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arrarll:gtz f:;il;\:';?fgti‘:li;?:[:tizszalpjpfuje-d p?‘inm.rily for the purpose of showing tyrhe equivalefnt.ad valorem l‘at.es O.f duty f‘Ol‘ groups of commodi.t-ies
bt i el L Calca?81flmtl()rl~ followed by the Department of Commerce 1n 1ts annual p}lbllcatlons of imports for consumption.
R s e U at(\('l duties and the equivalent ad valorem 1"attlas of d.u‘ty under the tariff act of 1922 and u_nder the act of 1930.
publications issued by the Tariff (:Omlls}lll}])tl()n for the calendar year 1928.' The 1)1'1n01'pa1 dl’ﬂerence between theset tables.and Vfl‘]‘lOll.S other tables and
R e et ;}llSSlIO)n and used by the Congress dn}r.mg.the conmdem.tlon of the act of 1930 1s thfa,t 1t.ems in this table hzw.e been
time, data have been arranged b; p&ra: epartment of (Jon'un(.‘rco (‘1&551.[1(‘3at10n,‘whereas 1n. all other tables and pubhcatmn§ presented .fr(?m time to
T e S,I‘&Phs a.l'ld schedules as 111. the tarlﬂ. act of 19‘22. f}lld in the act f)f 193.0. The com],mrlsf)n by statistical groups
e i iﬁ A t“f)lﬂbloi Imports, whercas. in compm'ls'ons b.y tariff s‘chedules dut,{al)le imports alone are involved.

ot TS e Otlhe? Tlhltvl()n the x:alues of i.ree zmd. dutiable 11nport§ for consm'npt,lon are shown :sep&mtely by ‘groups for the act
BNt ealaad oo e oy 11\ words, each of the acts 1s pe.,rnut'tod to stun(.l on its own basis. Thus, tv.he duties colmputed for the act of 1922
e e Stﬁtigtical‘_ <M> ctunder ‘that act.ﬂnd t;he dut‘l.es for the .zwt, of 1930 have been related to nnpc.)rtfs dutiable L?Il'd(‘l' that act. This
GoUTiAE ekl Thias w0 ton. thri Con‘lputed Tf;‘&(‘zt of the United St&-tcs, in comparing ad valorem ra.tcs. of duty on dutiable COl’Ilnl(.)dlt‘]GS under successive
dutied Both for the dot ‘of 1999 P fOflthel from.t.hosF\. shown in tables prepared by the conun'lsswn f.or the use (')f Congress 151 which the computed
iterlh Bitve Hoen' tansfertod friom = f:) ‘, 1‘0\ act of 1930. have ‘l)cen re?alod to a common base, viz, the imports dutiable under (flther .a(',tu When large
may differ widely when Xl }; , tL}(, 1t to the (hltmbl(i h.st, or vice .Vorsa, the avemg‘e ad valorem rates for the subgroups including such transfers
shown that the value of hidas o y (110 two J.net.hnds. 'I.hls may be lllllstl’zl.t(j(l by reference to Group O of Tables A and B, Part III. There it 1s
computed duties are $7,477,83,6 and‘ %;‘?7 I(ﬂanuiactures 'dutlnblg und(.‘r the act ().f 1922 was %17,441,8623 and under the act of 1930 $150,290,990. The
ob 4 8Bt fha 5ot of 1635 and ];); 69,411, respe(’tn.'ely. Relating the duties to the value of the imports there is ‘ol)t.,ain(.‘,d ad valorem equivalents
SAHTS Bides wnd shing. s ]eath,;ll.( 2 l(lln(kn' the act of 1930. Tho. lower rate under the act of 1930 results from bringing into the calculation $132,-
the act of 1922. Tf the Soaig tf“:l leather manuf:wtures,.dutmble at 10, 12, 15, i?vlld 20 Por cent under the act of 1930, which were free under
base, viz, all imports dutiable uﬁd L 1(“ for the 1922 act and for the act of 1930 for hides, skins, and manufactures had been applied to a common

¢ er either act, the resulting average rates for this subgroup would have been 4.96 and 15.81, respectively. Other
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