\Ir. JONES of Washington. Of course, the only way that l\Ir. NELSON. Because it will compel them to take all their · 
fish from Alaska may be shipped to the eastern market, unless fish and ship them eastward through the port of Seattle. 
they go around by vessel, is over American railroads or over Mr. JONES of \Vashington. How will the amendment compel 
Canadian railroads; and the American railroa~, of course, con- them to ship their fish through Seattle? 
nect at Seattle. That is all true; but the amendment which I l\fr. NELSON. That is provided under the law already ex:st
have proposed does not prohibit the Alaskan fishermen from ing, and the ,Senator's proposal is supplementary to that law. 
shipping their fish to the eastern markets over Canadian rail- Mr. JONES of Washington. No; the Senator is mis taken. 
roa<ls; it does not deprive them of that market at all. Mr. NELSON. No. 

l\lr. NELSON. I will call the attention of the Senator from Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator is not usually rnis-
Washington to the fact that the Legislature of Alaska was so taken, but sometimes, like the rest of us, he does make a mis
interested in this question that it directed the attorney general take, and he is m istaken in this instance. There is not any law 
of Alaska to bring suit in the Supreme Court of the United which requires them to ship their fish through Seattle; t hey are 
States in order to get rid of this hamstringing legislation that not doing it now; they are selling their fish at Prince Rupert, 
is ruining the Alaskan fishermen. The case was argued here and this amendment will not take away their markets, but will 
in the Supreme Court-and I saw the attorney general of expressly permit them to send tlleir fish in bond from Ketchikan 
Alaska at that time-but the Supreme Court held that in.as- over the Canadian railroads to the eastern markets. 
much as the law complained of related to a Territory, Congress So, l\fr. President, this amendment does not t a ke away from 
had the power to enact it. If Alaska had been a State, that leg- the A:merkan fishermen any market that he has, but, as a 
islation never could have been enacted. . matter of fact, it expands his market. 

l\fr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, the legislation to I am just as much interested in the Alaskan fishermen as is 
which the Senator from Minnesota has referred does not relate the Senator from Minnesota; I am just as much interestecl . n 
to fisheries at all. That was a provision of the merchant marine the fishermen of Puget Sound as is the Senator from Minne ota, 
act \vith reference to the coastwise laws of the country and to although I may not have done as much as h as the Senator from 
shipping, and has no bearing whatever upon this proposition. Minnesota; I am just as much interested in the welfare of 
Why the Senator from Minnesota should bring that law in, I do Alaska -as is the Senator from Minnesota, and, with all clue 
not understand. respect to him, I believe I know about as much about it as 

The Senator from Minnesota states that the Legislature of does the Senator from Minnesota, and if I thought tbat this 
.Alaska and the attorney general of Alaska are objecting to amendment wou 'd be an injury to Alaska I would not propose 
this proposal. I have here a resolution which was passed by it, but, instead of thinking that it is a benefit to Seattle, I be
the Alaska Territorial Fish Commission with reference to this lieve it is of special benefit to Ketchikan. 
very matter. The Senator from Minnesota thinks, and I think, Now, here is a resolution passed by the Alaskan Territorial 
that we should pay some attention. to the local sentiment and the Fish Commission at the session held in Juneau Jauuary 14, 
views of the people of Alaska. 1921 : 

1\fr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wash- Whereas it ts the sense of the commission that the fresh-fish industry 
ington yiel<l to me? of the Territory is one of its greatest and most important resources; 

~fr. JONES of Washington. I yield to the Senator from i~~ti:-idu~dth~trlaiahc:f~.i~gr;~c~~1da11'!i.ta~fap~~~~sp~~t~~ti~1~Pl:ggi~~ 
l\llnnesota. this industry to prevent the fish caught in the waters of a.nd adjacent 

1.Ir. NELSON. Mr. President ever since I visited Alaska in thereto from being packed and .prepared in foreign t•ountrlP.s for ship-
. · t f· th ' S t I h , b . I ment to the markets of the Umted States, a permanent fishmg popula-

i9o3, w ith a commit ee o e ena e, . a\ e. een ~ warm tton will settle in Alaska, improve its lands, and aid in the settle-
fr _end of Alaska. A geat deal of the legislation which has ment and development of the Territory: Therefore be it 
been obtained in behalf of Alaska in the past I formulated and Resolved, T!tat all fresh or ~rozen halibut or salmon, or the produ_cts 

· . h Al k h h d h h d · thereof, arrlnng at an American port from or through any foreign secured its p~ssage ere. as a as a su~ very ~ tim~s country, which havt; been packed or P.t·epared for shipment in other 
that the Territory now has not as large a white populat10n as it than American territory, shall be subJect to a duty of 3 cents per 
had 10 years ago. If it is desired to build up Alaska its in- pound, and all other deep-sea fish or the products ther('()f ar~iving at 

· h Id b d d t' •t l d" ., · d' t · an American port from or through any foreign country, which have 
~ustr1es s ou. e e~courage , an one o i s ea . m"' lll. us r1es been packed or prepared for shipm.ent in other than American terrl-
1s that of fishmg, which should not be frozen out rn the mterest tory shall be subject to a duty of 1 cent per pound ; and 
of Seattle Resolved, That no frPsh or frozen fish taken from the North Pacific 

· . . . Ocean or tributary waters shall be admitted into the United States 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Pres1dent, I do not think through any foreign country except when the same shall be in bond 

the Senator from Minnesota means what he says or he does from an American port ; and 
not appreciate what he is saying. I am not trying to freeze out That is the amendment which I have proposed. 
the fishing industry in Alaska in the interest of Seattle. As 'Further resolv ed, That a copy of these rf' solutions be transmitted to 
a matter of fact, as I stated a while ago, this amendment is the Secretary of Commerce through the Governor of Alaska as chair
in the interest of Ala.ska; it is in the interest of Ketchikan, man of this committee. 
Alaska. There is where, if this amendment is adopted, the I have before me another resolution which was adopted 
fishing business will be concentrated. setting out the reasons for all the position taken, but I will 

I appreciate what the Senator from Minnesota has said re- not take tbe time to read it now. 
garding his friendship for Alaska and as to what he has done The Governor of Alaska came down here, an<'l I nn<'ler stand, 
for Alaska. Too much can . not be said as to his interest though I was not present, that he appeared before the com-
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mittee and urged' this srune proposition. I know that he ls !"or 
it ; he is looking after the interests ot Alaska ; he is devoted 
to her interests ; he> wants done that which will benefit Alaska. 

Mr. President, J: know there are some who oppose tlhs 
amendment. Some of our fish vesser owners' assuciations have 
sent telegrams and resolutions opposing it, but let" me call at
tention to the fact that when the Simmons-Underwood tariff 
law was pending in this body the same organizations urged 
the same amendment. I have copies of their letters and tele
grams here· urging the adoption of' the amendment. I am tol<l
and the information comes from reliabre a-uthority-that some 
of the representatives o:f Canadian interests and Canadian 
companies have appeared in the meetings· of the vessel owners' 
associations at Seattle opposing this" amendment, and they 
sent me resolutions or telegrams prptesting against its adop
ti~. . 

I have here a copy of a letter signed by 0. 0. Ilvatum, dated 
Ketchikan, May 22. It is addressed to " Fellow members of 
Fishing V es el Owners' Association/' the writer of the letter 
being a member of the association. He says : 

GENTL»MEN: I have had considerable discussion with Mr. Strong 
about' the proposed legislation which will move the market and• port 
of discharge tor our. fish from Prince Rupert, British Columbia, to 
Alaska-

Not as the Senator from Minnesota says to Seattle, but to 
Alaska, and. I believe if the business men stand back. of their 
agreement, namely, to put a ferry on the run between Ketchi
kan and the Grand Trunk Railway, to be. run on train schedule, 
regardless if thei:e is a load or not, that our main objection is 
removed. 

r do not know whether the Senator was present when I read 
from the guaranty signed by nearly all the .business men of 
Ketchikan-not signed. by any business men of Seattle, but 
by nearly all the. business men of Ketchikan-banks and busi
ness houses, merchants, and so forth, saying that they will 
guarantee the establishment of a. ferry service, not from 
Seattle but from Ketchikan to Prince Rupert. They certainly 
know, or at least they ought to know, what is of interest to 
them and what will benefit them. The writer of-the letter goes 
on to say: 

I do not know if you are aware of the fact that at the present time 
American fish is barred from Canadian markets when discharged at 
their ports by American fishing v-essels. However, such is the case. 
Consequently C:lllad.ian boats often recerre--

I -hope the Senator- will note this-
Consequently Canadian boats often receive from 1 to 3 cents a pound 
more for their fish than we do, which I consider unfair to American 
boats. I was under the impression that American fish· could be used in 
Canada by paying the duty~ Had conditions been generally kno~, I 
believe the most of us would have taken a different new and action at 
our meetings held in Seattle last winter. 

It is impossihle fur us. ta meet togethel" at this time of year~ and I 
would suggest that each of. you give the legislation which ha.a been 
proposed by the citizens of Ketchikan careful consideration. I believe 
it should have our support. 

Respectfully, 0. 0. HVA.TUM. 

l\Ir. President, I do not feel like taking more of the time of 
the Senate- in the discussion of this matter. The- sole purpose 
of this amendment is to encourage American interests, Ameri
can industry, American capital, and it iH in the interest- -of the 
American fisherman, the American fieet. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him? 

l\.lr. JONES of Wa!!hington. Certainly. 
l\fr. 1\TELSON. Take the Ketchikan case:: Most of the fish

eries in Alaska are immediately west of Prince Rupert, the 
terminus of the Canadian railroad. Wliat the Senator asks 
and what the Ke-tchikan people ask is that instead o~ bringing 
that fish to Prince Rupert, which is close by, it shall be 
brought 100 or 200 miles farther south to a little mining town, 
Ketchikan, and there shipped back to Prince Rupe.rt. That is 
what tlley are aftei:. · 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, the Senator was 
professing his love and his interest and friendship for Alaska 
a few moments ago. 
· Mr. NELSON. My interest is · in the poor fishermen of 
Alaska. Theirs is the most permanent industry. The gold 
mining, the placer mining, is only transient. The timber sup
ply of Alaska is limited. It is the fishing industry of Alaska 
that is the most permanent industry there. and I am in fa-vor 
of the poor fisl1ermen who catch the fish. 

Mr. JONES of Wnshington. The-Senator overlooks the· fact 
that Ketchikan is many miles nearer to the fishing grounds 
than Prince Rupert, and that the- fishing boats must largely 
go by Ketchilrnn to get to Prince Rupert with their cargoes. 
That would be another saving to the fishermen and' to tile fish
ing vessels. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President--

Mr. JONES of Washington. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr: KING. For information, may I ask a few questions of 

the Senator"! This is rather terra incognito to me, although 
it is in the water. 

As I understand, the fishermen have no general restrictions 
Imposed upon them, and may invade the waters of the Pacific 
coast and fish as and when and where they please. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. These fisheries, of course, are 
outside the- 3-mile limit. 

Mr. KING. Yes·. The only competition they have is among 
themselves. The product of their catch they bring either to 
Canadian ports or to American ports. I am speaking now of 
Canadian fishermen and American fishermen, too, and I am 
confining these interrogatories to the Pacific coast. Why should 
a tariff be leVi.ed at all, unless it is for revenue, when the 
people need fish, when meat prices are high, when fish is so 
important an article in the diet and in the food supply of the 
people? The ocean ls free. They do not have to plant, they 
do not have to sow, they do not have to reap. They go there 
and catch the fish. They bring them into our ·markets. If 
we put on a tariff, obviously it is to enable them to get just 
that much more per pound for their fish than otherwise they 
might get. 

Ur. JONES of Washington. My amendment does not deal 
with the matter of the tariff, and I am not discussing that 
phase of it as yet" I am in favor of a tariff myself. As a 
matter of fact, the rate proposed by the committee is not as 
high as a good many would like to see. Our people on Puget 
Sound meet the Japanese fishermen, and their markets have 
been very seriously invaded under the free-fish legislation that 
we now have on the statute books. Our people believe that if 
this iS" continued our fishermen are going to be driven out· of 
businesg by the Japanese fishermen. 

l\fr: LODGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
just on that point? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes. 
l\fr". LODGE. Japan gives a very heavy subsidy to her fisher

men, and it is impossible for our people to contend at a.Il with 
them for our markets unless we have a duty. They ask a 
higher duty- than is in this bill, and I have no doubt they are 
justified in asking- it ; but we are presented in these fisheTies 
with a contest with subsidies everywhere. Other powers ha-ve 
mure intelligence about their fisheries. than we have shown or 
rate. We used to be very intelligent about it a.t the beginning of 
the Government. The Jap-anese competition I happen to know· 
about, and I know-if the Senator will pardon me for inter
rupting him--

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; I am glad to have the 
Senator do so. 

Mr. LODGE. I know that they subsidize all their fisheries, 
and they have an advantage which no unsubsidized fishery can 
possibly meet. · 

Mr. KING. Mr . . President, may I inquire of the Senator, if 
that statement is true-and, of course, I accept it--

Mr. LODGE. Oh, there is no doubt about. it. It is all in 
testimony here. 

J\.fr. KING. May l inquire 1t it is not based upon the fact 
that the Japanese live almost entirely u:pon fish and rice, and 
therefore it ls important that they shall have fish brought to 
their shores, and in order to get quantities adequate for the 
wants of their people they are compelled to subsidize their 
fishermen, as the Senator says? 

Mr. LODGE. All nations do it. The Japanese are not the 
only ones. Canada subsidizes very extensively. Great Britain 
used to subsidize, and I think is returning to it; but almost all 
the countries that have any fisheries, like Holland and the 
others, give subsidies. I have it all here. I did not want to 
take the time of the Senate to go over them all, but Japan sub
stantially subsidizes all branches of the fishing industry and 
has done so for several years past. 

Canada. for years has- otrered bo.tmtles to resident Canadian fisher
men employed in deep-sea fishing, and has also subsidized cold-storage 
plants at fishing port!f up to 30 per cent of their cost, and bas given 
substantial transportation aid in absorbing up to two-thirds of trans
portation charges on certain products shipped from the Pacific coaRt 
to interior points in order that the production of these goods may be 
encouraged and the product made available in the interior areas not 
otherwise served with ocean fish. 

That _is, they pay two-thirds ot the charges of the railroad&. 
We give them nothing. 

The.. United Kingdom, in recognizing the importance and need or 
f-ostering- and promoting- this industry, has now established a depart~ 
ment of marine and fisheries. Very recently a. similar department has 
heen established in Canada .. 

The Senator wilt find, if he will look into it, that those 
bounties are given by practically- all- nations that ha v-e fisheries. 
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Mr. JOI\TES of Washington. Mr. President, just a word and 

then I will conclude. 
I hope the Senator from Minnesota will not allow himself 

to be controlled in opposition to this measure by some oppo
sition coming from fishermen. As I say, I know some of them 
oppose it, but they do not all oppose it. I have received letters 
and petitions from fishermen out there favoring this legislation, 
and since the situation bas been explained to them more .fully 
they are in favor of it. As I say, I do not claim that they 
are all for it, but the Senator from .Minnesota might do a very 
great injustice to many other fishermen by taking the state
ments of a few fishermen who may, of course, voice their oppo
sit;on, and it may be very sincere opposition. I do not ques
tion that. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
me--

Mr. JONES of Washington. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. NELSON. I got the most of my information from the 

attorney general of Alaska, who was here during the winter. 
He came down to argue that case. Under existing law they 
have to ship all the fish caught in Alaska to Seattle. This 
amendment modifies it and would put Ketchikan in place of 
Seattle. The fishermen were so insistent upon it that they suc
ceeded in getting a resolution passed through the Legislature 
of Alaska instructing the attorney general to bring this suit in 
the Supreme Court; and, as I understood from the attorney 
general, but for this legislation the fishermen could bring their 
fish into Prince Rupert and get a far better price for them 
than they could at Seattle. Under existing law they can not 
ship any of the fish eastward, no matter where they are caught 
in Alaska, without sending them to Seattle, and Seattle in that 
way had a complete monopoly of the business. That was my 
understanding. That was why the legislature instructed the 
attorney general to b1ing the suit. 

I have sent my clerk down to get the opinion of the Supreme 
Court in the case. The discrimination was of such a charac
ter that if it had been a discrimination between two States it 
could not for a moment have been tolerate<L If Alaska had 
been a State instead of a Territory, it would not have been tol
erated, but the Supreme Court held-and the case was ably 
argued on both sides-that inasmuch as Alaska was a Terri
tory, Congress had a right to pass any kind of legislation that 
it saw fit to pass. 

I have no interest in the railroads. I do not care a bit about 
the Canadian railroads. My heart goes out for those poor men 
who are on the water catching the fish. Those men ought to get 
the best poss:ble return for their work, and they can only get 
it by leaving them free to take their fish to any of these places
Prince Rupert, Victoria, Seattle, or Ketchikan. 

I know what Ketchikan is. It may be a little more of a 
town now than it was when I was there. It is at the end of 
a very narrow channel that leads up to Skagway on the inner 
passage. When I was there it was a little bit of a mining town, 
and the mining industry was at work there. A gentleman sent 
me a 'paper, and I think I referred it to the Finance Committee, 
in favor of this amendment that the Senator from Washington 
advocates. He had a brother who lived at Ketchikan, and 
Ketchikan was aching to get the monopoly of this fish trade. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, the Senator is a 
good la.\'Yer. The Senator understands the coastwise laws of 
this country, and he knows that there is nothing in our law 
that prevents an American ship catching fish out in the ocean 
from going to any foreign port to which it desires to go: He 
knows that the trade between one American port and another 
American port is confined to coastwise American ships. That 
is true, and that was the question that was involved in the suit 
to which the Senator refers. 

The attorney general of Alaska contended that Congress bad 
no right to confine the trade between areas in the United States 
and points in Alaska to American ships, but, Mr. President, 
that does not require the American fishermen to bring their fish 
to Seattle. It does require trade between Ketchikan and Seat
tle to be by an American ship, that is all. These fishermen and 
these vessel owners got the very idea that the Senator from 
Minnesota urges here now, that if this legislation were passed, 
under the decision of the Supreme Court their vessels could not 
go from Ketchikan to Prince Rupert. 

Mr. President, that is foreign trade, and there is no question 
whatever about the right of any American ship to go from 
one American port to a foreign port ; so that the Senator from 
Minnesota is basing his opposition to this legislation upon an 
entire misapprehension of the facts and of the law as it is 
sought to be applied. 

Mr. President, I was going to read the statement of the 
facilities at Ketchikan. I shall not take the time to read it. 

I will ask, however, that the letter which I have here from tlie 
president of the Commercial Club of Ketchikan, together with 
the petition and the statement regarding these facilities, may 
be printed in the RECORD. I do this to save time. I have also 
a memorandum prepared by a very reliable man, one whom I 
can vouch for, with reference to the conditions, which sets this 
matter out very concisely and very fully, which I ask to have 
printed in the RECORD. . -

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows : 

KETCHIKAN CO!.Bflil.RCIA.L CLUB, 
Ketchikan, Alaska, May 16, 19~. 

Hon. WESLl!lY L. Jo~ni:s 
United States Senate, Wa..shitigton"' D. a. 

DEAR SJCNATOR JONES: About a week ago the Commercial Club or 
Ketchikan mailed you some data in support or the halibut legislation 
whi~h we furnished the Hon. DAN A. SUTHERLAND. 

Srnce that data was compiled, the writer has been able to make 
a thorough check on the equipment of the Canadian Fish & Cold Stor
age Co. at Prince Rupert, and find that in addition to the 150 tons o:r 
refrigerating capacity, they have also an absorption plant of an addi
tional 75 tons. Our statement, therefore, should read 225 tons fo1· t he 
Canadian Fish & Cold Storage Co. as against 410 tons or refrigerating 
capacity contained in the two plants at Ketchikan. 

We trust the above wlll arrive in time so that we will not be charged 
wlt.!l any misrepresentation of the facts. 

Yours very truly, 
• J. c. BAR.BER, 

President Ketchikan O<munercial Olub. 

KETCHIKAN, ALASKA, May 8, 192~. 
Hon. DAN A. SUTHERLAND, 

Delegate to Congress from Alaska, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: We are informed that your objection to the legislation 
now pending before Congress relative to the Alaska :fresh-fish business 
ls due to the lack or facilities and transportation between Alaska and 
the rail terminal at Prince Rupert, "British Columbia. 

In order, therefore, that this objection may be overcome and Alaska 
receive its full sha1·e or the benefits accruing from the fisheries opera
tions along the north Pacific coast and to conserve this industry to 
the American instead or Canadian people, we, the undersigned, whom 
you know to be financially responsible, agree to provide, upon the pas· 
sage or the suggested legislation, satisfactory transportation facilities 
for all shipments of ·tresh and frozen fish between Ketchikan, Alaska, 
and the western terminal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railroad at a 
rate which shall not exceed the present cost of delivery, and we offer 
tor your consideration the hereto attached statement o:r the tacilitles 
now available at Ketchikan tor the economical and expeditious handling 
or the product of these fisheries as compared with those at Prince 
Rupert, British Columbia. 

H. C. Strong, president Northland Dock Co.; W. A. Bryant, 
manager J. R. Heckman & Co. ; Alfred Howe, manager 
Tongass Trading Co.; I. Y. Pruell, jeweler; M. J. 
Heneghan, merchant; P. J. Gilmore, merchant.;,. Thomas 
Torry, mayor; Jno. R. Beegle, insurance: .l!·orest .T. 
Hunt, merchant; L. H. Kubler, merchant; F. E. Ryus, 
manager Ryus Dru~ Co.; Frank Mullally, Amt!rican 
Meat Co. ; G. E. Lmgerfelt, manager Ketchikan Iron 
Works; A. C. Kreedlee, contractor; W. F. Schlothan, 
Beegle Packing Co.; W. A. Williams, Northern Ma.
chine Works; T. A. Thatcher, hardware; W. H. Patch
ing, grocery; W. K. Spaulding. coal and explosives; 
J. H. Mustard, physician ; H. R. Thompson, merchant; 
Chas. H. Cosgrove, lawyer; Dean C. Canno~ merchant; 
H. M. Sawyer, logging business; Albert .H.einert, dry 
goods; Jas. Neunan, sign wPiter; Edward Morrissey, 
editor Chronicle; C. H. Field, clothier; F. a. Bold, 
electric laundry; E . .A. Howard, furrier; John Kall, 
real estate owner ; W. E. Peter on, dentist; R. V. 
:1!~ie~hlf ~~:-:1 ! ~e~ch!~~~~£1ggist ; A. R. Larson, 

STATEMENT OF FACT SUBMITTED TO DAN A. SUTHERLAND, DELEGATE FROM 
ALASKA. 

For the purpose of givi~g you positive assurance that there is now 
at Ketchikan, Alaska, adequate facilities for icing, fr'eezing, and pack
ing for shipment the entire amount of halibut, salmon, and sable fish 
that is now being handled at both the Canadian port of Prince Rupert 
and the American port of Ketchikan, Alaska, we beg to give you the 
following figures, showing the capacity of the refrigerating plants at 
Prince Rupert and at Ketchikan ; and wish to state that at Ketchikan 
during the past year an amount runnin~ into hundreds of thousands 
of dollars has been expended to provide facilities for handling fish 
taken from the Alaska banks for consumption in the United States 
which we believe would, through a protective tariff measure, be handled 
at American instead of Canadian ports, where this Alaska resource is 
now centered. 

At Prince Rupert, which is now the headquarters of the big fleet 
fishing on the Alaska banks, there is located but one cold storage, or 
fish-freezing plant, and this has been subsidized and foster.:!d for the 
past eight years by the Canadian Government for the purpose of assist
ing the development at her port of this fishing industry, the products 
of which are consumed in the United States. The capacity of ice
making and cold-storage plants is estimated by the compressor capacity 
installed; and the measurement of that of the Canadian Fish & Cold 
Storage Co. is 150 tons per day. The Canadian Government has pro
vided its wharf with suitable sheds in which fish may be packed in ice 
for immediate shipment, the ice being supplied by the above cold storage 
plant. 

The above are the entire facilities now in existence at Prince Rupert 
through which they handled during the past year 25,000,000 pounds 
of halibut, nearly all of which were caught off the shore of Alaiika 
and consumed in the United Stntes; bnt the C'anadhm port has reaped 
the · benefits of the industry, wh!Je stagnation has ruled in Alaska. .At 
Ketchikan two substantial cold-storage and fisll-packin~ plants have 
been constructed with American capital-one of them built entirely by 

.. 
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Ketchikan citizens with no Government aid, a.s compared with subsidies, 
' .a.mounting to $300,000, which have been given by the Canadian Govern
, ment to foster this industry at Prince Rupert. 

The compressor capacity of the New England Fish Co. at K-etchikan 
has been itlcreased this year to 240 tons, and that of the Ketchikan 

, Cold Storage Co. to 170 tons, making a total compressor capacity at 
Ket chikan of 410 tons, as compared with 150 tons at Prince Rupert. 
In addition, at Ketchikan we have in existence 1,200 feet of wharf 

, frontage set a ide exclusively for handling this class ·of fish business, 
and our existing facilities are softicient to handle four times the volume 
of business we have had to handle or that we can ~ect to have with

. out th enactment of a cun?:re ional m <>..a'Sure which will in e1fect 
bring to Alaskan ports the permanent fishing industry which we hav~ 

I permitted Canada to take from us. 
KETCHIKAN CO!.!ME&ClAL CLUB, 

By M. J. HENEYHAN, 
Vice Pre8'iden.t. 

BJ' G:mo. W. WOODRUFF, Becretaf'1/. 

WASHINGTON, D. c.., January 9, 1912. 
SUGGESTED AMENDlllENT TO TARIFF BILL. 

Fish, iced, frozen, boxed, or otherwise prepared for shipment in a 
fresh or frozen state other than at a port of the United States, a.nd all 
other tl.sh entering the United States in ·fresh or frozen state, shall be 
subject to the following rates of duty: Halibut and salmon 3 cents per 
pound, all other fish .2 cents per pound. 

REMARKS. 

Enactment of this amendment would protect to Alaskan cities and 
town the fisheries of Alaska. and prevent improper diversion of such 
fisheries to the Canadian ports of British Columbia. No action by the 
Congress could mo.re eoncretely benefit Alaska or accomplish more by 
way of increasing the population a.nd wealth than to insure by this 
a ction the development of its natural resources in the fisheries from 
Alaskan bases. The sea fisheries of the north Pacific Ocean exist prin
cipally on banks upon the continental shelf lying ofr the coasts of 
Alaska. They are very properly American fisberi~s, and at least, so 
far as the product is intended for American markets, we should re
quire that they be conducted from American ports and by American 

· fishermen .and gear. 
Unfair d.Urerential market advantages were created 1or Canadian 

' ports on the Pacific, particularly the port of Prince Rupert, by the 
I interpretation of a Canadian order in council issued in January, 1916. 
The so-called Alaskan fishermen are mainly of foreign bir.th o.r nation
ality and all are not, therefore, wholly irretrievably attached to 
American ideals. 'l'he relative advantages afforded iishermen under 

. the Canadian tlag led many of these fishermen to adopt Prince Rupe1:t 
as their home. Many fishing vessels owned by such of these fishermen 

, .a.s held American citizenship papers have been trAnsferred to Canadian 
registry. The Canadian order in council referred to predicted that as 

. a result of such order the American fishing fleet engaged in the deep-
1 sea fisheries of the North Pacific would be transferred to the Canadian 

l
. bag. '£he transfer of the fi.eet would undoubtedly have been accom
plished ere this had it not been for e.lforts heretofore made to procure 

1

1 legislation which would establish the fisheries in Alaska, and the fear 
on the part of the fishermen that the Congress by legislative enact-
ment might interfere with the permanence of Prince Rupert as the 
base port of fisheries :for United States markets. 

Fishermen, vessel -0wners, and Alaskan citizens who are attached to 
Amerir.azi ideals have opposed the Canadian efforts to absorb the sea 

. fisheries of Alaska and have repeatedly urged upon Congress the neces
. sity of protecting American fishermen operating 1rom American ports 
, against their Canadian competition either by Tequiring the payment 
' of duties such as are suggested in the amendment proposed or by other 
form of legislation, which would offset the unfair Canadian port ad
vantage. Paradoxical as it may appear, it is nevertheless true that 
if the fisheries of .Alaska we.re prote.cted in the manner suggested herein, 
the cost of the product of the .fisheries to the American consumer could 
be materially reduced and the earnings of the fishermen themselves ma-

. terially increased. This would be accomplished by elimination of the 
unfair profits taken by the operators within Canada at such times as 
they are successful in obtaining control of the market supply and is 
briefly covered 1n the following paragraphs and tabulation. 

Official reports of the Canadian fisheries by the Canadian Govern
ment for the years 1916 to 1920, inclusive, demonstrate as regards 
halibut that if the landing values be compared with the market values, 
which is the Canadian export value, the profit taken averages 68 per 
cent over prices paid the fishermen at the Canadian ports. The fol
lo\\ring table shows quantities., the landing value or price to the fisher
men, the average per pound payment, the market or export value 
within Canada, the average per pound value, together w1th the annual 

, 1!ie:~.en~E~s ~il:~~~!~~h export value uceeds the price to the fish~-

Canadian 
landing 
value. 

Annual 
average 

per 
pound 

to fisher
men. 

Canadian Price per 
Ye:ll'. Qnan.tity. market pound 

value for for 
export. export. 

Pa11:ruu. 
J91G.·-----··-··· 25,328,912 $1,195,552 $0.047.2 !$2,261,776 
1917 ..•••••• -• • • • 15, 996, 176 1, 086, 608 • 0673 2, 263,-073 
1918. . . • • • . • • • • • • 23, 199, 568 2, ~ 151 .1234 5, 490, 226 
llll9.·-···--·-··· 27,266,288 3,051,632 .ll21 5,119,842 
1920 .. - .••• - -·... 29, 425, 312 3, 553, 969 .1205 4, 535, 188 

Total .. _ ._. 121~ 2H>, 246 11, 758, 912 l • 0970 f 9, 670, 605 

I Avera~. 

$0.0857 
.1415 
.2367 
.IBTl 
.1541 

.l .16231 

Percent
age oI 
profit 
taken 

in 
Canada. 

Per cent. 
t!6 

109 
92 
67 
28 

168 

It will be noted that during the yea.rs 1917 and 1918, when our bona 
:fide American fis hermen -of military age were serving their country lD the 
war, -an.d the :fisheries were principally in the hands <>f aliens, Can.ada 
w.as ex.acting from the American people a p.rofit of 109 per cent and 
92 per cent, respectively before the halibut could reach the American 
whole le market. The foregoing table doe not include the profit upon 
hulibut added within the United States by the distributors of the 
Can dian-landed fish, which corresponded to the profit talr-en by the 

American dealers upon .tlsh purchased by them nt American ports in 
Alaska or on Puget Sound. 

:r'his 41creased cost to the American consumer is the direct result of 
price fixing beyond the Teach of Onited States laws. When operators 
at the Canadian ports are able to procure control of the major portlon 
of the supply of halibut, the public demand for this particularly de· 
SI.r8:ble product is such that fish dealers within the United States who 
desu:-e a tair share in the marketing of the halibut without pressure 
r-eadi:Jy conform to what they understand to be the desires of the factors 
wi~hm Canada controlling the supply regarding maintaining market 
pn~es. ·When the control uf the major production is obtained by 
Uru.tecl. States dealers through the fact that the major portion of the 
catch is marketed ut the American ports upon the Pacific, the market 
becomes more competitive. Thls is evidenced by the percentages shown 
for the year 1920, in which year the major portion of the catch of the 
north ~ci.fi.c was landed .at the American ports of Alaska n.nd the State 
of Washmgton, and the profit obtaina..ble within Canada -Qn that vuruon 
of the catch delivered at Prince Rupert OT Vancouver was reduced from 
67 per cent the year before to 28 per cent. What is here sta.teu wuih 
.regard to halibut -applies in measure to f1-.esh o.r frozen salmon. 

It may be added that the Prince Rupert market discriminates against 
boxed fish, such as are taken by the smaller vessels operating in Alaska 
and shipped. boxed m ice, in favor of vessel !fish, paying fr-0m 2 to 
-3 cents per pound more for vessel fish than t.}le boxoo fish. This fact 
was brought out by Mr. Thompson, of Ketchikan, ,a .1is.h shipper, and 
~ ?f rec:ord .. within the Shipping "Board rate hearings for 1918. Such 
differential m price ill presumably for the purpose of discriminating 
-a.gains~ fishermen who choose to 'Use American ports instead of the 
Canadian ports for the delivery of their catches. 

;Adopted, th~ amendment pr-0posed would establish the American 1ish
~nes m Amer1ca.n ports where benefits therefrom would aecrue to citi
JO;enB of the United .States. Such res.ult would be .beneficial alike to 
the fishermen. th~ .fish buyers, and the .consuming public of this country. 
Under such provIS1on of law deep-sea fish ,...ould be ianded in the pOTts 
<Of Alaska nearest the banks :from which they were Uken and the buying 
-Of such figh tor American markets would be subject to open competition 
by .firms of a.o.y nationality at such ports. The free movement of fisla 
landed at American -ports either over the railroads of Can-ada or those 
of the United States would not be interfered with and competition for 
the movement of the product would very likely establish lower trans
portation cost than with the market established at Prince Rupert. 
where there is absolutely no competition, and shipments must move 
over on Canadian rail line. 

The fiBheri-es once established in United States ports, the bnsiness 
me!hods of all parties t'? the mru;keting of .fish would be controlled by 
Uruted States Jaws. This w_oold insure equitable consideration to both 
l>uyer and seller and would pre-vent combinations in restraint .of trade 
wh-olly adverse to th1' American fisheries and the .American consumer, 

uch as ru:e now possible and pr.oba.ble, and have been charged even 
by Canadian Qfficials to .exist at t-he port of Prince Rupert, British 
Colombia, where Mle 'fish buying for American markets is now largely 
centered., <8.lld is beyo11.d the authorlty -Of American regulatory_ laws . 

Under .such enactment ,as mentioned fishei:men would find mar·kets for 
their fish without the necessity of themselves tran-sporting it bY 
un~nGmica.l conv~yance distances of '700 to 1,200 mile'S. The com
petitive buyrng would of necessity be established in Americ&n ports to 
enable the purchaser to escape the payment of duty. The fishermen 
would thns be enabled to spend the maJor portion ·of their time ti hing 
instead of in transportation of fish as at present, and would be .able 
to make more mo.ney, notwith'standing the fish could reach the con
sumer at considerably lower price than now. 

History reveals that the fisheries are the natural cradle for both 
merchant marine and navy. Anyone familiar with our own histo.i·y 
must be aware of the important part played by the sturdy Americans 
then engaged in our sea fisheries, and the value of their services in 
determining the successful outcome ot the war for independence. This 
le'Sson should never be forgotten and should .of itselt be su:fticie.nt in .. 
eentive for th~ adoption of the :amendment suggested. 

Merchant marines and navies of other nations are noted for an 
esprit de corps which does not exist in the merchant marine of the 
'United States. This is larg~ly due to the fact that -0ther nations 
engaged in maritime enterprises .axe able to r eCl"U.it their seamen from 
fisheries c.-onducted by their own national , w ere11S the United States 
has heretofore permitted its fisheries i:o be conducted by aliens who 
give this country but half-llearted allegiance and not infrequently do 
not understand our language. 

The nation which ne.,.l.ects the protection of its fisheries and fails to 
take the proper teps to enc011rage its own citizens rather than those 
of other nations to engage therein is at di.Sadvantage in the expansion 
of both merchant marine and naval protection. It is thus' robbed of 
the natural advantages of the sea .fisheries as the medium for trainin~ 
its citizens to a seafarini: life. 

l\lr. JONES of Washington. Just one word t:o summarize. 
As I said a while ago, this _provision was put in the SimmonR 
tariff bill here in the Senate in the interest of American .fisher
men and American capital and the devefo_pment of Alaska. It 
went out in conference. One of the ablest, as well .as one of the 
most patriotic Senators on the Democratic side, Senator Cham
berlain, urged this provision most strongly~ and I have here a 
letter from him denying an application of an American ship
owner to transfer his ships to Canadian registry on account of 
the situation up there, just exactly what these orders were in
tended to do. He took the patriotic .stand that we ought to en
.courage our own merchant marine. 

So the purpose is to encourage tile development of the "fishing 
llldnstry in an American port, and to meet the discrimination and 
the legislative action of Canada, which had the specific purpose 
;and objBcl of building np Prince Rupert at th-e expense of .Amer
ica, and to induce the transfer of registcy .of American ships to 
Canadian registry. They look after their interests; I h-0pe we 
will look a'fte.r ours. 

Mr. KING. Mr~ President, it would .seem to me-and I ask 
for information-if we impose a tariff upon .fish brought to our 
ports the very obj-ect bhe Senator .bas just indicated ould be 
acoomplished. As 1 understood him, the .British were attem,pti!Jg 
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.io divert the trade from our ports to their ports. They wanted• 

,. to have foe fish caught in the ocean brought to Canadian ports 
rather than to American ports. It would appear to m0' that if 
we desired to have the fish brought to· Am·erican ports we would 
effectuate that object much sooner and to a greater extent if 
we permitted the fish to come in free of duty. but if we impos& 
a high tariff then it would seem to me that the fish would be 
taken to the ports of other countries. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator is mistaken about 
that. If we were to impose a tariff upon fish broug,ht into this 
country prepared, or boxed, or iced in a foreign port. then we 
might accomplish what this amendment is intended to accom
plish, but I do not think anything like so effectively. In fact, 
that is one of the methods proposed by many of the people out 
there who are interested in this matter. They ask that a tari:tf 
duty of 3 cents a pound be placed upon fl.ah brought into this 
country iced, packed, or prepared in a foreign port. I think 
this is the IDDre effective way of dealing with the proposition. 

On page 13180 and following pages of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECO:&D, volume 53, part 13. Sixty-fourth Congressf first session, 
will be found the orders in council to which I have referred. 

Mr. l\:lcCUMBER. Mr. President, this matter was before the 
committee. The Senators fi:om Washington were given a hear
ing, and the conclusion of the committee .was that we ought not 
to use the tariff-making power of the Umted States for the sole 
purpose of forcing trade from one foreign port into another 
particulai: port. I think the11e is something a little surprising 
in the argument that Canadians are t1:ying to get the American 
trade, and that they are trying to get it by discriminating 
against us. That is a new method of inviting our trade. I 
never heard such a proposition made before in any argument. 

Let us get. at the simple truth of the matter. American ves
sels and Canadian vessels can go out into the Pacific and 
catch the fish. They will take those fish to the market that will 
give them the best price, will they not? If Ketchikan will pay 
as good a price and is as convenient to the American fisherman, 
he wl ll take· his fish there; will he- not? If he is nearer to Prince· 
Rupert or Prince Rupert will give him a better p.rice, he will 
take them there. 

We are asked to interfere with that law of supply and demand. 
We are asked to interfere with the convenience of fishing fleets. 
We are· asked to tell them that they must go to a port that is 
often not convenient to them fol' the purpose of selling their 
fish, and which may not be able to give them the supplies they 
want to purchase. 

It may be true that Prince Rupert is doing a great many 
things to induce the catchers of fish to bring their product to 
Prince Rupert. Of course, they have a right to do that. But 
the main thing that will induce the fisherman to sell in Prince 
Rupert is· that he gets a better price fori his fish there. 

There is perhaps another inducement, namely, the ability to 
get supplies there. He can perhaps get supplies at Prince 
Rupert that he can not get at the other plac.-e, and it may be 
convenient for him in selling his fish· and in purchasing his sup
plies. There is no law of Canada that wi.H compel an American 
fisherman to sell his product to a Canadian company or in a 
Canadian port, but if the American fisherman does so, he does 
so because he can get a better price or has some other advan-
tage. • 

That ls practically all the1·e is to this proposition. In the 
matter of discrimination, stop and look. at it from another 
aspect 01' the case. I claim that this kind of law would be 
directly opposed to our treaties, out.side of the merits of it. 
What does it provide, in simple·terms? It says to-the Canadian 
who deals in fish, " If y.oa buy fish from the Pacific Ocean and 
land them at your port. you shall not sell them in the United 
States and you shall not transfer them through the United. 
States." 

Think of such a provision in a tariff law! We would say to 
him. " If you buy them from Americans, you can send them to 
an American port.'' Suppose the Prince Rupert merchant de
sires to sell his goods in Minneapolis or St. Paul, be can not 
ship them over a Canadian road at all. He can not sell them in 
St. Paul unless he will send them back to Ketchikan, unload 
them from an American ship, and give Ketchikan the business. 

If that is not violative of treaty. · obligations, then I do not 
know the meaning of treaties. Suppose we would say to Great 
Britain, " You may want to sell a certain line of goods at Sa
vannah, but you can not ship them directly to Savannah. o~ 
Charleston ; you must land them in Boston first.'• That is prac
tically what this provides. 

r do not think a. tariff bill· ought to be used for the purpose 
of helping out some companies wanting. to buy fish ' over in 
Ketchikan but can not. compete with the buyers of fish. at Prince 

' 

Rupert. If they will pay the price to the fishel'men, they will 
get the trade. and if they will not pay the price, they ought not 
to have the trade, and we should not compel the :fishermen to 
sell their product in an American port as against a• foreign port
where they can get a better price for their product. 

That is the way it strikes me. I do not know just what com
panies there are in Ketchikan to buy the American product. I 
do not think there would be much competition, and I think the 
moment we passed a law of this kind we would destroy all com
petition for the American fishermen and they would have to sell 
to a single company or to certain people in· Ketchikan. I do 
not believe that is right. 

The basis of the claim for this amendment is the assertion 
that some one discriminates against us; but the people who a.re 
making the petition are not complaining at all of discrimination, 
because they know that whatever the discrimination is, they are 
getting a better price in. Prince Rupert. 

Suppose Canada, as an independent country-, passes any km.d 
of a law relative to goods coming into Canada. Is that out .. 
business? We object to any country on the face of the earth. 
int~rfering with our domestic affairs: How can we deny to Can
ada rights we claim for ourselves? 

Mr. LODGE. 1\Ir. President, we certainly can not deny Ca.lll.· 
ada, nor can Canada deny us. I do not agree with the SenatQlr· 
about the matter of treaties. This does not say one port; it 
says to any American port and it applies to all the world. It 
is no violation of the favored-nation clause. I am not argu.ing 
whether it should be done ; I am not clear about that. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But it says to the people of the countpy, 
" If you buy fish from the Paci.fie Ocean "-not from· the Ab' 
!antic but from the Pacific-" you can not ship them into th~ 
United States." That is really what it-says. They are making 
no such claim as that. The Governor of Alaska and the .Alaska.n 
people want to build up their own towns. There is no douht 
the real estate people have a great scheme to make a great me~ 
ropolitan city out of Ketchikan, and the way to · start it is tr. 
pass a law providing that fish caught in the Pacific Ocean b1 
Americans and by Canadians who want to have them cOIDe finally 
into the United States shall be sent through this · Meeca in 
Alaska. ' 

Let us see what they say. I will take• the letter which tht<t 
Senator from Washington introduced. It is a letter dated Jan-. 
uary 3, 1922, addressed to Hon. W. L. JONES, signed by H. C. 
Strong. There is not a word of complaint in the lettel"' about 
the Canadian treatment, but it says: 

The sole object of this tariff measure is to make the Alaska fisheries 
a resource of American ports, instead of permitting them to be ex
ploited by Canadian interests and a fleet sailing from Canadian ports, 
the product of which is entirely consumed in the United States. The 
duty suggested will not aff-ect the price of fish to either pro-ducer or con
sumer; it simply moves the market place of. the fishing .fleet from Cana
dian to .American soil, making it an .American asset which will be highly. 
beneficial to the future growth and prosp.eci.ty of Ala.ska. 

That is why they want this, to build up the town in Alaska, 
and to force the products of the whole northern part of the
o"Cean to come through that city: 

Again, I will take the petition from which the Senator from• 
Washington read and which sounds exactly the same: 

MEMORANDUM SUPPORTP-'G TARIFF ON FRESH A~D FROZEN ll'ISH. 

The offshore fishe1.'ies of Alaska-that is, fish taken fr-Olll the Pacifia. 
Ocean or its tributary waters--

I had thought it was only the North Pacific, but they want 
to take the whole Pacific Ocean and direct its products into an· 
Alaskan town-
is a national resource-

Mr. KELLOGG. The amendment applies only to the North\ 
Pacific. 
lli McCUMBER. It doe&-

is a national resource which sbonld be the means .of supporting large; 
permanent, and prospe:rous communities. iw Alaska. 

H.owevet', to make this a reality:, constructive and protective. legisla~ 
tlon is imperative. Something must be done which will create in. Alaska· 
a market for these products, a market• which will bring the produce.a 
and the representatives of eastern. distributors in. ~ United States. 
together at ports in Alaska. 

To-day the economical market for the Alaskan fisheries is in a foreign, 
port at the terminus of a Canadian railway-

Stop and think of it ; they admit that the economi<!al market 
for them is in anoth-er country. An eeonomical market means 
that it is to their economical advantage to· sell in that particular 
market-
and here these fisheries, to~ether with the onyers for the consumers of' 
the United States, are buildl.Ilg a hig indusb'.y. The deep-sea fisher-ies of 
Alaska and .American markets are jointlY. upporting a larger population. 
and a greater volume of business at Prince Rupert and Vancouver. 
British Columbia, than tbey are doing ·for-all the coast of Alaska. 

Legislation alone-
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Now, stop and think of this-
Legislation alone will move this market and its benefits from Canadian 

to American ports In Alaska. Transportation problems in Alaska. will 
solve themselves when this volume of business originates in Alaska in
stead of at Canadian ports, therefore Congress is petitioned to enact the 
following tariff measure. 

Then follows the wording of the amendment. 
So, Mr. President, it seems to me after all that we are attempt

ing by this amendment to use the power to fix duties to break 
our treaties with foreign countries with reference to shipments 
from those countries, so as to compel an enormous trade to go 
through some other port to which it will not be advantageous for 
that trade to go. 

I agree with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. I 
think the real question is, Which will best benefit the fishermen? 
You have no right, in my opinion, to use this means for the 
purpose of building up one town or denying the right of a for
eign country to import products which it buys upon the same 
conditions that we allow other countries. 

l\lr. President, at this time, if the Senate will allow me, I 
wish to file and have read a petition, that it may be acted 
upon day after to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LA.no in the chair). It 
will be read. 

The reading clerk read as follows : 
We, the undersigned Members of the United States Senate, move to 

close the debate on the bill -(H. R. 7456)--Calendar No. 591-an act to 
provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign countries, to en
courage ' the industries of the United States, and for other purposes, in 
accordance with the provisions of Rule XXII of the standing rules of 
the Senate: 

W . B. McKinley. 
W. P. Dillingham. 
Truman II. Newberry. 
E. F. Ladd. 
Albert B. Cummins. 
Chas. A. Rawson. 
J. W. Harreld. 
Bert M. Fernald. 
F. R. Gooding. 
Geo. P. McLean. 
L. Heisler Ball. 
Ralph H. Cameron. 
Coleman du Pont. 
Knute Nelson. 
J. S. Frelinghuysen. 
Walter E. Edge. 
Joseph I. France. 
Selden P. Spencer. 
Frederick Hale. 
I. L. Lenroot. 
James E. Watson. 
W. L. Jones. 
H. C. Lodge. 
Charles Curtis. 
P. J. Mccumber. 
Reed Smoot. 

Henry W. Keyes. 
Thomas Sterling. 
Chas. L. McNary. 
Miles Poindexter. 
Samuel D. Nicholson . 
Lawrence C. Phipps. 
Samuel M. Shortr idge. 
'!'asker L. OdcUe. 
Chas. E. Townsend. 
Medill McCormick. 
H. 0. Bursum. 
William M. Ca lder. 
Frank B. Willis. 
Arthur Capper. 
F. E . Warren. 
Frank B. Kellogg. 
Peter Norbeck. 
J. W. Wadsworth, jr. 
Robert N. Stanfield. 
LeBaron B~ Colt. 
G. W. P epper. 
Howard Sutherland. 
Ricbnrd r. Ernst. 
Davis Elkins. 
Harry S. New. 
~. S. Page. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I believe under the rule 
no action can be taken upon the proposed petition until an in
ienenlng day has elapsed, and that it will come up for con
sideration at 12 o'clock noon on Friday. Is that correct? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; one hour after the Senate meets on 
Friday. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I shall not take up the time of the 
Senate to discuss the proposal now. I hope to-morrow to have 
an opportunity to say something in reference to it, not that 
I am opposed to a reasonable limitation of debate. I myself 
once proposed a cloture rule in the Senate. I believe in a 
reasonable limitation of debate, but I am equally opposed to an 
unreasonable limitation of debate. 

With over 1,000 amendments proposed to the bill by the ma
jority, without the opportunity of the minority to have pro
posed an amendment yet, because the minority were courteous 
enough to agree to the request coming from the chairman of 
the committee that his own amendments should be first consid
ered, I must say that this is not the time, it seems to me, when 
in fairness the majority should propose to cut off debate, know
ing that by doing so they would entirely cut off all opportunity 
under the consideration of the bill for any proposal to come 
from those opposed to the measure. 

But more than that; under the terms of the rule the discussion 
of amendments is limited to 10 minutes. Of course, there are 
many of the thousands of amendments that could be disposed 
of in five minutes, but there are other amendments that could 
not be disposed of in an hour's time--I mean intelligently dis
posed of. One could not in an hour's time present the salient 
features to be considered. 

I think if the Senate is ever going to come to the adoption 
of a cloture rule on appropriation biUs and revenue bills, it 
should .have a proper rule, one that is automatic enough to 
meet the situation, and not a mere gag rule, as the present rule 
of the Senate provides. I say it is a gag rule. On some bills 

it woulq not be a gag rule. On some propositions, where there 
i~ only one salient feature involved, an hour's general debate 
might enable each Senator fairly to present his views and 10 
minutes on minor amendments would be probably sufficient. 
But when every item in the bill is a matter in which some 
business interest in America is concerned, where almost eterY 
item in the bill is a matter in which the consumers <if America 
are interested, it seems to me clear that such a rule as the 
Senate provides for cloture is a rule that ought not pr operly 
to apply · to this class ·of legislation. 

l\fr. HARRISON. Mr. President--
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the Senator from :Mississippi. 
l\1r. HAilRISON. The Senator said one hour of general de-

bate and 10 minutes on each amendment. If the motion to au
ply the cloture rule should prevail there would not be 10 
minutes on each amendment. There would be one hour alto
gether, and tliat would include argument on amendments. on 
the bill, and everything else; in other words, each Senator 
would be limited to one hour. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I had not read the rule for some time. 
and I thank the Senator for his correction. I thought the rule 
provided for 10 minutes on amendments. I am glad I wa. 
corrected, because that makes it more impossible. The idea of 
discussing a thousand amendments or more than a thousand 
amendments in 60 minutes, less than a sixteenth of a minute 
to an amendment! Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
had better suggest that we have no further debate at all, be
cause that is practically what this means. 

In all my legislative experience I have never known a major
ity to propose to a minority that the majority amendments 
should be considered first, and, when the courtesy was granted 
to them, and before the minority had an opportunity even to 
propose their own amendments, come in with a proposition that 
the minority should have no opportunity to debate their own 
proposals. 

l\lr. ASHURST. Mr. President, in view of the motion which 
has been filed, I direct respectfully attention to part of the 
language that is used in the rule, which reads: 

Except by unanimous consent, no amendment shall be in order afte1· · 
the vote to bring the debate to a close unless the same has been pre
sented and read prior to that time. 

Senators will take notice that if they intend to propose amend
ments they ought to propose them and have them read before 
12 o'clock on next Friday. 

Without discussing the motion or its merits, if it ham 
any--

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President--
Mr. ASHURST. I yield to the Senator from North Carolina. 
Mr. Sll\1l\10NS. Would the members of the committee them-

selves be permitted to propose any amendments unless they 
proposed them before we voted on the cloture proposition? 

Mr. ASHURST. No Senator can propose an amendment 
unless it is proposed between now and 1 o'clock Friday, if we 
shall meet at 12 o'clock noon, or between now and 12 o'clock 
Friday, if we shall meet at 11 o'clock. 

I believe out of fairness the Senate ought to agree now that 
if an amendment is presented to the Senate and ordered printed 
in the RECORD before next Friday noon, we may dispense with 
the reading of the• same. I have a number of amendments of 
my own which will require attention, and I do not want to be 
foreclosed by any contingency. So I ask unanimous consent 
that the rule be abrogated, so far as it requires that amend
ments shall be presented and read. 

l\1r. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I object. 
l\Ir. ASHURST. Then I beg all Senators to understand that 

their amendments should be presented and read. Personally, 
I am oppo ed to the motion to close the debate, and shall 
vote against it. 

I know of Senators who are absent by reason of illness and 
because of :intimate personal affairs who, if thi request is not -
granted, would be denied the right to offer amendment to 
the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. l\.fr. President, every Senator knows that 
the motion just submitted can not prevail. Every Senator who 
has attended to-day's session knows that the entire debate 
has proceeded from the other side of the Chamber. We have 
considered two amendments, one proposing an increase in the 
duty on certain nuts and another proposing to levy higher rate.· 
on importations of fish under certain conditions. If the pro
ponents of the cloture rule believed that it would be adopted 
they would not dare submit it. I raise directly the issue of good 
faith in the presentation of the motion at this time. It is not 
fair to the Senate; it is not fair to this side of the Chamber; i t 
is not fair to the people of this country, with the most im
portant provisions of the bill unconsidered and undisposed of, 
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to attempt to shut off debate and to deny Senators the oppor· 
tunity of presenting amendments. 

We have heard during the last 30 days threats of cloture, 
and now we are confronted with the direct issue of an attempt 
by the proponents of this bill, who have brought into thEr Senate 
2,082 amendments, to shut off debate before more than one
third of the committee amendments have been considered. Not 
only is it proposed, as pointed out by the Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. ASHURST], tp shut off debate on pending amendments, but 
the effect of the adoption of this motion would· be to deny to 
Senators the privilege of offering amendments. Everybody< 
must realize that that would be the effect of the proposal. 

The proceedings of to-day disclose that the purpose of this 
proposed cloture is to stop complaints on the other side of the 
Chamber, amounting almost to insurrection against this bill. 
We have heard the debate between the Senator from Cali
fornia [Mr. JOHNSON] and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LENROOT], the latter openly expressing the intention, if the 
present method of dealing with the bill is pursued, to vote
against the bill when it shall have been perfected. We have 
noted the controversy between the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON] and the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNEs] 
respecting a duty on fish. This bill in the form presented by 
the Finance Committee is beaten; it is beaten in the Senate 
by open, courageous, manly debate. During 20 years of service 
in the Congress of the United States I have never known ai 
debate confined more ·closely to the issues presented than during 
the consideratioa of this bill; and I ha.ve never known a debate 
more effective- than has been the debate on this tariff bill. 
Now, with the tide of sentiment running high against it, with 
courageous Republicans rising in their seats and threatening 
to vote against the bil~ with the committee amendments scarcely 
one-third disposed of, it is propos~d to bar all amendments 
()ther than those proposed by the cwnmittee, for no amend
ment not presented previous to the vote on the motion to close• 
debate can be voted on if the motion . prevails. Until the com
mittee amendment& have been disposed of other amendments 
can not be considered, and indeed can not be intelligently pre
sented to schedules which have not been passed upon. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ar
kansas permit a suggestion? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. POMERENE. As a result of. this debate, the Republican 

members of the Committee on Finance themselves have come 
in and changed the rates proposed on many of the articles 
covered by the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The committee have withdrawn amend,.. 
ment after amendment. There has been retreat after- retreat; 
the committee have advanced . and retreated over the same 
ground. 

Mr. POMERENE. And, Mr. President~ if the Senator from 
Arkansas will permit me further to interrupt him, when the 
distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. WA.TSoN] was dis
cussing this question about two weeks ago he made the state
ment that the members of the committee had presented some. 80 
or more amendments of their own to the bill as it was origi
nally reported to the Senate. 

l\!r. ROBINSON. That is also true. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the Sena

tor from Arkansas yield for a moment? 
Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachnsetts. I think since the agricultural 

schedule has been under consideration at least 25. amendments 
have been offered by the Finance Committee on the fioor in
creasing the rates. I suppose, however, we ought to remain 
silent and make no protest. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The same thing has occurred with refer
ence to every schedUle of the bill that has been considered. 
The debate has disclosed the obnoxious character of the pro
posed legislation, and, as a result, the committee itself has re
peatedly receded from the position which it at first took. rs 
there a Senator present who does not know that on the other 
side of the Chamber there is a growing feeling of disgust which 
threatens to result, if the attacks are continued, in the defeat 
of the bill? 

I said some weeks ago that there was no great desire mani
fested to facilitate the prompt disposal of this bill even by 
those who are sponsors for it. I repeat that declaration . . Dur
ing the last 30 days two-thirds of the time consumed in the 
debate has been used by those who occupy seats on the other 
side of the Chamber. Nowhere, neither in the Senate nor in 
the country, is- there a sentiment which justifies this bill as, 
R. whole. It is beaten in the public coni'lcience. The com
·mittee bas recognized that fact time and time agnin by with
dra "'ing amendments first submitted and presenting others in 

lieu of tUem. Now, with the knowledge of • the fact that this 
motion can not be adopted, for the simple reason that there 
are not enough votes in favor of it to adopt it, the proposal 
for cloture is presented as pure buncombe, and some who are 
favoring it would be glad to see the bill abandoned. 

Everywhere- in the primary contests where the pending bill · 
has been made an issue its proponents have met with disaster. 
The press of the country is against it almost unanimously; 
students of political· economy find no justification f.or it; and 
in the issues that have arisen the decision has, in some in
stances at least, reflected the opposition which the country feels 
to the bill The action of the Senate to-day in consuming seven 
hours in the discussion of two relatively unimportant amend· 
ments, the discussion coming almost entirely from the other 
side of the Chamber, reveals the dissatisfaction and the grow
ing differences concerning its provisions arising on the other 
side of the Chamber. 

No one is going to be deceived by this proceeding~ no Senator 
thinks that the motion will be adopted ; and some Senators who 
signed the petition probably would not have done. so if there 
had existed the slightest ground for the belief that the cloture 
rule would be agreed to. 

There is not any desire here-and there is no conduct on 
this side of the Chamber which justifies the imputation that 
such a desire exists-unduly to prolong this debate. Any per
son of ordinary intelligence would have known,· when 2,082 
amendments were brought in by the committee, that those 
amendments could not, under the ordinary procedure of a 

, legislative body, be disposed of within a short time; and the 
time consumed upon the various amendments has been greater 
from the other side of the Chamber than from. this side of the 
Chamber. Senators in the majority will not fool anybody who 
is not desirous of being deceived by any such "bluff'" as this. 

For my part-and I think I am· authorized to speak for many 
of my colleagues-we want the public to understand what- it is 
you are proposin~ to do in the- passage of this bill. Why do you 
object to the country having information concerning it? The 
only inference that can be drawn is that you fear that the result 
of future proceedings will further diScredit this· measure and 
its important proposals as not justified by economic and indus
trial conditions-. 

1\-Ir. LODGE: Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas [l\l"r. 
ROBINSON] -charges us with bad fa.Ith-which is a serious. charge 
to make--in offering this motion· under the cloture· rule. 

The request for actHm under the rule is made in absolute 
good faith. If any Senator on the other side doubts that it is 
made in· good faith, he has a very simple method of testing it; 
and, th.at is to vote it through' mid see whether- or not we shall 
take a vote under it. If Senators- think the tariff is beaten, 
why do they> not bring it to a vote? They know that it is not 
beaten. 

The Senator guarded very carefully what he said. He said 
that the tariff " as reported by the Senate committee" was de
featetl already~ I suppose he used that expression because the 
committee have made certain• changes in what they origjnally 
reported. 

First and last, since I have been in Congress I have been 
through some eight tariff discussions, and I have never failed to 
see in. the Senate a. great number of amendments o.ffere<r by the 
committee in eharge, and some of them changed by the com
mittee in the course ot the debate. A tariff can not be made in 
any other way. 

I was a member of the· Finance Committee when tlie tariff· ot 
1913- was before us. Of course, I attended none of the meetings 
in which the bill' was made up. They were •held exclusively by 
the members of the majority party, with which I found no sort 
of fault. I think it is perfectly p,roper that tliey should do it. 
What shifts or changes they then made I do not know; but, as 
I recall, they brought out some six or seven hundred amend
mecnts, and they were discussed here, but at no such length as 
has been shown in this debate. 

Mr. President, the Senator speaks of time being consnro.e.d 
on tllis side, and a great deal has been consumed on this side; 
but, it that be true, then it is ourselves that we are cutting oft 
by this proposition, and we are entirely ready to do it. We 
believe that the country demands prompt action on this bill, 
and this rule will at least prevent any deception, and will 
allow the country to know who is: refusing to take action~ We 
have had no off.er, no suggestion of any agreement We have. 
had days and days here when no one spoke on this side, of. 
elaborate discussion of perfectly trivial amendments, of matters 
of no consequence. 

I have had some experience in watching delay by debate
not a teehnical filibuster, but the wasting of time-and I have 
never seen it practiced on so extensiYe a sca'e as by the mi-

• 
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~ocity an this bill. They never have been ready to make any 
e-011ce:;sion of time. They never have been ready to make any 
arrangement to bring the bill to an end or reach a vote, no 
matter how reasonable or how extensive the time allowed. 
They have simply gone on wasting the time of the Senate and 
of the country in debate, which ought to be cut off, or at least 
ought to be limited. 
· l\lr. POMERENE. Mr. President--

Th PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from ~assa
chusetts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. LODGE. I tlo. 
:\Ir. POMERENE. The Senator from Massachusetts has just 

suggested that no proposition had been made from this side to 
limit debate. · Has any been made on the other side until this 
day'! 

Mr. LODGE. We are perfectly ready to do it and to make 
ar!·angernents, and suggestions have been made--not openly, but 
they have been made--more than once; not on the floor, pub
lidy, but they have been made. 

~fr. POl\IERENE. Not until this day ha-ve I heard a state
ment of that kind made. 

::.\1r. LODGE. Not publicly; no. 
Mr. POl1ERENE. I remember very distinctly that this 

dehate had not progressed to exceed three weeks until charge · 
were made on the other side of the Chamber that we on this 
side of the Ghamber were filibustering; and I think those who 
made the charges were very unfair toward those on this side of 
the Chamber. 

~Ir. LODGE. It depends altogether on what you call filibus
tering. Of course, technical filibustering is taking advantage 
of every parliamentary point, and insisting on roll calls and 
quorums, ancl raising points of order, and an infinite number of 
things; but a · a mere delay, if you choose to call it filibustering, 
it was developed in the first week that this bill was up by the 
perfectly reckless way in which time was wasted · on wholly 
in ignificant things, particularly in the chemical schedule, and 
it has been carried on more or less eYer since. 

I am· ready to cut off the debate for both sides if necessary. 
We offer this rule in perfect good faith. If any one doubts it, 
let him vote to put it through, and we on this side will all live 
up to it, and live up to it without complaint, and suppress our 
own amendments; for there are individual amendments prob
ably on this side as well as on the other ; but at least it will 
have this effect : It will show the country which party is re
sponsible for the delay, which party refuses to stop the debate, 
which party is unwilling to make any reasonable arrangement 
to bring it to an end, which party thinks there is political ad
va.nt.age in dragging out this debate all summer and leaving 
business in a condition of suspense. The worst tariff ever made 
was better than suspense, and anything is better for the busi
ness of the country to-day than to have this long, protracted, 
weary discussion, no matter who is engaged in it. 

I hope that the rule will pass and that an overwhelming 
majority of the Senators on this side will vote for the rule. If 
we can not get it, it will be because the other side manage to 
control a third or more, without which the rule can not be 
adopted, but we present the rule. We invite its adoption. If 
it is not adopted, we shall then have no choice except to con
tinue as we have before, and unless we lay aside the tariff 
altogether and start to bring about a majority cloture we shall 
be obliged to go on and return to night sessions. 

I hope we shall press this rule and offer it again later and 
demonstrate even more fully to the country where the delay 
lies and who is causing the delay and why business is held in 
suspense for purely political purposes, and for no other reason. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I only want to say a 
word in reply to what the leader of the majority party has just 
aid in reference to responsibility concerning this bill. I real

ize, of course, that it is natural that a party in power should 
want to pass legislation that it proposes. It is perfectly natural 
for it to assume that the delays in the opposition are unwar
ranted. 

This issue has always been a political issue in this country. 
The two great parties are divided between a protective tariff 
and a low so-called revenue tariff. Their viewpoints in regard 
to the matter are entirely different. It was impQssible for tile 
Senators on this side of the aisle to go to the majority of the 
Finance Committee of the Senate and expect favorable con
sideration of amendments that represented their viewpoint. 
On the other hand, the Members on the other side of the 
Chamber had the opportunity to present their amendments to 
their uw11 committee. They had an opportunity for friendly 
and full com:illeration, and their amendments have been con
sidered and have been pas ·ed upon. The only opportunity that 

we have to ,_make our proposals to ~the country is on the open 
floor of the Senate. . . 

As to the delays in this bill, debate may at times have run 
unduly long on certain items, on this side and on the other side. 
No Senator in the Chamber can deny the fact that at times the 
debate has become extended on the other side of the Chamber on 
various items. The debate has been legitimate, as a whole. 
It has been to the point, to the bill before the Senate, as a rule. 
Of course, at times, there has been extra~ous debate, but 
nothing more on this side than on the other side as to matters 
that were not .pertinent to the bill. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, the leader of his party, 
criticizes this side ot the Chamber, however, becau e we have 
not proposed a cloture, because we have not made a proposal 
for an early vote on this bill. 

1\lr. LODGE rose. . 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does tlle Senator want to interrupt me? 
l\fr. LODGE. I only wanted to say that I did. not blame the 

minority for not proposing a cloture. I said they had made no 
proposition of an arrangement to bring debate to an end, which 
is a different thing from a cloture. 

~Ir. UNDERWOOD. That is what I desired to reply to. 
The Senator criticizes this side of the Chamber because we have 
not been willing to make an arrangement to bring this debate 
to an end. As a practical proposition it has been impossible for 
u to do so. This bill has 4,000 items in it vitally affecting the 
industry and the liYes and the health and the happiness of the 
American people. They are vital issues, most of them. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. 
Mr. KELLOGG. Did not the Underwood bill do the ame 

thing? It iarnlved a many item as this bill, did it not? 
l\lr. UNDERWOOD. Ye&': it did. 
Mr. KELLOGG. It was disposed of in seven weeks, was it 

not? 
l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I do not remember how many weeks it 

was debated in the Senate. I was in the House then, and I 
know that we sent the bill to the Senate by the 1st of May, and 
it went to conference in September. I do riot know; I did not 
keep up with the debate in the Senate. ' 

Mr. KELLOGG. The bill was in the Senate seven weeks and 
three or four days. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator from Alabama yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. 
Mr. ROBI~SO~. Does the Senator from Minnesota recall 

the number of amendments reported to the Underwood-Simmons 
bill by the Finance Committee? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I was not here. . 
l\lr. ROBINSON. I think the Senator from Massachusetts 

stated that there were 600., . 
Mr. WATSON of Indiana. My recollection is that there were 

640. 
Mr. ROBI~SON. Much less than one-third of the number of 

amendments which the Finance Committee reported to this bill. 
Mr. KELLOGG. But the Senate has already use<.l oYer 10 

weeks, which is the longest time that has ever been used in fhe 
Senate to pass a tariff bill. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, it may also be added that 
the Senate Finance Committee never before took so long a time 
to prepare and present a tariff bill to the Senate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. WATS ON of Indiana. But the Senator must know that 

practically all the amendments were changes from the Ameri· 
can valuation to foreign valuation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not arguing the question from the 
standpoint of why the comipittee made the changes. Of course, 
they had a reason for making the changes, but the changes were 
made and the bill is here. The bill does not carry on its face 
any indication that the changes were made because of a change 
of valuation, although that .may have been the reason which 
actuated the committee. But the Senate is compelled to vote 
on a lower or a higher rate, and the bill is before the Senate 
regardless of the reasons of the committee in reporting it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask the Senator lo 
suspend while the Chair states the motion, which it must do 
under the rule. The Chair is in receipt of the following 
motion: 

We, the undersigned Members of the United States Senate, move to 
close debate on the bill H. R. 7456, Calendar No. 591, an act to pro
vide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign countries, to encour
age the industries of the l:u.ited States, and for other purposes, in 
accordance with the provisions of Rule XXII of the Standin~ Rules of 
the Senate. 

That is signed by the Senators who ·e names have been stated. 
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~Ir. UNDERWOOD. I~ is the sa1pe paper which the Secre

tary read, is it not? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It i ~. 
)Jr. WATSON of Indiana. The Chair was simply formally 

stating the motion. It is the ame paper. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand. 
1\1r. WATSON of Indiana. Will the Senator permit me to 

ask him a question? 
l\lr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. WATSON of Indiana. It mu t be apparent to the Sena

tor. who is a man of long experience in legislative bodies, that 
if this debate runs on a .. it has been going on, with the wool 
schedule and the cotton clledule and the silk schedule, with 
pot<1sh, and sugar. and glove~. und so forth, and so forth, which 
have yet to be considered, it will go on until the 1st of October. 
Doe~· the Senator think that the majority party, with 24 ma
jority, should sit by and permit this sort of thing to go on until 
the 1 ;t of October, with what '"'e think is undue delay . in the 
pa ·sage of the bill anu whiell thi~ party promised to pass? 

l\fr. LXDERWOOD. I do not expect the majority party to 
do unreasonable things. I think it is very natural that you 
should want to pas~ thi bill without debate if you can, but you 
can not expect the Senate to agree to an unusual limitation of 
debate. 
· l\Ir. WATSON of Iud.iana. Let me ask the Senator another 
question, kindly. 'Ve have made thlli proposition, and I must 
take issue with my delightful friend from Arkansas [l\fr. ROBI -
so.-). because we have made it in good faith. Fifty-two Sena
tors have signed, it. That i~ more rhan a majority, more than 
enough to pass the bill. There will l>e no trouble about passing 
the bill. What counterproposition does the Senator make? 
Unlees the consideration of thi8 bill is to run on endlessly, what 
counterproposition does the Senator make to our proposition? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was just about to try to reply to the 
statement of the leader of the majority party. and I have gotten 
far away from my reply, because I have been interrupted. 
That is what I wa coming to-not to make a proposition, but 
to state why it has been impossible to make a proposition. 

In pas ing I want to re .. pond now to the suggestion made by 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. KELLOGG] that the act of 1913, 
"With 600 amendments, had only 7 weeks of debate anu that this 
bill ha. now had 10 weeks of debate. But this bill has three 
anrl a half times aA many amendment to be considered as the 
act of 1913. If you multiply 7 by 3! you will have nearly 24 
wf't>ks instead of 10 weeks in which to consider it. So if you 
view it from the standpoint of the actual issue presented to the 
St>nate. there ha::! not been nearly as much time taken up in the 
con::-illeration of this bill as was taken up in the consideration 
of the act of 1913. 

The Senator from Mas ·achusett complains that we have 
made no suggestion in reference to closing debate. How e·an we 
make a suggestion? How can we say when we will close de
bate, the way the bill haA been presented to the Senate? If we 
make an agreement, it must be a rea onable agreement. an 
intelligent agreement, and when I say ''intelligent" I mean it 
mu:-;t be an agreement that does not propose to abandon the 
is~ue~. but an agreement urnler which we can fairlv consider 
and discuss the issues before the Senate. • 

We are not responsible because you brought in a I:;ill with 
ovN 2.000 amendments. We are not respons.ble because in the 
consideration of that bill from time to time :rou have changed 
your mind, and changed your amendments on the floor. I am 
not criticizing you for doing it. If you found out that you had 
made a mistake, it ~as only the part of wisdom to make the 
change. But until you have determined what yom· issue is in 
the .·enate, how in the world can the minority determine what 
we propose to offer you by way of amendment? 

We foreclosed the proposition of doing that item by item at 
the request of your chairman. w·e might have done that as 
each paragraph came up, but the chairman desired to have all 
the committee amendmento; considered first. He a..,k.ed unani
mous consent that the bill might be considered in that way, and 
we consented. It took unanimous consent, and -we granted the 
courtesy, and allowed him to ha'\"e the bill considered in that 
manner. 

We do not know what your final disposition of this bill is 
to be. There may be amendments proposed now which are 
satiRfactory to us, but before you dispose of it they may be 
very unsatisfactory to us. With thi vast number of amend
ments, how are you going to determille what limitation of 
debate can be made which will reasonably allow a fair dis
cussion of the issues presented to the country and to the Sen
ate·! You can not do it. It i a practical impossibility. 

XLII-630 

I want to say, so far as I am concerned, that I have en
deavored not to occupy any more tinle on the floor of the 
Senate in discussing the bill than was necessary to present 
my viewpoint in part, and the entire tinle I have taken in the 
discussion of the bill in the 10 weeks it has been before the 
Senate I do not think amount to more than two or three 
hours. I have repeatedly said to the Senate, and I said to the 
members of my ow~ party, that although I believe the bill 
should be fairly considered, I am not in favor of any policy 
that attempted delay for delay's sake; and I am not and I 
have not been from the beginning. 

I think the larger portion of the time that has been taken 
has been taken in legitimate debate. 

One man· can present his -viewpoint clearly in 10 minutes. It 
will take another man an hour to do the same thing. That is 
the personal equation. It is due to the difference in the wav 
men speak. How could I say to-day when I do not know what 
the issues are to be on hundreds of 'uems, how long we should 
determine to debate them? What kind of a proposal should we 
make? An hour on each side? You would sar that is too long. 
Do you propose 10 minutes on each item? If you gave 10 min
utes to every Senator on each item, or even on your own amend
ments, instead of passing the bill in October, as my friend sug
gests, you would not pass it before March. Yet you know as 
we~l as I that there are hundreds of items in the pending bill 
which could not be intelligently discussed in 10 minutes. Nay. 
more, there are many of these item ~ which could not be fairly 
presented to the country in an hour. 

The real difficulty about the situation is that you delayed re
porting this bill to the Senate until you rode into a most ill
advised time to present it-an election year. I do not say 
that critically. It applies as much to one party as to another. 
To pass a tariff bill in the face of an election is the most ill
advised thing that a party can <lo. and I know ·:rou realize that. 
Probably conditions have driven you to do it. 

Now we are in the midst of debate. There i not a man on 
the other side of the Chamber. I know, who will say that he 
thinks this bill can be fairly considered under the proposal you 
ha ,.e made-that there shall be a limitation of one hour's de
bate to each Senator, and no amendments allowed after 12 
o'clock on Friday next. 

No matter how much of a mistake the committee should find 
it had made in the framing of the bill, if you adopted this 
ironclad rule for the consideration of the bill you would have 
to destroy American industry. If you find that you have made 
a mistake in the bill-and you have made many, and you ha\e 
admitted it by changing it-you will then have your hand~ 
bound, and if it happens to be that in that particular instan('e 
you ha>e agreed with the House, and they ha•e made the mis
take also, you wlll have to go to the country with destruction 
in the wake of the bill, you knowing it, because you have 
gagged the Senate. 

You gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber know that 
this bill can not be considered intelligently under any such 
rule, no matter what conditions confront you. You k:no·w that 
you can not go to the American people and say you have given 
intelligent consideration to this measure under this rule. 

Unless you can do that you had better not enact the legisla
tion. The country is not going to be destroyed if you fail to 
enact the legislation, but if you attempt to enact it under a 
system by which you gag debate in the Senate and gag amend
ments, which is even more iiil.portant than debate, you will 
simply scatter the dragons' teeth to the wind , not knowin~ 
what you may sow by your reckless conduct. 

1\lr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
1\lr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
1\lr. LENROOT. I would like to ask the Senator when, in 

his judgment, the bill will pass the Senat~ if there be no 
limitation on debate? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the Senator candidly that 
I do not know, but I should be very much delighted if we 
could come to a final vote on the measure by August. I do not 
want to stay here. I am not in favor of the bill-I hope it can 
be defeated-but I realize under our system of parliamentary 
government that the majority i1arty have a right to enact their 
laws and submit them to the country. I am perfectly willing. I 
rejoice in the opportunity to go to the country on the issue. I 
am not afraid to face it. But I can not tell how long Senators 
will take to discuss items in the bill on the other side of the 
Chamber or on my side of the Chamber any more than the 
Senator can tell. I can only say that I ba•e earnestly hoped 
that there might be no undue delay in the matter, and I know 
that I have not indulged in any undue delay. 
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fixed to vote on this bilI when the committee have not com
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pleted their work yet? The committee are meeting every morn- 1 The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
ing and changing amendments and changing' this bill. How I recess. 
can we fix; a time until the· committee fin~ly finish their work P.AY OF SENATE P~GES. 
on the bill? ; Mr. CALDER. l\fr. President, in· tlle general appropriation 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator is clearly correct. The I bill passed each year we include a provision for the payment of 
chairman of the committee has repeatedly stated to us on the ! the salaries of the employees of the Senate, but no provision 
ffoor that- from day to day the committee are meeting and pro- ' was made in the· last appropriation bill for the payment of sala
posing new amendments and changing the· proposals _in the bill, ries of pages of the Senate after July 1 of this year. To take 
and yet it is nroposed by this. rule to say to your own com- I care of the matter the Senator· from Wyoming [Mr. W ARRE~T, 
mittee at 12 o'clock noon on Friday next they shall labor no 1· chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, introduced a 
more and shall not give the bill fmther consideration, because resolution ( S. Res. 313)', which was refeITed to tbe Committee 
any proposals of theirs can not thereafter be considered. to· Audit and Control! the Contingent Expenses of tbe Senai:e-. I 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, may I ask the· Senator an- 1 am dir:ected by that committee to report back tbe resolution 
other question? J favorably without amendment. The resolution· provides for the 

~ir~ UNDERWOOD. Certainly. , payment of the 16 regular pages from now until the 1st of De-
Mr. LENROOT. The Senator states that he hopes the bill 1 cernber, or daring sueh days· as the pages may be employed. I 

can be passed. by. August. If that be· true, it will only be because 1 ask:· for its present consideration. 
debate is limited by action of the Senate or by the voluntary ! Mr. KING. Ml'. President, may I inquire what is the purpose 
action of Senators. Does the· Senator believe that Senators I of the resolution? 
upon his side of the aisle are now willing to curtail debate vol:. I Mr. CALDER. I will say to the Senator from Utah that in 
untarily·? ! the passage of the regular' appropriation bill which takes care 

Mr. UNDERWOOI!>. I can not speak for- anyone but myself, of the pay of Senate employees the Senate neglected to provide 
and I do say that I hope debate- on items which are not of great I for · the payment of the pages of the Senate. No provision was 
importance can be curtailed to an extent so that we can get I made for any pay of the. pages. until' the next regular se~sion 
through by that time. I think it is necessary for us to reach a· 1 of the Senate. We are taking care of them through this resolu
conclusion, and yet, with· the great schedules of wool and cotton tion by providing for the payment of their salaries out of the 
and sundries, which carry taxation into every home in America, 1 contingent fund of the Senate. • 
yet undisposed of, I do not want anyone to think for a moment 1 The resolution was read, conside1·ed' by unanimous consent, 
that those sc.hedhles should be passed without reasonable con- and agreed· to, as follows~ 
sideration and fair debate. But I think that it' can be done. If Resolved; That the. Secretary of tbe Senate be, and he hereby is, au-
th S to 1 1~ t •t f · · " l th t ·t can I thorized and directed to pay' from the miscellaneous items of the cone ena rs ooa a · 1 rom my Yiewpomv run sure a 1 tlngent fund of the Senate the .16 pages borne on the se sion rolls o! 
be done. I may make one or two other speeches on the bill; but the Senate from July 1, 1922, to and includino- the last day of the 
Ii am sure the time I take, if proportioned out to other Senators month in which the second1 session of the sirt.v-seventh Congress is 
on the floor, would not carry the passage of the bill beyond an ,adjourned sine die, at the rate of $2.50 per day each. 
ea:rly- date in. August. .ADDITIO:NA.L SEN.ATE P.A'.GES. 

I merely want to ay that of course you have your rights. Mr. CALDERc, I report back favorably without amendment, 
The rule is a.: part of the Senate procedure. If you can get' a from the Committee to Audit and1 Control the Contingent E)x:
two-thirds majority you have a right to gag-us, and· you have a penses of th& Senate, Senate Resolution 314 to· provide for the 
right to-· cut off amendments and cut off debate and· throw this ' continuation of the five · additional pages who have been carried 
misshapen piece of legislation into the face of the country, but on. the pay roll for the last year and a half. I ask for the present 
I say you will' make a very serious· mistake if 'you do so. consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate The resolution was. read, considered by unanimous con~ent, 
take a. reces~ , until to-morrow- morning at 11 o'clock. and agreed to, as follows:: 

MT. HARRISON. Mr. President, I suggest llie absence of a. Resoivea, That Senate Resolution No. 175, agreed to :NovembP.r 10, 
I 'thd th st fo th pres t There are· 1921, authorizing and directing the Sergeant at Arms· of tbe Senate quorum. WI raw e reque r e en · to employ five additional pages for the Senate Chamber at $3 per day 

just a few hours during which the rule can be discussed. each from the 1st day- of December, 1921, to the end of the second ses-
Mr. M:cCUl\IBER. It can be discussed all day to-morrow. sion of the Sixty.-seventh Congress, to be paid from the miscellaneous 
'I H .. • nnISON It ht t b di d l'ttle thi ft r items of the contingent fund of the Senate, be, and the same is he1·eby l.~ r. n..n. .i: • oug 0 e scusse a 1 s a e - amended to continue their employment to and including. the last day of 

noon. I have here a speech which the Senator made in 1918, the· month· in which the second session of the Sixty-seventh CongrPss 
in which he said he w.as against C!loture and that an hour's Is adjourned sine die at the rate of $2.50 per· day each. 
debate was too little, and he argued against the rule at tbat. POLA:R FLIGHT OF EDWIN FAIRFAX NAULTY. 

time. I wanted to read it to refresh the memory of the Senator ' l\Ir. ROBINSON. Mr. President, some months ago tile im. 
from North De.kota as to tllat speech. Will he withhold his portance of Wrangel Island as an air base for flight routes 
motion unti1 I can read a part of that speech to him? across the Arctic was brought to the attention of the Senate in 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator can do that to-morrow. connection with a controversy respecting the priority. of rights 
~fr. HARRISON. Very well;. the Senator will do it to- by discovery and occupation respectively accruing to the United: 

morrow. · States and Great Britain. Mr. Edwin Fairfax Naulty, re-
~fr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? nowned for his investigations in scientific.and practical aero-
Mr. McCUMBER. I yield for a question. nautfcs, then proclaimed' the right of the United States to assert 
Mr. KING. I gave notice, or, ra.ther, I voted for the almond just prio.ricy tly actual discovery and continued occupation. 

paragraph and indicated at the time that. I would move. to re- Tl1e importance of tile controversy apparently was not fully 
consider the vote by which it wirs agreed to~ I just want realized at that titne by our Department of State. 
to submit the motion to reconsider and will' take· it up to- About one year · ago ~fr. Naulty formed and publi. hed a plan 
morrow. for a trans-.A:.rctic, transp·olar flight. This plan was definite in 

Mr. McCU~IBER. That can be done in the morning. all its details· and was illustrated on a chart supported by-
Mr1 KING. To-day is my last day. known observations of ice drifts, current flow, known directions, 
l\fr . .McCUlIBER. No; it is not. W~ are still in the same known shallows and depths, and other data. This chart was· 

legislative day. deposited in a Government bureau and· no attempt was made 
Mr. KING. Very well. With that understanding I shall by l\:Ir. Naulty to maintain secrecy respecting big plans and 

submit the motion to-morrow. purposes. 
RECESS. The Washington Post of. August 2, 1921, the Pittsburgh Post-

DiSJSatcb of August 4, 1921, the New York Times of September 
Mr. McCUl\fBER. I move that the Senate take· ai recess, the ll, 1921!, the Washington Herald of October 12, 1921, and other 

reeess being under the unanimous-consent agreement, until.r newspapers IJUblished last summer, contained' editorials and' 
11 o'clock to-morrow. comments respecting Mr. Naulty's plan for· a polar flight. The 

The motion was agreed to; and.the Senate (at 6 o'clock and 5 ; editorial in tlie- Pittsburgh: Post of the ·date above mentioned 
minutes p. m.), under tbe order previously made;. took a recess• ;points- out in• definite detail th route of Mr. Naulty, ,. propo. ed 
until to-morrow, Thursday, July 61 1922, at 11 o'clock. m m. . flight and the difficui'ties proba~ly to be eneount'ered, especially-
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