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A.."\IERICA.l.~ CITIZENS rnPRISONED ABROAD. 
';['he SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 

from the President of the United States: 
To the Home of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith in reply to the resolution of the House of Representatives 
of the 31st of January iast, a report from the St\cretaryof State, with accompany­
ing papers. 

CHESTER .A.. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSIO~, A.pril5, 1882. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this communication is 
in reply to a resolution of the House making inquiry in reference to 
American citizens imprisoned abroad. The communication is very 
long; but unless there be some indication to the contrary on the 
part of the House, the Chair will make the usual announcement that 
the messag-e and accompanying documents will be printed. 

Mr. KASSON. And referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Mr. RANDALL. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. It is very voluminou~ and would probably fill 

four or five ordinary RECORDS. 
The message, with the accompanying documents, was referred to 

the Committee on Foreign AffaiTs; and ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF A.BSEXCE. 

Mr. ATHERTO~, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of 
absence on account of sickness. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BRAGG, that the 
House adjourn, it was agreed -to; and accordingly (at five o'clock 
and twenty minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 

the Clerk's desk, under the rule, and referred, as follows: 
By Mr. BERRY: The petition of citizens of California, in favor of 

the Nicara~ua interoceanic canal-to the Select Committee on the 
Interoceamc Canal. . 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of John N. 
Smith-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Henry C. Murphy and others, for. 
the passage of the bill relative to the harbor and port of New York­
to the Committee on Commerce. 
. By Mr. BRUMM: The petition of honorably-discharged soldiers of 
the late war, for the passage of the bill to establish a soldiers' home 
at Erie, Pennsylvani~to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of Nathaniel Goddard and others, 
for the passage of the French spoliation claims bill-to the Commit­
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Memorial of the Legislature of Mississippi, 
relative to the waiver of forfeiture of the grant in aid of the Gulf and 
Ship Island Railroad-to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By .l\ir. S. S. COX: Paper relating to the claim of Augustus P. 
Green-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DARRELL: The petition of Frank Morey, for relief-to 
the Committee on Elections. 

By ltir. DEUSTER : The petition of J. R. Rice and others, citizens 
of Hartford, Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the bill for the 
relief of Mary Wiley-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. S. S. FARWELL : Papera relating to the claim of Albert 
Wood-to the Committee on Claims. 

By ltir. C. B. FARWELL: The petition of J. J. Green, for com­
pensation for buildin~ sold Quartermaster's Department at Camp 
Fry, near Chicago, Illinois-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Memorial of the Maritime Association of the 
City of New York, for a. convention ofnationa having diplomatic re­
lations with the United States, for the adoption of a common me­
ridian-to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HALL : The petition of James E. Lathrop and others, citi­
zens of Dover, New Hampshire, for the passage of the Lowell bill to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARMER: The resolutions of the Commercial Exchange, 
of the board of mana~ers of the Maritime Exchange of the city of 
Philadelphia, protesting a~ainst the extension of patents on the 
steam grain-shovel-sevLrauy to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the resolution of the Philadelphia Medical Society, for the 
passage of the bill to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs­
to the Select Committee on the Public Health. 

Also, the xesolutions of the board of managers of the Philadelphia 
Maritime Exchange, in favor of a bill for the permanent organiza­
tion of the Signal-Service as a separate and independent depart­
ment-to the Committee on :Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKENZIE : Paper relating to the claim of James C. Rudd, 
of Owensborough, Kentucky-to the Committee on Claims. • · 

By Mr. MILES : The petition of citizens of Fairfield County and of 
citizens of New London County, Connecticut, fortheamendment of 
the militia laws-severally to the Committee on the MilitL'lr. 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers relatin~ to the claim of Ellen P. Malloy­
to the Committee on War Claims. 
_ By Mr. MORSE: TPe petition ofFrancisW .. Howland and others, 

for tbe passage of the French spoliation claims bill....:.to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By l\!r. PETTIBONE : The petition of Samuel Lee, to be reim­
bursed for expenses incurred in contested case of Lee vs. Rainey-to 
the Committee on Elections. 
· Also, papers in the case of Pleasant W .. Fortner-to tho Commit­
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PfiSTER: The petition of Sulser, Petsy & Co. anu other ~ 
of Maysville, Kentucky, for the passage of the Brewer bill to regu­
late the commerce between the States pertaining to commercial 
travelers-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POST: Papers relating to the Indian-depredation claim of 
M. A. Ranee-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ROSS : The petition of John S. Applegate and others, for 
the passage of the Bliss bill granting pensions to all soldiers and 
sailors of the late war who were confined in confederate prisons-to 
the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty 1 and Back 
Pay. 

Also, the resolution of the Legislature of New Jersey relative to 
the. exemption of steamers landing upon the Jersey side of the port 
of New York from the operations of an act of Congress approved 
June 15, 1878-to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SCOVILLE: The petition of citizens of Buffalo, New York, 
protesting against the extension of the steam grain-shovel patent­
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petition of C. S. Bentley and 
others, officers of the Iowa militia, for an amendment of the militia 
laws-to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. C. G. WILLIAMS: Memorial of G. W. Lawrence and 36 
others, citizens of Janesville, Wisconsin, for the ap-pointment of a 
commission to investigate the alcoholic liquor traffic-to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. -

By Mr. G. D. WISE: The petition of the widow and heirs of John 
C. Jones, deceased, for relief-to the Committee on War Claims. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY, .April 6, 1882. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedinga was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE CO~IUNICATION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica­

tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in answer to a resolu­
tion of March 30, 1882, a report as to the owners of the land on the 
Virginia and Maryland shores above the Gren.t Falls of the Potomac 
River, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ADJOURNl\IENT TO MOJI.TJ>AY. 
Mr. FERRY. In deference to the views and wi hes of many, I 

move that when tbe Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday 
next. 

The motion was agreed to. 
PETITIOXS AJI.TJ> MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have received a remonstrance 
against the passage of a bill introduced by the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. LOGA.i.~] signed by the two chief officers of the Grand Lodge of 
Good Templars ofWisconsin. Inasmuch as the memorial is short and 
a little out of the ordinary style of remonstrances, I will detain the 
Senate long enough to read it. It is addressed to the Congress ofth& 
United States, and is as follows : 

We, the undersigned, in behalf of twenty thousand of the citizens of Wisconsin . 
whom we represent, do hereby present our remonstrance against the passage of 
the billnowpendingbeforethe United States Senate, introduced by Senator LoGA...'i', 
oflllinois, providing that the revenue received bytheGi>vernmentfrom the liquor­
traffic be apportioned to the different States of the nation, pro rata, as an educa~ 
tional fund. 

We believe that if this bill becomes a la.w it will only serre as an additiona£ 
anchor to fasten upon our people a de·mstating and devilish traffic, which, in our 
view, has not the shadow of an excuse for an existence, except as founded in avarice, 
unholy appetite, and the determination of the devil to 1.nake criminals and paupers­
of t4e race, for the sake of increasing the population of helL 

Respectfully submitted. 
THEO. D. K.AKOUSE, G. lV. 0. T. 
B. F. PARKER, G. lV. S. 

I retained this memorial in my desk several days hoping that the­
Senator who introduced the bill would be present so that he might 
hear what the opinion of the Good Templars of Wisconsin is in re­
gard to the bill he had the honor to introduce. I move that th& 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Texas, praying for 

the repeal of the taxes now levied by the General Government upon 
national and other banking institutions; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of the president 
and eleven members of the faculty ofthe College of the City of New 
York, praying for a reform in the method of appointment to t~e civil 
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l!lervice ; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of tho Grand Lodge of Good Tem­
pi~ ?fWestern N~w York, praying for an amendment of the Con­
shtutwn of the Umted States to prohibit the manufacture and sale 
of all alcoholic beverages throughout the national domain; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

. Ir. DAWES. I pre ent the petition of F . .M. Holmes and a great 
number of busine s men of Boston, largely engaged in business all 
over the United States and interested very much in the character of 
any p ermanent system of bankruptcy that lllilY be adopted by Con­
gr '1 praying for the .enactment of what is called the Lowell bill. 
I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
~11'. JfRYE pre ented the petition of Charles II. Campbell and 

Augustin A. Arango, of New York City, praying to be indemnified 
for !o ·es sustained by them of cargo on board the Mary Lowell; 
whiCh was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also pre en ted the petition of Mrs. Aug~stus E. Phillips, of New 
York City, widow of Dr. Au"'ustus E. Phillip , late actin(J' United 
State consul at antiagodeC'uba, praying indemnityforth~injuries 
and lo es sustained by her husban<l in the discharge of his duties as 
such acting consul; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 
. Mr. PLATT presented the petition of William L. Ellsworth, pray­
mg for the repeal of the act of Congress under which letters-patent 
for fire-extinguishers were granted to the heirs of William A. Gra­
ham, deceased; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

M.ES AGE FRO:\! TilE llOUSE. 

A me age from the Hou e of Representatives, by :Mr. McPIIERSON, 
its Clerk: announced that the House had pa.ssed a bill (H. R. No. 5559) 
ma~ing appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
emling June 301 1803, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIG~D. 

The messa~~ further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
sigued the fouowing enrolled bills ; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1776) for the relief of .Medical Director John 
Thornley, United States Navy; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5588) to admit free of duty articles intended for 
exhibition at the national mining and industrial exposition to be 
held in the city of Denver in the year 1882. 

HOUSE DILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 5559) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending J nne 30, 1883, and for other 
purpo e , was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

1\Ir. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
th_e bill (S. No. 642) for the relief of Edward L. Walker, reported it 
'With an amendment, and ubnntte<l a report thereon, which was 
order-ed to be printed. 

1\Ir. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill ( . No. 1614) making an appropriation for the erection 
of a light-honse at or near Sakonnet Point, Rhode Island, reported 
it without amendment. 

lie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S.No. 498) to amend section4458oftheRevisedStatutes, inrelation 
to - teamboat in paction, reporte<l adver ely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed in<lefinitely. 

1\Ir. VEST. I nm instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report adver ely on the bill (S. No. 1203) to exempt vessels of less 
than twenty-five tons on the mland waters of the United States, and 
~ot engaged in the transp.ortatio~ of pa engers, from inspection and 
~cen. _under the laws of the Uruted States, and to recommend its 
mdefinite postponement. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Flori<la [.Mr. CALL] to the bill. 

The PRESIDE~T p1·o tempore. Does the Senator from Florida 
<lesire to have the bill placed. on the Calendar f 

~Ir. CALL. Ye , sir. 
The P~ESIDENT p1·o tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal­

endar Wlth the adverse report of the committee. 
ltfr. ~llLLER, of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 

Po t-Office and Pot-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
141G) to provide for ocean mail service between the United States 
and fo~~t~\f,ort , to report it with an amendment. 

Mr. Y. I de ire to -state that that is not a unanimons report 
of the committee. 

APPRAISERS AT NEW ORLEANS. 

ltfr. KELLOGG. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whon;t·was referred the bill (S. No. 1558) to amend section 25G9 of 
~e ReVlSed Statute , to report it without amendment. I ask nnan­
llD.ous consent that the llill be put on its pas a"'e. It is very short, 
and I am s~e there will be no objection to it. 

0 

By unarumous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded ~o consider the bill. It amends section 2569, para2Taph 1 
()f the ReVl ed tatute by striking out the words "two appraiser~ 

and one assistant appraiser," and inserting in lieu thereof c( one 
appraiser and two as istant apprai ers. '' 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will state that there is a letter from the Secre­
tary of the Treasury recommending the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engros. ed for a third reading, read the third time, antl passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to amend secti'on 
2569 of tbe Revised Statutes, in relation to appraisers at the port of 
New Orleans, Louisiana." 

COPYUIGIIT 1\IARK. 

Mr. HOAR. I run directed bythe Committee on PateLts to report 
and recommend the pa sage of the bill (S. No. 1582) to amend the 
statutes in relation to copyright. I am compello<l to go out of town 
for perhaps a week or ten days, and I am desirous to have this bill 
put on its passage at once. I ask unanimous consent to put it on 
it pa sage now. Let it be read for information first; it is a very 
plain bill. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 
Dy unanimous con ent, the bill (S. No. 1582) to amend the statutes 

in relation to copyright, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that manufacturers of de igns for molded deco­
rative articles, tiles, plaques, or articles of pottery or metal subject 
to copyright may put the copyright mark prescribed by section 4962 
oftheRevisedStatutes, and acts additional thereto, upon the back 
or bottom of such articles, or in such other place upon them as it 
has heretofore been usual for manufacturers of such articles to em­
ploy for the placing of manufacturers', merchants', and trade marks 
thereon. 

Mr. HOAR. The Rcvi ed Statutes require the copyright of all 
copyrighted articles of this kind to be inscribed on the face of the 
article. A large and increa ing and very interesting industry has 
grown up in Cincinnati, Ohio ; Lakeville Ohio ; Chelsea, Massa­
chusetts, and in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, in pottery, vases, 
encaustic tiles, and ornamental work of art, like busts and medall­
ions. All these articles are glazecl, and the glazing on the face burns 
up the copyright mark. There is no reason why the mark should 
not be put on the back ; it will be seexf just as well when the articles 
are sold in the shops. That is the way it is done in Europe, and has 
been from time immemorial. 

The bill WQ.S reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engro sed for a third reading, read. the third time, and passed. 

SURVEYOR AT ~TEW ORLEANS. 

~Ir. KELLOGG. The Committee on Commerce have instructed me 
to make a favorable report on the bill (S. No. 1592) fixing the salary 
of the surveyor of the port of New Orleans. It is a bill of only two 
or three lines, and I a k unanimous consent that it be pass d now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think that bill ought to be considered 
except in connection with other salaries. 

~Ir. KELLOGG. If the Senator will give me his attention one 
moment I think he will not object. Two years ago the salary was 
reduced from 41500 to 3,000. It is now $.1)00 le s than at San Fran­
c!sco and other po.rts. I hold i.n my hand a letter from Secretary 
l! ol~er recommending that the bill be passed. It was sent here with 
the JJill. I will have it read if the Senator from Ohio desires. I 
apprehend there can be no possible objection to the bill. It is a 
matter of simple justice. The bill is una.nimou ly reported from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think it ought to be considerecl except 
in connection with other salaries. 

~Ir. KELLOGG. If the Senator will read this letter he will see 
the justice of it. 

~Ir. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It appears to me that this measure 
would affect other ports; that it would disturb the relations of all. 
I think tho bill ought to go on the Calendar and be properly consid­
ered. 

1\Ir. KELLOGG. I hope the Senator will not object. I am sure 
if the Senator understands it he will not object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of We t Virginia. I withdraw any gbjection to the 
bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee ofthe Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It fixes the salary of the surveyor of 
the port of New Orleans at $4,500 per annum. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pas ed. 

INDIANS AT OHEYENJ\TE A..~ ARAPAIIOE AGEXCY. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to ask the attention of the Senate a moment 
to a bill which I ask leave to introduce and put upon its pas age. I 
will. give the reasons for it as soon as it is read. 

By unanimous consent, leave was ~anted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1654) to provide for a deficiency m subsistence for the Indians, 
which was read the first time at length, as follow : 

Beitenacted, d'.-c., Thatthesumof$:>0,0PO, orsomnch tbereofasmaybeneces ary, 
is her by appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap~ropri· 
ated, to be expended under tho direction of the Secretary of tho Interior m sub­
sis ten co and care for the Indians in charge of tho Cheyenne and Arapahoe agency 
in tile Indian Territory. 

The bHl was re-a<l the econd tim , and con idereu as in Committee 
of the 'Vholo. 

I' 
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:Mr. DAWES. I ask that the letter from General Pope which I send 
to the desk be read. 

The PRESIDENT pm tampo1·e. The letter will be reau. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

STARTLING ST.A.TEliR~\'TB--ST.A.RVIXO ~DI.A.NS GROWL'\'G DESl'RR.A.TE-TBE PRESIDE~'T'S 
ACTIO::s". 

Major William McKee Dunn, captain Second Artillery, the enior aid-de-camp 
on the staff of Genornl Pope, received a letter here from his chief y terday, from 
which the following excerpt is taken: 

"FORT LEA.VEXWOUTU, Kansas, April3, 1882. 
"I lea;~·e to-morrow for RE>no.. The situation is plain. The Indians cannot li•e 

on reduced beef rations. There are 100,000 cattle grazing not far from there. 
Rather than starve they will do as we would do-taK.e b:v force what cattle are 
needed to ke~ them ami tbeir families from starvin,:r. Tliis will provoke Indian 
hostilitie ,whwh will lead God knows where. The only legal act that the military 
can do is to malre them starve peaceably-a most inhuman service. Some depart­
ment of the Government should assume the re!'!ponsibilities of spending a few thou­
sand dollars for beef rather than have an Indian outbreak on a largescale. There 
is no game to sub ist Indians in this Indian TeiTitory. Is it really the int ntion 
of the Government for such a paltry sum to plunge the frontier in the wnrwith 
lndians or to a. semble a trong military force to force t!Jcse unhappy creatures to 
starve in peace 1 There will be a fearful responsibility somewhere if this matter 
ia not settled now. It can be done in one hour. Shoufd I find nothing done when 
I reach Reno I All all probably asRume the responsibility my11elf. I had rather sutfer 
nn:vtbingomyself than to see an Indian outbreak o inexcuRable~.-..unjuflt, and fraught 
with such J'read.ful con eqnences.. There is no r a . on in it. .t: ou show this to the 
Secretary of \Var. 

• * 
"JOITN POP~, 

"Brevet Major-General Oom,ma?ldt'TI{J. 
"Major WILLI.A.ll McKEE Dtn\N, 

" Wa.~hington, D. 0." 
Genernl John Popel eft Fort Lea.venworth Tuesday aftt'rnoon for the Indian Ter­

I·itory to take prompt measures fm· pre'\'"enting the anticipated outbreak at tlte 
CheyenBe and .Arnpahoe ag-ency. Before leaving he telefnphed the alarming con­
dition of affairs to the Secretary of 'Var, and stated tha , unless he was directed 
otherwise by telegraph, be would on arrival at the scene of trouble proceed to seize 
such numbers of cattle from the numerous herds in the neighborhood as will enable 
him to fully ration the Indians. President Arthur :yesterday afternoon directed 
Se<'retary Lincoln to tele!!raph General Pope instmchons authorizing him olli cinlly 
to take po e · ion by seizure of all cattle that can be found within reach to supply 
the Indians. General Pope1 ~going from l<'ort Leavenworth to Reno, took one troop 
of the Ninth Cavalry with him from Fort niley and throe more trool?s of the same 
regiment and a company of infantry from Fort IIarker. Other forces m tbe Depart­
ment of the Missonrl have also ~eon ordered to Fort Reno to prevent the outbreak 
which is so much feared .. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to say a woru in audition to tha.t statement. 
This condition of thiniTS was presented to tile Comnfittee on Appro­
priations pending tile fudian appropriation bill. Previous to that 
the Department had asked for 100,000 to meet the deficiency at this 
agency. In the urgent defioienc~ bill $50,000 was ?:anted, but 
when the Indian appropriation bill was before the Committee on 
Appropriations the Department was very anxious that $80,000 more 
should be put in that bill. Our Committee on Appropriations au­
thorized the insertion of $50,000 to be made immec.lia.tely a>a.ilahle. 
That has gone through the Senate, and is, or soon will be, pending 
in conference. It will be very likely a. week or ten days before that 
bill can become a law. If the $50,000 which was added to that bill 
may be put in a separate bill in thls shape, probably it may go 
through the other branch without much delay, and so far as is po -
sible the contingency and ilia necessity will be met. 
It is trne that there is a. large deficiency at that Inuia.n agency, 

and po ibly if tile authorities there hD.d in the beginning of tile year 
attempted to extend over tile whole year the economical measure 
with whlch the appropriation act set out in the beginning, tbPy 
migilt have found themselves in le trouble at this moment. I do 
not know how tho e facts may be. I only know that the Indians are 
actually in want there, ha.ving exhausted entirely the appropriation 
granted them in the regular appropriation act and the 501.000 in the 
urgent deficiency act, and tho e Indians, who are not ot the most 
peaceable chnra.cter, are without the ra.tions which tile policy of tile 
Government has been to furnish them from day to da.y as if they 
we1·e an army of the United States entitled to support by rations 
from the Government.. That is the actual condition of thinf?S· 

.Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the chairman 'of the Committee on 
India.n Affairs if he has any reliable information as to the ca.use of 
this sudden deficiency f I wish to call his attention to the fact that 
Little Chief's band of the e Indian~ probably some three or four 
hundred, were allowed to withdraw trom the Cheyenne and Apache 
ten'itory some time during the early part of the past winter; and I 
cannot under taml why, after the withdra.wa.l of three or four hun­
dred who have hltherto been supported. there, there is such a. defi­
ciency as is made out here now. 

Mr. DAWES. It i true tha.t two or three hundred of the baud of 
Little Chief were ta.ken from that agency late in the eason, as I 
understand, but it was necessary to provide them with subsistence 
to some extent, as they went away from the agency. llow mucil 
that drew u~on the subsistence for tile year I am not able to answer 
the Senator from Alabama; but the deficiency ariRes, I am informed, 
largely from the fact of the increa e in the pl'ice of beef. Beef is 
largely, almost entirely, the element of nbsi tence of tho e Indian .1 aml the price of beef Is somewhere in the neighborhood of a tilird 

' higher than it wa when the e timate was made and when the regu­
lar appropriation act of last year wa pa.s ed. 

1t1J:. PLUMB. :Mr. President, I am not going to oppose the appro­
priation of the money named in the bill of the Senator from Ma sa­
chusetts; but I de ire to call attention to ometbingwhich, I think, 

if not peculiar, is at any rate somewhat extraordinary in regard to 
this appropriation. 

The appropriation for tile subsistence of these Indians last year 
was $350,000. At the time the a.wards were made for food and for 
all supplies, nearly a year ago, the Indian Bureau knew absolutely 
how much of a ration that money would ena.ble them to give to the 
Indians. Tiley had before them the limitation which had been pnt 
by a solemn act of legislation upon their action. Congress had di -
tinctly stated that $350,000 shoulu suffice for the di char~e of all the 
Government's obligations to those Indians. It must JJe borne in 
mind, too1 tha.t this is not a treaty obligation; that thi i apart 
from and m addition to treaty obligation; it is a gift. Congre. aid 
last year "'Ve will give 350,000 for the support of tilese Indians, 
and we will not give uny more." It was the business of the execu­
tive department of the Government to bring it opera.tions within 
tha.t appropriation, and if there was to be a diminution of the ration 
to ma.ke it from tile beginning of the year. 

Instead of that, the e Indian were given full rations from the 
beginning, as tilough Congre s Ilad proviucu for full rations, notwith­
standing tho bureau lmew absolutely from the moment the a. wards 
were made that full ra.tious could not be given throughout tile en­
tire year. Tilusit is that we are confronted. by a total deficiency for 
nearly a quarter of tile year; while, if the ra.tion had been appor­
tioned. during the entire year according to tho appropriations, there 
woulU have been only a small daily diminution; not enough to h:wo 
made any sm'ious difference. 

It therefore appears that the limitation fixed by legislation was of 
no a.vail. Congress appropriates, but the Departments expend, and 
they expend in uefiance of the appropriation. It is eC]_nally true that 
every other tiling wilich the Department thonght the Indians ·Ilonlcl 
Ila.ve was bought in full supply, notwithstanding tile knowle<lge tilat 
there would be a ueficiency in tho food upply. Every bit of cnlico, 
every trinket, every bit of clothing, aml everything of tilat kind wa"l 
bought np to tile maximum, notwith tanding it (liminished tile food 
just that much It is time, I think, that Congress shoulu have some­
control of this Indian qne tion a.nd that the executive department 
of the Government should have such control, and such only, as Con­
gress may confer. 

There is another very significant thin~. I have in my hand Exec­
utive Document No. 100, in which it 1s silown tilat for the fi cal 
years 1877, 1 78, 1879, 1880, and 1881 the Department did not expend 
a.ll tho funds which the treaty o bli~ations of this Govcrnmen t r q u ired 
to be expended for the benefit of the e Inilians lly 28,205.30. W 
give to one tribe of the o Indians 20,000 a yoa.r to be expcnued for 
beneficial oLjects; we give to anotiler tribe 30,000 a year to be x­
pended for tile same purpose; aml both of the e snms to be expended 
in the discretion of the President for the benefit of the Indians. Ont 
of that aptropriation Ile can purchase food, clotiling, blanket. , or 
anything e e he may choose, aml yet, while tlte Department Ilas h<>en 
creating a deficiency every year for food, tiley Ilav~ been ac<'umn­
lating a surplus out of the funds of the Indians until there is now i!\ 
the Treasury 28,205.39 of their own money left, anu we are cnllet\ 
on now to make an appropriation of 130,000 to make 11p n deficiencv 
iu last year's supply alone. Tha.t is "eating tile cake and kecpiu;., 
it," if I know anything about wila.t that phra e means. .,., 

Besides that, we have employed these ln<Uans to carry the freigilt 
of the Government. They ha.ve been employe<l by priva.te partie 
for tile same purpo e; they ha.ve lJeen employed by the Army for tile 
same purpo e; and yet notwithstanding the fact tilat by the mean') 
the Government has put in their ha.nds they have been able to emn 
something, they have earned that and kept it, and Ilaotve culled upon 
the Government for the full pound of fie h which they hafl iit the­
beginning. I said a pound, but I meant two pounds. .A. soldier who­
served the Government for $13 or $16 a month l?ot a pound a.nd a. 
quarter of beef '"round," as the saying is, including bone, Ilide, and 
Ilorn . These ~dians get two pounds a day of beef, and the hide 
are given to them in adilition; and yet, because they are threatened 
with a reduction of a portion of that supply, they sa.y, "We will g~ 
npon, the war pa.th." It is a little thing, of course, to sa.ve a row and 
a war by the appropi'iation of $100,000~ bnt if we do it this year we­
shall have to do it next year. If we .knuckle to these people now 
ande tabli h the principle that the execntivedepartment ma.ypledge 
the Government beyond the appropriation, and then lot the e In­
dians say, "We will have just as much as we want or we will go on 
the war path, and compel you to come down," where is to be the end 
of itt 

During all the years thls a.ppropriation has been going on tile­
Department has done little if anything to make these Indians self­
supporting. Tbey lean upon the Government stronger and harder 
every year for snpport. They are not only idle, but they are in olent in 
their iillene s, and the conduct of the Department tend to encourage 
that in olence and make it more effective. \Ve are acting now under 
the compul ion of a dispatch from the comma.nder of the department 
in which tile e Indians are located saying in sub tance they must 
have 0,000, in addition to a :fifty-thou a.nd-dollar d ficiency alr ally 
voted, or el e there will be an outbreak. This amount of money 
ca.n be spared and the Treasnry not be paralyzed; bnt it is th prin­
ciple of the thing, in the first place, as applied to tile action of the· 
executive department, ancl, in tile next place, as applied to curd al­
ing with the e Indian . The India.ns will never do a tiling "or th ir· 
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self-support so long as we con~de to them every single thing which 
their distended stomachs demand, and the demand increases with 
every new concession. '!'hey are getting more from the Government 
to-day than they got five years ago, and the question of their inde­
pendence of Government support recedes every year. 

The estimate of the Department for the coming year for the sup­
port of these Indians is $400,000, and yet for the last year we gave 
them 350,000, and we put $50,000 in the urgent deficiency act, 
making ·400,000. We have put $50,000 more into the Indian appro­
priation bill, making 450,000; and yet the Deparlment says we 
must put in 30,000 more or there will still be a war. 

I think the executive department ought to com~ence with the 
beginning of the year and say, "Congress says a certain amount of 
money shall be applied to your support during this year, and we ap­
portion the ration during the whole 365 days; we will not give you 
what you want for the firSt 300 or the first 250 days, and then confront 
the Government with the consequences of your starvation during the 
remaining portion of the year." In the next place, if we do not quit 
this indiscriminate feeding we have got to keep it up just so long as 
the Indians live, and they will live to an uncomfortable old age if 
we keep them in idleness. 

As I said, this is apart wholly from the question of whether we 
shall give this money, but it is a good time to call attention to the 
inherent vice of all our dealings with the Indians. We simply give 
the money according to the demand of the Department, and we ask 
for nothing in return, only that there shall not be a war. We are 
perpetuating this condition of things; we are not discharging our 
obligations to the Indians as we ou~ht, and we are not discharging 
!.lur obligations to the Government m not calling a halt in this un­
wise, expensive, and vicious policy. 

Mr. DAWES. It is probable that if this bill shall pass the amend­
ment to the regular Indian appropriation bill increasing the amount 
$50,000 will be non-concurred in. Of course I cannot speak with 
authority; but. it is very probable that that will be the result. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the gravity of the delinquency of 
which the Secretary of the Interior has been guilty in this trans­
action is made more apparent when it is known that a diminution 
of the beef rations of one-sixteenth part at the beginning of the year 
would have made the appropriation extend liberally over the entire 
fiscal twelve months; that is, had tlte already extravagant beef 
ration of the Indians been diminished by four ounces per day the 
appropriation would have carried the Department entirely through 
till the 1st of July next. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. What excuse does theDepartment give fornot 
having made the ration extend with the appropriation during the 
entire year f 

Mr. INGALLS. I am not here as the apologist or champion or 
defender of the Indian policy of the Interior Department. I merely 
wanted to accentuate and emphasize what my colleague had said by 
calling attention to the fact that in direct violation of the instruc­
tions of Congress, when the amount of money had been appropriated 
and was definite, with information as to the number of rations to be 
issued, rather than diminish the ration one-sixteenth per Indian they 
preferred to issue a full ration of two pounds per Indian per day, and 
let us meet a deficiency before the year was three-fourths expired. 
I say that iii private transactions that would be a breach of trust, 
and if this Government were properly administered cases of that 
kind would constitute impeachable offenses. 

I have nothing to say about the propriety of voting thie appropria­
tion. We are confronted by a bloody exigency. It is a question 
no·w whether we shall appropriate this $50,000ormeet with the pos­
sibility of blood, reprisals, and massacres. Of course there can be 
no question which is best to be done, but I say that if there is a drop 
of blood shed, if there is a cabin burned or a dollar's worth ofprop­
erty destroyed, the fault is with the Secretary of the Interior, and 
that Department is directly responsible for it. 

l\Ir. DAWES. I think it is due to the Interior Department to say 
in its behalf that the amount ofbeefper day which has been meted 
out during the last year is according to the rule that has prevailed 
ever since the Government undertook to support the Indians down 
at that agency. The Department could not tell how much a pound 
of beef would cost until after they had advertised for the lowest bid, 
and that was after the appropriation bill had become a law. The 
amount fixed in the statute could not control the contract, because 
the contract must be given to the lowest bidder, and must be given 
after the bill passed; so that the Interior Department of the present 
day is not answerable for the amount of beef, nor is the Interior De­
partment answerable for the cost of the beef. They ~ouldnot meas­
ure the amount of beef by the amount of the appropriation; the two 
han to go on independent positions. They could not control the 

- price of the beef any more than they c.ould control the amount of the 
appropriation. This much ought to be said in behalf of the Interior 
Department. 

After the contract was made and after the appropriation was made, 
it is possible that the Interior Department might have involved us 
in this difficulty earlier than now by cutting down the rations. Some 
other policy than that forced upon the Interior Department by the 
laws of Congreast ~f which we are a part, is necessary before we meet 
tbA difficulties which the Senators from Kansas have very properly 

called the attention of the Senate to, rather I think than lay it at 
the door of the Interior Department. 

:Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps it is not my duty to defend the Secretary 
of the Interior in reference to this matter now called to the attention 
of the Senate by the Senators from Kansas, but the Senate should 
remember that there was a select committee to investigate the con.­
dition of the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians. 

Mr. DAWES. I cannot hear the Senator from Alabama. 
The PRESIDENT pro ternpore. The Senator from Alabama either 

does not talk loud enough or there is too much talk in the Senate 
Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, I should: 
like to ask what question is before the Senate T 

The PRESIDENT pro. tempm·e. The question is whether the Senate 
will pass an appropriation bill of $50,000 to keep these Indians from 
starving. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the Senate consented to consider the bill dur­
ing the morning hour T 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Long ago. 
Mr. HA..RRIS. The unanimous consent of the Senate has been. 

obtained f 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has. 
Mr. HARRIS. I made the inquiry because I was inclined to object 

to i-ts consideration to-day. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are only five minutes more 

remaining until one o'clock. 
Mr. MORGAN. I do. not feel that I am called upon to do a d<ay's 

work here as a man would with a maul and an ax in order to make 
myself heard in the Senate. I do not desire to put myself to that 
much physical labor in order to get what views I have on public 
questions expressed in this body, but I am not responsible if I can­
not speak loud enough. 
· The present Secretary of the Interior was the chairman of a select 
committee of the Senate to investigate the condition of the Cheyenne 
an<lArapahoe Indians. Hetookwith him a committee who were very 
diligent and made a very thorough investigation, and be reported 
the facts to the Senate and recommended the adoption of certain res­
olutions, which, if they ha.d been adopted at the time, would, I think, 
have materially contributed to placing the Cheyennes and Arapahoes 
upon a self-sustaining footing. 

It is the fault of Congress more than that of the Secretary of the 
Interior that this matter has not been attended to already. We have 
allowed these Indians to remain there in their virtual condition of 
prisoners of war, for that is their actual condition, supported by the 
Government of the United States, without affording them any real 
facilities for self-sustentation, and they will get in no better condi­
tion as long as we observe the policy toward them that we have here­
tofore done. 

I merely desired to make these observations in justification of the 
action of the Secretary of the Interior as far as they ~o. There is 
certainly an excuse in the present condition of these .lndiaus, who 
are kept there without employment and without the means of mak­
ing a living. They have not the facilities for making a living upon 
that soil. Irrigation is an indispensable necessity to their support, 
or else they must be furnished with herds of cattle to graze ov;er those 
wide plains from which they can get a subsistence. One of those two 
conditions is an absolute necessity, and Congress has neglected to 
provide either of them. The result, therefore, is that when th~ price 
of beef goes up in the market the appropriation falls short of pur­
chasing a sufficient supply, and the Indians are left to starve or to. 
feed themselves by depredations. That is the exact situation, and I 
desired only to say that much in justification or rather in vindieation. 
of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered: 
to be engrossed for a third· reading, · read the third time, and passed .. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FARLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to· 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1655) to execute certain treaty stipulations. 
relating to Chinese; which was read twice by its -title, and re-ferred' 
to the Committee on ForeiO'n Relations. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1656) to enable corporations to become 
sureties on official bonds; which was read twice- by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ur. COCKRELL. At the request of a reputable attorney of the 
District of Columbia, I ask leave to introduce a bill of the merits of' 
which I know nothing. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1657) for payment to Daniel Donovan for additional labor and 
services rendered the District of Columbia; which was read twice­
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum­
bia. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to. 
introduce a bill (S. No.1~) to increase the salary of the surveyor· 
of the port of Memphis; which was read twice by its title, and. 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtaine<l 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1659) granting a pension to Mrs. 

' 
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Ellen M. Boggs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
·obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No.1660) authorizing the ap­
pointment of a commission of colored men to inquire into and report 
upon the industrial, intellectual, and material pro~ress of thecolored 
people of the United States since the war, and makm(J' appropriatipns 
for the same; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

·Committee on Education and Labor. · 
:Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 

introduce a bill (S. No. 1661) granting a pension to Mary E. McCon­
nell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit­
tee on Pensions. 

FOX AND WISCO:XSIN RIVERS 11\'IPROVlDIENT. 
l\1r. SA. WYER submitted the following resolution; which was con­

·sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, instructed to report 

to the Senate the amount of judgments or awards, and in whose favor rendered 
against the Gover.nment, by the courts or by duly appointed commissioners, and 
from which no appeal has been taken, for damages occasioned by the erection of 

·dams on the Fox and Wisconsin Rh·ers improvement in the State of Wisconsin. 

POWERS & NEWMAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further "concur­
•rent or other resolutions" the morning hour has expired, and the 
-Senate proceeds to the consideration of the Calendar nuder the 
Anthony rule. 

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 826) for the relief 
·of Powers & Newman and D. and B. Powers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS.] Does the Senator desire 
the bill considered, the report not having been printed 'f 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I prefer it to retain its place on the Calen­
dar, to be considered when the report comes in. 

The PRESIDENT p?·~ tempore. The bill will be passed over with­
. out prejudice. 

S. W. MARSTON. 
The bill (S. No. 1035) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 

·settle the claims of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent 
.at Union agency, Indian Territory, for services and expenses, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize 
•the Secretary of the Interior to cause to be examined and audited 
·the claims of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at 
1Union agency1 Indian Territory, for services rendered and expenses 
.incurred by him in the months of July, August, September, and Oc­
tober, 1878, which claims were transmitted to the Office of Indian 
.Affairs about November in that year, and to pay to him whatever 
sum of money may be found to be justly due to him for such services 

.and expenses, not exceeding in amount 448.10. . 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

tto be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
KINSEY B. CECIL. 

!I'he bill (S. No. 281) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte 
.County, Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kin­
.sey B. Cecil, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that George Smith did, on the 9th of April, 
1862, make entry at the United States land office at Boonville, 
. Missouri, of the northeast fractional quarter and the southeast frac­
rtional quarter, (west of Bee Creek,) section 31, township 53, range 
·:35, containing 19.52 aCI·es, per cash certificate numbered 3~78, dated 
.April 9, 1862 ; and that J os~ph Meyer did, on the 9th of April, 1862, 
make entry at the United States land office at Boonville, Missouri, of 
the northwest fractional quarter of the northeast fractional quarter, 
•( west ofiBee Creek,) section 31, township 53, range 35, containing 1. 73 
.acres, per•cash certificate numbered 38377, dated April9, 1862; and 
•that the purchase-money for these fractions of land is still retained 
by the Government of the United States, and the lands have long 
since pa-ssed into the hands of innocent purchasers, who have occu­
pied the same, paid ta1::es, and made valuable improvements thereon, 
having had no notice that the entries had been canceled until 
.recently. The bill therefore confirms the en ties described, and 
. authorizes patents to be issued for the lands described to Kinsey B. 
·Cecil, the.assigRee of George Smith and Joseph Meyer. 

The bill ·was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
~to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. The question is on the preamble. 
The preamble was agreed to. 

CORNELIA A. SHULTZ. 
The next hill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1202) granting 

'a pension to Cornelia A. Shultz. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 

J:Mr . .BLAIR] introduced this bill, but it has not been referred to any 
•committee. 

Mr . . BLAIR. That bill may be passed over for the present. 
The .PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over. 
1\Ir . . BLAIR. Without preju.dicef 
!I' he .PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. That will be the understanding. 

DIPLOMATIC A...."''ID CONSULAR OFFICERS. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1190) for the 

relief of diplomatic and consular officers of·the United States. 
Mr. WINDOl\1. Let that bill be passed over for the present. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp01·e. It will be passed over. 

P. L. WARD. 

The bill (S. No. 999) for the relief of P. L. Ward, widow and ex­
ecutrix of William Ward, deceased, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It provides for the payment toP. L. Ward, executrix 
of William Ward, deceased, of Norfolk, Virginia, of 52,075.13, in full 
satisfaction of all claim for beef and vegetables furnished by William 
Ward to the United States Navy, andinfullsatisfaction for hay sold 
to the quartermaster of the United States Army. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word "beef," to insert-" hay." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend­

ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 

third time, and passed. 
PETER GALLAGHER. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2223) for the relief of Peter Gallagher was con­
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
of $89.57 to Peter Gallagher, of Washin~on, District of Columbia, 
due him in consequence of joint resolutiOn approved February 28, 
1867. -

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

B. F. ROCKEFELLOW. 
The bill (S. No. 168) for the relief of B. F. Rockafellow was con­

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
of 614.11 to B. F. Rockafellow on his account as postmaster at Canon 
City, Colorado, or so much of that amount as shall appear to the 
proper accounting officer of the Government to have been paid by 
Rockefellow for necessary clerk hire in Calion City post-office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOl\"'E AND FLEMING MANUFACTURING COl\fi>ANY. 
The bill (S. No. 31) for the relief of the Sone and Fleming Manu­

facturing Company, limited, of the city of New York, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend­
ment, afterthe word" dollars" in line 6, to strike out "in gold coin 
of the United States;" and in be 7, after the word" cents," to strike 
out "in currency;" so as to make the bill read: · 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay to the Sone and Fleming Manufacturing Company, limited, of the city of 
New York, the sum of $5,265. 73, being the amount of drawback of duties due to 
them on certain tin cans exported by them, but which were not entered for draw­
back within the time fixed by law, owing to the embezzlement of the drawback 
fees by their dishonest clerk; said payment to be made out of any money in the 
United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to . 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, ana the amend­

ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 

third time, and passed . 
ALBERT GRANT. 

The bill (S. No. 486) for the relief of Albert Grant was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the Court of 
Claims to reopen and readjudiaate the case of Albert Grant and 
Darius Jackson (doing business as A. Grant & Co.) upon the evidence 
heretofore submitted to the court in that cause, 5 Court of Claims 
Reports, 80,) and if the court in such readjudication shall find from 
such evidence that the court gave judgment for a different sum than 
the evidence sustains or the court jntended1 it shall correct such 
error and adjudse to Albert Grant such additional sum as the evi­
dence shall justify, not to exceed $14,016.~; and the amount by 
readjudication in favor of Grant shall be a part of the original judg­
ment in the cause recorded in 5 Court of Claims Reports, 80 . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third I'C&ding, read the third time, and passed. 

SALMON B. COLBY. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 162) for the 

relief of Salmon B. Colby. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There is an adverse report in that case. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempare. The Senator who reported the bill 

[Mr. JACKSON] is not present, and it will be passed over. 
1\fr. COCKRELL. I object to its consideration, so that it shall not­

retain its place on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It goes to the foot of the Calendar. 

NaTIONAL S.AFE·DEPOSIT COMPANY. 
The next bill o.n the Calendar wa-s the bill (S. No. 152) to amend 

an act entitled "An act to incorporate the National Safe-Deposit 
Company of Washington, in the District of Columbia," a.pprove,i 
January 22, 1867. 
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Mr. TELLER. That is reported adversely. 
The PRESIDENT pr~ tempin·e. I~ there objection to its considera­

tion? 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I object to its consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

OFFICIAL LETTER-BOOKS OF NORTH CAROLINA. 

The joint resolution (S. R. No.18) directing copies of the official let­
ter-books of the executive department ofthe State of Nort.h Carolina 
to be furnished to said State was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to cause to be 
made out duly-certified copies of the official letter-books of the ex­
ecutive depart.ment of the State of North Carolina, now in the War 
Department, and to be delivered to the governor of North Carolina, 
reta.ining the originals in the War Department. 

The joint ·resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILD~G AT KEY WEST. 

The bill (S. No. 1230) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to erect a public building in the city of Key West, Florida, was con­
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed • . 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 504) to provide 
for ascertaining and settling private land claims in certain States 
and Territories. . 

Mr. BA.YA.RD. I think that bill had better be passed over with­
out prejudice. · I should like to say to the Senate that the bill is one 
of general importance for the settlement of all private land claims 
in the several States and Territories, and whenever we can have a 
discussion of it longer than the five-minute rule will allow, I will 
urge its consideration. · 

Mr. TELLER. Before the bill goes over I should like to call atten­
tion to the limitationin the bill that the Government will not recog­
nize a grant exceeding eleven leagues. 

Mr. B.A. Y A.RD. There are many limitations. 
Mr. TELLER. That limitation should be changed so as to apply 

only to grants issued after 1828. That was the time that act was 
passed. Previous to that there was no such limitation, and some 
old grants that were made many years ago included more land. 

Mr. BA.YA.RD. When the bill comes up, my friend and I can dis­
cuss that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been passed over. The 
Chair calls attention to the fact that five or six other cases were 
reported adversely by the committee. They will be passed over, 
depending on the general bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think they had better be pa..ssed over. Gentle-
men may desire to discuss them. . 

The PRESIDENT pro ternpo1·e. A.ll bills will be passed over down 
to order of business No. 254. 

SARAH l\11DONALD. 

The bill (S. No. 589) for the relief of Sarah McDonald was an-
nounced as-next in order on the Calendar. 

The bill was read. 
Mr. MORRILL. From what committee was this bill repOI'ted f 
The PRESIDENT p·ro temp01·e. The Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. PLUMB. Iwillstate in a moment, I think tothe satisfaction 

of the Senator from Vermont, the facts in the case. 
Mr. MORRILL. I merely rose for the purpose of saying that I do 

not think it necessary to make a report of the case in the preamble 
of a bill in the whereases inserted. A.ll the whereases here ought to 
be stricken out. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have not the slightest objection to. that. I did 
not draw the bill myself, though I introduced it, and I am willing 
to submit to -.he verbal criticmm of the Senator from Vermon~on 
that point. I will state the facts in the case. 

In 1866 Congress made a grant of land to the Leavenworth, Law­
rence and Galveston Railroad Company and to what is now the 
Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Company. In due course of 
time patents were granted to those railroad companies for the al­
ternate sections of land ' on their lines of road through what were 
known as the Osage lands, in the S;ate of Kansas. Subsequently 
the Supreme Court held, by a decision rendered by the present occu­
pant of the chair, [Mr. DA vrs, of illinois,] that the patents issued 
were void, that the grant did not cover this land at all. .Meanwhile 
the railroad companies had proceeded to sell this land to various per­
sons, ancl among others to Alexander McDonald, and had conveyed 
to him by warranty deed. About that time the railroad companies 
went into bankruptcy and Mr. McDonald was remitted to his rights 
against them-which of course, amounted to nothing-and over to 
his rights against the Government. 

Congress passed an act authorizing the sale of the Osage lands to 
actual settlers for the benefit of the Indians and reserved for persons 
who had purchased from the railroad companies only the right to 
buy one quarter-section at the appraised price. Mr. McDonald had 
bought five quarter-sections from the railroad companies, but could 
only buy one from the Government under the law by paying for it 
again at the rate of a dollar and a quarter an acre, leaving him four 

XIII-166 

quarter-sections of land he had bought and paid for at the rate of 
$940 a quarter, which he had no recourse for at all. He died subse­
quently a bankrupt. His wife now asks simply that she may have 
the right to have an equal number of acres of the public land, which 
cannot in any case be worth one-quarter what the land was that he 
bought and paid for in lieu of this land conveyed to him thus under 
the sanction of a patent of the Government. 

Mr. FERRY. I ask the Senator whether the lands are wholly 
within the State of Kansas f· 

Mr. PLUMB. Wholly within the State of Kansas. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think the recitals in this bill ought never to 

be entered in the statute. I object to it to-day, without prejudice 
however, so that the matter may be put in proper form. I know 
nothing about the facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro temtp&re. The bill goes over. 
Mr. PLUMB. ·without losing its place on the Calendar 7 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. I think we had better look into the 

phraseology of the bill. 
Ivlr. PLUMB. The preamble may be left out. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That will involve a change in the body of the 

bill. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. The bill will be passed over with­

out prejudice. 
DIPLOMATIC Al\"D CONSULAR OFFICERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro temtpore. The Chair passed over the bill (S. 
No. 1190) for the relief of diplomatic and consular officers of the 
United States, which tho Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WINDOM] 
wishes to have considered now. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It proposes to authorize the President of the United States, 
in his discretion, to direct the payment, from the appropriation for 
contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, of the necessary expenses 
attending the last sickness and funeral of any diplomatic officer of 
the United States, consul-general, consul, or consular clerk, who may 
die in a foreign country, when it shall appear to him that the 
decea-sed was pecuniarily tmable to pay the same. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. DA. VIS, of West Virginia. I wish to ask the Senator from 
:Minnesota whether this is a general bill respecting the diplomatic 
service generally f 

Mr. WINDOM. It is a general bill to enable the President, in his 
discretion, to pay the expenses of the last sickness and burial of con­
sular and diplomatic officers in foreig.q countrieR, when it is shown 
to him that they have not the ability to pay them, thereby saving 
~he Goverument from the disgrace of having foreigners care for and 
bury our own officials or compelling them to incur debts which they 
cannot pay. We have had several cases of that kind, and the Com­
mittee on Foreign Relations thought it better to pass a general bill 
placing the whole matter in the discretion of the President, to pay 
where the officer is unable to pay. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. We have had several special cases 
of that kind, and I am glad to hear the Senator say this is a general 
bill, so as to prevent special legislation hereafter. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 

The bill (S. No. 171) in relation to certain fees allowed registel'S 
and receivers wa-s considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, after the word "officers," in line 7, to strike out: 

And in all cases where such fees have been deposited in the Treasury of the 
United States since the 1st day of .July, 1877, under instructions of the Commis· 
sioner of the General Land Office, the registers and the receivers on whose account 
such deposits have been made shall be reimbursed the same out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

So as to make the bill read : 
That the fees allowed registers and receivers fort~stimony reduced by them to 

writing for claimants, in establishing pre-emption and homestead rights and min· 
eral entries, and in contested cases, shall not be considered or taken into account 
in determining the maximum of compensation of said officers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1t1J:. PLUMB. I offer an amendment which is in terms, I think, 

the same as that proposed bytheSenatorfromMinnesota, [Mr. WIN­
DOM,] whom I did not observe in his seat when I rose, to add a sec­
ond section, and I may state that this section was drawn at the 
office of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and meets the 
concurrence of that officer and of the Department: 

SEC. 2. That re~ters and receivers shall, upon application, furnish plats or dia­
grams of U>wnships in their respective districts showing what lands are vacant 
anu what lands are taken, and shall be allowed to receive compensation therefor 
from the party obtaining said plat or diagram; and said officers shall, upon appli­
cation by the proper State or Territorial- authorities, furnish, for the purpose of 
taxation, a list of all lauds sold in their respective districts, together with the names 
of the purchasers, and shall be allowed to receive compensation for the same not 
to exceed ten cents per entry; and the sums thus received for plats and lists shall 
not be considered or taken into account in determining the maximum of oompen. 
sation of saJ.d officers. 

1\Ir. COCKRELL. That is the exact language of the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think the Senator from Kall.Sas, the chairman of 
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the oommittee, has offered the amendment. If not, it may be con­
sidered as offered by me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment of the Senator from Kansas is 
vm·batim the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. WINDOM. That was the reason I was yielding- the honor to 
my friend from Kansas, as he is chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tentp01·e. The question is on the amendment. 
The amendment wa~ agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend­

ments were concurred in. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senn.tor from Kansas, ought 

there not to be some restriction on the charges that may be made by 
the land officers for these plata and diagrams Y 

Mr. PLUMB. That is to be fixed by the Land Office here. They 
will fix a schedule of fees which these parties are entitled to charge. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no provision in regard to a limitation on 
the charge to be made to an individual for plata. lthinkthat ought 
to be provided, because the officers might make an unusual charge, 
and they might make the delivery of such a plat a condition of an 
entry, or something of that kind. 

Mr. PLUMB. This says it shall not e~ceed ten cents per entry. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That only n.pplies to that entered and sold. 
Mr. PLUMB. Then I move to amend by-saying that it shall not 

exceed fifteen cents per folio for the writing necessary to be done. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Fifteen cents would be no compensation for a 

township plat. · 
Mr. PLUMB. It is ten cents an entry for a township plat. 
Mr. TELLER. Thereis no trouble about a township plat, which is 

already printed and is only to be marked. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to insert after the word "diagram," 

in line 5 of the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas, which 
is the same as that offered by the Senator from Minnesota, and printed, 
"at such rates as m~y be prescribed by the Commissioner of the Gen­
eral Land Office." 

Mr. SHERMAN. That will be better. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It will then read: 
That re~ters and receivers shall, upon a.p:t>lication, furnish plats or diagrams 

of townships in their respective districts showmg what lands are vacant and-what 
lands are taken, and shall be allowed to receive compensation therefor from the 
party obtaining said plat or diagram at such rates as may be prescribed by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. PLIDIB. I think if the Senator will read a little further he 
will find it is sufficiently covered by the language now embraced iu 
the amendment. This last provision in regard to compensation ap­
plies to both classes, applies to the application of an individual and 
the application of the corporate authorities. It only provides for 
one class of service rendered, the furnishing of a statement showing 
what lands are vacant and what lands are taken; and it says that 
compensation for that service shall not exceed ten cents per entry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. These words do not apply to the other case. 
You cannot make them apply to the first part. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think they do, but I shall make no objection to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 

third time, and passed. 
CALIFORNIA'S FIVE PER CENT. ON LAND SALES. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 311) granting to 
California 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sale ofpubliclands in 
that State. 

Mr. FARLEY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that it is 

impossible to pass this bill under the five-minute rule. 
Mr. FARLEY. I do not know that it will lead to much debate, 

as it is favorably reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair had reference to a gen­

eral5 per cent. bill. He sees that this applies to California alone. 
Mr. FARLEY. That is another bill entirely. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California has a 

ri~ht to have the bill considered unless objection be made. The bill 
will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the preamble of the bill. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The recital in the preamble is not true, because 

the States named there are now seeking to ~et the v-ery 5 per cent. 
Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Ohio is m1staken. It is not that 

5 per cent. which is here referred to. It -is that heretofore accorded 
without controversy which is covered by this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am sure those States have applied here to get 
the 5 per cent. allowed. 

Mr. PLUMB. i should be glad to have the billread andha.vethe 
matter fairly stated, so that it may be understood now before objec­
tion is made. 

The rea.ding of the bill was resumed and concluded. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I object to the bill new. I think it ought to be 

considered in connection with the other. I have no objection to 
California having everything which has bee!} granted to other land 
States. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will withdraw the objection for a 
moment, I wish to state in regard to this bill that all the States 

named in the preamble have had 5 per cent. upon the sales of the 
public lands within their limits as that word" sales" has l>een con­
strued by the accounting officers of the Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Sales for money. 
:Mr. PLUMB. Yea, as the term "sales" has been construed by the 

accounting officers of the Government. Now, there is another sum 
in dispute which is the subject of another bill, and that is in relation 
to the entries by military land warrants, the States claiming that the 
lands taken by the military land warrants were lands sol(]. within the 
meaningoftbeactofadmission. Bntthisbilldoesnotassumetoenter 
into that question at all. It simply puts California on the footing 
never denied to Kansas and Nebr~ska and the other States named, 
gi•es her 5 per cent. on the sales the same as has been given to the 
other States. By some oversight, as I am bound to suppose it was, 
the act of admission of California did not provide for this, and yet 
there are a great many reasons in equity why California should have 
this privilege extended to her that did not apply to the other States. 
And I assure the Senator from Ohio that this does not open any con­
troversy at all; it does not touch the question in controversy in Sen­
ate bill No. 67, which has been reported and will be brought before 
the Senate in a few days. It ·simply puts California on the same 
footing on which these other States undeniably stn.nd without any 
question or controversy as to what she should receive, and gives her 
only 5 per cent. on the cash sales of public land within her limits. 
. Mr. ~HERMAN. 'l'he~e is no report with this bill; there is no way 
m which we can ascertam the exact facts. Five per cent. of all the 
land granted for various purposes uy land grants might be a very 
large sum. I object for the present. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the bill retain its place on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o ternpore. It will be passed over without 

prejudice. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. FARLEY. Aud retain its place on the Calendar where it 

now is. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. If it is passed over without preju-

dice that is the effect. · 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will say further that I think in cases like this 

the committee ought always to make a report.. I believe every case 
formerly was objected to where there was not a report accompany­
ing the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should like to ask the amount of 
money involved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The case has been passed over. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I know, but I should like informa­

tion on that point. 
Mr. PLUMB. I cannot tell precisely. 

PERIQUE TOBACCO. 

The bill (S. No. 390) to amend section ::l362 of the Revised Statutes 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend 
section 3362, as amended by the act of March 1, 1879, by inserting, 
after the words " or for export," and before the words "under such 
restrictions," in the second provision of the section, the following 
words: 

And peri~ue tobacco may be sold by the manufacturer or producer thereof, in 
the form of carottes, directly to a. legally-qualified manufacturer, to be cut or 
granulated and nsed aa material in the manufacture of cigarettes or smoking· 
tobacco, without the payment of tax. 

Mr. BAYARD. This bill was reported from the Committee on 
Finance after due examination, and has the approval of the Com­
missioner of Internal Revenue. If any Senator desires an explana­
tion I can make it, but if not I hope the bill will be passed without 
delay. It has passed the Senate once before. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third rea~g, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES. I a~k the Senate to have the title amended, so as 
tojndicatewhat subject is affected by it. I move to add to the title, 
"relating to perique tobacco." 

Mr. BAYARD. There is no objection to that. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to amend section 

3362 of the Revised Statutes, relating to perique tobacco." 
BRIDGE NEAR NAVAL ACADEMY. 

The bill (S. No. 726) granting the right of way to the county of 
Anne Arundel, in the State of Maryland, through the United States 
Government grounds near the City of Annapolis, Maryland, was con­
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The billrecitesthat by an act of the General Assembly ofl\Iaryland 
passed at the January session, 1880, chapter 165, the county com­
missioners of Anne Arundel County are authorized and required to 
build a bridge over the Severn River from the present public or 
county wharf in Annapolis, situated at the foot of the ·street com­
monly called and known as Wagner street, to Ferry Bar, on the 
opposite side of the river, or at such point on the river as in the 
opinion of the commissioners shall be most practical and convenient; 
that it is proposed, in accordance with the wishes of the authorities 
of the Naval Academy at .Annapolis, and to facilitate the movements 
of their vessels, fleets, &c., to locate and build the bridge at a point 
higher up the river, and from what is known as :Meadow Bar, within 
the limits of the United States Government grounds at .Annapolis, 
to Brice's Point, on the opposite side of the river; and that the pro-
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posed chan~e in the location and site of the bridge necesb'itates the 
granting ot a right of way by Congress through th~ Government 
grounds at Annapolis in order to the free and unobstructed use of 
tne bridge, and to furnish to the public free ingress and egress to and 
from the city. 

The bill therefore grants the right of way to the county of Anne 
Arundel, :Maryland, for a public road throng~ the United States Gov­
ernment grounds near the city of Annapolis, from a point on the 
Severn River known as Meadow Bar (the same being within the limits 
of the property known as the Government Farm and belonging to 
the United States) to the road adjoining the naval cemetery lot; 
thence along with and following the line of that road to the bridge 
spanning ~he creek commonly knowz;t as College Cree~ ; thence over 
~tnd across that bridge to and followmg the road leadmg therefrom 
to the corporate limits of the city of Annapolis. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with 
an amendment, to add the following proviso: 

Provided further, That the said county of Anne Arundel shall keep the said 
road and the present bridge over College Creek in good repair, to the satisfaction 
of the Superintendent of the Naval Academy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
:Mr. GROOME. I offer the following adilitional amendment: 
.Andprovidedjurther, That the Government of the United States shall, before 

turning said bridge over to the said county of Anne Arundel, put the same in 
thorough repair. 

I will say in explanation ofthe amendment that by an agreement 
made between the county authorities of Anne Arundel and the authori­
ties of the Naval Academy, at Annapolis, the county authorities are 
hereafter to keep in repair a bridge now built and owned by the 
Government of the United States. That agreement, however, also 
requires 'that that bridge shall first be put in good repair by the 
Government of the United States. The amendment that I offer is 

. recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, whose letter I hold in 
my hand, which can be sent to the Clerk's desk if any Senator desires 
it read. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the word "thorough" is very 
indefinite; let it be changed to "good." "Good repair" is better than 
"thorough repair." · -

Mr. GROOME. I have no objection t6 that modification of the 
amendment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so modified. 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate a-s amended, and the amend­

ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 

third time, and passed. 
JOHN FRASER. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 862) for the relief 
of John Fraser. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I should like to have that bill passed over with­
out losing its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. The bill will be passed over with­
out prejudice. 

SOUTH CAROLL_~A'S ARMS ACCOUNT. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1082) authoriz­
ing the Secretary of War to adjust and settle the account for arms 
between the State of South Carolina and the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the report be read. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the report sub­

mi:tted by Mr. HAMPTON,from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
February 21, 1882, but before concluding, 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from South Carolina if he will 
object to that bill going over without prejudice until Monday. I 
should like to add the State of Colorado to the bill. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I will consent to its going over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will bepassedoverwithout 

prejudice. 
ALEXANDER FRL~CESCO. 

The bill (S. No. 1278) for the correctien of the .military record of 
Alexander Francesco, deceased, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to enter upon 
the rolls of Company D; Forty-fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, the name of Alexander Francesco as a private, duly mus­
tered a-s of date October 24, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, rea-d the third time, and passed. 

JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1052) in rela­
tion to the Japanese indemnity fund. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object to the consideration of that bill this 
morniug. 

Mr. MORGAN. That bill has been called up on several occasions, 
and this is the first time it has been reached on the C-alendar. I do 
not intend to intrude the bill upon the Senate at any inopportune 
time; at the same time there have been various occasions when I 
thought the Senate might have considered it without any trouble. 

I desire that the Senate will allow this bill -to pass over without 
prejudice, because it may after all be necessary to consider it in the 
morning hour. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection to that course being taken. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with­

out prejudice. 
JOSEPH C. IRWIN. 

The bill (S. No. 9:34) for the relief of Joseph C. Irwin was consid­
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment t8 
Joseph C. Irwin, of Kansas City, Missouri, of $8,378.46, in payment 
and full satisfaction of all claims under contract, and for eighty cav­
alry horses delivered by Irwin to Major J. M. Moore, quartermaster 
at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, February 2, 1872, upon the contract 
of Andrew J. ·Williams, and for which payment, in whole or in part, 
has never been made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think some brief explanation ought to be given 
of such a bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is there a report'f 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. Irwin was the bondsman of Mr. Williams. 

Mr. Williams attempted to fill the contract and was likely to fail, 
and 1\lr. Irwin took it off his hands. Mr. Irwin furnished eighty 
horses that the Government accepted. He was to furnish four hun­
dred and some odd. In the mean time the Government advertised 
for horses. He was to receive $107 a horse. The Government adver­
tised for horses a,nd took them ~t the rate of $135 before the time for 
completing the contract; and of course he could not complete his 
contract. The Government took the eighty horses and has never 
paid for them. That is the whole case. Now we propose to pay him 
for the eighty horses at the contract price. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLLUI L. ADAMS . 

The bill (S. No. 692) for the relief of William L. Adams, was con­
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the 
accounting officers in the settlement of the accounts of William L. 
Adams, formerly collector of customs for the district of Oregon, to 
credit him with $13,257.30. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the report be read. 
Mr. TELLER. There will not be time to read this report, but I 

can state in a few moments what the ease is. It has been before the 
Committee on Claims five times and reported five times favorably, 
and passed the Senate once or twice. Mr. Adams was collector of 
customs in Oregon, at Astoria. He was directed by the Treasury 
Department, December 8, 1864, to take in person money to San Fran­
cisco that he bad collected-not to send it by express, but to take it · 
in person. He did so, and while en route he was rob bed of the amount 
of money here proposed to be returned to him. There is no question 
about the robbery. The Government recovered a large amount of 
the money. 

Mr. HOAR. Was the robber tried and convicted t 
Mr. TELLER. Therobberwasinjail, hebrokejail-andrall1p.way; 

but the Government recovered a large amount of the money, and 
there is no question about the facts. It ha-s been a great many_ years 
ago, and the Government has never pursued the bondsmen. Mr. Adams 
is now an old man and much depressed by this liability hanglhg over 
him. The committee have on five occasions, after a careful exami­
nation, I believe unanimously, recommended the passage of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third rea-ding, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS J. LEAGUE. 

The bill (S. No. 675) for the relief of Thomas J. League was con­
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
of$10,750 to Thoma-s J. League, or his legal representative, for rent 
of coal wharf and yard at Galveston, Texas, used for discharging, 
shipping, and storing of Government coal and other freight, from 
December 1, 1865, to March 31, 1866, under contract at the monthly 
rental of $2,500 per month, and also for rent of coal-yard at Galves­
ton, Texas, used ·for storing Government coal, from April 1, 1866, to 
June 30, 1866, under contract at the )llOnthly rental of $250 per 
month. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I. think weoughttohaveanexplanation ofthat. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There is hardly time for an expla­

nation; but the Government rented from Thomas J. League certain 
lands at Galveston, Texas. The agreement was made in 1865 after 
the actual termination of hostilities, but before the legal close of 
the war. A contract was made by which the proper quartermaster 
agreed on the part of the Government to pay a certain rent to Mr. 
League, the owner of the premises, for the use of the premises. The 
Department could not pay, for the reason that the statute of 1867 
prohibited the Department from considering or paying any olaim 
for rent that arose in the insurrectionary States before the_ legal 
termination of the war, so that of course he and all similar <iaim.­
ants are forcea to come to Congress for relief. There is no question 
that the contract was entered into, that the amount o~ent was 
agreed upon, and that the Government used and occupied the prem­
ises for the length of time stated in the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 

its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in some and non­
concurred in other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4185) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending J nne 30, 1883, and for other 
J_}urposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R . No. 5573) making appropriations to supply a deficiency for die , 
paper, and stamps for the :fiscal year 1802, and to continue work on 
the Washington Monumentforthefiscalyear1883t and for other pur­
poses; in which it requested the concurrence of tne Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of_the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. No. 1361) 
to provide additional accommodations for the Department of the 
Interior. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATIO~ BILL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 

the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 4185) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the India.n Department ancl for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1883, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 
Besolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 

to by the House of Representatives, and ask a. conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 
Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Pres­

ident pro tempore. 
INTERIOR DEPARTME~T OFFICE ACCOM:MODATIO~S. 

Mr. ROLLINS submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of tho two Houses on the 

amendment of the House to the bill (S. No. 1361) to provide additional accommo· 
dations for the Department of the Interior, haviDg met, after full and free confer­
ence have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their respecti>e Houses, as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment to the Raid bill. 
th;!~;:~.~~n~f0~em_:~ll~~~"<fflce~' the fifth line, after the word "the," 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

The report was concurred in. 

E. H. ROLLINS, 
JUSTIN S. MORRIT..L, 
G. G. VEST, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. S. SHALLENBERGER, 
MARK L. DE MO'l'TE 
JAMES w. SINGLETON, 

Managers ~n the pa1·t of the House. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. No. 5573) making appropriations to supply a defi­

ciency for dies, paper, and stamps for the fiscal year 1882, and to 
continue work on the Washington Monument for the fiscal year 1883; 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

PRESIDE.."'ITIAL ELECTIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of two o'clock having 

arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un:finished business, 
which is the bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of the 
electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and reg­
ulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, 
and the decision of questions arising thereon. By agreement, how­
ever- -

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will excuse me. I wish to proceed with 
the bill now, for the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] proposes to 
address the Senate, and I am obliged to be absent the whole ofnext 
week. I therefore desire to go on with this bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. May I ask that the pending 
order be laid aside for a few moments 7 

The PRESIDENT pro ternpore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
desires to proceed with the un:finished business, which is Senate bill 
No. 613. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Will the Senator give me a 
moment¥ 

Mr. MAXEY. I beg the attention of the Senator from Massachu­
setts for a moment. As a matter of course, on the statement made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts that he desires to proceed with 
the bill B.e has charge of before he leaves, I yield, that he may do 
so, as his bill is now the unfinished business; but the bill which is 
in my charge has boon considered for two days and is not quite :fin­
ished yet. All that I wish to have understood is, that when the bill 
of the Senator from Massachusetts is :finished, as I presume it will 
be this evening, my bill shall be taken up immediately following 
that. I want that understood now to avoid any conflict. 

Mr. HOAR. I will support the Senator in that. · 
Mr. 1\IAXEY. I want it understood by the Senate that when this 

is disposed of we shall then go on with the bill we have been con­
sidering. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There can be· no understanding 
about it; but if there is no objection now, the Cha.ir presumes it can 
be done without difficulty. 

Mr. MAXEY. I do not think anybody will object to it. I have 
no doubt it is the general understanding. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the Senate to take up the 
bill (S. No. 369) for the relief of the officers and crew of the United 
States steamer Monitor who participated in the action with tho rebol 
iroTl-clad Merrimac on the 9th day of March, 1862. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks to lay aside informally the pending business with a view to take 
up the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Alabama [:Mr. PUGH] is about to 
address the Senate on the Presidential count bill. If he makes no 
objection, and the bill of the Senator from Pennsylvania will not 
take time, I shall not object. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The bill referred to by the Senator from Penn­
sylvania was reported only yesterday, and the report of the com­
mittee has not been printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Here it is. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. It has not been laid before us so as to be ready 

for our examination. I must object to calling up a bill at this time 
that we have not had an opportunity to consider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill No. 613 is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, the titlo of the bill reported by the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections is suggesti Ye to the uninformed 
of a dry, dull subject, but it requires only a partial examination to 
enable them to discover its importance and trouble orne complica­
tions. No political or governmental power or duty has been more 
fully and ably discussed in both Houses of Congre s than the power 
and duty of counting the votes of the electors appointed by each 
State to choose a President and Vice-President of the United States. 
This power must be exercised every four years, and the discharge of 
no public duty is more important and fur-reaching in its conse­
quences, and exposed to more temptation, and liable to greater abuse, 
and watched more closely and with greater suspicion. 

The canse of the watchfulness and suspicion attending the exer­
cise of this great power is the distrust existing in each of our national 
parties of the political honesty of their rival in the race for power 
and patronage. 

It has always been agreed by all parties, without question, that 
there is no ambiguity iu the words of the Constitution of the United 
States; that "each State shall appoint, in such manner as the Legis­
lature thereof may direct, a number of electors equal to the whole 
number of Senators and Representatives to which the State may b~ 
entitled in the Congress." There is but one express limitation in 
the Constitution of the United States upon the power of each State 
to appoint electors, and it is that "no Senator or Representative or 
person holding an office of trust or profit under the United States 
shall be appointed an elector." 

There are also six express limitations and regulations in the Con­
stitution of the power of the electors appointed by each State to 
choose a President and Vice-President. 

First. "The electors shall meet in their respective States." 
Second. They "shall vote by ballot for President and Vice-Presi­

dent," and the persons voted fqr must not be citizens of the same 
St~te, and "the ballots must name only the person voted for as Presi­
dent, and in distinct ballots the person voted for as Vice-President." 

Third. They "shall make distinct lists of all persons votecl for as 
President" and" Vice-President, and of the number of votes for each, 
which list they shall sign and certify a.nd transmit sealed to the seat 
of Government of the United States, directed to the President of the 
Senate." 

Fourth. The electors must vote on the same (lay throughout the 
lJnitedStates. · 

Fifth. They shall vote only for" natuml-born citizens of the United 
States." 

Sixth. They shall vote only for persons who "hllrve attained to the 
age of thirty-five years, and been fourteen years a resident within 
the United States." 

The foregoing are all the constitutional limitations of the power 
of the States and of the power of the electors over the su bject-matoor 
of the election of a President and Vice-President of the United States. 
In addition to these constitutional limitations Congress has exercised 
its law-making power over the election of President and Vice-Presi­
dent. The act of March 1, 1792,requiresthat ''theelectm:sofPresi­
dent and Vice-President shall be appointed in each State on th.e Tues­
day next after the first Monday in November in every fourth year 
sucr-eeding the election of President and Vice-President;" also, that 
"each State may, by law, provide for the filling of any vacancies 
which may occur iu its college of electors when such college meets 
to give its electoral vote." 

Also, that "it shall be the duty of the executive of each State to 
cause three lists ofthe namesoftheelectorsofsuchStateto bemade 
and certified, and to be delivered to the electors on or before the day 
on which they are required to meet." 

Also, that" the electors shall vote for President aud Vice-President, 
respectively, in the manner directed by the Constitution." 

Also, that "the electors shall make anrl Ri£rn thrAe certific~t.eR of 
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all the votes given by them, eacl' of which certificates shall contain 
two (listinct lists, one of the votes for President, ::tnd the other of the 
"otes for Vice-Presi<lent, ::tnd shall annex to e:wh of the certificates 
one of the lists of the electors whh~h shall have been furnished to 
them by direction of the executive ofthe State." 

Also, that "the electors shall seal up the certificates so made by 
them, and certify upon each that the lists of all the votes of such 
State given for President and Vice-President are Mntained therein." 

'l'he1·e are also specific directions as to the disposition the electors 
must make of their seveml certificates. 

By the act of Jan nary 23, 1845, it is provided ''that when ever any 
State has held an election for the purpose of choosin~ electors, and 
has failed to make a choice on the day prescribed by law, the elect­
ors may be 3.ppointed on a subsequent day in such a manner as the 
Legislature of such State may direct." 

Also, that "the electors of each State shall meet and give their 
votes upon the first Wednesday in December in the year in which 
they are appointed, at snch place in each State as the Legislature 
of such State shall direct." 

The foregoin~ is all the legislation by Congress for the regulation 
and execution of the power of the States, aml of the electors ap­
pointed by them to elect a President and Vice-President of the Uni­
ted States. J.Ir. President, we approach now the source of all our 
troubles growing out of Presidential elections, troubles that have 
after the most exhaustive discussion by our ablest and most experi­
enced law-makers, defied solntion and settlement, and left the peril­
ous questions that may arise in Presidential succession to the enlight­
ened capacity and patriotism of the people to meet great emergen­
cies, and rescue our country and Government from revolution and 
anarchy. 

Where doet~ the power to count the votes of the electors appointed 
by the several States and settle disputes in relation thereto reside, 
and how shall it be regulated and executed Y 

There are but seven words in the Constitution of the United States 
to answer this question, and these are, "and the votes shall then be 
counted." 

We have seen that the certified lists of the votes shall be directed 
to the President of the Senate, who shall, in the presence of the Sen­
n.te and House of Representatives, open all the certificates. The act 
of Congress March 1, 1792, requires that "Con$ress shall be in ses­
sion on the second Monday in February succeedmg every meeting of 
the electors, and the certificates, or so many of them as have been 
received, shall then be opened, the votes counted, and the persons 
to fill the offices of President and Vice-President ascertained and 
declared, agreeable to the Constitution." 

In what officer or department of the Government is the power 
lotl<Yed of cotmting the votes of the electors, and of ascertaining and 
declaring what persons have been elected President and Vice-Presi­
dent, a~reeable to the Constitution f It cannot be reasonably denied 
that w.nere such power and duty reside must be ascertained by con­
struction, and is therefore implied from the words of the Constitu­
tion imposing the power and duty, and from the nature and magni­
tude of the trust. It must also beadmitted that the power andduty, 
wherever they exist, carry with them another necessary and indis­
pensable power and duty, to be exercised as part of the cotmting 
power before making the count and declaring the result, and that 
is the power and duty of ascertaining the following ten material 
facts, where an issue is made up denying their existence: 

First. That the States have appointed no one an elector who is a 
Senator or Representative or person holding an office of trust or 
profit under the United States. 

Second. That the electors met in their respective States at the 
place named by the Legislature thereof. That they voted by ballot 
for President and in distinct ballots for Vice-President. 

Third. That the persons voted for are not citizens of the same 
State. 

Fourth. That distinct lists were made, signed, and certified by 
them, showing all persons voted for as President and Vice-President, 
and the 11umber of votes for each. 

Fiftb That the lists were transmitted, sealed, to Washington, Dis­
trict o.r Columbia, and directed to the President of the Senate. 

Sixth. That they voted on the same day throughout the United 
Etates. 

Seventh. That they voted for natural-born citizens of the United 
::;tates. 

Eighth. That the persons voted for had attained to the age of thirty­
five years, and been fourteen years residents within the United 
States. 

Ninth. That they voted on the Tuesday next after the first :Monday 
in November in every fourth year succeeding the election of-Presi­
dent and Vice-President of the United States. 

Tenth. That the executive of each State caused three lists to be 
made and certified and delivered to the electors before their meet­
ing, showing the names of the electors of such State. 

The officer or department of the Government having all the fore­
going implied and necessarily incidental powers and duties has also 
the inseparable power and duty of deciding the legal effect of find­
ing that one or more of the facts above numbered do not exist. 

The prolonged, elaborate, masterly, and exhaustive argument in 
both Houses of Congress has left the question of power and duty to 

count and declare the result of the votes of electors of President and 
Vice-President comparatively free from doubt. A few (not more, 
I am informed, than two of this august body) enterta.in the opinion 
that the President of the Senate has been appointed by the Consti­
tution custodian of the power and duty of counting and declaring 
the result of the electoral vote and of ascertaining all the necessary 
facts and settling all disputes preliminary to counting the votes and 
declaring the result. A few believe that as the Constitution is silent 
a-s to where the power to count is located it is casu.!~ omisBUs, and the 
only remedy is an amendment of the Constitution. 

But the overwhelming weight of argument, authority, and public 
opinion has located the power and duty of ascertaining all the facts 
necessary to the legal validity of the votes, and of settling all dis­
putes in relation thereto, and of counting the legal votes and declar­
ing the final result of each Presidential election, under rules of evi­
dence of their own creation, in the Senate and House of Representa­
tives, constituting the Congress required by law, ''to be in session 
on the second :Monday in February succeeding every meeting of the 
electors." 'fhere has been some controversy as to whether the pow­
ers and duties mentioned must be exercised by the two Houses jointly 
or separately. But this question has lost its importance in the gen­
eral conviction that the two Houses as organized for law-making 
are required to meet together to witness the opening of the certifi­
cates in their presence by the President of the Senate, and when any 
question is presented on objection to the counting of any vote on 
grounds stated, each House must consider and decide for itself sepa­
rately whether such objection is well-founded, and report its decis­
ion in joint convention. 

While this most important power and duty of counting the elect­
oral votes and declaring the result of each Presidential election 
has been established in the two Houses of Congress by the force of 
argument and authority, the most troublesome question remains 
unsettled, to cause uneasiness and alarming apprehension in the pub­
lic mind that it may be productive of discord, usurpation, and rev­
olution. 

No higher duty rests upon this Congress than that of providing by 
law in advance of probable danger, a-s far as it can be done by legis­
lation, for the settlement of questions and disputes that may arise, 
as they have done in the past, to distract the country and to shake 
the faith of the people in the stability of popular, representative 
government. 

LC"t us establish a permanent basis upon which the people can 
repose in confidence that the constitutional theory that the several 
States of our Union are intrusted solely with the power of electing 
the President and Vice-President, subject only to the restraints, lim­
itations, and requirements of the Constitution and laws of the United 
States and of their own Legislature, shall be faithfully enforced. 

The distrust and had passions generated by our late civil war inten­
sified the bitterness and recklessness of party contests for supremacy 
in civil government and greatly diminished the respect of party 
managers and leaders for the obligations imposed by constitutions 
and laws; but, happily for the country, a better state of feeling ·now 
prevails, confidence and friendship are taking the place of distrust 
and hate, and the people of all the States are coming closer together 
and begin to realize that they are one people, equally interested in 
the destiny of a common country involved in the success of our ex­
periment of representative government. There have been no times, 
conditions, or circumstances since our unfortunate alienation more 
favorable than the present for a non-partisan consideration and ' a 
fair adjudication and settlement of all questions that are likely to 
arise in Presidential elections. 

The bill now before the Senate is known as the Edmunda bill, and 
is the work of that able and expeTienced law-maker and law-ex­
pounder, the Senator from Vermont, [:Mr. EDMID-.'DS.] It was reported 
by him from a select committee in 1878, and passed the Senate after 
full argument. The same bill was introduced at the present session 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [:Mr. HOARl and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. That committee, of which 
I am a m~mber, has given the subject the most patient and thorough 
examination, and I am free to say that, in my humble judgment, the 
bill is the nearest appproach to and most complete and perfect recog­
nition and execution of our constitutional theory, and of all consti­
tutional rights and powers and duties in relation to the election of 
President and Vice-President, that ever was or can be presented to 
Congress. No doubt it has imperfections. It would not be the work 
of :fiitite minds if it were perfect. The devilish and mischievous 
ingenuity of men and parties may produce trouble not now seen or 
anticipated, that this bill has no provision to meet, but as far as human 
foresight can reach it is as full and complete in its methods of settle­
ment of all questions as it is in the power of Congress to provide by 
legislation. The bill is based on and intended to enforce two funda­
mental propositions: 

First. That the electing power resides solely in the States. 
Second. That the counting power resides solely in the two Houses of 

Congress. ThepoweroftheStatestoelectaPresident and thepower 
ofthetwo Houses tocountthevotes are limited and regulated bylaw, 
as before mentioned. It must be aill:nitted that it is the right and 
duty of each State to re~ate the exercise of its power to elect, ex· 
cept as to time1 which Is given to Congress to secure uniformity. 
The difficulties m the past have mainly groWn out of the fact that 
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all disputes in relation to the electoral vote of any State have been which the duty is imposed of making the count. llut it is equally 
sul?mitted to Congress without any rules of evidence to govern it in certain tha.tthispoweranddutytodecideonobjectionstothelegality 
the exercise of the counting power. No bill ever presented to Con- of electoral votes can be regulated by uniform and permanent law. 
gress, excepting the one now under consideration, had any provision Preliminary to countin(J' the votes the two Houses must ascertain 
as to the evidence Congress was to accept as conclusive or otherwise, whether or not certain facts necessary to the qualifications of elect­
in counting or rejecting any disputed electoral vote. The sole ex- ors and the legality of their votes exist or do not exist, and in mak­
cellence of the bill now before the Senate over all others is found in ing this investigation it is certainly competent for one Congress to 
those provisions for making anrl furnishing evidence and the effect bind another to be-governed by a certain rule of evidence that makes 
of such evidence in the exerci e ~f the power to count or reject the certainproofofjurisdictionalfactsconclusive. Whenthesenecessary 
electoral vote of any State. It has been heretofore urged by one or facts are found to exist or not to exist the predicate is made for the 
more Senators that the power to count existed, if at all, in the two decision of the two Houses, as to whether or not legal or illegal votes 
Houses that met every four years for that purpose, and that no have been given by qualified or unqualified electors, and whether 
legislation of one Congress could bind a subsequent Co~~ess in the such votes shall be counted or rejected. Each supreme court of the 
exercise of a.ny power it had over the electoral vote. 11 any ques- United States has exclusive jurisdiction to decide for itself every ca. e 
tion can ever be settled by authority, argument, aml precedent, this in which the Constitutionhasconferredsuchpower. And this power 
one has been so settled. and duty to decide is just as exclusive in each supreme court as is 

Does the power to count the electoral vote and declare the result the power of the two Houses to count the electoral votes. And yet 
exist at all in the Government of the United States or in any depart- it has never been questioned that Congress can regulate and govern 
mentor qfficer thereon If so, then the Constitution says" the Con- this jurislliction of the supreme court by permanent and uniform 
gress shall have power tomakealllaws which shall benecess~uy and rules of evidence. The court can be compelled to accept and to 
proper .tor carryin~ into execution the foregoing powers, and all other govern its decision of each and every ca. e by certain evidence of the 
powers vested by tnis Constitution in the Government of the United exi ·tence of facts essential to its aujuclication. 
States, or in any depa1·truent or officer thereof. If this language was In section 151 of the Revised Statutes of the United States it will 
of doubtful meaning we are greatly aided in its construction by very be found that as early as 1792, after the formation of the Constitu­
highauthority. l!,ourteenyearsaftertheConstitutionwasestablished tion, its framers in Congress exercised this same power of establish­
many of its fi:amers, then in Congress, exercised the power without ing a conclusive rule of evidence by enacting that "the only evi­
ques~on of binding subsequent Congresses in the count of the elect- de nee of the refusal to accept or of the resignation of the office of 
oral vote. Aml a bill for tllat purpose was 1·eported from the Com- President or Vice-President shall be an instrument in writing de­
mitteo on the J ud.iciary in the House by John Marshall, as chairman, clariug the same, and subscribed by the person refusing to accept or 
and on its passage received 73 yeas against 15 nays. This bill failed re igrung, a.s the ca.se may be, and delivered into the office of the 
in the Senate by 5 majority, but not for the want of constitntional Secretary of State." 
power to pass it. A bill of like character was reporte(l in 18'24 by The bill before the SeiLc"tte is a concession never before offered to 
Martin Van Bmen, chairman of the Judiciary Committee in the the States in thematterofelectingtheChiefExecutiveoftheUnited 
Senate, and passed. without a division. This bill was reported from States. The regnlatiou of the counting power of the two Houses of 
the House Committee on the J ·udiciary by Daniel Webster, its chair- Congress by the rule of evidence proposed in the bill contracts its 
man, without arneiHlment, and. never considered by the House. The exercise in favor of the right of each State to elect the President and 
bill before tho Senate is an enlargement of the power heretofore Vice-President, and to furnish proof of the result to the two Houses. 
exercised. by Congre~:;s in such legi~:>lation, in that it compels fnture- Two concessions are made by the bill in favor of the States: :first, 
Congresses to accept as conclusive certain evidence furnished under that each State sllall decide according to its owu laws all contests 
State laws. growing out of the appointment of electors and of their votes for 

The second .section of the bill recognizes the undeniable right of President and Vice-President and furnish the evidence of the result, 
each State to pass laws of its own to "try and determine, before the wllich shall be conclusive upon the two Hou!{es in counting the 
time fixed for the meeting of the electors, any controver ·y concern- votes and ascertainin~ and declaring the per on elected; secoml, 
ing their appointment, or the appointment of any of them." And. that the votes of no State ~:;hall be rejectecl except by the separate 
makes "eyery such determination pm·suant to such law existing 011 mul concurrent vote of the two Houses of Congre . The sole qnes­
such day, and m:1<le 11rior to the said tinte of meeting of the elector.·, tion for the Senate to decide is whether it is better and safer to trust 
cone] nsive evidence of the lawful title of the electors who shall have the States with the settlement of their owu conte ts and disputes, 
been so determined to have been appointed, and that such evidence accor<ling to their own laws to ascertain what was really done by the 
shall ~ovcrn in the counting of the electoral votes, as provided in tho State itself and its ovm electors in the election of President and Vice­
Constitution, and as hereinafter reo-ulated." President, ancl for the two Houses to accept the proof of the result so 

Section 3 of the bill ma,kes it "the dnty of the executive of each fnrni~:;hed by the State as conclusive, or whether the whole field shall 
State to cause three lists of the names of the electors of such State, be left open as it is now, with the counting power left free, unre­
duly ascertained acconliugtothe law of the State to have been chosen, strained, and unregulated by any law except the la.w that demandH, 
to be made and eertitied, and to be delivered, as soon as may be after with the death penalty of disobedience, submission to })arty necessi­
such final determinatiou shall be had, to the electors, and before the ties to insure success. 
day on which they are requirecl by law to meet." It may be said, as it has been said, that this bill leads the State 

Section 4 of the bill requires the two Houses to ascertain and into temptation, invites speculative contests by defeatecl partisans 
count the votes "in the manner and according to the rules in this that never wonld be undertaken but for the laws of the State pa ed 
act provided." Section 4 also requires that every objection to the for tile settlement of such contests. That parti. an majorities in State 
counting of an electoral vote "shall be made in writing, n.utl ~>hall Legislatures will pass laws to defeat honest elections by providing tri­
state clearly amlconcisely, and without argument, thegrouml thereof, bnua.ls to decide contests in favor of the party they repre ent, and 
and shall be signed by at least one Senator and one member of tho whether the settlement of the contest is foul or fair, if the proof of 
House of Representatives before the same shall bo received. \Vhen it is regular and in pursuance of the State laws the two IIou es must 
all objectious so made" are" receiYed and read," the two Houses must accept it as conclusive. This is the sub. tance and strength of the 
separate and pass on th'e objections, aml "no electoral vote or votes argument again~:;t the theory of the bill, and I am free to say it is not 
from any State fi·om which but one return has been received shall entirely without merit. But the question recur , Shall Congres do 
be rejected, except by the affirmative ""f'Otes of both Houses. If nothing, ana allow om Government and people to meet the possibili­
more than one return, or paper pnrportinO' to be a return, from a · ties of revolution growin~ out of contests that must be produced by 

• State shall have been received by the Presiifent of the Senate, those the same partisan spirit tnat would make it hazardou to leave them 
votes, and those only, shall be caunted which shall have been regu- to the States or any other tribunal for settlement It is not a ques­
larly given by the electors who are shown by the evidence men- tion whetller \YO shall let well enough alone. Onr recollection of the 
tioned in section 2 of thi~:; act to have been appointed if the deter- past i~:; too fresh and lively for us to be misled to the conclusion that 
ruination in said section provided for shall have been made; but in the present remedie~:; for such prospective and possible dangers are 
case there sh~~u arise the question which of two or more of such well enongh. 'Vhat are the remedies for such evils' We know that 
State tribunals determining wha.t electors have been appointed, as danqerons complications have confronted Congress and. the country. 
mentioned in section 2 of this act, is the lawful tribunal of such Dual State governments have claimed recognition by tho Federal Ex­
State, the votes regularly given of those electors, and those only, ecutive, and each has exercised its alleged. rights to appoint electors, 
from such State shall be counted whose title as electors, the two and each has returned the votes of such electors to be counted by 
Houses, acting separately, shall concurrently decide is supported by the two Houses. One State voted. when it was objected that it han 
the decision of the tribunal of such State so authorized by it~:> laws. not been admitted into the Union. Another State voted for a dead 
And in such case of more than one return, or paper purporting to man for President. The same State voted in the last election under 
be a return, from a State, if there shall have been no such deter- a law of its own, different from the law of Congress requiring all 
mination of the question in the State aforesaid, then those votes, electors to vote on the same day. The electors of another State 
an<l those only, shall be counted which the two Houses, acting voted after the day appointed by Congresst having been prevented 
separately, shall concmrently decide·to be the lawful votes of the by the act of God from voting on the lawfUl day. The character of 
legally appointed electors of such State." these occurrences should satisfy us that they are likely to happen in 

Has this Congress the right to bind all fntme Congresses by law any Presidential election. Fortunately for the ·peace and safety of 
to accept and to be governed by any evidence as conclusive of the the country the votes of no State whose legality was disputed could 
existence of any fact necessary to be ascertained in making a legal have changed the result, however counted, except in the memorable 
s:ount of the electoral votes of any State T contest growing out of the election of 1876. 

The power to deeide is certainly vested in each Congress upon Is It reasonable for us to hope that such contests and complication~ 
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generated by the spirited and aeter!lliued antagonisms of rival par- I counting power the opportunity and tempta.tion of usurpin; the 
ties struggling for office and honor can alwa.ys be settled by the par- power of electing the Chief Executive f 
ties interested when they arise, so as to secure the acquiescence of Is Congress any more out of the reach or less subject to the teml?­
the defeated people f To my mind it is manifest that it is the pla.in tation and seductive or corrupt influences of party than the States f 
and important duty of Congress to pass laws to meet these troubles It is far b etter to risk the chances and accept the consequences of an 
founded on the great principles underlying the Federal Constitution election of President by an abuse of the right of the State to decide 
at the point where it needs support, and from the omissions or im- its own contests, growing out of the exercise of the clear constitu­
perfections of which 1:ill such dangers have their origin. On prin- tional right to elect, than to risk the chances and accept the conae­
ciple and theory clea.rly expressed in the Constitution the States are quences of an election of President by the two Houses by an abuse 
the sole parties to the election of the President and Vice-President of the counting power amounting to usurpation. But there is one 
of the United States. The States are deeply interested in the law- contingency which must be admitted to be very remote, and that is 
ful exercise and preservation of this invaluable right. The expla.na- in the event of two return."! and no determination under State laws 
tion of the remarkable silence of the Constitution as to the custody as to which is the lawful return, the two Houses might disagree, and 
of the counting power and the extent and manner of its exercise may the State would be disfranchised in that election. 
be found in the trust and confidence of its framers that the States For such a result to happen there must be, first, two returns· BCC­
would never abuse the elective power, but would always exercise it ond, the State must fail to determine, according to its own laws, 
in such manner and furnish such proof of the result as to leave noth- which is the valid return; and, third, the two Houses must fail to 
in.g to be done by the counting power but to add up the votes and agree. Such a controversy could involve important and dangeroUB 
declare the persons elected. consequences in the event only that the vote of such State would 

If there is danger of abuse (and we know there is) why not let the decide the result. If the two returns were equally meritorious and 
State authorities where it may be committed furnish the correction by the two Houses were equally honest in their inability to agree, who 
its own laws passed in advance f How can such contests be invited is to blame i How can the State complain f It had the right to 
and multiplied by the enactment of laws providing for their set- settle the contest and to make the return in a shape to insure its 
tlement f Why may such laws be framed to secure an unfair settle- being counted by the two Houses, and failing to do so, how can theina­
ment of any contest for partisan plliJloses where such laws must be bility of the two Houses to agree produce serious disturbance f The 
in existence at the time of the Presidential election, and where it disfranchisement of the State in such event could not be charged to 
must be uncertah .. which party is to have the unfair advantage, if the operation of the bill before the Senate, as the same thing and 
any, of such legislation f All the States now have laws for contest- more would happen under the existing condition and without any 
ing the election of their own executive officers. Are such laws fl'amed legislation upon the subject. So that the whole matter narrows itself 
to secure partisan decisions by pa.rtisan tribunals to defeat the choice down to the single inquiry, Shall the bill be defeated because it makes 
of the people f If there is no law authorizing contests and their no provision to prevent, with positive certainty, the disfranchisement 
determination by State tribunals according to Btate laws in the ap- of a State in the possible event that the State itself failed or is una­
pointment by each State of its Presidential electors, does that fact ble to determine its own votes so that they could be counted by the 
lessen the chances of foul play for partisan purposes Y Has not foul two Houses, and the President and Vice-President elected by the votes 
play been practiced and troublesome complications followed in the of such State f 
absence of all law to remedy such evils f Shall we take away from the House of Representatives, by the crea-

Suppose Congress fails to legislate and there are dual State gov~ tion of a new tribunal, its constitutional power to elect in the event 
ernmeuts, each claiming to be the rightful State govarnment and no choice is made by the electoral college on account of the failure 
each appointing electors and certifying lists of them to the President of one or more States to vote and certify its return, so that it could 
of the Senate; or suppose there is only one State government, and be counted by the two Houses T How can Congress insure to each 
the two national parties vote for their respective electors and the State in every possible contingency that its votes shall be counted 'f 
executive of the State fUTnishes certified lists to one set of electors, Can it be done by the creation of another tribunal to take the place 
showing that they were legally appointed as the electors of that State of the disagreeing Houses, with the power of final decision of all ob· 
and had voted for their candidate, and the other set of elector§! vote jections to the legality of the electoral votes of the several States f 
for their candidate and sign and certify their own lists showing they Can Congress part with its constitutional power and duty of making 
were the only legally-appointed electors, which return would be final decision of the legality of electoral votes, and counting them 
counted ifthevotesofthe State decided the result and the two Rouses and declaring the resultT If we concede the power of Congress to 
were Republican or Democratic, or one Republican and the other create another tribunal, or to appoint an officer or department of the 
Democratic f What would be the condition and fate of the country, Government to settle all disputes and make a final count of the elect· 
with the popular estimate of the late electoral commission, and no oral votes, how does that insure the vote of every State in any pos· 
law excepting existing law to govern the States in voting and decid- sible contingency T Suppose such new tribunal, department, or offi­
ing and certifying the result, and no law to govern the two Houses cer should decide that the votes of any State were not cast for quali· 
in counting the disputed votes and declaring the -:persons elected 'i fied electors, or that the qualified electors voted on the wrong do.y, 

Under existing laws the entire business of appointing electors, and or for a person not eligible to the office of President, would not such 
the voting of electors, and the counting of their votes and declaring State be disfranchised f How can it be any more certain that a. 
whohasbeenelected,orwhethernoonehasbeenelected,andtheelect- State will never be disfranchised in any election by the decision 
ive power in such event is under the entire control in their turn of the of a new tribunal than it will never be disfranchised by the disagree· 
States, the two Houses of Congress, and the House of Representatives. ment of the two Houses under the provisions of the bill before the 
And I am satisfied no Congress will ever part with the power of Senate T 
ultimate decision involved in the exercise of the counting power to The only reason for providing against the disagreement of the two 
any other tribunal created by law. The two Houses claim and will Houses in the case of two contestfng returns undetermined by the 
exercise final jurisdiction over counting the votes of all the electors State laws, and decisive of the result one way or the other, is that 
of each and every State, and declaring the result, and my word for the disagreement would be caused by the political differences in the 
it they will never surrender their power as such final arbiters. If majority power of the two Houses, and chargeable to partisan infiu· 
there has been no election the House of Representatives must elect the ence, considerations, and purposes. Where can Congress find mate­
President, and the Senate the Vice-President. But the framers of rial possessing the extraordinary quality of such superhuman purity 
the Constitution never lost sight of the States as having the elective as must exist in any tribunal free from all partisan feeling, influ­
power-first, by electors appointed by them for the special purpose, ences, and considerations f We have made choice selections from the 
and second, the electors failing to elect for the States in the electoral Senate and House of Representatives, and distrusting the purity of 
college, then the Representatives of each State in the House of Repre- such selected Senators and Representatives provision was made to 
sentatives, casting one vote for their State, must elect the President. neutralize partisan considerations by the appointment of an equal 

Mr. President, disguise it as we may, opposition to the bill now number from each party to the contest; but to insure safety and 
before the Senate in its substance and material operation and effect establish right and justice in a way that would command universal 
amounts to a condemnation of our constitutional mode of electing confidence, and forever silence all suspicion of partisan unfairnees, 
the Chief Executive of the United States. If it is safe and wise to other selections were made from judges of the Supreme Court of 
allow the States to elect the President, it is certainly safe and wise the United States; · and fearing that it was possible that the imper­
to allow the States to settle in their own way all contests growing factions of poor human nature had been able to preserve a feebla 
out of the election. If the States can be trusted with the major existence in the pure atmosphere surrounding that august tribunal, 
power of electing, they can be trusted with the kindred and minor the choice of judges was made with some reference to the fact that 
power of settling their own disputes over their own action. The before their elevation to the bench they had been identified with tlte 
right to elect involves the right to dNiide all disputes about how two national parties; but taking it for granted that these judges were 
and whether the right has been legally exercised. If the right exists freer from possible political bia..s than mortals in any other position, 
to settle contests, the evidence furnished by the State itself of how the castingvotewa..sgivenin the odd number of judges. But the great 
its authorities have decided ought to be received by the two Houses truth bas been thereby made historic that no tribunal, however or­
and treated as conclusive. If the State cannot be trusted to settle ganized, or however elevated, is out of the reach of partisan influenoo 
contests growing out of the exercise of its constitutional rights for or partisan considerations, or free from the prejudices and weaknes868 
the reason that the State mode of settling its own disputes might inseparable from human nature. This undeniable truth, of univer· 
enable the State in a close election to decide the result of a Presiden- sal application, accounts for the fallability and uncertainty of ali 
tial election, tell me how the leaving the settlement of such contests human judgment and human a.ction, and the instability of all human 
to Congress would not present to the two Houses in the use of the institutions. But at la..st we are compelled to call a halt in the work 
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of government-making and law-making, and trust the balance to the 
honesty, intelligence, and morality of those interested alike in main­
taining the b-est government for the general welfare. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, against the theory upon which the 
bill is based, and also its framework, I have no complaint to make; 
and if it rested upon a power which it was conceded Congress pos­
sessed, I should, for the purpose of settling this very important ques­
tion, vote for the bill readily. A little over three years ago a bill of 
this character received the sanction of the Senate, I think only a few 
Senators voting against it. I was one of the few who opposed the 
bill, not for the theory of the bill or for its details, but upon the simple 
and single ~round that I did not believe any act of Congress would 
reach the difficulties that we were anxious to remedy. At the time 
I voted against that bill I gave briefly my reasons for that vote, and 
I shall now only restate them. 

The whole country recognizes the fact that something shoulu be 
done, and that something radical, so to speak, should be done, so as 
if possible to put all difficulties surrounding this vital question out 
of the way forever, for it is not to be disguised that it is the most im­
portant question that can be brought before the Cougress or before 
the public. 1\fy judgment is that whenever the columns of this Gov­
ernment careen and fall it will be on account of some of the defects 
in regard to this subject-matter. 

There are three reasons why I conceive Congress cannot pass a 
binding, operative law upon this subject. In the first place, the 
Constitution of the United States as originally made undertook to 
prescribe all the power that should exist in reference to this matter, 
and what should be done in regard to itexceptas to some minor mat­
ters of detail. That was supplanted and displaced by the twelfth 
article of amendments to the Constitution, which went still further 
into minutire in relation to the exercise of the power of electing a 
President and declaring him elected. 

It isafamiliarprincipleofjurisprudence in our country that when­
ever the Constitution undertakes to determine a p~wer and to fix its 
limit and bounds, the Legislature cannot interfere with that. That 
is a :proposition which cannot be controverted. That the Constitu­
tion did undertake to deal with this question and to prescribe how 
the thing should be done, except as to mere matters of detail, there 
can be no controversy. Indeed, the Senator from Alabama, [.Mr. 
PuGH,] who has exhausted the power of logic and rea-son and argu­
ment to show that this can be done by Congress, admits that the 
twelfth article of amendment undertook to do this; but after those 
seven important words "and the votes sha,ll then be counted," there 
seems to have been a hyphen or a hiatus of some kind, and the power 
wa.s not designated to count the votes, but he insists that by impli-
cation it is derived from the Constitution. · 

If it is to be G.erived from th~ Constitution, and is to be held to 
mean "and the votes shall then be counted" by the two Houses, 
11.othing but the Constitution can supply that hiatus or the casns 
omissu-s, as he calls it. There are distinctions, of course, as to what 
are self-executing: provisions of the Constitution ; there are distinc­
tions as to what 1t is necessary for Congress to do to carry a consti­
tutional provision into effect; but here, in both the original Consti­
tution and in the twelfth article of amendment, the Constitution un­
ciertook to say just wha.t this power should be, and how it should be 
enforced. If it has failed to do that, Congress cannot prescribe as a 
matter of force, a matter of operative law, how that shall be done. 
Of course it may do it, and it may be sanctioneu and may be agreed 
to, but laws passed on such a subject designa,ting what shall be done 
are simply mere matters ofpersua!)ion, and do not amount at last to any 
particular argument, because we have seen very often when we have 
come to investigate subjects, that long standing laws have been de­
clared to be unconstitutional, and to be in the very face of the organic 
law. But here it is admitted that something should be done. Why f 
Because the Constitution stops short of doing what it should have 
done. If it stops short., nothing but an amendment of the Constitu­
tion can reach the case, because when the Constitution undertakes 
to deal with the questiou it exhausts the power so far as any legis­
lative exercise of authority is concerned. That is as familiar a prin­
eiple as there is in the books. 

Next, it is claimed by four-fifths, I believe, (I think the Senator 
from Alabama said there were only two possibly of this body who 
contended for the contrary,) that the two Houses are to count the 
electoral votes. If that power is devolved by the Constitution, 
whether explicitly or by implication, upon the two Houses to count 
them, the two Houses, when theyreachhere, are sovereign as tothi~:~ 
power, and no-law can bind them if they do not desire to be bound 
by it, in directing them how they shall exercise the power, the power 
bei~ sovereign in them by the Constitution, either explicitly or by 
implication. The law may be passed1 but when the Senate and the 
House of the next Congress, during which a President is to be elected, 
and by whom the count is to be made, meet here to discharge that 
sovereign power under the Constitution, or rather that power as to 
which they are sovereign under the Constitution, they may say "we 
will comply with that law," or they may sa.y ''we will not comply 
with it." 
It is pre~isely as that section of the Constitution which says that-

Each Honse shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
gwn members. , 

While you pass laws regulating the subject, each House, accord-

ing as it sees proper, dispenses with those laws and judges of the 
case according to its notions of equity and justice. That cannot be 
controverted. This would be a like exercise of power. 

Here is under this bill a power given to the States to say who 
shall be their electors. That, I believe, is correct; but this is a 
constitutional power, in my judgment, very different from a statu­
tory power or authority. Inasmuch as the Constitution first creates 
the Senate, and prescribes how many shall compose it, the qualifica­
tions of Senators, how many each State shall have, and then as to 
the other House, and then as to the electors, if it is a constitutional 
power by which these electors exist, that constitutional power must 
go further and say how they shall be elected and who shall deter­
mine that eJection, inasmuch as the Constitution has undertaken to 
deal with that subject already. 

If this is to go out as a law it is incomplete, because there are 
other questions connected with this matter that should be dealt with. 
Here is one now that has been before tltis country repeatedly. In 
article 2, section 1, clause 3, the Constitution provides that-

The Congress may determine the time of choosin~ the electors, and the day on 
which they shall give their votes; which day shall oe tho same throughout the 
United States. 

We have had it to happen at least several times that the electors 
of certain States did not meet and cast their vote upon the day des­
ignated by the act of Congress. I regaru that as one of the most 
important things coRnecteu with this whole subject-matter. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like, at some time during the argument of 
the Senator from Arkansas, to which I have listened with great in­
terest, to state to his consideration in a sentence or two the ground 
on which this bill seems to me to be properly supported. in the par­
ticular to which he has just referred. I should like to do it while he 
is on that point, if it be convenient and agreeable to him. 

1\Ir. GARLAND. Perfectly so. I yield to the Senator from Massa­
chusetts. 

1\!r. HOAR. -I fully concur, as I suppose every Senator does, with 
the honorable Senator from Arkansas that where a constitutional 
power is lodged that power cannot be limited or impaired or ex­
·tended by legislation where the Constitution defines it, and wherA 
a constitutional discretion, like the discretion in each branch of 
Congress, to assent to proposed legislation is lodged, that body 
cannot be constrained by any statute in its action. To that I clearly 
agree. ThA Senator, on the other hand, agrees of course that thero 
is a provision in the Constitution which authorizes the legislation 
which is necessary to carry into effect all the powers antl authorities 
conferred by the Constitution itself. 

The Constitution, according to the theory which he and I accept 
as a true one, as to the Presidential count, has lodged in a body made 
up of an even number the power of counting this vote, to wit, the 
Senate and House of Representatives. It has not been claimed by 
anybody here, though it has been claimed elsewhere, that the act of 
counting is an act to be perfon'ncd in joint session by the two bouies 
sitting as one tribuua.I. But there are two persons present who may 
have different -:>pinions-persons wlto are very likely to have very 
strong and powerfnl different bia es in regaru to the question with 
which they are to clea,l; and for settling the question when those two 
borl.ies disagree the Constitution has made no provision whatever. 

This bill undertakes to do in case of an equal division of this tri­
bunal, composed of two persons as bodies-politic, no more nor less 
than what is familiar to onr State and national legislation in the ca-se 
of a judicial tribunal composed of an even number of persons. There 
are many statutes which provide that when the supreme court of a 
State is evenly divided the judgmeut below shall be affirmed. That 
legiAlative power is absolutely essential to the working of a consti­
tutional system which confers on a body of an even number of :per­
sons who may differ a constitutional power the exercise of which is 
requisite to the public good. 

Now, if we may say that tlte Supreme Court of the United States 
shall hereafter consist of ten members, and that when those mem­
bers are evenly divided the judgment of the court below shall bo 
affirmed, instead of saying that in certain classes of cases, to wit, 
cases involving no constitutional question, no Federal question, but 
ordinary cases coming into the Snpreme Court of the United States 
by reason of the residence of parties, the judgment shall not be 
affirmed, the case shall be sent back to be hearu furt.her, or any other 
provision of a thousad that we might make, may we not say that 
when these two bocl.ies differ so that the1·e can bo no count at all of 
the Presidential vote~ ~less the legislator has provided some mech­
anism to solve the <litncnlty, that the action of a State shall pre­
vail where they differ, in case there is no dispute about what is the 
true action of a. State, and but one return, or but one paper purport­
ing to be a ret tun, and that in a case where there is a dispute about 
which is the State authority which has undertaken to act, and the 
two bodies differ, the State action shall not prevail, and the State 
shall not be counted f 

That, if I have made m.vself clear, is the ground on which thie 
legislation seems to properly rest, and I desire to ask the Senator 
from Arkansas how he distinguishes it from the ordinary case which 
provides that when a supreme court is evenly divided Auch anu such 
things shall happen to the judgment' 

Mr. GARLAND. There are two very satisfactory answers to tho 
example which the Senator from Massachusetts indicates. There is 
no difficulty about that, and the very question only stren&tllens the 
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argument that I have attemptet!l to make, if I have ueen nntlcrstood, 
and I am very glad it has been suggested. 

In the first place the Constitution says that-
The judicial power of the United States shall be >ested in ono Suprome Court. 
There it stops. Of course when it .said a supreme ~ourt should be 

created it left some person to create It. .It said nothmg ?:bout who 
should create it or what should be done m order to create It. Then, 
very clearly, the legislative power had to. ~ring th~t con~eived or 
ideal person intt> enstence. But see how different th1s case IS. Hero 
the Constitution undertakes to say in so many words what . ball be 
done by way of electinrr a President and how the votes for him shall 
be counted ~nd the :fi.r~t effort of the Constitution was considered so 
unsatisfactory that it was supplanted by the twelfth amendment, 
which went on in some detail, as we all know. 

That is the first answer to the Senator's case. Tho secontl answer 
is that it would not do in law to say that a tribunal equally divided 
simply leaves the que~tion :vhere it was be~ore. That is an old com­
mon-law idea. That IS an Idea that pertams to all the courts. In 
7th Wallace's Reports, where that que~tio:J?- was first o;x:amined by the 
Supreme Court of this country, they said SliD ply that 1t >y~s an affirm­
ance of the decision of the court below because the decision had not 
been reversed. That is all there is of that; and it strengthens the 
proposition I have been contending for, bec.ause here is the Con~ti­
tution which undertakes to deal eo nontine, m so many words, with 
this proposition, and the experience of the country has demonstrated 
that the Constitution did not deal with it properly. The Senator 
from Massachusetts confessedly knows that, and when he admits the 
principle I set forth that when the ConstitutiQD. undertakes to deal 
with a subject, no mere legisla~ion or no mere statu~o:y enactment 
can complete it. That is the difficulty of the proposition, u.nd that 
is the answer I make to him. 

I was proceeding when I was interrupted by the Senator. from 
Massachusetts to say something in regard to section 1, _of article 2, 
clause 3, of the Constitution, in reference to the day bemg the sa~e 
upon which the ele~tors throughout the Union s~al~ meet and deposit 
their votes. That IS one of the half-dozen restrictiOns a:lluded to by 
the Senator from Alabama. This I regard, as I said before, as the 
most important matter possibly connected with this whole very im­
portant subject. We have had several times the fa.ct presented to 
us that the electors of a sovereign State had met and ~ast her vote 
upon a day different from tha~ fix~d by the act of Co~gr~ss. The 
question comes up every ~e~ IS this part of tJ:e Consti~utwn man­
datory or directory¥ And It IS a very perplexmg questiOn. It has 
so happened each time th1s has been done, however, that there were 
votes enough to go around and no pe~son be hurt by ~thholding or 
countinrr the vote of the State so Situated; but a-s m the case of 
Georgia

0

at tb~ last election, where she cast her vote on a da;y differ­
ent suppose it would have been necessary to count that vote m ord~r 
to ~lect a President, it would almost have provoked bloodshed agam 
in this country to attempt to throw that vote out. It is easy enough 
to declare that the Constitution says thus and so, ~ut when y~m come 
to disfranchising an entire Stat~ upon a mere aJ?Cident or nushap of 
selectinO" the wrong day, there IS another questwn. 

I kno; some of the first legal authorities in the country hold that 
all constitutional provisions are mandatory, and some of equal grade 
and rank say not. Just here it occurs to my mind at this time that 
m an election for governor in Maine, some years ago, when a number 
of questions were certified to the judges of the supreme court of 
that State for interpretation and settlement, they held s~veral pro­
visions of the State constitution in reference to the electiOn of gov­
ernor to be merely directory. The question of all others should be 
settled whether this provision of the Constitution is simply mina­
tory; that is, threate~ing, or mandatory, o~ d.lJ.:ectory. 

All this shows the llllportance of a cfftlBtitutional amendment to 
cover this entire subject. I am of the conviction, as much so as I 
am in reference to a!ly ~roposition that can be subm~tte~, tJ;Iat J?-Oth­
ing short of a constitutiOnal amendment can reach It. rhis bill_, as 
far as it goes, ifincorpor~ted as a resolution t{) amen_d the Constitu­
tion I would most heartily support, for I concur With the Senator 
fro~ Alabama and all others, with the country at larg~, ~ha~ tb!s 
matter should be put beyond disput-e as far at least as It 1s Withm 
the power of human language to do it .. My impression is (and .I 
di-a not in tend to occupy so much of the trme of the Sena t.e) that this 
measure simply adds to the difficulties we are now under m properl-y 
construing and enforcing the provisions. of the ~onstitution th~t we 
already have upon this subject. But if the bill.passes ancl IS ac­
quiesced in and enforced and secures peace and q ruet to the country, 
no one will be more rejoiced than I. 

:Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera­
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the indulgence of the Senate one moment. The 
Senate is aware that I am very desirous to have this bill whic:J:t is 
now under consideration disposed of this afternoon for the very ~m­
perative personal reason which I have once stated. I do not ~esrre, 
under the circumstances, to interpose an objection to the motion of 
my honorable friend from Kansas for a brief ~xecutive se_ssit:m, ~he 
reason of which will occur to every Senator Without ruent10mng It ; 
but I shall ask, and I understand the Senator from Kansas agrees so 
far as he is concerned, that the motion shall be made to return to 
fegislative session an~ resume the considera~o~ of the pe~ding bill 
this afternoon. !.believe the debate on the bill Is substantmlly over. 

One Senator only, so far as I know, has expressed a desire to discuss 
it further. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not my purpose to continue the executive ses­
sion for any length of time. 

Mr. VEST. \Vill the Senator from Kansas permit me to make a. 
report from a committee of conference' 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 
MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. VEST submitted the following report: 
The undersigned oonferees on the part of the Senate and llouse of Representa.­

tives, in regard to Senate ?ill No: 30~, entitled "A bill to aut~orize t~e COD:at:J::uction 
of a bridge across the Missour1 R1ver at the most access1ble pomt Within five 
miles above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri, 11 beg leave to submit the following 
roport: 

That havina met and duly oonsidered the question involved in the action of the 
two Houses dfsagreeing aa to the amendment made by the House of Representa,. 
tives to section 2 of the bill, we reoommend that sa.id amendment be concurred in 
by the Senate and to remove any possible doubt in regard to the meaning of said 
amendment that there be added at the end of section 4 of the bill the following: 

"Pmvided, That the provisions of section two in regard to charges for p~sen­
gers and freight across said bridge eball not govern the Secretary of War m de­
terminina any question arising as to the sum or suma to be paid to the owners of 
said bridge by said companies for the use of said bridge. 11 

The report was concurred in. 

G. G. VEST, 
RICHARD COKE, 
WM. P. KELLOGG, 

Senate Conferees. 
W. D. WASHBURN, 
R. M. McLANE, 
R. G. HORR, 

Home Conferees. 

DISTRIBUTIO~ OF SEEDS. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr: McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, an~ounced that the House had pa-sse.d ~ b~ (H. R. No. 
5665) appropnating$20,000forthe purchase and distnbutwn of seeds; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. GARLAND. I ask to be permitted to call up the bill which 
has just come from the HollSe of Representatives. It is a very im­
portant bill and it will take but a few moments to dispose of it. 

The bill was read twice by its title. 
1\fr. GARLAND. As we adjourn over until next Monday and the 

Commissioner of Agriculture wants to be procuring those seeds at 
once, and I believe no one objects to it, I ask for the present con­
sideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. HARRIS in the chair.) Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the billY 

Mr. :MORGAN. I have an amendment to offer to the bill. 
Mr. HOAR. I would rather wait until the Presidential-count bill 

is passed, if this bill is to be amended and discussed. 
Mr. GARLAND. If the Senator from Alabama has an amendment 

he wishes to insist on, of course it is his r1ght; but an amendment now 
would send the bill back to the House, and we should probably get 
no benefit from it at all, for it is planting-time down iu the section 
of country to which the bill is to apply. 

Mr. :MORGAN. There are sections of the United States, in the 
South particularly, where destitution from the want of water last 
summer is just as great a-s the destitution can be now from the over­
flow of the Mississippi swamps. I desire merely to provide that 
those people who have been made destitute by the act of God in 
withholding the rains shall be put upon an equal footing with those 
who have had too much. 

Mr. GARLAND. I will suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
I have proposed an amendment to the agricultural appropriation bill, 
which the Senator from West Virginia [.Mr. DAVIS] bas in charge, 
covering the very subject that the Senator from Alabama speaks of, 
and this subject too; but inaRmuch as this bill has come fi·om the 
Honse I would much prefer to have it acted upon, and I will assist 
him in getting a proper amendment of the agricultural appropri::~r 
tion bill in order to reach the point he desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con­
sideration of the billY The Chair hears none. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It appropriates $20,000 for the p~­
chase and distribution of seeds, 1mder the direction of the Comnns­
sioner of Agriculture, to the people in localities overflowed who are 
made destitute by the present overflow of the :Mississippi River aml 
its tributaries. 

1\fr. MORGAN. On the suggestion of the Sena~or from Ark~nsas, 
I will not insist on my amendment. If I can get It on the arrncult­
ural appropriation bill that will be all I desire. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion ofl\fr. FERRY, it was 
Ordered That the papers in the case of Henry P. Seymour, William A. Frazier, 

.Alvin M. Sabin, and the heirs of Percy S. Leggett be withdrawn from the tiles oi 
the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 
Ot·dered, That permission be granted to .T~ob and ~lizal;leth Senerto withdraw 

ft·om the files of the Senate the papers relating to tbet.r claim. 
EXECUTIVE SESSIO~. 

Mr. PLUMB. I renew my motion. 
The PRESIBING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 

• 
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the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB,] that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was a~eed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con­
~:;ideration of execut1ve business. After :6. ve minutes spent in execu­
tive session the doors were reopened. 

CHINESE ll1MIGRATIO~-VETO MESSAGE. 

1\Ir. COCKRELL. Mr. President, when the vote was taken upon 
the Chinese bill, as it is called, yesterday evening it had entirely 
escaped my recollection that I was paired on that question with the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. BROWN.] I voted on each of the yea­
and-nay votes. If the Senator from Georgia had been here he would 
have voted the other way. I ask unanimous consent that my vote 
mav be withdrawn. It does not affect the result. 

1\Ir. ANTHONY. I should have no objection to that but for the 
fact that it cannot be done. The sixty-first rule provides that any 
rule may be suspended by unanimous consent. except the one which 
relates to a vote by yeas and nays. 

lli. COCKRELL. It has been done on one or two occasions that 
I remember. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion on the 
point suggested that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] 
is mistaken as to the withdrawal of a vote. No vote can be recorded 
by unanimous consent, but the Chair thinks if the Senator will look 
at the eighteenth rule he will :find that a vote may be withdrawn 
by unanimous consent. 

1\Ir. COCKRELL. A vote has been withdra.wn where it did not 
affect the result. 

1\Ir. ANTHONY. I am exceedingly desirous of obliging my friend 
from Missouri, and I made the suggestion only. I make no objection 
to his withdra.win(J' his vote. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the withdrawal 
of the vote of the Senator from Missouri upon the two occasions 
referred to by him Y 

1\Ir. HOAR. Does that not violat.e the constitutional provision 
that there shall be a record of the yeas and nays as cast Y This is in 
fact to change the constitutional journal of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would disl·ike to violate what my good friend 
from Massachusetts might consider a constitutional law or obliga­
tion. If be thinks it would be a violation of the Constitution to 
withdraw the vote in this case, out of deference to him I will with­
draw my r equest. I have explained that I voted under a misappre­
hension, without any recollection of having been paired, and I would 
not have recalled the fact that I was paireu had it not ueen that our 
Presiding Officer called my attention to it to-day. The Senator 
from Georgia bad just left the Chamber and I had entirely forgotten 
the pair and did not notice his a usence. 

1\Ir. HOAR. The Sen ator's statement can be enter ed on the Jour­
nal, if he chooses. 

PR.ESIDEXTIAL ELECTIONS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the "Whole, resumed the consider­
ation of the bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of the 
electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and reg­
ulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, and 
the decision of questions arising thereon. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when this bill was before the Forty­
fifth Congress, I believe in the ideliltical terms in which it is now re­
ported, I voted for it. I did so with some hesitancy upon a single 
point, and that was the right of Congress to legislate upon the sub­
ject. At a later period, if not at that time, I expressed that doubt 
before the Senate, and in the Forty-sixth Congress I had the honor 
of reporting from a select committee of this body a concurrent res­
olution to regulate the count of the electoral vote. That concurrent 
resolution contained the provisions in substance which are couched 
in this bill. It did not go quite so far, because the Senate in adopt­
ing the resolution did not undertake to prescribe what rule of evi­
dence should govern the two Houses when they were met to count 
th.e electoral vote. 'Vith that exception, however, I believe the con­
crtrrent resolution adopted by the Senate was precisely the same with 
this bill. 

My colleague [~Ir. PUGH] is a little in error, I think, as to the origin 
of the bill. I have understood that the former Senator from Indiana, 
Mr. Morton, was the Senator who first brought forward this proposi­
tion in the form of a bill in this body. And even prior to that Judge 
Trumbull, of Illinois, introduced the twenty-first joint rule, under 
which the votes at three elections for President were counted, the 
second election of 1\Ir. Lincoln and the first and second elections of 
General Grant. We have passed through twenty-four elections, and 
with the exception of the three that I have mentioned, we have not 
had a law or a concurrent rule for the guidance of the two Houses 
adopted anterior to the time of their meeting to count the electoral 
vote. Still I am aware of the dan(J'er of undertakinO' to proceed 
further without some regulation, and I am content, if fue Senate be­
lieve we have the constitutional power, that this bill should become 
a law. At the same time I r.annot refrain from expressing the doubt, 
which has all the time rested on my mind, as to the authority of the 
Senate and the House in this legislative way to call in the Executive 
of t.he country to participate in the establishment of rules and regu­
]ations in whieh he may have a lively personal :i.Ii.terest. 

I do not wish to base my objection, however, on the impolicy of 

such an enactment, but really upon the want of authority on the 
part of the two Houses of Congress to associate the President with 
them in the adoption of any rule under which the electoral count can 
be had. I do not believe that it was in the contemplation of the 
framers of the Constitution or of those who adopted the amendment 
1mder which we are now proceeding to count the electoral vote, that 
the President of the United States should in any wise participate in 
any act which directly or indirectly would result iu the count of a 
vote in a prescribed form. I also think I see great danger that might 
arise from the adoption of a law of that character. 

I will suppose that you passed thi~>bill through both Houses of Con­
gress, and that the President of the United States, following the leatl 
of Mr. Lincoln in respect to the joint resolution which was adopted 
to control the count of the vo•e in his second election, should veto 
the bill ; then in what condition should we :find ourselves! We should 
have expressed that it was our constitutional duty to enact a law 
for the control of these two Houses, and in the adoption of that view 
of the case we should have yielded the point that the two Houses 
had the right to ·count under a concurrent rule in the absence of a 
law. The President of the United States not concurring with us, 
and two-thirds of each House not voting to overrule his objection, 
the two Houses would be left entirely without any law or any rule 
on this subject, and would be entangled in the admission that it was 
necessary to have a law in order to execute this part of the Consti­
tution. · 

I mention that category for the purpose of illustrating the fact that 
the President of the United States might be able to prevent a count 
of the vote at all unc\er the concession made by Congress that it was 
necessary to have a statute under which the vote could be counted. 

I will not concede tu:1t the clu ty which rests upon Congress to pro­
vide uy law for the extlcution of a.ll the powers conferred upon an,y 
department of this Government, or any officer thereof, includes the 
case of the count of the electoral votes. I regard the two Houses of 
Congress, when met together to count the electoral votes, as the 
highest tribunal of discretion and state erected in the Constitution, 
having peculiar powers, among which are the regulation of its own 
method of procedure and the arrival at the conclusion as to who is 
elected in such manner as the judgment of the two Houses may di­
rect or may compel. I do not agree with the honorable Senator from 
Arkansas [~Ir. GARLAND] that the Constitution is imperfect in this 
respect. I think it was the intention of the framers of this instru­
ment to leave it to the discretion of the two Houses, who represent 
the States and the people, to count the vote at every election in such 
manner as they may think accords with justice on the particular 
occasion when they are assembled, and in order to reach a conclusion 
of that kind they must have the right to form such rules and regu­
lations for their own guidance and government as they may see proper 
to~~ . 

To illustrate that the provision of the Constitution relied on here 
as to the power of Congress to legislate as to powers vested in the 
Government or any of its departments or officers, does not apply 
necessarily to this great countinO'" tribunal, I will call the attention 
of the Senate to the provisions o~ the Constitution on the subject of 
impeachments: 

The Senate shall have the sole power to try all impea-chments. When sitting 
for that purpose, they shall be on oath or affirmation. When the President of the 
United States is tried, the Chief-Justice shall preside: and no person shall be con­
victed without the concurrence of two-thirds of the members present. 

There is a tribunal erected in the Constitution with certain powers 
given to it in reference to its organization and to its qualifications, 
but not in reference to the manner of its action. One followinO' pro­
vision, however, limits the effect of the judgment when rendered. 
Now, would it be held by Senators here that a law of Congress could 
compel this high tribunal of impeachment, the ~enate of the United 
States, to receive certain evidence and no other, and to decide cer­
tain questions that might arise in a certain way Y It seems to me 
impossible to arrive at a conclusion of that kind without taking from 
this great court of impeachment some of its necessary constitutional 
powers. This court of impeachment has ari~]Lttoprescriberules for its 
own government, and the President of the united States has no ri~ht 
to participate in any action, nor has Congress as a Congress, which 
would control the action of that body either in receiving evidence 
or in deciding a certain question presented in a certain way. 
. There, then,is at least one instance in the Constitution where we find 

a tribunal erected in the Constitution· itself, one of the establishments 
of our Government, which is not within the influence of that other 
provision of the Constitution which requires that we shall enact laws 
to carry into effect the powers conferred by the Constitution upon 
the departments of the Government or upon the officers thereof. So 
I hold it to be in respect to the two Houses when met in joint con­
vention to count the electoral votes. These two Houses have just 
as much power to regulate the method of their procedure and the 
rules of evidence which they will adopt for their government as the 
court of impeachment consisting of the Senate alone. 

I am content that this bill Mhall pass; and why T Because it will 
be some agreement between the two Houses; and yet I am perfectly 
aware of the fact that if the votes at an election for President and 
Vice-President should be counted in contravention of the principles 
of this bill, in direct violation of its terms, the announcement by the 
two Houses of such an election would be conclusive upon the world, 
and that no court and no tribunal in this country could undertake 

t 
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to reverse that annoancement upon the ground that we hau violated 
the law in reaching the conclusion. 

I submit that view of it to the Senate. Who could undertake to 
say that an election announced by the joint action of the two Houses 
was null and void because the Houses in arriving at that conclusion 
and making that announcement had violated the statute we now pro­
pose to put upon the statute-bookY The very subject itself is far 
above legislative control, and it is perhaps a dangerous thing for us 
to be experimenting beyond the b01mda.ries of our authority. This 
may come back to us some of these times and vex us, and we may 
find an occasion when we should like to be rid of this law, and we 
shall be obstructed in it by some interested partisan P1·esident who 
will veto your bill when you have pa ed it, and, unle s with his 
consent, you cannot count a vote except in the manner that he 
desires it to be counted. 

I mention these thin~s merely to warn the Senate of dangers that 
lie in front of us, and that we are not curing at all by the passage of 
this bill. I repeat that I am content that the Houses should agree, 
if they can agree, even in a law, but when we have agreed in this 
manner let it not be understood that all the Senate at least concur 
in the idea that by such an agreement in the form of legislation we 
take from these two Houses the ultimate power of deciding this ques­
tion according, at last, to their own judgment, for when they have de­
cid'ed according to their own discretiGn they have decided irrevoca­
bly and beyond the power of question or review. I concur in the 
opinion that Mr. Lincoln so tersely expressed when he returned, not 
with his objections, for he signed the joint resolution, but when he 
returned, with a protestation against his power to participate in this 
act of legislation, the joint resolution under .which he was counted 
in for a second term. He said, I do not conceive that the President 
of the United States has the authority to participate in this matter, 
but inasmuch as the two Houses of Congress have concurred in this 
joint resolution ancl sent it to the Executive, I do not propose to un­
dertake to reverse their action. I therefore return it to the two 
Houses with a statement of my protestation against this exercise of 
power by the Executive. 

I do not undertake to quote Mr. Lincoln's exact words, but I have 
given the substance of them, and those were words of wisdom aml 
of warning to the people of the United States, and it is only with a 
view to recall the attention of the country to what was then said by 
that able and sagacious man that I have ventured on this occasion 
to express that opinion in respect of the bill which is now under 
consideralion. 

I will vote for this bill, although I am not satisfied that I am not 
stretching my power as a Senator in doing so. I vote for it for the 
sake of quietude and peace and reconciliation in this country, be­
lieving that perhaps when the bill has pa~sed and been signed by 
the President, if it should be so signed, it will be a little harder to 
get rid of than even a concurrent resolution; that there will be men 
to be found in the two Houses when the count of Presidential elec­
tions shall take place in future who will be more reluctant to part 
with a rule which in itself I conceive to be entirely wise than they 
would be if it had only received the sanction of the two Houses. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I offer the following amendment. At 
the end of section 2 add: 

Unless both Houses of Congress acting separately shall decide otherwise. 

I am not ignorant of the anxiety of the friends, and it may be of 
the opponents, of this bill to reach a vote, and I therefore propose 
not to detain the Senate at all with anything pertaining to the na­
ture of an argument; but I am one of those who believe, from the 
best examination I have been able to give to this section of the bill, 
that it practically surrenders the powers of the national Govern­
ment to the control of the States. The s9vereignty of the country 
is vested in its legislat.ive, its executive, and its judicial powers. 
The transmission of those powers from one individual officer to an­
other constitutes the perpetuity o:Hhe Government itself, and what­
ever power controls that transmission controls the Government. 

Now, if the national Government has of itself a perpetual exist­
ence, if its Constitution is of itself a perpetuity, if it has the right 
to live, it bas the right to perpetuate its own officers personifying for 
the time being any one of these powers; and the control of the ex­
ecutive power is as much the control of the Government itself as the 
control of all three, because any of these three concurrent co-ordinate 
powers is as essential to its existence as the others. 

This section proposes to make the action of the State authorities 
conclusive evidence as to the election and the qualification and as to 
the existence of the elector himself. It gives to each State the con­
trol of the electoral college absolutely, unless where controversy 
arises subsequently; or, in fact, even worse than that: if there be an 
action by the State authority on any controversy that may arise in 
regard to any elector prior to the meeting of Congress to count the 
votes, then that action is final and conclusive upon the n~tional 
power. If that is so this bill is simply a provision for the surrender 
of the national existence so far as the executive power is c~ncerned. 
It is the transmission from one individual office-holder to another, 
from one President to another; it is an absolute surrender of that 
question to the control of the States. I look upon that as a funda­
mental departure from the essential principles of the Republican 
party and of our national Constitution. We have in our Presiden­
tial platforms from the beginning announced ourselves as believers 

in the doctrine of the supreiiL:<tcy of the nation. We have bid down 
a~ the substantial platform of our pady the doctrine that we are a 
nation. Now, when we yield the point that the Executive of the 
nation may be controlled, as that power passes from one individual 
to another, by electors whose existence and whose qualifications are 
made conclusively to depend upon the decision of State authority, 
we abandon our principles entirely, we surrender the fundamental 
idea of the Constitution itself. 

Mr. President, as I said in the beginning, I do not propose to en­
large upon this subject-matter at all. I do not wish to delay action 
upon the bill. I move this amendment because unless it is adopted, 
so far as I am individually concerned, it will be .impossible for me to 
support the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the amendment of my honorable friend from 
New Hampshire will not be pressed. This bill is the result of very 
careful and anxious study. A very able special committee of the 
Senate some years ago reported it verbatirn et literatim as it now stands. 
That was at the session beginning December, 1877, and I am obliged 
to the President of the Senate for reminding me that he was also a 
member of that committee. I believe that the Senator from Dela­
ware, [Mr. BAYARD,] the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS,] 
and the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MORGAN,] were also of the 
committee, and that those two gentlemen whom I named first gave 
a very peculiar and special amount of labor to the framing of the 
bill, representing somewhat, as they did, the different sides of the 
Senate. Now, to put hastily into this most important and delicate 
machine new language, the effect of which may not be seen without 
a careful study of the whole bill, is unwise. So that if I agreed 
with the honorable Senator from New Hampshire in his opinion, I 
should not desire to encumber the bill with this amendment. 

But I am free to say that I do not concur with the Senator from 
New Hampshire. I believe that the one thing which the framers of 
the Constitution meant was to get the President of the United States, 
out of Congress, to remove to the States, without any possibility of 
being influenced or aftected or controlled, still less of being domi­
nated, by national authority, the choice of their Presidential electors. 
The naked count of the votes of the persons commissioned by their 
States to cast them and the announcement of the result was all that 
the Constitution reserved for the Federal authority. · 

It is singular, Mr. President, how the instincts of the people have 
acted upon that principle although the method of accomplishing it 
which our fathers designed has not been pursued. They expected 
that the electoral ·college would be composed of men who would 
exercise a discretion. They were to be chosen by the States, the 
choice ascertained and authenticated by the States, the commission 
given by the States, and they were to assemble on the same day, so 
that there might be a reflection of the local opinion of each State 
unaffected even by such consultation with the representatives of 
other States as we necessarily have in the enactment of laws and in 
the discharge of our duties here. They were to vote for two candi­
dates for the Presidency, the highest of whom was to be declared 
President, and the next highest the Vice-President. It was expressly 
prohibited to every person holding any Federal office, however small, 
to have a seat in the electoral college. 

Now, under our customs, the elector is but a scribe; he exercises 
no discretion; he casts a vote which is known perfectly in advance, 
which he would be dishonored beyond any dishonor which has been 
known for any political action in this country if he should refrain 
from casting his vote for the candidate of the party which prevailed 
in the election in his State by his choice. The true electoral col­
leges in this country to-day are the nominating conventions of the 
political parties, unknown to t1le law. All t.he safeguards, there­
fore, with which we surrounded the elector from Federal influence 
have in the main been destroyed by the practiees of our elections, 
but the people have almost never since that change selected and 
elected to the Presidency any person who has been holding high 
national position at the time of his choice. Since John Quincy Adams, 
I think, the people have sought for some candidat.e away from the 
seat of Government, not connected with national affairs, entirely 
disassociated from the strifes and the competitions and the contests 
which are bound up in politics at the seat of Government-Jackson 
and Taylor and Lincoln and Grant-with the single exception of the 
last Presidential candidate; since John Quincy Adams the principle 
which led to the adoption of these safeguards of the Constitution 
has been acted upon instinctively by the people themselves. So I 
believe it will continue to be in the future. 

I do not think, therefore, that we ought to introduce into this bill 
an especial affirmation of the principle that Congress is entitled to 
control the election of the President and Vice-President by assertin~ a 
right to go behind the deliberate judicial action of the authorities 
created by the Constitution for that purpose. 

It is very badin principle for another reason. The judicial author­
ity of the State referred to in this bill is to act before the electors 
receive their commission, before the electors cast their votes, before 
the effect on the general result of the action of any particula1· elec­
toral body caH. be known with any certainty; but this puts in the 
two Houses of Congress the temptation after the result is known, 
when the effect not merely upon the title to his seat of a particular 
elector, but the result of the title to the great Presidential office itself, 
is to be determined by the action of the two Houses, to go behind the 
State judicial tribunal and tak~ into the bands ol these two great 
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political bodies the deternrination of the Presidential electjon. I 
should regard such a result as menacing very seriously the perpetuity 
of constitutional government itself under our present existing form. 

But I will not undertake to detain the Senate at this la,te hour 
wit.h further discussion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I am not ignorant of the fact that this 
bill has been very carefully considered ; I am not ignorant of the 
fact that leading minds of the Senate concur in favoring its passage, 
and I do not wish to leave the Senate in ignorance of the further fact 
that it is a matter to which I have my elf given careful and, I think, 
conscientious consideration as long a,., the committee itself, unless 
its observations and reflections upon this subject have extended to 
an earlier period than the great controversy of 1876. And I assure 
yon, Mr. President and the Senate, that I move this amendment be­
cause I feel impelled to do it by a regard tow hat has for a long time 
been my conviction on this subject. I am not inclined to surrender 
what I believe to be the essential principle upon which this Govern­
ment is founded because others may as conscientiously believe to 
the contrary of what I do myself. 

I a.ssure you, Mr. President and the honorable Senator from Massa­
chusetts, that if it were possible for me to vote forth is second section 
as it now is I would gladly do so; but it is not. I do not myself 
quite comprehend the course of argument, if it is argument, in his 
remarks. He says to us that we are no longer a Government acting 
through governmental forms, but that we are simply registering in 
these latter days the edicts of party conventions. There may be 
much truth in that. The real electoral colleges, as he tells us, are 
the nominating conventions of the two parties. I admit that ours 
is a Government primarily based on the action of parties; but are 
these State parties, or are they the parties of the nation at large f 
The point which I make is this, and it is a radical one unless I am 
under a mistake, that the sun·ender to the State tribunals, whether 
legislative or executive or judicial, it matters not which, of the power 
to say who is the elector, the man who, under the Constitution, creates 
the President, is an abandonment of the national power itself to that 
State jurisdiction. I doubt whether auy one can meet that point; 
certainly the Senator did not in the few remarks which he did me the 
honor to make in reply to this amendment. That radical principle 
which involves the question of supremacy between the State and the 
nation I cannot yield. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says practically that there is very 
little need of the passing of this bill; the people control these things;· 
local sentiment governs, and so it will be as the Senator from Ala­
bama has intimated. 1 think that whenevertheqnestionarisesand 
Congress is called upon toaRsertitsinherentpowertocountthevote, 
it will be so whether this bill is enacted into a law or not. Congres , 
representing the nation, will never abandon it inherent power to 
count the vote. That is a question which has been debarediu Con~resrs 
many times and very seriously, and I never yet have heard any lead­
ing Republican take the ground in the Senate or elsewhere in the 
country thnt the power to count the vote was not in the authorities 
of the United States, unless it has been enunciated on this occasion 
by the honorable Senator from l\lassachn.,;etts; and when we yield 
that, as we do yield it in the second section of this bill, we not only 
violate the Constitution, in my belief, but we are untrue to our own 
party platforms and professions to the people at large. If we have 
any one thing intrusted to us as a party in this country, it is the pro­
tection of the principle of nationality; and that principle I consider 
can be only defended, so far as this bill is concerned, by the adoption 
of the amendment which I have moved. 

Now, sir, I think that for a Republican, a m:1n who believes in the 
nation as supreme over the States, it is yielding a great deal to say 
that this section may he adopted and we will vote for it even with 
the qua,lification which I move as an amendment. Why f Be­
cause it makes the State action p1ima facie a rule; it makes it a rUle 
until that rule is reversed, not by the action of a single House of 
Congress, but by the concurring action of both Houses of Congress. 
I am willing to go to the extent of saying that Congress shall be 
overruled by the action of the State provided both Houses do not 
concur in ·their action. Doing that, I think it would be yielding 
altogether too much to go further and adopt the second section as it 
stands. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says in reply to this amendment 
that he finds great danger lest Congress may act corruptly while the 
judicial power of the State may act honestly and in accordance with 
the dictates of duty. \Vhyf The Senator tells me he said nothing 
of the kind. Then I misunderstood him. He certainly said that he 
would consider it a great objection, that the action ofConlP'ess should 
be preferred to that of the State because Congress acts arter the elec­
toral college has deposited its vote and the action of the college is 
then known, and Congress knowing t he action of the college may, 
very likely from pa.rty reasons or from reasons which are not for the 
good of the State, reverse the action of the judicial power of the State; 
that the judicial tribunal of the State is more likely to be impartial 
and to decide justly for the reason that it acts prior to the ca.sting 
of the vote by the electoral college and in ignorance of its action. 
But as a part of the same statement does not the Senator see that 
the elector who casts his vote differently from what it is understood 
he shall when he is chosen in November is an outcast in the country! 
Is it not a fact that the judicial tribunal of the State will know the 
action of the electors j nst as well before as after they have cast their 

votes 7 Where, then, is the pertinency of the Senator's claim that the 
judicial power of the State is likely to be more impartial than Con­
gress in the exercise of its authority to count the vote f 

Sir, I belie"ethat the adoption of an amendment in substance such 
:ts I have moved here-the language may not be the most consitlerate, 
but I think it accomplishes the purpose, it indicates the idea at all 
events-is indispensable so far as I am concerned at least in the sup­
port of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. BLAIR.] 

The amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pas ed. 
EXECUTIVE COMl\IUNICATIO~. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o te~npm·e laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed:_ 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre­
tary of War, dated the 4th instant, inclosing plans and estimates for the comple­
tion of Fort McKinney, Wyoming Territory, and recommending an appropriation 
of $50,000 for the purpose in accordance with the estimates. 

CHESTER A.. ARTHUR. 
EXECt:TIVE MANSIO:-., .April6, 1882. 

He also laid before the Senate the following message. from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 
To f1te Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for tbe consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of 'Var. <lated tho 4th in~tant, inclosing estimates for deficiencies in the 
apKroprfation for the transportation of the .A.rmy and its supplies for the fiscal year 
en ing June 30, 1882, and recommending an appropria8H:JtsT~~r~n~W~~-

EXECUTIVE MANSION, .April 6, 1882. 

SAINT LOUIS ..U.TD SAN FRA.J.~CISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. :MAXEY. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consid­
eration of the bill (S. No. 60) ratifying the act of the general coun­
cil of the Choctaw Nation of Indians granting to the Saint Louis 
and San Francisco Railway Company right of way for a railroad and 
telegraph line through that nation. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT P'~"O tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 

Committee of the Wholo. 
Mr. KELLOGG. I desire now to give notice that when this pend­

ing bill is disposed of I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the con­
sideration of the bill (S. No. 1572) for the improvement of the navi­
gation of the Mississippi and .Missouri Rivers. 

.Mr. CAMERON, of Wiscon in. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con­
sideration of executive business. .After seventeen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o'cloclc and 
forty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSD.A. Y, Ap1·il 6, 1882. 

The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HUBBELL and others addressed the Chair. 
Mr. WHITE. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. HUBBELL. I hope the gentleman will wait a moment. I 

have a very important joint re olution which ought to be passed at 
once. I a.sk unanimous consent to introduce for immediate action 
the joint resolution which I send to the desk. I will explain it in a 
moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [1\fr. llUBBELL] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a joint res­
olution, the title of which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A joint resolution appropriating certain lands-

. Mr. WHITE. I insist on the regular order. 
Mr. V .A.LENTINE. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 

WmTE] to allow me to introduce a bill for the relief of persons in tho 
overflowed regions. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted upon. 
El\""ROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

:Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker si~ned the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1776) for the relief of Medical Director John 
Thornley, United States Navy· and 

An act (H. R. No. 5588) to adnrlt free of duty articles intended fox 
exhibition at the national mi.mg and industrial expo ition to be 
held in the city of Denver in the year 1882. 
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PERSo'"NAL EXPLA..l.~ATION. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to a question of personal privi­
lege. I desire to have read what I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. BLAND, of Missouri, based his opposition to the resolution upon his general 

opposition to the national banking system. He was in favor of substituting silver 
for national-bank notes until silver was on a parity with gold~ As a. Democrat, he 
proclaimed his hostility to national banks and national bankers. 

Mr. KASSON. That is not a question of privilege. 
Mr. BLAND. That is a dispatch to the Associated Press, which is 

incorrect, so far as I am concerned. 
Mr. KASSON. But I wish to ask the gentleman from Missouri 

whether he considers that as a question of privilege. 
1\ir. BLAND. It certainly is, so far as I am concerned. This state­

ment, it seems, went out to the country as a dispatch to the Asso­
ciated Press and does me injustice. I expressed no hostility to na.tional 
bankers as individuals, but only to the system. There would be 
neither rhyme nor reason iu denouncing persons who are engaged in 
a legitimate bru;iness authorized. by the laws of the country. 

ORDER OF BUSHfESS. 
Mr. KASSON. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 
Mr. HOUSE. I rise to a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will he recognized 

again. The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from Tennessee. 
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. CAMP. I move, Mr. Speaker, that when the House adjourns 
t-o-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday next, as to-morrow will he 
(}ood Friday. 

The House divided; and there were- ayes 30, noes 56. 
So the motion was disagreed to. 

MISSISSIPPI CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 
Mr. CALKINS. 1\Ir. Speaker, I rise to a qnestion of the highest 

privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CALKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Ele~tions, in 

the matter of the contested-election case of John R. Lynch against 
James R. Chalmers, of the sixth Congressional district of Mississippi, 
to submit a report, which I ask may be printed and laitl over for the 
present, to be called up at some other time, and only ask now that · 
the accompanying resolutions be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resol·ved, That James R. Chalmers was not elected and is not entitled w his 

seat in the Forty-seventh Congress from the sixth district of Mississipvi. 
Resol·ved, ThatJohnR. Lynch waselect-edaod is entitled to his seat in the Forty­

seventh Congress from the sixth district of Mississippi. 
The report was laid over and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. CALKINS. In connection with that report I desire to ask 

that the minority of the committee shall have leave to file their views 
at any time in the future, and that they be ordered to be printed.. 
My colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
ATHERTON,] who has charge of that matter, is detained from the 
House by sickness, and it is at hls request in a letter 1 have received 
from him that I have made this motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 

CONTESTED ELECTION- STOLBRAND VS. AIKEN. 
1\lr. JONES, of Texas. I am directed by the Committee on Elec­

tions, in the case of C. J. Stolbrand against D. Wyatt Aiken, from the 
thlrd Congressional district of · South Carolina, to submit a report 
recommending the adoption of the resolution which I ask the Clerk 
to read. 

The Clerk road as follows : 
Resolv-ed, That C. J. Stolbrand have leave to withdraw papers. 
The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. JONES, of Texas, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 

resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon­
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINES~. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I ask to introduce a joint resolution at this time 
for consideration. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I demand the regular order of business. 
1\lr. KASSON. I wish to complete the statement begun when mov­

ing to dispense with tbA morning hour for to-day, and it is this: that 
it is my intention if the motion be carried to yield to things that 
will not call for debate, such as report~? from committees, &c. I 
now ask for a vote on my motion to dispense with the morning hour 
for to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Several gentlemen have reports to submit from 
their committees; and I hope the morning hour will not be dispensed 
with. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that two-thirds have not voted 
m the affirmative. · 

Mr. KASSON. Then let us have a division. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 541 noes 36. 
So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the motion was 

disagreed to. 
Mr. KASSON. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman yield to me to offer a reso­
lution f 

Mr. KASSON. I cannot after the vote just given by the House. 
l\1r. BLACKBURN. I stand pleuged to offer a resolution of inves­

tigation, which I am now trying to do. 
Mr. HAZELTON. What is the regular order¥ 
The SPEAKER. After privileged reports the regular prder will be 

the call of committees for reports of a genera.} charact-er. 
1\lr. HAZELTON. Then I demand the regular order of business. 

ThT))IAN APPROPRIATIO~ BILL. 
l\Ir. RYAN. I wish to submit a report from the Committee on Appro­

priations on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 4185) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tr.ibes for the year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 
purpos"s. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
whether any of the amendments of the Senate are liable to the point 
of order that. if introduced in the House they would have to be con­
sidered in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of tho 
Union. It is Rule XX, I think. 

.Mr. RYAN. I do not understand the question of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

l\Ir. RANDALL. I desire to know whether any of the amend­
ments of the Senate to this Indian appropriation bill are of such a 
charact.er a-s would make them liable to the point of order under 
Rule XX of the House Y 

l\Ir. RYA...~. None, l think, that the committee have recommended 
concurrence in. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, if there be any Senate amendments of 
that character, I desire to reserve the point of order upon them. 

Mr. RYAN. There is some new legislation in the bill, but the 
committee have not recommended concurrence in any amendment-s 
which I think are subject to the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the question for the reason that I desire to 
reserve the point of order as these amendments l1re read, that they 
shall have their first consideration in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, if such point rests against such amendments. 

l\Ir. RYAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether he would not be willing, inasmuch as we have not recom­
mended concunence in such amendment, to wait until the confer­
ence committee make their report on these amendments, in which 
non-concurrence is now recommended Y 

1\lr. RANDALL. I do not think my object would be reached in 
that way. A conference report is privileged. The committee's re­
port as now presented to the House is open to points of order such 
as I indicated. In considering a conference, such point would not 
rest against such conference report. The mere recommendation of 
the Committee on Appropriations to non-concur does not necessarily 
imply that the House would agree to the non-concurrence. The 
gentleman will see the importance of the distinction. My only ob­
ject is that we shall have an opportunity, if any of these amend­
ments are liable to the point of order, of discussing them in Commit­
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RYAN. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania any objection 
to the adoption of the report as far as the recommendation to concur 
ofthe Committee on Appropriations goes¥ 

Mr. RANDALL. I should like to hear the report read to know 
what it does recommend. I might desire to amend some of these 
items. I have no belief in the propriety of the Senate inserting 
amendments to bills of this character, and have them brought before 
the House ou a committee's report, unless they shall be subject to 
the point of order if it is desired to make such. 

Mr. ROBESON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl­
vania whether when such amendments come here under the report of a 
conference committee they cannot go to the Committee of the Whole f 

Mr. RANDALL. Not under the rule, because the conference 
report is a privileged report to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
The Committee on Appropriations, w which was referred tho bill {H. R. No. 

4185) making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with varions Indian tribes, for 
the year ending June 30, 1883. and for other purposes, together with the amend­
ments of the Senate therero, having considered the same, beg leave t<J report as 
follows: 

.They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 4, 
5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 23, 24, 25, 26, 2!i, 20, 30, 31, 36, 37, 38, 39, 50, 57, 62, 63, 64, 65, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 
74, 75, 76, 77, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 00, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 106, 107, 108, and 109. 

They recommend non-concuJTence in the amendments numbered 2, 3, 9, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 27, St!, 33, 34, 35, 40, 41, 42, 43, 4-l, 45, 46, 47, 4S, 49, 51, 52, 53, 
54, 55, 56, 58, 59, 60, 61, 66, 67, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 103, 104, and 105. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask whether or not the amendments made 
by the Senate to this bill have been printed by order of the House f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that they have been. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Printed and numbered' 
The SPEAKER. So the Chair is informed. 
l\Ir. BLOUNT. Can we have the amendments read 1 
The SPEAKER. They will be read. The Clerk will first report the 

amendments in which the collllllittee recollllllend concurrence. Does 
the gentleman from Kansas desire a separate vote upon the several 
amendments f 
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l\lr:"RYAN. I do not desire it. 
Mr. RANDALL. Unless we can have the printed bill ~o indicate 

these various amendments, a vote had better be taken separately. 
The SPEAKER. The bill with Senate amendments, -the Chair is 

informed, has been printed. The Clerk will report the various 
amendments in which concurrence is recommended. 

The Clerkieported the various amendments up to amendment num­
bered 84 ; wlrich were severally agreed to. 

The Clerk read a-s follows: 
Strike out the words "training school, 11 in Jine 176 of the bill, and insert" in­

dustrial school; " so that it will read: 
"For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pennsylvania, 11 &c. 
1\Ir. DUNNELL. I would like to have the gentleman from Kansas 

explain the apparent departure from the previous character of the 
school at Carlisle, if there is any, as indicated by the striking out of 
the words "training school." 

Mr. RYAN. As a matter of fact, there is no change whatever. 
?!Ir. DUNNELL. Is there any reason for this change f 
Mr. RYAN. None, exce}lt that, in the opinion of the superintend­

. ent, this word "industrial" better describes the character of the 
school than the other word. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk reported the amendments numbered 85, 86, 87, 88, 3.!nd 

89; which were severally agreed to. 
The Clerk reported the amendment numbered 90, as follows: 
And said sum shall be disbursed upon the basis of an allowance of $200 for the 

support and education of each scholar, and not exceeding $500 of said sum may 
be used for the transportation of children to and from said school. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suppose that is rendered necessary because the 
increase of $10,000 in the preceding amendment will increase the 
number of scholars. 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, sir. 
The Clerk reported the additional amendments in which concur­

rence was recommended; which were severally agreed t.o. 
Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the several 

amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas desire the read­

ing of the other amendments, in which non-concurrence is recom-
mended by the committee f · 

Mr. RYAN. No, sir; I move that the House non-concur in the 
amendments indicated in the report. 

blr. HOLMAN. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. On page 
49 of this bill there is cert.ain independent legislation by the Senate 
in the form of amendments to the bill. The question I present is 
whether such amendments in their consideration by the House are 
not subject to the same rule of order as if they bad originated in the 
House on the ground of their being new and independent legislation, 
and not simply appropriations to carry out existing laws f 

Mr. RYAN. I do not understand there is any rule of this House 
that allows the House to declare that because a Senate amendment 
is new legislation the House therefore will not consider i~ at all. 

Yr. RANDALL. I ask that Rule XX be read. 
The Clerk read a-s follows: 
Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point of 

order 'that it shall be first considered in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, if, originating in the House, it would be subject to that point. 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly that point of order can be made. But the 
amendment must be considered, either in the House or in the Com­
mittee ofthe Whole. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the line of the inquiry of my friend froin Indi­
ana [Mr. HOLMAN] I would like to ask whether these amendments 
of the Senate are not only new legislation but whether they do not 
also make an appropriation to execute that new legislation T If so, 
they clearly come within Rule XX. I do not make the point of 
order. The point I aimed at I have had the opportunity of reaching 
by the amendments having been gone over seriatim,. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In­
diana it is of opinion the only point of order that can be made 
would be such as could be made under Rule XX, which has just been 
read. · 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is very clear, of course, that if the Senate sends 
back a bill with an amendment that appropriatesmoneythatamend­
ment must be considered in Committee of the Whole. Butthat was 
not the point I desired to present. It was this: whether if the Sen­
ate puts independent and new legislation on an appropriation bill it 
is subject to the point of order in the House that it is new le~islation Y 
I was not makin~ the point of order; I was merely submitting a par­
liamentary inqmry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it has made all the answer it 
can make now to the gentleman's inquiry. It is U.nder the impres­
sion that clause 3 of Rule XXI does not apply to Senate amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does not Rule XX apply to Senate amendments 
which are new legislation and carry an appropriation to execute 
them! 

',rhe SPEAKER. Rule XX provides for a point of order against a 
Senate amendment, if it makes an appropriation, that it shall be 
sent to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
The Chair would rather not conclusively decide the other question 
at present. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not until the point of order is raised. The gen­
tleman from Indiana only made the point in the form of a parlia­
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair would rather not decide the ques­
tion absolutely now. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say, however, if the Senate have intro­
duced new legislation into the bill and have provided for an appro­
priation t.o execute that new legislation, the same proposition if 
it had been originally offered in the House must have been considered 
in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union tmder 
the rule; and such an amendment comes therefore as a Senate amend­
m~nt within tho range of Rule XX. But I do not myself make the 
point of order. 

I want, however, to ask the gentleman from Kansas a question: 
How much in the aggregate do the Senate amendments increase the 
bHlf 

Mr. RYAN. Over half a million of dollars. 
Mr. RANDALL. And in how much has the House Committee 

recommended concurrence, and in how much non-concurrence T 
Mr. RYAN. I do not think we have recommended concurrence in 

anything that increases the original bill at all. 
Mr. RANDALL. I noticed one or two items where the committee 

recommend concurrence in which there is an increase. 
Mr. RYAN. One or two small items. 
Mr. RANDALL. There was one of $10,000 I noticed. 
1\fr. ROBESON. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

that as the bill now stands, with the concurrence of the Committee 
on Appropriations, it appropriates less money than when it went to 
the Senate. 

1\fr. RANDALL. I consider that a very gratifying fact if you only 
have the stamina to stand up to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I notice there are a number of provisions here 
2,uthorizing the erection of buildings for educational purposes; quite 
a number of them. I think that is proper. In that connection I 
wish to inquire-and it is a question that may properly arise in the 
committee of conference--whether it is not better and far Ilit.Ore 
economical that instead of having a large number of these schools 
established over the country there should be one or two central es­
tablishments of this kind into which a large number of these chil­
dren could be gathered T 

Mr. RYAN. That will be, as the gentleman from Indiana states, a 
subject for conference discussion. I think there is force in what the 
gentlem~n from Indiana suggests. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit to the gentleman from Kallsas that the 
bringing of these Indians from various tribes to a particular point 
for educational purposes is not only better as tending to break up 
the tribal relations, which must be done in a few years, but far bet­
ter also on the score of economy. And I trust my friend from Kan­
sas will see to it that that view at least gets the attention of the 
committee of conference. Inasmuch as the tribal relations will be 
broken up in a very few years, the sooner you get these children to­
gether for educational purposes without reference to tribal relations 
the better. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would inquire of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. RYA....""t] whether any amendment of the Senate to this bill changes 
the appropriation made by the bill as it passed the House for the 
Indian Peace commission, as it is commonly called Y 

1\fr. RYAN. It reduces the sum appropriated by the House by 
either $400 or $600. I now ask that the report of the Committee on 
Appropriations be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon non-concurring in the sev­
eral amendments of the Senate as recommended by the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The amendments were non-concurred in. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for refer­
ence. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. PAGE. Allowmetoexplainamoment. Iwanttointroducea 

bill to carryintoe:ffectthetreatybetween the UnitedStatesandChina. 
Mr. SPRINGER. We have passed one bill for that purpose, which 

has been vetoed by the President and the Chinese minister. 
?!Ir. PAGE. I want to introduce such a bill. 
?!Ir. RANDALL. I have no objection to that bill. 
Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. MORSE, and others objected. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
1llr. PAGE. I desire to give notice that I shall try until the end 

of this session to get consent to pass some bill for the relief of the 
people on the Pacific coast by restricting the immigration of Chinese. 

Mr . .HISCOCK. I desire to make a report from the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. Is the report a privileged one f 

DEl!'ICIENCY FOR DIES, STAMPS, ETC. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe it is a privileged report. I want tore­
port back a. bill which was recommitted to the Committee on Appro­
priations the other day. It is House bill No. 5573, making appro­
priations to snpply a deficiency for dies, paper, and stamps for tho 
fiscal year 188'2, and to continue work on the Washington Monument 
for the fiscal year l~J. 
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Mr. RANDALL. That is not a privileged report, for it is not one 
of the general appropriation bills. I will not object to it, ~owever, 
and will withdraw my demand for the regular order as agamst that 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose there will be no objection to consider­
in()' the bill at this time. I ask consent that it may be considered in 
th~ House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 
The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, cl:c., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 

Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the following sums for the purpo es herein­
after mentioned : 

For dies, paper, and stamps, $170,000, being a deficiency for the s~rvice of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882; and not exceeding $7,000 of 
this amount may be expended in the payment of persons employed in connection 
with the manufacture of paper and the production of st.amps, and their custody 
and care. 

For marble, granite, iron frame-work, machinery, tools, labor, office expenses, 
and for each ann every ;purpose connected with the completion of theW ashington 
Monument, $150,000, bemg for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883. 

The Committee on Appropriations reported an amendment to add 
to the bill the following : 

For distinctive paper for United States securities, including mill expenses, 
transportation, examination, counting, and delivery, being a deficiency for the 
fiscal year 1882, $25,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think tho rrentleman should make some ex­
planation of that amendment, and a.fter that I shall ask some explana­
tion in re~ard to the deficiency of $170,000. 

1\lr. HISCOCK. In reference to the amendment, I will send to the 
Clerk's desk a letter to be read. 

'Fhe Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, THEASURY DEPARTME-~T, 

Washington, D. 0., November 1, 1881. 
Sm: I have the honor to state that iu submitting an estimate in 1880 of the 

amount of appropriation required for di.~tinctive paper for United States notes, 
silver certificates, and other securities for the fiscal year ending June 30J 1882, the 
amount was stated at $81,000 which would be required for the purchase OT ten mill­
ion sheets. In making the appropriation Congress reduced the amount to $25,000, 
thus providing for about three million sheets, which is at least two million sheet.~ 
less than the amount required to meet the requisitions of the Treasurer of the 
United States for United States notes for the cw-rent fiscal year. 

The large consumption of United States notes is owing to the fact that the De­
partment has been compelled, by the limited appropriations of the past few years, 
to use the paper a.s soon as it is manufactured. The notes being printed on un­
seasonl3d paper lack durability, and are soon returned to the Departme<It, worn out 
or nmtilnterl, to he replaC'.erl at tho expense of the Go>ernment. 

In VIew of these fucts it would seem to be a measm·e of economy tn use only 
fi6380ned paper in preparing United States securities. r therefore ruHpectfully 
reconuneml that Congress be requestetl to make au adrlitional appropriation of 
$24,420 for distinctive paper for United States Hecw·ities for the fiscal year 1882, 
which will enable ~he Department to fill the requisitions of the Treasurer of the 
United States and secure a small supply of paper for use during the next fiscal 

ye~~·is proper to state that unless an additional appropriation be granted the manu­
facture of distinctive paper must cea-se on or before February 1, 1882, and the force 
at the mill be discharjled. 

Very respectfully, / 
WM. FLETCHER, 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Ohief Division of Loans and Ourre-ncy. 

The amendment reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and. read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the bill. 
Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say a few words touching the appro­

priation of $170,000 for a deficiency for dies, paper, stamps, &c. I 
was one of the members of this House who favored the policy of the 
printing by the Government of its own stamps, so far as it could do 
so, instead of having them ·printed by outside contractors. 

I believed that the Government could and should print those stamps 
at a less price than a contractor could do so, who had to keep up his 
own establishment, because the Government had no rent to pay for 
buildings, had nothing t.o pay for machinery nor for its wear and 
tear from year to year, and was also free from insurance charges and 
many other charges which a private party must submit to in the way 
of office furniture, rent, &c. All of these expenses to which I have 
alluded the Government officials are free from, and consequently 
they ought to be able to do this work at a less cost than private par­
ties would be willing to do it for. 

But, as time has gone on I have been led to believe from informa­
tion I have received from those who understand this subject better 
than I do, and perhaps better than many members of Congress do, 
that this work by the Government has now reached a cost in excess 
of the price which outside parties have heretofore offered to do the 
work for, and that is the real reason why this deficiency has occurred. 

I only wish to direct the attention of members of the Committee 
on Appropriations to the statement I have made. I have already 
shown to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations a de­
tailed statement received from a respectable party, and he has assured 
me that there will be made an investigation of this subject. 

One case was told me where a match manufacturer had to gi.\e up 
his own dies, which contained his trade-mark also, and was assured 
that the stamps would be furnishetl him by the Government at a cost 
of only seven dollars per thousand. When he came to pa..y for them, 
however, he was charged twenty-one dollars per thousand. 

Such complaints as these haYe come to my ears, and I think it is 

duo to all parties that they should be publicly stated, so that if they 
are incorrect they may be refuted, and if they are not incorrect, and 
this bureau is running into extravagant habits, then it should be 
checked. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I wish to remind the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that when he took the position hedid 
in the'Forty-fourth Congress upon this subject, I predicted that this 
very result would occur, and that t1ae Government could not pro­
uuce stamps in competitiQn with private parties. Congress saw fit, 
however, to confide this work to a bureau of the Government, and 
the result which I then predicted has come to pass. 

Mr. RANDALL. At the time the gentleman refers to I took the 
position which I take now, that the Government, if the business is 
properly and economically managed, can print stamps more cheaplf 
than outside parties; and this stands to reason in a business light. 
The Government is free from rent, free from the cost of the original 
machinary, free from the expense of wear and tear in running th0 
machinery. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Now will the gentleman explain the mean­
ing of that language T He used it once before, but I failed to under­
stand it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I mean to say that the cost of the machinery 
used by the Government is not chargedrelatively against the cost of 
the stamps. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Does not the machinery wear out Y 
Mr. RANDALL. Of course it wears out and has to be renewed; 

but so far as I am able to learn the estimate of the cost of printing 
these stamps does not at any time include the wear and tear of ma­
chinery or charges for rent and insurance. In other worcU!, so far a.s 
I know, the estimates include nothing except paper, printing, and 
the manual labor connected with the work. 

Mr. VALENTINE. When you come to buy machinery to replace 
tha,t which has worn out, does not that count as part of the expense f 

:Mr. RANDALL. That would not affect the question, because, 
whether it is the Government or an individual that purchases tho 
price would be about the same. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Then there is no saving. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 

Pennsylvania whether he now recollects the relative cost of stamps 
in reference to the amount cellected in years past. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not the figures here; I could find them, 
because in the investigation to which the gentleman from New York 
[l\lr. HEWITT] has alluded all that appears, I think. 

1\fr. HISCOCK. I have a statement of this kind: that in 1879 the 
cost was $3.35 to $1,000 colLected ; in 1880 it had increased ten cents 
on the $1,000, being $3.4=> to 1,000 collected; and in 1881 it wa-s $3.56, 
owing to the increased price of material. So far as I have been able to 
investigate the matter in the brief time since my attention wa-s called 
to it in personal conversation by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it 
would appear that all the increase is accounted for by the increased 
cost of material. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been ordered to be engrossed an<i 
read a third time. 

:Mr. BLOUNT. I must object to the provision in this bill in rela­
tion to the Washington Monument, for which there is an appropria­
tion here of $150,000, which the committee include in the shape of a 
deficiency. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Not a.t all. 
Mr. BLOUNT. As I understand, the gentleman from New York 

places the matter in this position: that this is simply an anticipation 
of the appropriation which would otherwise be made next year, and 
is made now in order that it may be used for the purpose of purchasing 
material. That I understand to be the explanation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The explanation of it, if the gentleman will allow 
me a moment, is this: this item is not put in the bill in the form of 
a deficiency; it is a distinct appropriation for the next fiscal year, 
which the committee concluded to put in this bill and recommend 
its adoption, to the end that in the prosecution of the work upon the 
Washington Monument contracts might be made for materials for 
the next fiscal year, or that the officers in charge of the work might 
know the sum which will be at their disposal. No part of this money 
is to be used during the present fiscal year; it is simply an appro­
priation proposed to be made at this time for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I cannot untlerstand the matter as the gentleman 
from New York does. Before the next fiscal year shall arrive appro­
priations for purposes of this kind will be made in the regular way. 
The only object, as I understand, of making this appropriation at 
the present time is that it may be at once available so that contracts 
for stone, &c., may be made-exactly what the officers of the Gov­
ernment may do with reference to funds which they may have on 
hand at the present time. It is therefore nothing more nor less than 
a deficiency appropriation. It is to make this amount available to 
be used at once by the Government in connection with the Wash­
ington Monument. A part of the operations connected with the 
construction of that monument is the purcha-se and laying uown of 
materials; and if it were proposed simply to make contracts to be 
paid out of this item, but not to allow the parties to go forward at 
once in the execution of these contracts, nothing would be gained. 

Mr. Speaker, my reason for objecting to this appropriation is that 
it is part of a system in refereuce to the public buildings as well as 
in regard to the Washingto-?- Monument. Every year since I have 
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been a member of this House, the attempt under some specious plea 
has been made to induce Congress to sanction in the form of deficien­
cies appropriations which the officers in charge of these works had 
failed to get in the regular way under the estimates. There is no 
more reason for the provision proposed in the present case than there 
would be in reference to all the public buildings throughout the 
country. The gentleman from New York might just as well come 
here and propose that in referenct\ to every public building in the 
conn try the officers in charge might go forward and contract for ma­
terial in this identical way. 

The result will be simply an addition to the amount for this year, 
as it has been the experience of the past that when such appropria­
tions have been made and the next :fiscal year arrives they insisted 
on an amount just as large as if no portion of it had been anticipated 
by any preceding appropriation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia there 
will be no further appropriation for the prosecution of this work for 
the next fiscal year, and I now call the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been ordered to be engrm~sed and 
read the third time. 

Mr. HlSCOCK. V cry well; I demand tho provious question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laicl on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the title will be amendeu 

by adding the words" and for other purposes." 
There was no objection, anu it was ordered accordingly. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A messa~e from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an­
nounced tne passage of the bill (S. No. 1654) to provide for a defi­
ciency in subsistence for the Indians; in which concurrence was 
requested. 

ADDITIONAL ACCOM1tiODATIO:XS FOR INTERIOR DEPARTME"NT. 

1\Ir. SHALLENBERGER. I submit the following prl vileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 

amendment of the House to the bill (S. No. 1361) to provide additional accommo· 
dations for the Department of the Interior, having met, after full and free confer­
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment to the said bill, and the House agree 
t~ the same. 

That the bill be amended by inserting, in the fifth line, after the word "the," 
the wordt! "Pension Office and Land Oftice ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

W. S. SHALLENBERGER, ... 

ff:ifs rw ~~nrc?llfoN. 
Manag£:rs on the p_art of tlw IIottse. 
E. H. ROLLll\ S, 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
G. G. VEST, 

MQ/lu£g£:rs on the part of the Stmaw. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I raise a question of order on that. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I call for the reading of the original bill. 
Mr. SPRINGER. But I raise the question of order, 1\Ir. Speaker, 

that this report does not, as the rule requires, explain the effect of 
the proposed changes in the original bill. 
·. The SPEAKER. Yes; there is an accompanying statement, and 
the report does, to that extent, comply with the rule of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well; then let the statement be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Statement to accompany the report of the conferees on the part of the Honse 

on the Senate bill to provide additional accommodations for the Department of 
the Interior. . 

The effect of this report is that the House recedes from its amendment to the 
bill of the Senate reducing the appropriation from $20,000 to $15,000, and agrees to 
the amount fixed by the Senate. The Senate agrees to an amendment as follows: 
Insert in the fifth line, after the word "the," the words "Pension Office and Land 

~!t~~~r f~~~d~tl~~ain f:~o~~~!~~:o h~s bfn~fJ>3!t~d ~!t:~~~f~~~J! ~!c~: 
additional room for the accommodation of the Land Office. The House insisting 
upon its amendment, redncin~ the same to $15,000, distinctly understood that ac­
commodations were desired srmply for the Pension Office, and deemed $15,000 suf. 
ficient for that purpose. Upon the assurance, therefore, and under the belief that 
additional accommodations are required by the Land Office as well, they recede 
from the amendment, and allow the additiollal sum of $5,000 on condition that the 
Senate agree to specifically provide in the bill for additional accommodations for 
Pension Office and Land Office, which has been done. 

The a~option of the report is recommended. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, the House committee has 
receded from the amendment of the House, and allowed the appro­
priation to be raised as the Senate proposed, from fifteen to twenty 
thousand dollars. Now the gentleman from Pennsylvania ought to 
give to this House some reason for this increase. Here is a building 
costing only$100,000 to put it up, and for ten years, as I understand, 
we have been paying a rent for it of $20,000 a year. I do not believe 
it is g-ood legislation to authorize the selection of one particular 
building. Let the Secretary of the Interior receive bids for all places 
and get the cheapest building. 

1\Ir. SHALLENBERGER. Permit me to interrupt the gentleman 
for a moment, in order to ask him a question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 'Vill the gentlomanrcfcrto any spocific 
building named in this bill There is nothing of the matter objected 
to by the gentleman in the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of illinois. Let the bill be read. 
:Mr. COX, of New York. I understand it is tho old Republican 

building. 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. No such thing. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I should like to hear what it is, then. 
:Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The Secretary of the Interior, under 

the phraseology of the bill, is simply intrusted with $20,000 for the 
purpose of securing additional accommodations fort,he Pension Office 
and the Land Office. His discretion will permit him to take, under 
proper conditions, the Republican building for Pension Office accom­
modations. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. What building is contemplated 1 
:Mr. SHALLENBERGER. He is contemplating, as we are in­

formed, no specific building. The committee of the House, when 
this bill was before them, understoqd the accommodations were for 
the Pension Office alone, and it was stated that the Republican 
building would be the one most desirable, as being nearest the pres­
ent Pension Office. [Mr. Cox, of New York, rose.] One word 
further. Our committee distinctly disagreed to that proposition, to 
lease the building named for a term of years. '\Ve distinctly declined 
to specify any particular building, or to intimate we were willing 
to give or consent to have given more than $15,000 for that build­
ing. Hence we made onr report. 

The Senate sends tons another bill, increasing the appropriation 
to 20,000, not alone in the interest of increased accommodations for 
the Pension Office, but to provide accommodations as well for the 
Land Office, the necessity for which is as pressin~ as for the Pension 
Office, and having heard fully the statement of tne reasons for that 
addition, having the assurance of the Senate committee they would 
not agree to more than$15,000 fortheRepublican building, allowing 
the Secretary of the Interior, as we do; full discretion to negotiate 
for that or for any other building or buildings, we now report in favor 
of allowing 20,000 for those two distinct purposes specifically pro­
vided for in the bill itself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I want to ask the gentleman this question: 
whether it is not understood that this appropriation is for the pur­
pose of renting the old Republican builuing at the corner of Thir­
teenth street and Pennsylvania avenue Y 

1\Ir. SHALLENBERGER. Upon the contrary, it is distinctly un­
derstood that it is not necessarily so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Where is that understanding T 
:i\lr. SHALLENBERGER. This addition to the original amount 

proposed by the House was agreed to iu committee of conference on 
the ground that it was necessary that additional accommodations 
should also be provided for the Land Office as woll as for the-Pension 
Oilice--

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman does not answer the question. 
What I want him to state is, whether it is not well understood that 
the effect of this bill, as uow reported from the conference commit­
tee, will be to rent the old Republican building at the corner of Thir­
teenth street and Pennsylvania avenue for ten years at the price 
named in this bill f 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I have answered that question, I think. 
The rental is from year to year and no building named. The Secre­
tary of the Interior, by the provisions of the bill, must provide some 
accommodations for the Land Office also; hence that larger amount 
has been agreed upon. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does this bind the Government for ten years Y 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Itdoesnotbind theGovernmentforany 

period of years. It is only from year to year. It distinctly prohibits 
the rental or the making of any contract for rent beyond one year. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have the bill read as agreed upon 

in conference. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enact~d, d';c., That the sum of$20,000be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of 

any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of en­
abling the Secretary of the Interior to rent or lease from year to year a suitable 
building for addi tio11al accommodations for the Pension Office and the Land Office, 
Deparbnent of the Interior. 

1\Ir. SPRINGER. Now, 1\ir. Speaker,ifthe gentlemanfromPenn­
sylvania will yield to me I should like to be heard for a momelilt on 
this bill. 

1\Ir. SHALLENBERGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from illinois. 

:Mr. SPRINGER. I am opposed to the.passage of this biij.fflr this 
reason: the Government of the United States is now erecting a large 
addition to the buildin~ near the Execntive Mansion known &E! ,the 
State, War, and Navy vepartment. That building will within a 
few months be ready for occupancy; all that portion of the building 
fronting upon Pennsylvania A venue, at all events, will be ready for 
occupancy within that time, while a considerable part of it is al­
ready occupied. There is certainly sufficient room there to accom­
modate the immediate necessities of the Government over and above 
those now provided for. The Interior Department has occupied its 
present building from the time of its completion until now, and I do 
not see any special reason or any pressing demand for an appropri-

t 
I 
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a.tion of 20:000 for the rent of a new building to give it additional 
accommodations just at present. 

It ha been the custom, I am sorry to ·ay, whenever a corporation 
in this city becomes bankrupt and pa se into the hands of an a signee, 
to find the famished creditors coming around and a king the Gov­
ernment to do something to make them get a dividend upon their 
bad in ve tments; either coming to Congress and asking us to l.my their 
old buildings or to rent them and thu save them from lo s incurred 
by unprofitable investments. Now, I regard this bill, although the 
gentleman fromPennsylvaniahasapparently guarded it very clo ely, 
u another measure in that direction. It is another addition to what 
we did a few days ago when wepa edanactforthe 1mrchase ofthe 
old Freedman' Dank building for the Government of the United 
Stare -a building wholly un uitable for tho neces ities of a public 
building, but the necessities of the crerutors were so great that jt 
was deemed advisable to furnish a dividend for the unfortunate suf­
ferer of that freedman' savings in titution. Now we have a propo­
Fiition in the shape of this bill to rent anothe1· building a.t an expend­
iture of 0,000 a year, to increase the Government facilitie . I am 
oppo ed to the renting of private buildings for Government use. 

The Government of the United States is able to erect suitable build­
ing for it own use ; and there is no uch pre ing emerO'ency as 
would require u now to pay such a sum as this bill contemp1ates for 
therentofan un uitable building until we getreadyto buildoneofour 
own. I hope the bill will be voted down, and that we will stop this 
pernicious habit of renting private buildings throughout this city 
for the a umed necessities of the Government. 

Mr. SIIALLENBERGER. I now ask the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

~!r. TOWNSIIEND, of lllino:is. Will the gentleman permit me to 
a k him a question f 

Mr. SHALLE1\~ERGER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
hy it is that the words "or so much thereof as may be necessary'' 

have been stricken out of the bill. This bill provides for the ex­
:>end.itur of 20,000 a year, without limitation. 'Vhy was there no 
iimitation by the insertion of the e word f 

Mr HALLENBERGER. They were not stricken out. No such 
word. ver appeared in the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of illinois. But the gentleman does not seem 
to understand my question. There is, as the gentleman will per­
('(·iv no J)rovision made here for a less sum than $20,000. If, for 
in!rta~ce, the 'ecretary should find that he could secure a building 
fc1r a much le urn, he would be compelled, under the language of 
thi 'bill, to pay t~e ~hole amount of t~is app~opriation. He may 
tind a uitable brulding f(j)r 10,0001 while, by the absence of these 
rtnalifying yords, he must pay 20,u00. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. By no moan ; the gentleman is mis-

ta~.TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. These words are not in the bill: 
"or 80 much a maybe nece arytherefor;" and I ask for the read­
inrr of the bill again. I will make my statement squarely and allow tho entleman to refute it by the bill if be can. It does not contain 
any ~ualifying terms; and under that language the Secretary would 
not be allowed any discretion, but must rent a building at the rate 

ecified. And, furthe~, ~ will say from. info~ation I have ~card, 
1 am not sati .tied that 1t 18 not the des1gn of mterested parties to 
11rocure the renting of the old Republican building on the Avenue 
for thi amount. It is true the bill leaves it discretionary with the 
Secretary of the Interior, but we know not how he may exercise his 
cliRCretion. 

There i another thing I want to call attention to. The records of 
the Land Office are now in a fire-proof building. The value of tho e 
records is, of cour , well known to all, involving, as they do, titles 
all through the country. It is proposed by this bill to take those 
records out of thi fire-proof building and put them in a building 
which the bill does not contemplate as being a fire-proof building. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. If the gentleman will permit me, I can 
explain in a moment the status gf thi matter. 

~Ir. TOWNSHEND, of illinois. Let the gentleman then explain 
why it i propo ed to take these records from a fire-proof building to 
one .that i not fire-proof, and also let him explain why the I'J.Ualify­
in" words "or o much thereof as may be neces ary" are left out of 
tbre bill. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. At pre ent the Pension Office uses four 
~parnte buildings for its purposes, quite separate l'equiring tele­
phone communication and consuming the time of clerks in carryinG' 
records back and forth, some of them at salaries of 1,200 or 1,40u 
a year. We propose to enable the Secretary of the Interior to rent, 
if he can, a buildin~ sufficiently large to consolidate these several 
brnnche . The building on Nintlt street, which i now occupied by 
the Pen ion Office immediately oppo ite the Land Office, will be va­
cated when, under the provisions of this bill, we secure the accom­
modAtions desired. That building vacated will then, on the 1st ef 
JnlY.z.be subject to a new lea . It is said to be desirable that that 
bnilaing honld be rented by the Land Office, being .iust across the 
etreetz and more convenient for its purposes. But that a building 
must oe ren~d temporarily, no one doubts. The Secretary of the 
Interior has m repeated communications to this House through the 
Preaident, as well as directly1 informed our committee that he must 
have additional accommodations. 

We do not, any more tbau the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
SPRINGER,] desire to rent property for public use not fire-proof in 
character and at high figure from private individuals. 'Ve, as a. 
committee, have unanimously reported against that. We unani­
mously state that we believe the rents of buildings used by the Gov­
ernment in the city of 'Va ·biugton are extravagant; and it was 
with intent to correct, if po siblc, that abuse that we desired to 
bring the appropriation down from ;20,000 to 15,000. If the gen­
tleman will follow the action of the committee he will see it has 
been in precise accord with what he has stated on this floor to be 
his desire, namely, the utmo t economy in such matter . 

We object to the e buildings, in ccure and lacking in fire-proof 
qualities. 'Ve do urge, as a committee, that the Government shall 
conunit itself, a it did in the purchase of the Freedman's Bank 
property, to the purcha e of a site upon which we can construct in 
the future a suitable building of brick and iron, which shall be fire­
proof, to accommodate the evaluable records as well as the busi­
ue of the Department. 

I will say further that I hope this House will commit it elf to the 
policy of purchasing a square of ground, whether it be tho square 
of ground oppo ite the Post-Office Department or not, with the in­
tent to construct a suitable fire-proof building-not of ornate archi­
tecture, but of fire-proof qualities-and conveniently arranged for 
the accommodation of all the e various offices. I hope in that to be 
heartily in accord with him. But until that is done and the build­
ing secured, we must have room for the pre sing necessities of the 
Government. And now in the mot careful and guarded manner, 
giving discretion to the Secretary of the Interior only from year to 
year, we provide these needed accommodations for the Government; 
and we do ask that the House will sustain the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Ground when it i clearly in the line of economy as 
well as of the prompt and efficient transaction of the public busines . 

I call the previous question upon agreeing to the conference report. 
:Mr. TOWNSHEND, of lllinoi.. Will the gentleman allow an 

amendment to be offered 4f 
The SPEAKER. Tho que tion i on ordering the previou question. 
'l'he previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 

the report of the committee of conference was concurred in. 
:Mr. SHALLENBERGER moved to reconsider the vote by which 

tho report of the committee of conference was concurred in, and also 
moved that the motion to recon ider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion wa agreed to. 
C. W. COOMB. 

Mr. KA SON. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. CANDLER. I de ire to make a privileged report from the 

Committee on Accounts. As the report is very brief, I ask that it 
may be read with the resolution. The committee recommend the 
adoption of the resolution which was submitted by the gentleman 
fromlndiana [l\fr.llnoWNE] and referred to the committee on the 11th 
January. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 
The Clerk read the re-solution, as follows: 
That the Doorkeeper of the House is hereby directed to place on his roll the 

name of U. \V. Coombs as Department messenger for the members of this Honse, 
at a salary of $1,200 per annum, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
IIouso, and that he be furnished desk-room in the folding department for his use. 
Said Coombs to be in addition to the present force of the Doorkeeper. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows : 
The committ e are advised the object of there olutioni.a to provide a." Depart· 

ment me senger for the members of this IIouse." The committee are assured 
that Mr. Coombs possesses a familiarity with the various publications of the Gi>v­
ernment; the reports of £lepartmentaf an£1 other officers, &c., acquired by years 
of special application such as few persons have heretofore acquired. The knowl­
edge thus possessed by Mr. Coombs makes his services peculiarly valuable, and 
his appointment has been urged by many members. 

Tho committeo therefore report back said resolution, and recommend its adop. 
tion. ·- · 

Mr. CANDLER. I ask for the present consideration of this reso­
lution . 

. Mr. SK.I.N1\TER. As a member of the Committee on Accounts, I 
desire to state that I dis ent from this report. 

l\fr. 'VHITE. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 
Mr. 'VHITE. The present consideration of this resolution Y 
The SPEAKER. The resolution is reported from the Committee 

on Accounts and is now before the House. 
Mr. WIII'rE. This is the same case which we considered in the 

House once before. It is simply a question whether we will make a 
place for a Democrat. [Laughter.] That is all there is about it. 
There is no necessity for it. [Many member : "Vote!" "Vote!"] 
I object to the consideration of this resolution at this time. · 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is before tho House, and the ques­
tion is upon adopting the re olution. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were-ayes 89, 
noes 20. 

:Mr. WIIITE. No quorum has voted, and I call for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and :Mr. CANDLER and Mr. WmTE were 

appointed. 
The llonae again divided; and the tellers reported that there were­

ayes 125 noes 10. 
Mr. MiLLER. ~ No quorum has voted. 
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Mr. WHITE. I would like to have the yea and nays on this ques­
tion. I want to know who are in favor of increasing the ervice in 
order to give a Democrat a place. [Laughter.] If the House will 
allow us to have the yea and nays, I will not in ist upon a further 
count by tellers. 

Mr. HASKELL. We do not want the yea and nays. 
The question wa taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 

were 17 in the affirmative. 
So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas and 

nays were not ordered. 
Mr. ·wHITE. Then I insist that no quorum has voted. 
The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 

ha voted, the tellers will re nme their places and continue the count, 
and gentlemen who have not voted are reque ted to vote. 

The tellers re umed their places and proceeded with the count; but 
before reporting, 

Mr. WHITE said: I will withdraw the point that no quorum has 
voted antl call for the yeas and nays. 1 

The SPEAKER. The yea and nays have been refused. 
Mr. WHITE. Then I call for tellers on orderin~ the yeas and nays. 

I am authorized to tate that thi i not a unammous report of the 
committee at all. 

The PEAKER. It is not debatable. 
:Mr. MILLER. I renew the point that no quorum has voted. 
The SPEAKER. Then the tellers will re ume their places and 

continue the count. 
The teller re umed their places and proceeded with the count, and 

I'eported that there were-ayes 134, noes 13. 
The PEAKER. The re olution i adopted. 
Mr. WHITE. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been demanded and 

refu ed. 
Mr. WHITE. I ask for tellers on orderin~ the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that IS too late ; they should 

have been demanded before the result wa announced. 
Mr. 'VIIITE. Do I under tand the peaker to decide that we 

cannot a certain tho fact whether .the yea and nays will be ordered 
by tho Hou o' 

The SPEAKER. The House has voted on that que tion and has 
r fused the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE. I tmder tand that one of the ways of ascertaining 
whether the Ilouse wi~ order the yeas and nays or not is by tellers. 

The SPEAKER. It IS one of the ways, but it must be done when 
the demand is made. After the result of the vote is announced it js 
too late to call for tellers. · 

Mr. CANDLER. I move to recon ider the vote by which the rc o­
lution wa adopt d; and I also move to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

Mr. 'KINNER and }.Ir. WHITE called for the yea and nays upon 
laying on the table the motion to recon ider. 

The que tion wa taken upon ordering the yea and nays, and there 
were~ in tho affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of tho last vote) tho 
yeas and nay were ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSO~. May I inquire what is the question bcfor the 
House' 

The SPEAKER. Tho que tion is on the motion of tho gentleman 
from Mas achusett., [Mr. CA."'IDLER1 ] to lay on the table the motion 
to roconsiUer tho vote by which the re olution which he reported 
from the Committee on Account wa adopted by the House. And 
on that motion to lay on the table the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

:Mr. ~!OORE I would like to a k unanimous con entto talk three 
minutes before the vote is taken. 

Many members objected. 
Mr. CANDLER. I ri e to a question of personal privilege. 
The PEAKER. The Ilouse has ordered the yea and nays on tho 

pending motion which i not debatable. 
lir. COX, of New York. I would ugge t to the gentleman from 

Mas achu ett [.Mr.CANDLER]towithdrawhi motiontorecon.ider. 
~Ir. MILLER. Ifhe doe I will renew it. [Laughter.] 
The SPEA~R. The Hou has order c1 tho y a aml nays on the 

motion, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
Mr. CA1\DLER. I rise to a que tion of privilege. 
The SPEAYiliR. Tho gentlemnn will tate it. 
ML C~DLER. When this report was handed to me to mak here 

to-day, it was tated to me by the chairman of the committee that 
it was a unanimou report. i my elf agreed to the report, although 
I was not pre ent at the meeting of th Committee on Accounts 
when it was adol)t d, for I wa engaged on the Committee on Com­
merce. 'Vhilo the vote was being taken, a member of the Commit­
tee on Account , tho gentleman from New York, [Ur. SK:u- :En,] 
came to me and stat d that it wa not a unanimous report of the 
committee, that he hiiDRelf had not agre d to it. The report ther -
fore stands, as I under tand it, six in favor and one against. I wish 
to do justice to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RANDALL. And we want ju tice done to thi employ6. 
The .Clerk began to call the roll. 
lir. 'VHITE. I ri e to a parliamentary inquiry; . . · . 
The PEAKER. The gentleman will tate it. , . , " ·I 

Mr. WHITE. If the House shoul<l refu e to lay on the table the 

motion to reconsider will not the question then come up for further 
con ideration 7 

everal MEMBER . Certainly. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 12 , nay 5-t, not 

voting 110; as follows : 
YEAS-128. 

Aiken, 
Anderson, 
Armfield, 
Barbour, 
Barr, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Berry, 
Bla{)kbmn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Bragg, 
Brewer, 
Browne, 
Buchanan, 
Buck, 
Burrows, .Jos. II. 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Carpenter, 
CaR!iidy, 
Caswell, 
Chalmers, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Colerick, 
Cook, 
Cox, f'amuel S. 
Cox, \Villiam n. 
Covington, 

Crapo, 
Cravens, 
Culberson, 
Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Lowndes ll. 
De :Motte, 
Dibrell, 
Dowd, 
Dugro, 
Dunn, 
Ellis, 
Evins 
l<'arw~ll, Sewell S .. 
l<'inley, 
Fornl'y, 
Fro~;t, 
Full>erson, 
Geddes, 
Gill on, 
<.iunter, 
Hammond, N .. J. 
Hardenb rgh, 
Hardy, 
1I111mer 
Uarris, Benj. W. 
Harris

1 
Henry S. 

llaReltme, 
Hatch, 
Hepburn, 
llerb rt, 
Herndon, 

Hewitt, Abram 
llewitt, G. W. 
lloge, 
llooker, 
llouse, 
Hubbell, 
Humphrey, 
Hutchins, 
Jacobs, 
Jone , George W. 
.Jones, James K. 
King, 
Klotz, 
Ladd, 
Manning, 
:Mason, 
!fat son, 
McLane, 
:McMillin, 
Mills, 
Mon y, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Muldrow, 
Mutchler, 
Norcoss, 
Oates, 
Orth, 
Phelps, 
Phister, 
Randall, 
Ranney, 

NAYS--53. 

Reagan, 
Rice, .John B. 
Rich, 
Richard on, .Jno .. 
Rob rtson, 
Rob son, 
Robin on, Geo. D. 
Robinson, Wm. E. 
Ro ecrans, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Otho R. 

mith, J. Hyatt 
Sparks, 
Talbott, 
Thomp on, P. B. 
Tilluum, 
Townshend, R. W. 
Tuck r, 
Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, 0 car 
Up on,· 
Urner, 
'Vance, 
Ward, 
Warner, 
Wa hburn, 
Wellborn, 
West, · 
Whi tthorne, 
:;~,Thomas 

Wilso~. 

Bayne, 
Bngg11, 
Drumm, 
Camp, 
Chace, 
Crowley, 
Cullel!1 DarrCll, 

God balk, 
Grout, 
Hall, 

McCoid, Shallenb rger, 
Miller, Skinner 

Hammond, .John 
lla kell, 
Heilman, 
lliscock, 
Holman, 

Moore, Smith, A. Herr 
Murch, Spooner, 
Neal, 'trait, 
l'acheco, Taylor, 
Paul, Updegrnff, .J. T. 
PayRon, 'Valentine 

Davis, George R. 
Dawes, 

Hubbs, 
.Jadwin, 

P elle, Wadsworth, 
Richardson, D.P. WhiW ~tbe.r, 
Ritchie, D ring, 

Dingley, 
Dunnell, 
Farwell, Chas. B. 

.Joyce, 
Kasson, 
Kelley, 
Lewis, 

nobin on, James s. 
J{yan, 
'cranton, 

NOT VOTING-111. 
Aldrich, Enett, :hfcCook, 
Allen, }'i. her, McKenzie, 
.Atherton, Flower, :McKinley, 
AtkinR, Ford1 :M'Ue .. , 
Belford, Garnson, :Mor y, 
Bcltzboov~r, George, M osgrove, 
l~ingham, Guenther, Mowton, 
Black, lln.wk, Nolan, 
Bowman, llazclton, O'Neill, 
Buckner, llf'ndorson, l'n.p;e, 
Burrows, .Julius C. UH1 Parker, 
Duttf'rworth, lloblltzell, I'eirce, 
Cabell, llorr, Pcttibont}, 
CalkinR.. Houk, Pound, 
CampbC'll, .Tone., Phinea Pre cott, 
Cannon, .Jorgem;cn, Ray, 
Carli lo, Kenna, Re d, 
'hapman, Kctcha.m, Rice, Theron M. 

Clardy, Knott, Rice, William \V. 
Clark, Lac y, Ro , 
ConverRe, I~atham, Rus ell, 
Cornell, LePdom, • cales 
Cntts, L Fcvre, Hcoville, 
D nster, Lind11 y, Hhackelford, 
I>ezcndorf, Lord, Rhclle:y, 
Dibbl , MarRh, Hherw'm, 
Dwight, Martin, Rlmltz, 
Ermentrout, McClur , Singleton, Jas. W. 

SmithLDietrich C. 
.pauluing, 
•P er, 

pringer, 
St ele, 
Stephens, 

tockslarrer, 
ton, 

Thoma, 
Thomp on, Wm. G. 
Town end, .A..mo 
~ler, 
Upde/Vaff• Thomas 
Vanaernam, 
Vanllorn, 
'Van Voorhis, 
Wait, 
Walker, 
Wat on, 
Whe ler, 
William I Cha. G. 
Willit 
Wi , George D. 
Wi e~ .Mor~ ~· 
Woo«, BcDJalDlD 
Wood, Walter A. 
Young. 

~ o the motion to recon iuer was laid on the table. 
The following pair wer ::mnounc d from the Clerk' desk: 
Mr. McCooK with Mr. DmnLE. · 
Mr. PEIRCE with Mr. BARBOUR. 
Mr. llOWMA. with Mr. ALLEN. 
Mr. SIIA.CKELFORD with Mr. LIXDSEY. 
Mr. COR!\~LL with Mr. NoLAN. 
Mr. IIELLEY with Mr. PRE COT'l'. 
ltir. ERRETT with Mr. SCALE , ( confinc{l to his room with rheuma-

tiAm.) 
Mr. VA.~ AER ~AM with Mr. SCOVILLE. 
Mr. SPAULDING with Mr. KEN A. 
Mr. VAN HORN with Mr. CLARDY. 
Mr. ER !E~TROUT with Mr. Fr IIER. 
Mr. McKE.-zrE with Mr. MAR u. 
Mr. WALKER with Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 
1\!r. WILLITS with Mr. 1U OT'r. 
Mr. C.oiPDELL with Mr. HOBLITZELL. 
Mr. MOREY with }.Ir. LE l!'EVRE. 
Mr. CLARK with :Mr. HOUK. 
Mr. KETCllAl\I with Mr. ATKIN . 
Mr. S:r.nTII, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MARTIN· 
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:Mr. GCE~THER with 1\lr. LEEDOM. 
Mr. HAWK with 1\lr. BLOUNT. 
:Mr. DEZENDORF with lilr. WISE Of Virginia. 
Mr. DEU TER with Mr. WILLIAJ\1 of Wisconsin. 
Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. LoRD. 
~Ir. RICE, of Missouri, with Mr. G.ARRISO~. 
Alfr, 'VAT ON with 1\Ir. ATHERTON. 
:1\!r. RICE, of Ohio, with Mr. GUNTER. 
The re ult of the vote was announced a. above stated. 

DISTRIBUTIO~ OF SEEDS IN OVERFLOWED DI TRICTS, 
Mr. V .ALENTINE. A the House has now provided for a Demo­

cratic employet I hope that gentlemen at least on the other side will 
withdraw the ae_mand for th~ regular ord~r and.allow me to report 
from the Comrrutte~ on Agriculture, for. ~ed;iate action, a sub­
stitute for House bill No. 5213, for the distribution of seeds to the 
destitute in the region overflowed by the Mississippi River a:nd its 
tributaries. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
.A blJl (ll. R. No. 5665) appropriating !~g~~ for the purchase and distribution of 

Be it eno,ct.ed, cf;c., Th~t tJ;te s~of $20,000 be, and the ~am~ is hereby, appropriated 
for the purcbo.se and di tribution of seeds under the direction of the Commissioner 
of .Af!l'lCulture to the peov.le in localities overflowed by the present overflow of 
the l.f.issi.Bsippi River and 1ts tributaries. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Does the gentleman propose to allow 
any debate on this 'I . . 

Mr. VALENTINE. No, srr. I do not think there can be any objec-
tion to it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I hope the bill will be allowed to 
pass without objection. It is important for the benefit of persons 
living in the overflowed :e~<?n. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I will Ithdraw the mea ure if gentlemen insist 
upon debating it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope the gentleman will consent to 
yield to the gentleman from Alabama to submit some remarks. 

Mr. HEWI'l:'l', <?f Alabama. I will ask leave, then, to print some 
remarks on this bill. · 

Mr. V .ALEN'flNE. I havt; no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER. The C~arr heus no objection, and it is ordered 

accordingly. [ ee Appendix.] 
The bill was ordered to be engro ed and read a third time · and 

being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third timez ~d p~ ed. 
Mr. V .ALENTINE moved to reconsider the vote by wnich the bill 

~ pas d; and also moved ·that the motion to recon ider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion.wa agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSL"mSS. 

Mr . .KA SON. Mr. Speaker, inviewofthelatenessofthehourand 
the desire of my colleague on the committee from Ohio [Mr. McKIN­
LEY] to apeak to-day1 I move now to dispense with all further pro­
eeedings in the mornmg hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. T~e House refused to do that and now it can 
only be done by a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. Bu ine ha intervened. 
Mr. SPRINGER. ButtheHou e has refused to dispense with the 

morning hour. . 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion of the gentleman 

from Iowa is in order. 
The motion was ~greed to. 

:MES AGE FROl\I TIIE PRESIDENT, 
A messalt~in writing wa received from the President of the United 

States by l\11'. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
MORDECAI & CO. 

On motion of Mr. McLANE, and by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the :files of the House of the papers 
of Mordecai & Co. 

LEA. VE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, wa granted indefinite leave 

of bsence o:a account of the sickne s of his brother. 
LIEU~A-1-T FREDERICK CHW ATKA. 

l!r. SPARK ·' by unanimous con ent, from the Committee on 1\!ili­
tary Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 4594) authorizing full 
p· y to Lieutenan~ Frederick chwatka, United States Army, while 
on leave to erve m command of the Fr~nkliil search expe(lition in 
the Arctic; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the P~vl!te Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be prmted. 

A.Th---r LOUI ~D A...~ FR..L~CISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 
lli. D~ERING, by unl!.nimou consent, from the Committee on In­

dian Aff~ , reported, a a substitute for Youse bill No. 97 , a bill (H. 
H. No. GGGG) to grant a right of way for a railroad and telegraph line 
through tJ;le lands of the Choctaw and Chicka aw Nations of Indians 
to the amt Loui qnd q_n Franci co Rail way Company and for 
other PtU"J>?· e ; which wa read a :first a.ud second time, referred to 
the Comnuttee of the Whole llouse on the state of the Union and 
with the accompanying r port and al o-the views of the min~rity' 
ordered to be prmted. · ' 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KASSON. I move to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of resuming the consideration of 
the tariff-commission bill. 

1\;fr· PAGE .. I object unles~ I ~anha-yetheprivilege of introducing 
a bill to carry mto effect treaty stipulatiOns between the United States 
and China. 

Mr. WffiTE. I object a11d demand the regular order of business. 
Mr. HOUSE. I should like to inquire of the gentlema.n from Iowa 

how long he e}..--pects to run this debate on the tariff commission. 
'Vhen he made his motion the other morning I understood him to 
ay, after a few speeche~ were made and the.anxiety of the country 

on that subJect was satisfied he would then be willing to give way 
for the sreCJa~ order h~ had antagonized on that' day, that is the bill 
to transfer pnvate cl:nms to the Court of Claim . Now I do not 
wish to antagonize this thing to-day, but the other is a v~ry impor­
tant measure, and if this thing is to run indefinitely I will have to 
antagonize it every morning hereafter when it comes up. 

1\lr. KASSON. I am glad the gentleman from Tennessee gives me 
the opportunity to say he did not understand conectly what I saicl 
before a he has now stated it, namely, that I was to give way in­
definitely after a few speeches were made and the anxiety of the 
country was atisfied. What I did say was in connection with the 
appropriation bills which have taken up more time since we com­
menced the discussion of this bill than the tariff commis ion has. I 
wi.sh ~mly further to SfLY if the gentleman's frie?-ds. will help us on 
this side I hope to ask a vote of the House on this bill by the middle 
of next week. I only ask the House will help me to proceed con­
stantly with this discussion and then vote on it and get it out of the 
way. I now make my motion to go into committee. 

l\lr. HOUSE. I do not know about agreeing to that. I think that 
measure is one which ought to be very thoroughly discussed, as I 
intimated the other day. 

Mr. KASSON. And disposed of. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman say he expects to call the 

previous question next week Y 
Mr. KASSON. If upported by the House, I shall ask we shall 

then come to a vote. 
1\lr. SPRINGER. I examined the list on the Speaker's desk, and 

there are about one hundred and :fifty gentlemen who de ire to speak 
on this important question. How, then, does he expect to hear them 
all in that time Y 

Mr. KASSON. My friend k-nows how those things are disposed of. 
After reasonable time for debate, by an understanding amona gentle­
men, le s than an hour is accepted aml the remainder of their argu­
ments can be printed. I propo e some such arran~ement as that. 

1\Ir. HOUSE. There are only one hundred and torty-seven, I am 
informed, who de ire to speak. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KASSON. I insist on my motion. 
The motion was a~reed to. 
The House accordingly resolveditselfintoCommittee of tho Whole 

House on the state of the Union, 1\!r. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, 
in the chair. 

TARIFF COlDUSSIO:N. ("-

The CHAIRMAN. The Hon e is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
b~ (II. ~· No. 2315) to J?rovide for the appointment of a commission 
to mvestigate the que twn of the tariff and internal-revenue law 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] is entitled to the floor. 

:Mr. ~~c~LEY. Mr. Chairman, the tariff question has again 
fc;>rced 1t elf 11:1to promin~~ce. While it has never cease<.l to be a q ucs­
tion upo~ which the political partie of the country have made some 
declara.tiOn, yet for. ~a_ny years other issues have in a ~rea.t measure 
dete~m~d party diJISionsand controlled party discipline. The last 
~re Idential campaign brought recognition and discussion of this .. 
ISsu?, and.it J?ay be fai_rly said that Republican advocacy of the pm­
tectlve _prmmple contnbuted in no small degree to the succe s of the 

.R~publican ~ational ticket. It ,may well be asserted that the doc­
trme of a t~ for revenue and protection as aO'ainst a tariff for rev­
enu~ only IS tho dominant sentiment in the United States to-day· 
and if a vote upon that issue, wjth every other question eliminated' 
~ould be had, the majority would not only be luge but SUl'pri ~ 
mgly large for the protective princip1e. 

The Democratic majorities in the Forty-fourth Forty-fifth and 
Forty- ixth Congre es although coJ]llllittcd by party utter~nce . 
and. by platforms as weh as the pled~cs of leaders to a. reduction of' 
duties to a revenue basis, were unable, with all their party machin­
ery and the free nso of the party lash, to accomplish even a step in 
that direction. Every proposition for a chango was met with the 
~ost solid oppo ition of this. ide of the Ilou ·e, which, with the' 
assi. tance of a few Repre entatives on the other ide from Pennsyl­
vama. and the ·New England States, were strong enough to insure 
and did insure the substantial defeat of every measure looking to a 
di turbance of the existing tariff rat . 

l\Iuc!:t .criticism is iftdulged in by the Democratic party upon the 
enormitie of our ~riff, and yet with those year of power in abso­
lute control of th_e House, auu a pa~ of that time controlling the Sen­
ate as well, ~o~hing was accomplished by way of removing the o­
~alled enornntles, and at la t the party was compelled to confessthat 
1t was unable to ma.ke any progress in that direction. 

• 
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Thi is orne evidence at least of the domination in thiA country 
of the protecth·e idea, or else it <lemon trate the inficlelity of tho 
Democratic party to its profe sed principle.. One or ihe other. I 
prefer to interpret the former as its meaning. Tho sentiment i surely 
growing. It has frien<ls to-day which it never had in the past. Its 
adherent are no longer confined to the northern and. the eastern sec­
tion of the country, but are found. in the outh and in tho \Vest. This 
idea travels withindu try, and is the a ·ociate of enterprise and thrift. 
It encourage the development of skill, labor, and inventive genius 
a 1)art of the great productive fore<'~'>. It advocacy is no longer 
limited to the manufacturer, l>u t has friends the most devoted among 
tho farmer , the wool-~ower , the laborer , and. the producers of tho 
laiHl. It i a stron~r m the conntry a8 in the manufacturing towns 
or the cities, and. while it is not taught generally in our college., and 
ouryoungmon frc hfroru nuiversiticsjoin with the free-trade thought 
oft he country, pmctical business and evcry-<lay experience l::l.terteach 
them that there arc other sources of knowledge besides books, that 
demonstration i better than theory? and that actual results outweigh 
an idle philo ophy. Dut, while it 1s not fasorc<l iu the collcgeA, it is 
taught in the choolofexpcrience, in the work hOI) where honest men 
portorm an honest clay's labor. and where capital cek the devel­
opment of national wealth. It i~, in my jnd~!ment, fixed in our 
national policy, and no party is strong enough to overthrow it. 

It has become a part of our ystt•m, interwo ·eu witu our bnsi­
ne onterpri es everywhere, and i to-llay better entitled to be called 
"tho American sy tom "than it was in 1-t24, when Henry Clay chris­
tene<l it with that designation. Fixed as I believe the principle is, 
the details of an equitable and equal a<ljustmeut of a sche<lnlo of 
duties, recognizing fully this idea, fair to all intcrestR, is the work of 
this Hou e, either through its appropriate comruittco, or calling to 
it ai(l primarily a commission of export , a propo. t•tl by the bill 
now under consideration. My own preference wonhl be that Con­
gre should do this work, anll delegate no part of it to comrui ions 
or committees unknown in this l>o<ly. This, however, is a matter of 
private ju<lgment, ahout which m~u ccptally intelligent and honest, 
equally devoted to the principle of protection, may well differ, and 
which from any point of view is in uo wi c c~· cntial or material. If 
wo can get a good. work, or better, from a cotnmi;;siou of practical 
t xperts, all ought to be satisfietl, and. all will be. 

Then, again, thi side of the llou e is in some sen e committed to a 
commis ion. In the last Congrp~ tho minority of the Ways and 
Means Committee, consi ting of l\Ies r~. Garfield, KELLEY, CONGER, 
and FRYE, in a report ma.<le to the Honse May 2-t, li:lOO, to accompany 
Honse bill61 , recommencled a n. sub titut for the bill the bill of 

enator Eaton, '' wllich provides for a tariff commission to report a 
comprehen ive mea, uro on the amo ubjcct." 

The bnsine , men of the country have poken for a commi ion. 
The national tariff convention,' which m tin Chicago on the 15th 

an<llGth of November last, declared for a coDlllli sion in the follow­
ing re olntion : 

Resolved, That this convention recommends tho pus n~o of an a.ct of Congress, 
providin~ for tho appointment by tile President, by anu with tbe consent of the 
Sonata, of a commise1on to rovi'le our revenue system, includin~ both tho int rnnl 
revenue and tariff laws, in the interest of protection and no dou revenuo. 

And the New York convention, held ~ToYcmher 29 and 30, pas e<1 
tue following rc.olution: 

Re olvei., That in order to prepare for neil an intclli~ent revi-.ion of the tariff 
laws as will give full anti harmonious effect to tho protective policy, Congres is 
asked to pa s a law authorizin~ the appointmont of a ci\ilinn commis ion with 
power to mvestigato fully tho co t oflabor, manner of living, and efficiency of tho 
labor rs in this country and ol,;ewhoru, nnu tho interrelatiolltl, conilltion, anu needs 
of our in~ustri nu to r port the te~timony with the recommendation for such 
~Onli:T. 10~ action a..-. it ma;r doom hf'neticiui; and that, pell(ling this investi!!;a­
tion, disturbmg and destructive n nulte upon protective tll1tic or ~q>ccinl indus· 
tries shall not bo pormittod. 

The ruanufucturcrH of my own tat and district, without excep­
tion, favor it. Indeed the entiment of protectionist everywhere 
·o fur as any oxprcs ion have been had, seems to he overwhelmingly 
in favor of the coiUJni 'sion. I will vote for the bill now under con-
ideration, l)ecan .. e, among other r a on , I have no fear of an intel­

ligent and bu ·inc· -like examination and revisiou of the tariff by 
competent civilian who hall be known .Amcric:ms and favorable 
totheAmeriean y. tom. Ifthis bill become· a law it will not prevent 
con idera.tion of ~;ome of tho important c1ue tions demanding imme­
diate attention, arising under interpretation of cxi ting law. There 
areexcre ·cenc' in the presenttariffwhichshould be removed. There 
are incongruitic which should be conected. There are WTOnO's grow­
ingoutoflleci iousofthe Trea uryDe1mrtmentand the courts which 
ou~ht to be remedied at once, commission or no commission; matter 
vhtch ~ugh~ not to be delayed for the adj~l. tment o_f ~ com.mi ion, 

and which, If they are to be po tponcd until a comrrusswn which we 
may create shall make it report and. Congrcs ional action be had 
thereon, onght to d fi•at the wholo ·cbeme of a commi ion. The 
fr l.ist n;tight be enlarge(l without affecting injuriously a Ringle 
Amencan mter • t. 

I can _not rofraiJ?. from aying in this connection that we are taking 
a tep m delega.tmg a duty which we ought ourselves to perform· 
a duty confided to u by the Constitution, and to no others. It is tru~ 
that the commission does not legialat~ and therefore its work may 
o~ ~y not b~ adopted: by .co11:gress. :1·his u; the safetY of the propo­
&tion. The inforJDQtiO:l It wlll furrush will be important, and its 

tatistics of rare value, but the same sources of information nro open 
to Congre sand to the Committee on Ways and Means as will be a>ail­
able to the commi sion, and as the former will ultimately have to 
deal with the question practically in Congress, it bas seemed to me 
ifthat committee were willing to undertake the ta k, and had the 
requisite time to perform it, it would be the wi est and roo t certain 
cmt.r e to the accomplishment of results desired by all. 

The argument that the propo ition for a commi ion is the ugg -
t ion of the protectionist to secure delay and to postpone pre ent action 
upon the tariff comes with bad g-race from the party upon the other 
side of this Hom;o. It wasted SIX years an(l secured no revision of 
the tariff. It refused in the Forty-sixth Congre to pa the Eaton 
bill for :1 tariff commission, which re<J,uired the report to be made on 
tho 1st of January last, and which, If they had acted upon it dur­
ing the clo iug e sion of tho Porty-six.th Congre , , the work of the 
commission would have now been in the po so sion of Congre, for 
imroc(liate consideration and })metical action. :My friend from Ken­
tucky, [Mr. TURl\TER,] in his speech of 1\Iarch , Ray : 

I regard it [the commission] like an affidavit filed in a criminal cn~o, mt.>rel\ fllr 
the continuance of o. bad canso. • 
If a bad cause, why did not your party abate it when you wt•r. in 

power 7 If it i an afii<la vit for a continuance, I beg to remind the gen­
tleman that it was his ])arty which prepared and. filed it nearly two 
y a.r ago when it ha(l the House and the enate and could hav di -
posed of it according to it own liking. enator Eaton, a d..istin­
guished Dcmocrat1 high in tho councils of his party, 'Pre ented th 
original bill ancltor many month it wa on the peaker's de k of a 
Democratic House, where it was left undispo ed of, insuring still fur­
ther postponement. The Democratic party and no other i re pon ·i­
blo for tho delay, and I charge any injury which it has produrt'd 
upon them. 

The fundamental argument for prot ction is it b nefit to labor. 
That it enable the manufacturer to 1)aymoro and b tter wage than 
are paid. to like labor aml Hcrvices anywher else will not b <1i -. 
pute<l. 

There is not a brunch of labor in the United Stat which do not 
receive hiO'hor rewards than in any other country. Our laborers n 
not only t~e be t paiU, clothed., and educated in the world, but they 
have more comforts, more independence, more of them live in th 
houses they own, more of them have money in savings institution~ 
and are better contented than their rivals anywhere else. .Aml thi , 
according to my view, is the result of protection, of th protccti>u 
sy tern that was enacted by the Republican party. 

My friend from New York [Mr. HEWITT] who now doe m tlll' 
honor to listen to my remarks, was pleased, a few years ago to an­
nounce an axiom in tho school of protection wlUch ought to l> ]Wr­
petuated. He declared at that time, what I hav never een better 
stated anywhere, that: 

Free trade will simply reduce the wages of labor to tho foreign tandard. 
Mr. HEWITT, ofNewYork. Will the gentleman quote tho author­

ity for that Y 
Mr. M:cKTh"DEY. Ye , ir; I will. Will the gentleman den¥ it! 
:Mr. HEWIT'~ of New YorK. I do not know; I will tell you in 

moment when 1 hear where it is. 
Mr. McKINLEY. I <lid not expect to go into tlii o fully, but 

simply to make that single quotation. But, a the gentleman from 
New York calls for the authority, I beg to invite hi attention to 
conespondence which took place between himself and Mr. Jay Gould 
in 1870, and which I found published in the Bulletin of the .American 
Iron and Steel .Association for February 4,1880; an(l I am glad to read 
thiscorre pondenc , b cau it so fully and clearly e pre e the true 
ground upon which we ba e our advocacyofprot ction to-day. That 
wa only twelve year ago. 

I read fir t a letter from Mr. Jay Gould toUr. liEWI'l'T. 
OFFICE OF THE ERTB RAILWAY CoMPA-'IY, 

New York, JanuaT1) 26, 1870. 
DEAR Sm: llcrowith Is nd you a p"linted circular received by mo this morning 

re9uesting my signature to a. memorial upon the subject of the duty on tt' 1 
rails-

! think I have heard steel rails mentioned in this <lobate­
forwarded with the circular, provided tho view oxpro d woro. concurred in br 
mo. 
It seemed to mo that our policy should be to foster and nconrage home JI~U;Cts 

ruther than open our markets to such a. formidable comp tition a would menta· 
bly result from tho reduction so strongly urged in tho memorial. By tabli bing 
extensively the manufacturo of toelrails on our own soil and prot cting tlteirpro­
d~ction by a tarifi' which would effectually prevent tho importn1.ion of-Enrop an 
rails to any great extent, we could, in myopinion1 bo largely the ~o in the "l:o•g 
rnn; for tho capital investod would all bo kopti in tho country. Our op rnh" 
would find constant anlllnorative employment aml th general effect upoa our 
business could not fail to bo beneficinl. I am at' a loss-

Says Mr. Gould-
to perc iva why we should contribute so large an amount an;'lnnlly to builu up 
the trade and mllnufactures of foreign countries while our own 1Dt are "11· 
ticed by J'?-St so much. . 

Enterlnming theRO views, I do not fool a.t liberty to attach my s1gnature to the 
memorial. I ~hould b~ plea od, howevor, to have your views on the subject: a.nJ. 
should you comcide wtth me in the opinion I have given, I shall foelstr6n.lt!-hened 
in the conviction that the gentlemen who e names nro attaohed to the circulAr 
have made a mistake. · 

Respectfully, yonnl, 
JAY GOULD, Pruidn.t. 

ADILUI S. IilllWITT, Esq., 
No. 17 Burling Slip, l(~ York Oi,ty. 
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To which letter my friend from New York [~lr. l"lEwrTT] made 

the following reply, a I nn1l it in the Bulletin, (I have never een 
either of the originals, and they may not ue the letters of the geu­
tlewcn :) 

:NEW YORK, Ja!lttaNJ 27, 1870. 
DJUR Sm: I be~ lc>a"\'(~ to ncknowlcup;e the receipt of your favo1· of fue 2Gt•h 

In tant. and to ta:tc that I not only fully concur in the view which you e:Kpress 
In rel! rd to the dntie8 on :;tcel ant~ iron rails hut am at a lollS to add anythi~p; 

·hiclt will make t:hem more forCJblo. And I venture to su~gost that you will 
01lln mo to send a COJ'Y of your lotter to the Committee on \Vays and Means. 

Th fact i that Rteel and iron rail can be made in suitable localities in this 
cmmh-y, and notably on the line of the Erie Railway, with us littl~laboras i?any 
part of t:he world; and the only reason why we pay more for Amencan rails 18 be· 
t.' w we pay a higher rate for the labor which IS required for their manufact-ure, 
but for no bri-eater quantity of labor. 

{ Tben com the remark I quotcll-
', FRXll: TIU.DE WILL ·nrrLY UEDrTCE THE WAGES OF LABOR TO TUE FOREIG~ 
'/ •T.&...'HlA.nn--

Tho very langua•ge, it will be ob erveu, I quoteu upon the gentle-
\ man-

which 'Will enable us t() sell our rails in competition with foreign rails. But as a 
matter o! oour e-

.A.nd I want gentlemen to note this-
But. 8.8 a matter of course the ability of the laborer to consume will be reduced 
and a serious lo s will be inflicted on commerce, general industry, and the bnsi· 
J1fiM ()f the railways especially. 

The ()nly reason why a. tariff is necessary is to supply the laborer with such 
wages Will enable him to travel and oonsume not merely the necessaries bnt 
110me of the luxuries of modern civilization. 

And yet the other day, the gentleman ueclared on the floor of this 
House tha't protection had nothing to do with the wages of labor. 

!l!r. HEWITT, of New York. Now, will the gentleman allow 

m~ . 'h !lir McKTh~EY. Ye , su z ng t now. 
ru:r' HEWITT, of New York. Ifyou are through wHh the letter. 
).[r: McKINLEY. There i another sentence: 
B idee if we have free trade we cannot expect t() procure our upplies from 

abroad by' increased shipments of grain; for already the European markets take 
!rom us au that they r quire, and no amount of purchase of goods from them will 
Induce them to buy more food than they need, anu which t:heynowtakeasa. matter 
orne ity. 

Faitlifnlly, yours, 
.A:ER.d .. :M S. TIEWITT. 

JAY Got:n.n, E .q., Pruidene Eric Railway. 

llr. HEWITT, of New. York .. If the gentlemen from Ohio will 

l
l(·rmit me to i~terrupt h1m I will make tho answer now; otherwise 
will wait until he get thrqugh. 
Mr :McKINLEY. Doe tho gentleman deny the letter t 
~Ir. HEWITT-t of New York. On the contrary they a·ro genuine. 
~lr: McK.Th'Ll!;Y. That i all I want to know. The gentleman 

can reply to me later. 
Ir HEWITT, of New York. But in saying they arc ~enuine 

allo~ me to say also they are in strict conformity with the prmciples 
I laid down in my speech f. that if you de ire to pre erve the iron and 
i;teel busine you can on y uo it by a compcn atory tariff. That is 
the exact doctrine which I laid down in my speech. 
lir KELLEY. A compensatory tariff is not a protective ta.rHf. 
Mr. IJEWITT, of New York. I t>eg tho'gentleman'spardon. How­

e~er ·I am tre pa ing upon tho indulgence of the gentleman from 
Ohid rMr. :McKL.'fLEY.] MJ". fcKI!\'LEY. I am glau always to u a:blo to erve the gentle­
man from New York. 

Mr. IIE,VITT, of New York. Thecompensationreq_uired in order 
to enable the iron busine to exi t in this country1 as stated in my 
speech is that which provide for the differ nee paul in the price of 
labor ie the co t of tran portation. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That is the rrentleman's re olution. 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have stated that doctrine in my 

l"eAOlution, aud r adhere to it. 
·Mr. McKINLEY. And yet in that connection, if the gentlema.n 

will permit me, h declared in his speech mad hero the other day, 
and to be found on p:J.ge 24G6 of the RECORD : 

Wagu in tltt& eountnJ are therefore not rogurated by the tariff, because whatever 
..,.t:M can be earn d by men in tho production of agricultural products, tho price 
or which ia tu:ed abroad, must b tho rate of wag which will be paid ubstan­
tJally in e\"ery other branch of bu in . · 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly. . 
Mr. McKINLEY. That is what he soJ<l in his speech of but a 

week ago. Y tin the letter from which I have quoted be declared 
that the onJy n cl we have of protection is for the purpose of main­
taininJ! tho ra:tc of wage. in the United tate . 

Mr. UEWITT, of New York. As to tho iron and steel busine s 
n.ncl protectetl iudustrie , and in no other. 

l!r. liCKThiLEY. What i true of the iron and steel industries is 
true of every other industry which comes in competition with pa.u­
pcr labor in Europe; I care not what it is, cotton 8r wool, pot­
tery or cutlery. If we have to competo with the pauper labor of 
Europe, and with the product of that labor, we need just as much 
relative protection in one branch of industry as we need in another. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Only a to tho protected industries. 
Mr. :MclUNLEY. Only a to the protected industries Y I do not 

care what the protected industrie are or what you include in them. 

. .. 
If we have to compete with foreign pauper labor and want to be­
com(} succe ful manufacturers we mu t have the same protection 
upon every other manufactureA :nticlo as we have npon iron and 
steel. 

li'Ir. HEWITT, of New York. Auu that I ueny. 
~lr. 11'1cKii~LEY. I lmow you ueny it; you have already denied 

it. But yon have eBtablishc<l a principle--
~Ir. HEWITT, of New York. Yes. . _ 
Mr. 1\IcKINLEY. You have estaulished a principle which must 

ue general if it is woi:th anything. 
ll'lr. BAl~"E. It may make some difference who e ox is gored. 

[La:ugbter.] . 
XIr. HEWITT, of New York. .~: ... o; it makes no difference. 
~Ir. li'IcKINLEY. To re ume my discussion, Sir Edward Sullivan 

declares a fact in tho August numb r of the Nineteenth Century 
worthy of consideration. He says: 

Tho posithm of the operative under protection in America is better in every 
respect than the po~ition of his mate un<ler free trade. Operatives from all parts of 
the world flock to .America, the land of protection; not one ever come U> Eng­
lan<l, the land of free trade. 

1\lr. Chairman, the wa:ge que tion as related to tho tarift' is well 
illustra:teu by the following from the Rice As ociation of Georgia: 

In the periocl between 1840 and 1860, the duty on foreign rice wa absolutely 
needless as a protection to the .American producer, and valnel s as a. source of 
revenue to the Government. The farmer was wholly independent of protection U> 
an industry maintained by labor in cheapness second to that of Asia. only

1 
and in 

effectiveno. s unsurpassed. lly reason of their cheap labor he was in a poSJ.tion t() 
defy competition and triumphantly mot the almost free importation of East India. 
rice, even in the En~lish market . 

Tho per diem of slave labor at that time di<.l not much, if at all, 
exceed 20 cents. 

This fact is the be t argument that can be made, and needs no elab­
oration. It tell the whole story. With sL.1.ve labor at 20 cents per 
<.ln>y, or Asiatic cheap labor, we need no protection, anu ave for the 
pnrpo e of revenue om: custom-houses might be clo eu. \Vhen the 
South dep nded upon tho labor of its slave , and emplo~ed litHe 
er no free labor, it was as arnest an advocate of free trade as is 
Engla·nd to-day. Now, that it must resort to free labor, it is placed 
upon tho same footing as northern producer · is compelled to pay a. 
like rate of wages for a day's work, and therefore dcman<ls protection 
again t the foreign producer, whose product is made or grown by a 
cheaper labor. And we tind all through the South a. ueruand for 
protection to American industry a~ainst a foreign competition, bent 
upon their destruction and dotermmed to pos. ess the American mar­
ket. 

Then under our system and social structill'e the male and adul~ por­
tion of our population perform the farm and manufactill'ing labor to a 
greater degr than in any nation of the world. Tbi mu t be con­
sidered in treating of the q_uestion oflauor. 

.Mr. Ru SRLL, of Mas achusetts, in his valuable speech has com­
pileu some .figure , from which I make the following summary: 

In tho United State in 1870, there were ongage<l in agricultural 
pur uits fourteen male to one female. In Great Britain and Ireland 
at tho same time there were ngaged in the same pnrsuit-3 six males 
to one female. 

In manufacturing, mechanical, aml mining industries here there 
were engaged soven males to one female. In Great Britain an(l Ire­
land, two males to one fcmalo. 

Children employed in tho United State under sixtPen years of 
age, twelve adults to one child. In Great Britain antl Ir land, fon.r 
adult to one child. . 

This contrast is creditaUlo to our civilization, anu jf the complete 
cen usofl Oonthissubjectwasacce illlo,itwouldshowev namoro 
marked anu more favorable contrast for us. I am enabled to furnish 
only statistics concerning our iron an<l steel indu tries. Mr. Swank 
ays in his census report: 

The total number of hands employed in 1880was 140,978. Of tho whole npmber 
1-33,203 were men above sixteen y ars old, and forty-fivower wom('n ab~ve fifteen 
years old; 7,709 were boys belowRixteen years old, nnd twenty-onewcregrrls below 
fifteen year old. Tho remarkably small number of s.ixty-si. women _and ¢-rls 
employed in tl!e manufacture of iron nnd steel in 1880 will not c~.cap~ notice. The 
cowpurutively small number of boys employeU. is a.h;o wortlly ot not1co. 

Anu I beg also to reau the following ignificant figure. touching 
tho Ravings of labor: 

Lowell, Ma. :-~achn tts, is ahout twenty·fi\"e miles from tho s a-coa.l t , with an 
ar a of about 7,000 acres. It lla.s a population of 60,000, t.be larg('~t i?- the State or 
in the U nitod States wholly en~~echn the manf!l'acture of textile fu.bncs, :uul there­
foro well illustrates theconditlouofonr industrial classes in our New England man­
ufacturin~ centers. 

Of the60,000 inhabitants 22,550 aro cmploy~d iu th~ varioUR corporations and 
mills. Thoro are seven banks of discount, w1t]l a ca.p1tal of $'2,500,008. There. are 
six savings-banks, with a total dopo i~ of $11,640,212 to tile credit of ;jJ,408 1lepo · 
itors. Of this number 1,735 arc dcpO!utors of Ulllounts above $:!00, and 31 , 67~ · de­
positors of $300 and under, bowing bow general the habit of 11a-vin"' has b come 
among our people , and what a large proportion of the funds in the avinrrs-banks 

· are the earnings of the wage laborers. ··I have it from authority that fuify se•en­
eighths of tho deposits in these savings-banks are the laid-bycarnings oftne wage 
laborera. 

In Lawr nco, with a. population of 40,000, wown up wholly out of manufacturing 
and now supported by it, we find a like res1ilt. There are 13,000 opcrativ , t.Jrr ·e 
sa.ving -banks, with $5 000,000 deposits, and 13,728 dcpositoTR. 

Manchester, Eng.Jand, corr ponds with these two citie~ in it occupations more 
nearly than a.ny otheT. Let us contrast the condition of its people: llanchestt>r, 
with a popula.tlonof341,«l8, ha.s in its various sa.vin'gs-banks £1,434,140 or $6,883;-
872; n city th1·ee and a half times as large as Lowell and La wronce, and le s than 
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one-half the amount of depo11it in its sa'\"in~s in~titutions . I commend these facts 
to the other side of thi How , who claim that the wage laborers in this country 
nrc no better off -with our wages anu co t of living than tho in England. 

Our poRition, fxoru an English sf:lncl-point, i thus sPt ont by Pro­
fes or J. E. Cairnes, profcs or of political economy in University Col­
lege, London. He a~s : 

If olll:r American laborors and capitalist. would be content with the wages and 
]>rotits ci.trrent in Great Britain, there is no1·hing that I know of to prevent them 
from holding their own in :my markets to which :llancho:ster aml Sheffield s<.'nll 
their war·s. 

But our laborer~ are not satisfil'd, ancl ought not to be, with the 
wage. current in Grl'at llr-itain. Against this there is uniYersal dis­
appront.l. 

.An<l this bring::~ us to the lwart of the question. Over a large portion of the 
great t11•l'l of iuum;try the pcoJ>lo of tho l:nitcd States enjo:y us compared with 
thos of Europe adnwtu:ges of tt "\"cry exceptional kiml; ove1· the rest tho advan-
~~~~~li~~-~tg~~~~~t ~dt~;Jv~~~ e~n a par with European , or possibly they are 

Eu~a~ing- in the br-anche. of in<fu~try in which their n<l>antago over Europe is 
great, tlw\· rtl llP in1lu trial returns proportionately grp. t , and so long as they 
continl' th~mselve:i to the~o occupations they can compete in neutral markotl'! 
again~<t all the worhl anll ~:~till Recure tho high reward~:~ accruing from their xcop­
tionally rich ro~:~ource.'l. 

How like a Democratic speech thi~ sonntls; it might well have 
been nuule on the other .-ide of the Chamber. nut the people oftho 
Union tlccline to continu thellliilvcs ·within the. e liberal bounds. 

They \voultl cover th whole uomain of industrial actinty, and think it hard that 
they should not reap tho ;;arne rich harve t from evory part of the field. 

And I may be permitted to a.<ld that they are qnite content with 
their succe . ' 

They mu t de tend into th<' arena with 'lwflield and ::Mnnche. tor, and yet Recure 
the reward of Chica!!:O and Haint Loui.'l. Thevmu.'!t employ European conditions 
of production and ol>tain American re. ult.. '\Vbat is this but to quarrel with the 
law~ of nature t The e laws have a.. Rii!D d to an xtensive rnn~e of industries 
carried on in the Unit d,'tat . a high en!• ofroturn, far in£>x:cess~of what Europ 
can command, to a f w otlwr return on a scale not excce<lin.~ the European pro­
J)Ortion. .American enteqn·i o would en~ag in all departments alike, and obtain 
upon all the high r wa.rd. whi<.'h nature ha a .. igncd only to some. ITer wo fln1l 
the rral meaning of the "inability" of Ameriran~ to compete with the "panpor 
labor " of Europe. Thcy cannot do so an<l at the Rnme tim 1\ecuro the American 
rat of r turn on their work. The inability no 1loubt x.L'Its, lmt it is one croate1l, 
not by the drawbacks, but 11 - th exceptional aclvant:t~ s of their position. It I 
as if a skilled artisan shoulll complain that he could not compete with the hedg r 
and ditcher. Let him only bo content with tllu hed~er :mel ditcher's rate of p:ty, 
and there will l>e nothing to prevent him from entermg tho li~ts oven against this 
rival. 

But our l:tborinrr-mQn are not content with the heclgor' a.nd ditch­
er' rate of pay. No worthy American want.· tor duce the price of 
labor in the Unit d tate . It ought not to bo reduced; for the sake 
of tho laborer and his family and the goOtl of society it onrrht to be 
maintained. To incrca e it would be in better harmony with tho 
public sen e. Om· labor mu t not be clebasPd, nor onr laborers de­
graded to the level of laves, or any pauper or ~omrvilo system in any 
form or under an~· gui o whatsoever, at home or abroad. Onr civil­
ization will not permit it. Our humanity forbids it. Onr traditions 
are oppo ed to it. The stttbility of our institution. rests upon tho 
contentment and intelligence of all our people, and the e can only 
be po · · sed by maintaining the dignity oflabor and Recuring to it 
its just rewarcls. That protection opens new avenue for employ­
ment, broadens a.nd divcrHifies the field. oflabor, and pre. ents variety 
of vocation, is manifest from our own experience. 

Mr. Chairman, I was urpri etl the other <lay to hear my distin­
gui hed. nd learned frieml from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE,] in his 
ably con tructeu pec<·h, declare that l>rotectiou brought no blesHings 
which coulcl not be ccured fr-om a tariff for I'cvenuo only: and l.J.o 
ppinted to the period from 1 50 to 1 liO a tho "golden era'" in this 
country, when general proRpcrity prevailed ancl when unparallelc1l 
ble ings were clispenHctl to all the people of every section. Now, 
le t I ma.y do him injustice, I beg to read from his spceeh mn•le on 
that <lay. He said: 

W are not mthont the henefit of exporh•nc upon thi>~ subject, not English 
exp~ 1·ienco, hut .American .·pt'rience. 

ThPr nover has been such a perioll of general pro. p~rit v n.n1l ~rowth in thiR or 
any other country a:-~ that ex:t~ndin~ from l S:iO to U!60, when we ha1l, not free trn.uo, 
lmt a tarifl' for ro>enuo 'nth snchincicl ·ntal prote~:tion a. n <' • Narily resulted from 
th impo~ition of moth·rato clutle u\1ou i.mportPil ,goou. ; n taritfunuor whicl1 tho 
avera~e rate. during tho whole peno~l on all clutiable artiel1 wrrP le. s than :.!3 
perc nt., and on fr antl uutiable onlv 10 per rent. It wa" 1h golden era in our 
history notwithstanding the tiuancial tlisturbanco of l l:!:Ji, from which the country 
recoven•d in n ingle year. • 

Agriculture, manufactures, commorcc, the art:i an<l Rcieno£>s, tho social c.onui­
tion of the people, anu th advance in population uull aggregate wealth mado 
Ruch pro rt·ell · a · has nenn·l!ccn maue before or since. 

This \Yaf! uttered on the 20th tlay of ~!arch of thi~ yoar on this floor. 
Now, l~t U:i sec what wati our true condition b<>twcen 1 50 nucl H:!uO, 
th p noll when u l'('Y<'ntw tariff preYailt>d in tho United Stat . I 
belieYo that I hall be able to show- that at no p rio<l in our history 
were time · ever o bad, was bn.:inc.- ·o univcr ttlly d~pres ed, and 
the people at large ·o dbnstronsly nfi'ccted as during mo~t of the p riod 
from 1850 to 1 60. The low tariff of 1846 commonc <1 it havoc upon 
l.m in<' even beforo th y ar 1850. In Dccemb r, 184!), a prominent 
manufacturing firm thus peak. of the <'ODtlition of tho iron traclc: 

And first, what ia the real con1lition of tho uomc tic iron traue t 

This wa Decombl'r 26, 1 tl!), the last week of the last month pre-

ceding the beginning of that. '· golden era" of which tho g •ntlemun 
from Kentucky spok<' the othl•r day. 

.And first what is tho real con1lition of the• <lomostic iron trn1lc? I it actually 
depressed and threatened with ruin, or doe all the outcry proceed from m n who, 
having ronlizod "princely fortunes" annually, nre now clamorous br~~nse their 
profits are reduced to rea onabl limits, or from another cla . , who, haVIDg ere ted 
works in improper locations, <lesire not so mnr.h to make iron cheaply a. to build 
up nlla:re.'! and Rpeoulato in ronl ostate ~ U nuoubtellly to some extent there are 
such ca:es, ·· * ,. but n. to the great fact, tllat the great majority of o ta.ulish· 
ments .indi<.'iously located an1l mana~e<l with propPr kill null economy hav b n 
compell d to suspend work throu_ghout tho land fnr want of r numerating work, 
there cannot be a shadow of a doubt. 

Attain, of fifteen rail-mill'! only two are in operation, doing partial work, and 
that onlr b<>cause their inluntl po. ition ecured them a~ainst foreii:.''D. competition, 
for the limited orders of nei~hboring railroaU.'I, and when th ::;e arc ex cuted nut 
a !-lingle rai.l-mi.ll will be at work in the land . 

This gloomy picture, I l'cpeat, wa drawn on the 26th of December, 
1 49---only five days beforo the opening up of that "golden ern'' 
de cribe<l by the o-entloman from Kentuch7; and thi tatementwu 
not. malle by a wild enthusiast of protectwn from Ohio or Pennsyl­
vania, demanding an increa c of the tarHl', but by no le · di tin­
guished authority than the celehrated fum of Cooper & Hewitt of 
which my di~:~tinguishccl frieml from New York wa and i tho jnnior 
member. 

Now, lot us go a little further. On the 12th of Augu t, 1 .. 0, during 
the first year of this "golden ora," Hon. Jo eph Ca ey, then a. Rep­
resentative from Pennsylvania, declare<l in a pee h on the floor of 
this House: 

Tho whole history of the manufacture of iron in P£>nnsylvnnia shows that in a 
period of seventy-five years there have been erocted 500 furnac<>s, and out of them 
177 failure or where they have b en closed or sold out by tho heriff. Out of this 
177 failures 124 of them have occurrod since the passage of th tnrill' of 1846. 

This was aid only four years lator: 
.And out of 300 blast-furnac in fnll operation when the tariff of 1 6 w <'nact d 

into a law, 150, or fully one-half, had stopped several month ago, and full 50 m 
are preparing to go out of bla t. 

This "·n.s the first yen.r of the " 0'01clcn era" refcn tl to by my 
learned friend from K ntucky. 

But lot me proceed further, :Mr. Chairman, and call your attention 
to a me age of Millard Fillmore, Pre iclent of the Unite<l tatE.' , who 
was requirccl by the Constitution to report to Congre the conilitionof 
the cotmtr-y. I a k attention to an extract from his me ·arrl'i to b 
found in the Journal of this Hou e, fir t se Rion Thirty- o o~l Con-
gress, pa.ge 26. The dttte of this messag is Deccmb •r 2, 1 ;)1. Pre i­
U.ent Fillmore says: 

The values of our <lome tic export for the ln!lt fi.. cal :rear, a;~ comp red with 
those of the prenous year, exhibit an increa. e of $!3,646,'a:?2. .At fir t new th · 
condition of our trade with forci~n nations would seem to proiicnt the ruo't tlattt'r· 
ing hope of its futur prm~perity. n examination of the detaiL of our xport-.. 
however, will show that th incr a. d valuo of onr export for th la. t ti. cal J'l!'&r 
is to be fountl in the birrh prico of cotton which prevailed during th last half of 
that year, which price has Hinco declined about one-half. Tho value of our xport 
of breadstnil.ii nn1l ;provisions, which it wns suppos <l tho incentiY of , low t:tri.tl' 
antllarge importat10ns from abro:ul would have grontiJ,; augment •d, ha fall<.'n from 
$68,701,02lin 1847 t{) $:!6,051,373 in 18()0 and to 21.848,6.>3 in 1851, wil:h tron" prob­
ability, amounting almost to a cortainty, of a stiU furtbl'r rodurtion in tho currant 
:rear. The aggregate >alues of de OXJ?Oltcd during the laRt fi, cal year a com· 
pared with thoprovions yonralso ex.hib1t a deer a oamounting to $460,917, which. 
with a UC"cline in the values of th exports of tobacco for thu ame 11eriotl. make n.n 
a<Tgregato uecrea:e in the. o two article of $1,100,751. 

Will my friend listen to this f 
The poliey which dictated a low rato of duties on foreign merchandise, it 

thought by tho o who promoted and tablished it, would tend to b notlt the fum· 
ing pOJlUlation of thi country- · 

And you all Rpeak for the farmer as though yon wore their dirinely 
constitut d gnardian.-
by increasing tho demanu • nil raising the·prico of agricultural prouucts in forei!!ll 
markets. 

The forr.going fact , howover, se m to show inoonte tably that no such result h 
followed tho adoption of this policy. 

If it <lid it not then, I ask you what a ·sumnce wo hn.v it will do 
it if yon adopt it now, thirty year later in the hi!; tory of the Go'"­
ernmentf 

I now call your attention to another roo ·ngo of the ·am Pr siclent, 
a. year latl'r, found in the HCcond ·e~. ion of the Thirt ·- c"ond Con­
gre , page 15 and 16 : 

In my first nnnnal mcs age to Conw· s I called your art ntion to ":'hat ". em d 
to rue som dt,foet. in the pn ont t. rill' and rrcommcnd1 d such modification a 
in my ju<lA1J1ent wore best adapteu to remedy its e\·il anu promot th~ J:ll'O. perit~­
of the country. • otbing ha!l !!lnco occurred to chango my view on tJu. rmportnnt 
qu011tion. . ~ 

\Vithout r11pcating tho argnmentil contained in my fot'lll<.'l' me. sa~r . m ut>or or 
<li!lcriminating protective dutio11, I deem it my tlntyto call your athmttronf 

1
to on. or 

two other con.~itlora.tions afl'ectiug this snbj ct. Tho first 1~ the elTor o. n.r~. lDl· 
portations of.' for~i:..rn goo1ls upon our rnrrency. Mo. t of tho ~roltl of Cali.fornm, a. 
fa. t as it iR coincu, lin<L its wny dir ctly to .Europ in payment for goo1.h! pur h· d. 
In tho econd place, a!! our manufacturing c~tal>li!'lhmonts ar broken d~wnfb~ comt 
p~>tition with forelgnerR , tho capital inv Hted in them i lo. t, thou ~I. 0 on 
and imlu!itrions Citizens ar thrown ont of omplo.vment, autl tho farmer, to th!lt 
extent, i. uopriv1•1l of a hom ma.rket for the ale of hi urpln; protln~th ltn tht> 
third place, the dP. tn.tction of our mnnufttctur "lean•. th fort'lgner ;n °11 com­
potion in our market-

Tho very argument we makc-
an<l he con. <~quAptly miRes the pric of tho articlo ROnt here for ,ale, n.~ L3 now D 
in tho incren~o<l co 't of iron importnd from England. Th pro. pt•rlty an~l wra.lth 
of every nation must de])end UJ)On its prounctive i.mhu try. Til fartndrbe txn':i 
latcd to ox:ertion l>y flntlin IT a really market for his urplus product • an n te 
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by L in{! nul . to exchange tbom, withoutlo of time or ex:pen of transportation, 
for the mnnufactlues which lli.s comfort or convehlence requir . This is always 
done to the 1J st advantage where a portion of the commuruty in which he live iR 
eD{!~ed in other pursuit . But most manufacture r quire an amount of capital 
and a 11raC:tical skill which cannot be commanded unless they b protected for a 
time f10m ruinous competition from abroad. . 

I will not detain the committee with further reading from thi mes­
sa·,.,.e, but will a k your att ntion now to the me a·ge of the la t Dem­
oc~atic Pre iuent of the United tates. Ofcour e I do not meanl\fr. 
Tilden, [l;ulf~ter;] I mean Jame Buchanan. 

Mr. ~lc:" LIN.- I am glad you made the explanation. 
Mr. !lcKINLEY. The last Democratic President of the United 

States. 
.A. 1\fE::\IBER. The last one they will ever have. [Laughter.] 
Nlr. McKINLEY. orne one suggests the· last one they will ever 

haT"e. 
I call attention to l\fr. Buchanan's me age fir t e ion Thirty-

1ifth Congre . , :found on p:xge 19, 20, 21, ana 22. I shall not have 
time to read all ofthiB extract, but hall take the libertyofputting 
80 much a I may deem be tin the remarks I shall publish. I rea(l 
from pa:ge 19. 

.A. l\!E IBER. What date 'f 
Jir. IcKINLEY. December , 1857: 
Since the a.d,journ.ment of the last Congre our constituent have enjoyed an 

unuanal de::r e of health. 

[Laughter.] 
1 suppo e that is what the gentleman referred to a one of the 

ble ingt of the. golden era from 1850 to 1 60; and o it wa , and we 
should be thankful for that. 

Tbe earth ha yielded her fruibl abundantly and has botmtifully rewarded the 
full of the husbandman. 0~ great staple have commanded high prices, and, up 
till within a brief period our manufacturing, mineral, and mechanical occupations 
han largely partaken of the general pro>~perity. 'Ve have po'l~e. Red all the ole­
llleut• of mat6l·ial wealth in ncb abundance, and yet, notwithstanding all the e 
adTaDtagea onr country, in its monetary interests, is at the preR nt moment in a 
d Iorallle oondition. ln th mic.lst of unsurpru ed plenty in all the productions 
anes. in &11 the elements of national wealth wo find our manufartures suspended, our 
puLllo -works retarded, our private enterprises of different lnnds abandoned, and 
thon.aand.a of u...,eful laborers thrown out of employment and r duced to want. 
The revenue of the GovernmentJ which is chlefiy derived from dut1es on imports 
from abro d ha been grcatlyr anced, while the appropriation made by Congrc 
at it J.aat .;. ion for the current fi cal year are very large in amount. 

And this was during the golden era of my leaxned friend from Ken­
tucky [~lr. C.AB.LI LE.] 

t; ud~r the e circumstance . a loan may h required before the clo e of your pre -
ent ion. but this, although deeyly to be regretted, would prove to be only a 
111u..,.bt m1 fortune whim compar •<1 Wlth thesufi'eling and di. tr s. pr vailing among 
the people. W'ith this the Government cannot fail deeply to sympathize, though 
it Dl.ll.f ue without the power to e:nend relief. · · 

A"nin in the next me a·ge President Buchanan says: 
In °con.n'e tion with this subj ct, it is proper to r11fcr to our financial condition. 

Tb u.me n e which hav procluced pecuniary distress throughout the country 
han 80 reduc d the amount of imports from fot·oign countTi.e that the revenue 
bae rov d inadequate to meet tbe necessary expen es of the Govermn£~nt. To sup­
pll" Ibe deficiencv, C:on~r , l>y th act of December 23, 1857, authorized the iRsue 
o(f'.!IJ 000.000 of Tiea.'lliry not ; and this proving inadequate, they authorized, by 
the ..Ct of June 14, 1BS;J, a loan of $20,000,000, "to be applied to the payment of 
apr•ropriationa made bylaw." 

No lrtat.Mman would adru that we should go on inereusin~ tho national d~bt to 
~t the ordinary expense of tb GoT"ernm nt. This would l1E1 a most rmnons 

lie In . e of war our cr dit must be onr chief re ource, at least for the first fear y ~d thi would he gr a.tly impaired by having contracted a large debt in 
tJ.me' of peace. It is our tru policy to increa ·e our revenue so a.s to equal our ex-

dltur It wonld b ruinou to continue to borrow. Beside itmaybeproper 
to oLaen- 'tha.t the incidental protection thu aft'orded by a revenue tariff would 
at the p nt moment, to orne xt nt, increa e the confidence of the manufactur· 
iJu, tnt.& tJ1 and give a fr h impulse to onr revivinrr busine s. To this surely 
no peraon will object. 

:Mr. CAltLI LE. Ha my friend from Ohio among his notes any 
dMCription of the' condition of the country under the high tariff from 
leT.J to 1878 f If he has not, I can furnish it to him from the gentle­
JXULD. from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY,] the present distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr . .McK.Th"LEY. I hall come to that. 
::&Ir. KELLEY. As the gentleman from Kentucky has alluded tp 

me,pernrlttnetosay---

1\Ir. McTUNLEY. This does not come out of my time, I hope. 
l\fr. KELLEY. Of course not. Let the rea ons I a i!med for the 

depres ion also be printed, for t-hey are the true one . o 

1\Ir. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. The loan was needed. 
l\"Ir. McKINLEY. Yes; the loan was needed, as my frien1l an<l col­

league suggests, aud I will reach that later on. Now, I desire to call 
attention, as my frien<.l from Kentucky invoke the authority of the 
eli tinguishetl chairma-n. of the Committee on 'Vays and Mean and 
~egs to ca~ my a~ention to it, I desire in this c<?nnection to giYe a 
httle pn:ge m the history of that gentleman, touching the perio<l from 
1 ,...0 to 1860; a·n<l as I am somewhat worn on.t, if the Clerk will read 
what I have ma·rked I will be obliged. This is a portion of the Rtate­
mcnt and the reasons as igned uy the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for abandoning the theory of free trade and adopting 
the vrinciple of protection to America-n iiufustries. 

The Clerk read as follow : · 
Wore we early revenue reformer~:~ worshipers at false shrine --

1\fr. KELLEY. IftheCled~ willsendmethevolumc, andmyfriend 
from Ohio will permit, Iwillrend the langua-ge, a Iamf~miliarwithit. 

l\fr. McKINLEY. I am very much obliged to t-he disting-uished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, an<.l will gladly have him read t..Jle 
extract. 

Mr. KELLEY, (reading:) 
Were we early re\"!'nne reformer~:~ wor hiper at f:al~:~e shrines or di<l the sequef 

approve our fuit·h 7 History anl:!w rs th<>so questions with <>mphasla. lt ne· 'UOO 
but n decade to demon.'!trat t·h folly of attempting to create a. market for our in· 
cr a~:~ing agricn.lhiral productions, nml to clevelop our mining and mrumfactu.ring 
resources byt:hoapplication of tho beautiful abstractions dis eminatcd by frf'o-trade 
ll'agues. It was Just ten years after tho substitution of tho revenue tariff'of 1846 · 
for the protecth·e tnrifl' of 1842 that tl1 general bnnkrnptcy of the .Am :ricnn people • 
was annotmceu by t·ho almo, t simultaneous failure of the Ohio Life and 'l'rul:!t Com­
pany anti tl1e Bank of l'ennsylvunm and the Ruspen ion of specie payments by 
ahnostevcry bank in the country. Tn t·l.Jat brief period our ~:~teumcrl! hncl been sup· 
planted b,v for11ign lines and our clippE'r !!hips dnven from the sea orr •. trict d to 
<'nrrying lwtwecn our Atlantic and Pacific ports. A.t tho clo o of that brief term, 
the t~bip-yardl! of Mnino Wflre almost ru idle as they are now when railroad. travpme 
the coun_try in all uirections and compl't with ships in carrying even uch bulky 
commodities as sugar, cotton, ana 1 nf tobacco; and while the familie of thou~ 
sands of unemployed workmen in our great citios were in want of foou, Tilinois 
farm 1.'8 _roun<l in corn, forwhil'h thl'ro was no market, tho ch£'ape11t fuel they could 
obtain, though their fields wt>re undt>rlaiu by an in~xha.u tible depo it of C'oul that 
is , lmost coexttnHive with th , 'tate. Capital invested in fa.ctorie . furna.c.e , 
forge!!, rolling-mills, and machmery wa. iille and unproductive, and thor was but 
a limitocl hoiito market for cotton or wool. Takin~ adT"antage of this condition of 
affairs, foreign dealers put their prices <lown sutficiPntly to bankrupt tho rotton 
Stat s. to indnro m~ny of our farmers to give up .sheep raising, an<l to constrain 
manythousandimnugrantswbocou.ld notfindomploytOOnttorefurn totboirnative 
countries. Ei~bteon hund• I'd anu forty-seven had been a good year for farmers 
mechanic , miilors, and merr.hant ; but 1 57 was a goO<l y ar for sherifi~. con.-tal>les: 
and marshals, though few wore purchasers at their sales except mort:!af! , judg­
ment creditors, antl·capij;ali t who were able to pay caRh at nominal pn<,c.s for un­
productive e tabliRhmonts, and hold them till happier circumstanc should restore 
th ir value. 

Not one of the glowing pretlictions of political economy had been fulfillt>d, and 
t·he surpri. e with which I contempla.t d the contraRt lb.ro. ented b~· the condition of 
~o~~~XX'lo ~~z-:-!~~:.t had been at the close . of e last penocl of l?rotcction 

:Nlr. McKINLEY. I am vory much obliged to my friend from Ponn­
sylvaniu. Now, I desire in this same connection, and us tllrowing 
some light upon the blessings resulting from the era referred to, to 
call the attention of the committee to the question of wa~es to which · 
I believe the gentleman from Kentucky referred, und who clecla.red 
that tbo wages of the laboring classes were as good durin~ that 
period as at any other period previous or since. On the 14th aay of 
~'ebruary, 185!), the operative of the Pembroke mills, in the State of 
l\!u achnsctts, in convention u embled, pas ed the following reso­
lution: 

That we, the spinners, &c., have long enough endured the low prices for our hard 
labor-wages which are too low to live by-

All this during the'' golden era," remember-
too low to live l>y, as we cannot meet onr hills for the neceRsities of life with such 
a contemptible compensation for our labor as has been paid us for thelu t year. 

In this connection I desire to publish a. table of export and im­
ports during this period, and the period from 1870 to 1 · O, the 
former under a revenue tariff anclthe latter under a protective ta~riff: 

Value of merchandise impo1·ted intQ and exported front the Un.ited States from 1850 to 1860. 
UlfDER A REVEr."l;E TARU•F. 

Exports. 

Year. -- Total exports. 

l!WO ••• ···- ···- ............ -- .................. ····-- ......... --- .......... . 
1~1 ....................................................................... . 
~~~ ·-·· .. -.......... ----- .............. ·-···· .......... -- ............. -... . 
1~ •••••• ................................................................. . 
liS!i4 ·-----·---··--···---·----- ............................................. . 
l~ ....................................................................... . 
li:S:I6 ................................................................ , ..... .. 
l&:i7 ....................................................................... . 
18:0d ...................................................................... .. 

u: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Domestic. 

$134, 900, 233 
178, 620, 138 
154, o:u, 147 
189, 869, 162 
215, 3~. 300 
192, 751, 135 
266, 438, 051 
278, 906, 713 
251, 351, 0:13 
278, 392, 080 
lUG, 242, 423 

Forei n. 

$9,475,493 
10, 205, 121 
12,053,081 
13, 0'20, 120 
21,631,260 
26,158,368 
14, 781, 37'.! 
14,917,047 
20,660,241 
14,509,971 
17,333,034 

-- ---
$144, 375, 720 

188, 915, 259 
166, 984, 231 
203, 4R9, 2H2 
236, 959, 560 
218, 909, 503 
281, 219, 423 
293, 823, 700 
272, 011, 274 
292, 902, 051 
333, 576, 057 

Excess of ex· Exc of im-
Imports. ports over ports over 

unports. exports. 

----- - ------ - -----
$173, 509, 520 .. .......................... 29,133,800 

210, 771, 429 ............................ 21,856,170 
207, 440, 398 .. ......................... . 40, 4f.>6, 167 
263, 7T-l, 265 .. .......................... GO, 21IT, 983 
297, 623, (.139 .. ............................ GO, 66.3, 479 
257, 808, 708 .. ............................ 38,800,205 
310, 432, 310 ............................. 29,212,887 
348,428,343 · · .. $8; 672; 62o · 54,604,582 
263, 338, 654 . ... 38,' 43i; 200 331, 333, 341 ................... 
353, 616, 119 ........................ 20,040,062 

I· 
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Value of merchandise imported into and exported from tl!e Uui.tell States fron~ 1870 to 1881. 

ID\'DER A PROTltCTIVE TARIFF. 

Exports. 

Year. Total exports. Import. 

Dorue tic. Foreign. 

Exec sofex.· 
ports over 
imports. 

Excess ofim.­
port.s on!r 
export .. 

1870 ------- .... - ..... - .... -.----- .... --- -- .... --------- .. -. - .. --.--.----.-- -
1871 .... : ....................... -.-.- ... --- .. -.- .... -..... -....... ---- ..... -
1872 .......................................................... . ............ . 
1873 ........ .' ...... - ........... - ... ----- . ----- .... --- .. - .. -------- .. --- .. ---
1874 ............................................................ . .......... . 
1875 . . : ••. .............................. ------· ...... ------ ··--·· ...... ---- -
1876 ...................................................... . ................ . 
1877 ...... - ............. -.................... --- ..... - ... .. .. -- .-.--- .. -- .. . 
1878 ........ - ............. -- - .. ---------- ...... - ... ---- ........ -- ...... - ... -

1~::::::::::::::::::::::: : :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1881 ................................................................... . ··--

$376, 616,473 
428, 398, 908 
428, 487, 131 
505, 033, 439 
569, 433, 421 
499, 284, 100 
u25, 582, 247 
589, 670, 224 
680, 709, 268 
698, 340, 790 
823 046 353 
883: 925: 947 

$16, 155, 29:> $392, 771, 768 
14,421,270 442, 820, 178 
15,690,455 444,177, 586 
17,446,483 522,479, 022 
16,849,619 5 6, 283,040 
14,15 '611 
14,802,424 

513, 442, 711 
f»O, 384,671 

12,804,996 602,475, ~0 
14,156,498 694, 865, 766 
12,098,651 710,430, 441 
11,692,305 835, 638, 658 
18,451,399 902,377, 346 

$435, 958, 408 
520, 223, 6R4 
626, 595, cri7 
642, 130, 210 
567, 406, 342 
533, 005, 436 
460, 741, 190 
451, 323, 126 
427, 051, 532 
445, 777' 77 5 
667. 954, 7 46 
642, 664-, 628 

..••.....•..... $43,1 ,MO 
----- - - . - - -- - - . 77, 403, 506 
--------------· 1 ~417,491 
- - - - - - .. - - - - - .. 119, 656, 2&) 

$18, 876, 698 - -- - - - - - • -.... 
--.- ..... -- .. -- 19, 562, 'j")....j 

79,643,481 
151, 152, 094 
257, 814, 234 
264, 661, 666 
167, 683, 912 
259, 712, 718 

Now, coming down to December 17, 1860, the In t year of the last 
month of this halcyon period, I find an act of Congre s, pn sed De­
cember 17, 1800, authorizing the i sue of certain Treasury note . 
Treasury notes wore issued redeemable at the expiration of one year 
from date; and this shows the financial condition of the country dur­
ing the concluding year of that decade1 after a tariff for revenue only 
had had full opportunity to produce tt best re ults and to demon­
etrate, if it could, its highe t good. I find the e Treasury notes were 
old under that act as follows, and the percentage shows the di -

·count: 
At6percent ...................................................... : .. . 

ii ~.lE:: ~~~~~~~ ~~:~~~ ~~;: ~ ::~; ;; :: ;~: ~~ ::~:~:~ ~~ ~:~:~~~~~~ ~: ::: ~ ~ 
At9pcrcent ......................................................... . 

lUI!~/~~:~:-~~~ ::~~m~; ~~ ~~~;;~~::mmH~:;:;:~ :::~mi; 
1! ~~ ~l:: ;;;;: ~~;~::;: :~:~;;; ~:~;:: :::: :~~~; :; :;~ ~: ;: :: :;::;:~; ~ 

$70,200 
5, 000 

24,500 
33,000 
10, 000 
65,000 
10,000 

160,000 
77,000 

1, 027,500 
200,000 
623,000 

1, 367,000 
1, 432,700 
4, 840,000 

·f. - Total ............................................................ -1-0-,-01-0-,0-0-0 

which shows that during the closing year of that free-trade period, 
which has been denominated one of exceptional prosperity, the finan­
cial credit of this Government was so l>ad that our Treasury note 
sold :from 6 to 12 per cent. discount. 

I come now to February 8, 1 en, tho be~inning of tho second month 
of the next year, when Congre s authoriZed a loan of 25,000,000 of 
bonds bearing 6 per cent., and having twenty years to run. They 
were dispo ed. of, in amount only 1~,000,000, for the Government 
could not dispo e of the remainder of the loan, and what were old 
were sold at a discount of 2,019, 776. Six per cent. bonds solu for 
S9.1 cent on the dollar. At the very close of that glorious period 
when all, a we are told, wa blazing in the splendor of pros­
perity--

[Here thA hammer foll.] 
Mr. UPDEGR.A:FF, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the 

time of my colleague may be extende<l. 
:Mr. HEWITI, ofNewYork. Iwasabouttomaketho amerequest. 
The CIIAIR~W . Is there objection to tho extension of the time 

of tho gentleman from Ohio. 
There waf! no objection. 
Ur. McKINLEY. I nm greatly indebtc(l to the House for its cour-

tesy. 
So low had the credit of the Government fallon at that time that 

the ecretary of the Treasury, in January, 1861, suggested to Con­
gre a.s n. financial resource that the ·overal States be asked as 
security for the repayment of any money the Government might find 
it nece sary to borrow, to pledge the dcpo its rec ivo<l by them :from 
the Government under tho act for the di tribution of the surplus 
revenue of 1836; the ccretary believing that n._lonn contracted on 
such a l>a is of ecurity, uperadding to the plighted faith of the 
Unito<.l tates that of the individual States, could har<lly fail to be 
acceptable to capitalists. 

Thus wa thi Government driven by your revenue policy to the 
brink of financial ruin, with neither money nor credit, a condition 
that necc. ita ted a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury to olemnly 
sugg t to Congres. that the tates should be a ked to indorse the 
paper of the Government of the United tate . Think of our Gov­
ernment going out and asking somebody to go her bail that she 
might borrow money in the money centers of the world, and of her 
own citizens. 'Ve have got no such trouble now. Twenty years of 
protection have ?,i veu us a good credit, ha vo gi vcn ns a good currency, 
an overflowing :rrea.sury, and universal pro pority, enabling us to 
borrow all the money we want at 3t per cent. an<l the lender mu t 
pay a premium to get it at that. Contra t that period with the 

golden era described by the gentleman .fi.·om Kentucky, [Mr. C.A.R­
LISLE,] when the tariff policy ho advocates led this Government to 
tho condition which I have described. I thank God that policy doe 
not prevail to-day, and protection needs no other defense. [Ap­
plause.] 

At•erage weekly tvage in. .Massachusetts-1860, 1872, 187 , 1 1. 

Occupations. 

Average weekly wage; stand­
ard, gold. 

1860. 1872. 1878. 1881. 

--------- --------- -------
.Agriculture: 

Laborer , per month, with board . . . . $13 63 $23 09 
Laborers, per day, without board . . . . 90 

Blacksmithing: 
Blacksmiths......................... 9 30 16 44 

lloots and shoes: 
Cutters . .. . .. . .. .. .. . . . . .. .. . .. .. . . . . l 2 00 14 81 
Bottomers............................ 10 50 16 00 
Boot-trcers....... . .. . .. . . .. . .. . .. . . . . 10 50 ....... . 

~~J::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 10 50 14 22 
Finishers............................ 14 50 16 00 
Bu.tfm·s ...................................... . 
Heelers------------------------------........ 17 78 
Edge- etters......................... 12 00 17 78 
Shoemakers.......................... 10 33 14 66 

Machine and machinery: 
Pa.tt rn-ma.kers ...................... 1150 17 60 
Iron-mohlors .. .. .. .. . .. . . . .. . .. .. . .. 0 50 14 67 
BrasR-moldors ...... ...... ........... 10 00 14 67 
Core-makers . .. . .. .. • . .. .. .. . . .. .. . .. 5 00 
Blacksmiths .. . .. .. . • .. .. .. . . .. .. .. .. o 15 16 oo 
Bla.cksmith's helpers................. 6 50 10 20 
Machinists .......................... 0 64 14 40 
Cleaners a.nd chippers................ 6 00 
Chuckors ............................ 6 75 
l<'itt rs ....... ........................ 8 83 14 40 
Poli hers............................. 8 oo 
Setters-up.... .. .. . .. .. . .. .. .. . . .. .. . . 10 00 12 SO 
Rivet-heaters, boys .. .. .. .. . .. .. . .. .. 4 00 
Riveters............................. 9 50 14 67 
·wood·workers.. ..................... 9 16 
Po.into1·s ............................. 6 00 
Laborers............................. 6 00 8 53 
'Vatchmen ........................... 7 00 
Teamsters........................... 7 50 ....... . 

Meto.ls and metallio goods : 
Tiammersmen ................... . ........... . 
Heaters . .. . .. . . . . . .. .. . . .. .. .. . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . · 21 33 
Rolll\l'S . -- .. - ... - .... - .................... - . . 10 67 
Puddlers. .. . .. .. . . . .. . .. . . .. . . . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . 24 00 
Sbinglers -------------------------- - - ....... . 24 00 
lielpcrs ...................... -................ -- .. - .. 
'\Vire-drawers ........................ . ..... . 
Anncalers and cleaner ............................ .. 
Rufiers ........................... . .. .. ....... _ .. . ... . 
}'inishers ................. - -- .. -- . -.... -- ...... -- ... . 

15 72 $18 00 
1 25 1 37 

13 75 16 38 

11 05 }It 91 
10 71 11 71 
12 00 11 41 
10 00 11 8 
12 00 0 63 
11 75 12 18 
10 50 11 21 
13 75 11 31 
13 00 11 50 

8 00 12 21 

15 24 18 10 
12 30 16 40 
13 25 15 75 

6 00 6 2 
12 15 15 75 

7 70 -10 29 
13 05 17 0!1 
750 864 
0 75 11 33 

10 66 12 
!) 75 w 

12 00 13 38 
5 00 5 64 

12 00 13 05 
10 3!} 14 60 
8 00 12 23 
7 27 9 ]5 
9 00 12 21 

10 00 11 80 

12 00 18 00 
23 40 27 77 
13 ·80 16 40 
]8 00 20 91 
19 50 22 94 
12 75 12 00 
12 75 10 50 
9 90 40 

21 60 15 00 
27 00 2 87 

*Probably owing to tho infl.ueuco of machinery. 

+t.l 2S 
+ 12 

+2 63 

+3 
+1 00 
- 50 
+1 
-M37 
+ 43 

*-8 :!9 
-244 
-150 
+-1!!1 

+l1o 
+2 50 

~~ 
±!: 
-t-1U 
+l 
+2 16 
-116 
+1 38 
+ M 

ll~ +4 23 
+1 
+3 21 
+1 80 

+0 00 
+4 37 
+2 60 
+2 91 
+3'-' 
- 75 
-!! 25 
-150 
-41 60 
+1 S7 

Nom.-The reader who desire to pursue this su'!-\ject furl~~r i rcfcrr~ to tho 
t nth report, which contains data ~bowing_ the relative cond1tion of workingmen. 
in Ma.s .. o.chusotts, as regards sub Istcnco, m 1860 and 1878. 

The above is .fi.·om the Report on tho Statistic of Labor of Ma 
chn ett for 1882. 

There are orne intlo trio in the United tates, notal>ly ~hat of 
tin-plate manufactm·ing nncl tho manufacture of rottery, which_n.re 
inadequately protected. Of tho former, the c r tary of the Umted 

tates Iron and Tin-plato Company say : . . 
About eight years n~o, when tho tin-"t>ln.tc industry. was 0~~Yc1~c;:-ca~ 

country, tho prices of tin-plato were o high t~at om nt ft~bly tfy buildill~ tin· 
to tho conclusion that they could invest the1r mouey Pi0 th prices of imported 
plnto works. At first tho pro poets were favorable. bu 6 
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platea went down lower and lower, until our home manufacturers were compelled 
to abandon the business and leave their works standing idle, yet the agitation for 
better protection has been kept up, and by that the prices of tin-plate have been 
kept down; but if Congress refuses ng:rln to lend an car t.o the urgent appeals we 
have made so many times, the a!!itation on the subject will die out, and the price 
of tin-plat will go up, and instead of making English manufacturers pay a reve­
nue for dealing in our markets, we shall have to submit to their laying n heavy tax 
upon u.s because we did not prot ct ourselves. 

This condition should no longer be permitted. Legislation which 
will revive this palsied industry should be enacted at once. 

The manufacture of pottery.! although early started, is among the 
new industries in the Unitea tates, and none more worthy. It 
growth has not been mpid, but ubstantial. It has made progre s 
against the fiercest Op,J;>osition of British manufacturers. It has been 
forced to fight prejudiCe at home and unscrupulous rivals abroad. 
It bas happily triumphed over all. Its annual products have reached 

five millions of dollars, and are not excelled in quality anywhere, 
w bile the price to the consumer has been largely diminished. In the 
days of the gold premium the tariff w.as moderately protective. Since 
resumption it has been wholly inadequate. The price paid to labor 
is 100 per cent. more than is paid in the English potteries, and 90 per 
cont. of the cost of the product is labor. \Vith labor equal, or made 
equivalent by the duty, they can successfully compete with the best( 
potteries of the world. We have the good raw material, skilled 
labor, new and valuable improvements. Our decorated ware is not 
excelled anywhere. All that i needed is a just and fair protection, 
and we will fail in our duty if it is not accorded. Forty per cent. 
ad valorem is wholly insufficient. I beg to append a table of the 
price of labor in the potteries of this country and in England, to 
which I invite careful attention; it was prepared by ihe Potters' 
Association of East Liverpool, Ohio: 

Com:parati1·e wagcsjJaid in the potte1•ies in England ancl .A:rnerica. 

PER DOZEN (12) PIECES. FOR TWENTY POTTER'S DOZEN OF 36 TO DOZIDi. 

Q -~ I -~~ 
-~ ~ ~~ 
~ § -~ 
~ 0 ......... 

Articles. .Articles. 

. § I ~ -~ I !~ 
rJl ~ ~ Po.~ _________________ , ____ - - -- --11----------------- ---------

~~~~~{tii{i~!-f[fifff[[fiffiftfiii~! :~ i ,I~: 
Bakers.-------- ---------- ....... ------------.. ... . . a in. 
Bakers .... -------··--------------------------------- 4 in. 
Da.k81'11- ---------- -· ---- .. ------ ....... ------- •• ·-- --- 5 in. 
Baken ..................................... --. ... . . . 6 in. 
Bak81'11-- .. --- ------ ...... ------- .. ------.----------- 7 in. 
Bakers---.-----------------------------------·----·- 8 in. 
Baken ............ - ........... -----. -·---- --------.- 9 in. 
&ken ....................... -------------------- ... 10 in. 
Bakel'll--- --- .. ---- ....... --------------------------- 11 in. 
Bakers-..... .. ................. ···--------- ------ 12 in. 
Dlshea .. ----- ·-- ----- ·- • -· · -· · -· · • · -· --------------- 3 in. 
Diahea .. ··-- ------------------------------ ....... -- - 4 in. 
Diahea---- ..... ------------------------------------- 5 in. 
Dlah ------------- ···- ···-- -- --······--·- ---------- 6 in. 
lJil!hee .. . ................... ---·---- --------- .... --- 7 in. 
lJlabea.-- ... --.-------- .. ------ .. ---- ... --- ·-.- ----- 8 in. 
]):lahe • ------- ....... -. ·--- -·.---- -- ...... ---------- !lin. 
IJiahea .• __ ....... --------.--- .... ---- ............... 10 in. 
lJiahee ..... ---- ---· -------------------------------- - 11 in. 
lJlallee .... --- ... ------------- · · -- · --- ·-~- · · · · · --- · · · i! ~: 
E~:::::::~~:::::::: :::::::::::::::::~:~: ::::::::: 10 in. 
Ca.ke-platea .. -------------------------.- ................ __ . _ 

liilli~~t:~:::~::t!ii"iii~ii iiii iiii li : ~~:: 
tstandB .... - ·-- ..... · · ... -- .... --- ............. ··- ·-- -- -·----

fl~~EC(:~~ ~t{{L-?(ii~-U~iiijj~j i iii~: --i ~:--

~~iii!! iiiiiiii!!ii i!il!!ii!!!!ii Ill 1111 I I -11--
g~:~ ~:: :: ::~ ::~:::::::::~~:::~::::~:;~~a:: 1~ ~: 
~~~1~e ~-.-.-_:·.~: :·.-_ ::·.: ::·:.-.: :·::.: ::::: :;~~~:: g :: 
C:o er-dillhe ................................ round .. lOin. 

8. d. 
3 
3 
4 
5 
5 
7 
8 
8 
4 
4 
6 
6 
6 
6 
7 
7 
7 
7 
4 
4 
6 
6 
6 
6 
7 
7 
7 
7 

10 
1 4 

8 
0 
8 
9 
2 

1 a 
110 
2 0 
3 0 
3 3 
1 3 
1 0 
1 0 
2 9 
3 6 
1 1 
1 4 
1 0 
1 1 
1 2 
1 4 
1 8 
2 2 
2 5 
2 9 
3 0 
3 3 
3 6 
3 !l 
2 4 
2 7 
2 10 
3 3 

8. d. 
5~ 
6 
61 
7 
8 
9 

1Q 
1 0 

6 
5! 
6 
61 
7 
8 
0 

10 
ll 
10 

5 
5! 
6 
6~ 
7! 
8 
0 

10 
11 

1 0 
1 4 
1 8 
2 6 
4 2 
1 0 
1 1~ 
1 0 
110~ 
2 8! 
211 
4 2 
5 1 
1 9 
1 6 
1 3 
3 9 
4 2 
1 8 
llOl 
2 1 
1 0 
1 9 
110! 
2 3~ 
2ll 
3 7 
4 2 
4 7 
5 1 
5 3 
6 4 
4 4! 
4 10 
5 5 
6 0 

83 
100 

62 
40 
60 
28 
25 
50 
25 
37 

8 
16 
33! 
28 
42 
57 
71 
25 
37 

8 
16 
33 
28 
42 
57 
71 
60 
25 

275 
40 
50 
50 
50 
50 
47 
37 
39 
50 
38 
50 
25 
36 
38 
54 
40 
39 
39 
50 
40 
37 
34 
49 
51 
53 
54 
50 
G4 
87 
87 
94 
82 

Ice-creams.----- ................................... . 
Ice-creams .... ---- ................................. . 
Ice-creams ......................................... . 
Ice-creams ..... - ..... - -.... - ............... -- . ----.-
Cups .......... -- .......... -- .. ----------------------

I ~~!~:~::-:·:·:·:·:·:::::_:_:::_~_:~_:_:_:::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

~~: n ~ 11~_\\\:~: f:~.m~i:i:~~j);;:: _---iii: 

FOR TWENTY DOZEN. 

Plates, flat .................... -------------.--------
Plates, flat ....... ------- ............ ---------- - -----

~}~~::: i:t::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: :::: :: ::::: 
Plates, flat ................ _. ____ ........ _ ... ____ ___ . 

~~~ i~: ;;:;_\~::H:: ~~- ~i: _:-: i Hi ; :-::·;;; 

3 
at 
4 
5 

tea. 
coffee. 
tea. 

ooffoo. 
36 
30 
24 
36 
ao 
24 

8 
7 
6 
5 
3 
8 
7 
6 
5 
3 

8. d. 8- d. 1 
4 9 10 1 

: ~ ~g ~ I 
~ ~ ~~ ~! I 
6 6 13 9 ' 
6 9 11 10 i 
7 3 14 0 
6 6 15 0 
7 3 16 8 
7 3 17 6 
6 6 15 2 
6 6 16 10 
6 6 17 8 

3 7 9 0~ 
3 0 8 2~ 
2 6 7 5 
2 4 4 1! 
2 0 3 3-t 
3 7 9 lOt 
3 0 9 ~i -3 6 8 
2 4 7 5 
2 0 4 1~ 

• ll.ANDLING, (PER SCORE DOZE~.)-Count 20 dozen of 36, 30, and 24. 

Mugs ........... -.- --.- -- ------ --- ---- -- ---- - ------- -

~i~:~::::_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

TUR~"TI<G COUNT AS ADOVE. . 
Bowls ............ -.... - .... -------------------------
Bovrls . ....... ---------------------------------------
Bowls ....... -------------------------------- --·- ----
Cups ..... --.-- .. ---------------------·--------------

OTimR PRINCIPAL WORK. 

36 ~ 30 
24 
36 0 t 

36 7 6 12 6 
ao 7 6 11 5; 
24 7 6 10 0 
36 6 0 8 !) 

li;~!fJrg::~li:i: ii1 ili::;;i; Jl i i!! !i!:: 
Gilders imd p:rlnters, per week ---·- -- ...... -------- -... ----

40 0 
7i 

30 0 
42 0 
40 0 
50 0 
18 0 
10 0 
7 0 

30 0 
34 0 

80 0 
18t 

50 0 
6~ 6 
69 0 
83 4 
50 0 
25 0 
18 9 
62 6 
83 4 

1.12 
112 
112 
165 
64 
!lO 
8.'5 
84 

107 
130 
140 
133 
158 
172 

150 
174 
196 
77 
60 

174 
201 
228 
218 
lOG 

50 
37 
20 
46 

100 
147 
66 
4!) 
72 
66 

177 
150 
167 
108-
145 

Tbe En~lillh prices given are tho e paid November, 1880, and in force after that time with a deduction of 8 per cent. from tbese prices. The American prices are 
frem the established print d work list. .All the American work is paid for "good from hand" when made, the lo sin it going through tbe kilns falling on the manu­
facturer. The Enn-lish is paid for "good from kilns," the workmen suffering the losses sustained while going through tho kilns. All other lin'Cs as C .. C. ware and 
ebl.ca eompare in same proportions as white granite. 

'Ve k ~he gcntl£\man from New York [Mr. HEWITr] to unite with 
u in mnk!ng up that dift'erence in the price of labor. If we do that 
the pottene of Ea t Liverpool, \Vellsville, and Cincinnati

1 
in Ohio, 

and of Trenton1 in New Jel'8ey, represented by my distinguished 
friend on my left, [Mr. BRE\VER,] will be able to sell their products 
uot only as readily her as tho e of other manufacturer , anct with a 

·\_ 

fair profit, but will be able in time, I trust, to export them beyoud 
the seas. 

I shall in this connection, without taking the time of tho commit­
tee to give it in detail, put in my remarks a statement of the cereal 
productiona in 1850, 1860, 1870, and 1880. We produced in_1850 
10(1. 000,000 bushels, in round numbers, of wheat; we produced in 
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isso 459 000 000 bushels of wheat. We produced in 1850 592,000,000 
bushels ~f fudian corn· and in 1 0 we produced 1, 754, 61,535 bushel . 
And I micrht go through this contJ:ast with oats, and barley, and bu?k­
wheat &c. taking in all the cereal products, and show that the hke 
of it ~as n'ever known in the indu trial history of any country in 
the world. The following is the table in detail: 

Wheat ..••... 100,485,944 
Rye.... .. . .. . 14, 188, 813 
Indian corn .. 592, 071, 104 
Oat ......... 146,584, iiO 
Barley. .. . .. . 5, 167,015 
Buckwheat . . 8, 956, 912 

173, 104, 924 
21,101,380 

83 t 792,742 
172, 043, 185 

15,825,898 
17,571,818 

Pr.ct. 
72 
48 
41 
17 

206 
9G 

287' 7 45, 626 
16, 918,795 

760, 944, 549 
282, 107, 157 
20,761,305 

9, 821,721 

Pr.ct. 
459, 479, 505 60 
10, 831, 595 17 

1, 754, 861, 535 130 
407, 858, 999 44 

44, 113, 495 48 
11, 817, 327 20 

42. 8 11, 3 7, 299, 133 2, 697, 962, 456 0 0 4 

--------~------~------~--~ 

Total ...... 867, 453, 967 1, 239, 039, 947 

They talk about the far~er uot being :prot~cted. ·why, ir, h~ i~S 
protected in nearly everything he grows or raiSe , and protect~d JUSt 
as much as he want. to be, just as much as he asks to be. l'Ie IS pro­
tected in his horned catt.le, i?- his ho~s, i? his sh~ep, _in his b::tc_on, i_n 
his hams,_ in his chee ?1 m his pork~., ~n his corn, m h1s wheat, m h1s 
cotton 1lli! tobacco, h1s sugar, and rus wool. 

My friend from New York [Mr. HEWITT] propose. to take the ~uty 
off wool· indeed he propo es to take the duty off all raw matenal . 
When h~ does that the farmer in the United States will be compellecl 
to dismi hi flocks heep husbandry wm fall into decay, and the 
woolen manufactnr ~ will go down. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. But the farmer will vote first. 
1\Ir. :McKINLEY. Yes, as my friend sucrgests, the farmer will vote 

first and he will vote for that party and that individual who will 
stan'd by him in protecting the product of hi labor ancl his farm 
from the cheaper labor of the products of the Old World. The farmer 
is protected by the levy and collection of duties on his products as 
follow : 

IIog , horned cattle, horses, sheep, and all other animals, pay a duty 
of 20 per cent. ; bacon and ha-m pay a duty of 2 cents per pol1lld; beef, 
1 cent a pol1lld; uutter, 4 cent a pound; chee e, 4 cent a pound; con­
dens d milk, 20 per cent. ; lard, 2 cent per pound; preserved meats, 
:~ p .r cent. ; mutton, 10 per cent. ; pork, 1 cent per pound; tallow, 
1 cent per pouncl; glue, 20 per cent. ; barley, 15 cents per bushel; 
bread and biscuit, 20 per cant. ; Indian corn, 10 cents per bu hel; 
cornmeal, 10 per cent. ; oat , 10 cents per bu bel; rye, 15 cent per 
lmshcl; wheat, 20 cent per bushel; wheat flour, 20 per cent.; all 
other mall grain and other preparations of breadstuffs for fo<,>d 
average 18.56 per cent.; fruits, from 10 to 35 p~r cent.; flaxseed 
or lim<eed, 20 cent per bushel; wool, hay,~ hop., r1ee, tobacco, pota­
toe ·, ngar, all pay a duty. I need not !urther al!lplify. I publish 
herewith a tatement prepared by Mr. Nmrmo, Ch1ef of the Durea.n 
of tatistic , showin~ the importations of farm products in the la t 
year, with values ana. duty as ·e ed and collected. 

The condition of American farmers to-day is better than at any 
other time in our history, while the condition of the farmers of Eng­
land was never ~;o deplol'able a now. "\Ve have a protective tarilf; 
England has a tariff for revenue only. 

Every conntry has it peculiar con~tions whi~h mu t b.e recog­
niz (l by its law-makers. Each nation must leg1slate for 1ts own, 
~;tudv it~ own intere t., take care of it::; own industries aml its own 
11eop'le · whon this is done American state men have discharged their 
highe. t cluty, and can with safety leave to other nation . the duty of 
legislating for themselves. Engla:.;td' boa ted free trade IS England's 
11rotection and profit if she could mduce the world to enter upon the 
. ·arne 11olicy. Her eaports, open onlY: ~a.rtially ev-en now, were_ not 
open untilafteryear ofpracticalproh1b1hon. At la tsho concetved 
her power to profitably manuf3:cture for the worl<~ and 3:nnouncecl it, 
uut at the pre. ent tim she lenc :m<I collect dub on 1~ports, pro­
ducing to her a large revenue, ~ube~ not upon tho luxunc bnt ':ll~O!l 
article, of the highe t nece s1ty, like tea and coffe . Her tanff 1 

a tarift' for rev nuc only; the same which is :ulvocat d on the other 
ide ofthi House and which was announced in the last Democratic 

national platform. With all her boasted profe ions and her invita­
tion t.o the world to accept her theory of uni •ersal brother~oocl, Great 
Britain has not free trade within her own borders and m her own 
110 , c . ions. 

George Baden Powell, an En~lish author and fr e-trn.dcr, declares 
in hi book on Prot ction aml Hard Times-

It i:, however, n. matt r of notoriety that many of our colonies at t_~e P~OH_ nt 
(lo impo e duti for a>owedly protective purpo. es. The colony of V1ctona 1s a 
notable instance, more especially as she holds to her po. ition in pite of tho tenuen­
cies of the urronnding colonie toward free trade. It may well b~ a ked why 
ha.>e any of tho provinces of the Britixh Empire the right, how liave they the 
license to adopt other than frce-trad principl s 9 

It would be well for the distinguished n.uthor to look after Canada, 

which, in Ma1·ch, 1 79, adopted a high protective tariff aml i pro -
:pering under it to-day. 

In a. ,vord by the imposition of duties for purposes other than tho~w for revenue, 
a province of the emptre at once invades the domain of imperial interests, at once 
chall ngos the control of the imperial authoritie . . 

There are but two or three colonies, says the same ~uthor, . *. "" * t_hat n>ow dl_y 
impose duties on imports for the purpos of protcctmg th~1r mdu~tne. · . ~ht"re 1.8 
nothing impracticable in the prospect of the vari~us pro>mce._ of .t~e Bntl hEm­
pir banding themselve!l together * * * and JOalou ly mamtmrung; ns !'I'Cure a 
freedom of intercour e amon~ themselves, ns close a commercial umon a that 
rigorously maintaine<l by the citizens of the United State . 

o that the free trade which Euglancl teaches and cajol~ u ' to 
follow she fails h> practice at home, anu looks forwanl with fond 
expectanc)T to the time when that same freedom of inter our e, thn.t 
clo e commercial union, sllall exist in all tho British Empire a i 
ricrorou 1y maintained by the citizens of the United tat . Here 
w~ have unrestricted trade among our elv s, no impost tlnt~e ~o 
di~:~criminating tax between the States. Tho markets of Califormn 
a.re open to the manufn.ctures of Maine. Ohio sends her manuf:1ctur­
ing a·nd other products, freely and without restra·int, to eve~~ State 
of the Union. Tho 11roducts of one State are as fr to the c1hzen of 
another tate as hi own. \Ve impose duties only on the product of 
foreign labor and capital. · 

The early history of Great Britain upon the tariff has been often 
told, but loses none of its force by repetition. Eno-land declared her­
self not only" the sole ma-rket for Am rican prouuct ,""the ole tore­
hons for American supplies," but also" the workshop of the world." 

Tho colonies mu!lt not only !!ell exclusively in Briti!!h markets but they must 
also buy exclusiTel:y; in British marke~. It was intended t·~1at no cO?DJUodio/ of 
the ~owth, productwn, or manufacture of Europe should be 1mported mto Bri~h 
plantations but such as are ln1lou and put on board in England, 'Val s

1
,or llt'rmck­

upon-Twee<l, and in English-built shipping, whereof the rna tor aml tnree-fourths 
of the crew were English. 

The preamble to this ~Statute, which was upplemental to the nnn­
gation act, declare -

The maintaining a grt"atcr corre!!pondence nnd kindness between th object 
at home and those in th• plantations, keeping H1e colonie in a firm r dep nd1 nc 
on the mother conn try, makin~ the~ ye_t more ~eneficial to it in the further em­
ployment and incr a~e of Enghiih sh1ppm~ and m the v nt of English manufact­
ures and commodities, rend ring the naVIgation to them more safe and cheap, 
and making thi klngdom a staplt not only of the commo<litles of the plantatlo 
but also of the coiilllio<liti sof other countries andpla.ccsforthoirsupply; it bcin 
the usage of other nations to keep their plantation trade xclus1vely to them· 
selves. 

In 1710 the IIouse of Commons declared that "tbe croctin~r of mnnufn.r.torie. in 
the colonies tended to less n their dependence on Gr at Britain." Jn 173:l the iru­
~ortation of hats from 1novince to province and the nu!Dhcr of apprentic w. 
limited. In 1750 the erection of nny mill or n~tinc for slittin~; or 1·olling iron w , 
prohibited. In 1765 the exportation of artisans from Great Bntain wa prohibit d 
under a. heavy penalty. In 1781 utensils required for the ma.nufa tor of wool or 
silk were pro'hibited. In 1782 the prohibition wa!! ext nded to artificers in print­
ing calicoes, muslins, or linens, or 1n making implements us d in their manu fa · 
tore. In 1785 the prohibition was extended to tools used in iron and, t 1 mann­
facture~.~nd to workmen o employed; in 1799 it wa extended .o a to erubrnce 
e>en colliers. 

This is the early record, rigorously adhered· to and enfbrcell w.ith 
an iron hand. British free trade i the voice of interest aml ·e1fish­
ncs , not principle. American protection iR th voice of intelligent 
labor and American development. Its benefit mnst be ma·nifc t to 
the mo t casual student of industrial history. No man will b found 
who would declare tha-t our present aclvance(l po. ition of manufact­
ures could or would have been reached. without the aid aftorued by 
a wi e system of protection. Commencing without capital or ex:(>e­
rience, we have grown to that extent as to be ~h wonder of th CIV­

ilized worlcl. Even l'tfr. I.lEWITT, although differing from my_c?n­
clusions, is forced to sny that to n.ny one studying the condi~wn 
of this country at the present time thrco thing~:~ are evident: firt, 
tha-t we are the most prosperous people in the worltl; econdly, that 
we are paying the highest wa~es of any people in the world; la tly, 
that we have the highest tariff dutie of any nation in t~e wor~d. 
\Vhy, sir, in 1858 tho United States received a great major1t~ of 1t 
manufactured article from England; to-day we manufactur for onr­
·elves, and as exporters have but one equal. Jt,rom thirt en dat~ 
we leap to thirty-eight; from three millions of population we no 
number fifty-one million, . It would be impo siblc, sa Mr .. Mul­
hall, an English statistician, whom Mr. I!EWITT quote approY~ngly, 
to iind in history a para.Jlel to the progress of the Uniteu • tat. m the 
laAt ten years.~ 'Vealth n.nd property have evorywh. r. incr a d; 
comfort , education, the school-bon e, the church are w1thm the reach 
and enjoyment of every citizen of this Republic. . 

In this connection 1wrmit me to call the attention of the comrru!tee 
to the followino- exhibit of the export and import trade of tlls Urut d 
States for the 11st few years, taken from the report of the ecretary 
of the Trea ury : 

Tbc ~~orts a~ coutra8tcd wilh the import during tho last :fi cal year (1 :U) 

nrc a fo ows: . . . . .. .. .. • 9!!3, 9-ti 
Export of <loll!- tic m01chn~clli; ...... .................. ..... 

1 
4,5

1 Export of formgn mer ·han!l1 e..................................... • • 

Total ........................................................ . 
Impor~ ofn1crchantli. o ..................................... ········------,-

Excos of exportR ovor imports of merchandise .....••••••.•• • • · · · · · ____ _ 

Aggregate of export and import ........................... · 1, 545, ~1, 9i~ 
Compared with the pr viot~s year~ thoro was an incr( a 1~~ •n:~~r~o ~ l::i. value of export~ of merchandis , anu n decrease of $25.29!),1 m diso o'l"er ex ort 

ports. The annual nv rage of the ox:ccRs of imports of tnN6"~!f. but for thJ\'UI 
thereof for ten yeare prov·ionM to J1mo 30, 1873, was $104-,70 • ... , 
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als: yev.I"K th re hru been an xce , of expm·t~ over imports of mercha.mfuo amount­
in~; to $1,1 O,GG8,105--un annual average of $196,778,017. The Bpeci value of the 
expo:rt:s of domestic merchand i o has increasedfrom$376, 616,4 73 in 1870 to $883,925,947 
in 1881, an incrca, e of $507,309,474, or 1'35 per cent. The imports of merchandise 
hav increa ·ed from $435,95 ,408 in 1 70 to $64!.!,604,628 in 1881, an increase of 
f"l06,700,220, or 47 per cont. 

Thi reruarkaule bowing, which is under our present protective 
8) tem, in pi red my friend from Tennes ec, [Mr. WmTTnomm,] a 
Democratic Repre entative, to say in his recent able peech upon 
anoth r subject : 

This is a most gratifying exhibit of commercial progress aD£1 prosperity. And 
when e eompare this a~gr gate of exports and imports with that of the principal 
commercial powers of the world, and see from that comparison that we are now 
the p er of the greate t, s v and except only the United Kingdom of Great Brit­
ain and Ireland; and reflectin.~; that nuder the control and administmtion of that 
government ther ar quit two hundred and fifty millions of peopl , we have ju t 
ea of pride in the mrracnlons growth and progress of the trade of our people. 

We have indeed just cause of pride in the wonderful growth of 
our trade. Why ent r upon a new policy, I ask! 'Voulll any busi­
nes man who e ledger showed such results embark in new and 
douutful experiments f He would pass unheeded the allurements of 
the dreamer and the theori t. He would pursue the olu way, which 
had ecured him succe , and discanl all new theories which experi­
·ence had not proven sure and beneficial. The same conservatism 
· .. hould ('l'uide the nation a control the indiviuual citizen, in the con-
6uct ol'hi business. 
,, The a('l'gregate of American industries, says 1\fr. Mulhall, an Eng­
lish author, ha risen 35 per cent. in the last ten years; the ratio per 
inhabitant to the population ha increa ed one-third in the inter­
val · the actual increa e of American industry $2,541,000,000 ; whereas 
the ~run among European nations, that of Great Britain, was 
only 1631,0 0,000. Tenyears ago the balanceoftrade wa against 
this co~try, but now the export are 31 per cent·. over imports. Ten 
years arro we lagged far behind France or Germany as regarus steel, 
butno;producemor than both the ecountrie combined. We make 
more than one-fifth of the iron and more than one-quarter of the 
steel of the world. In mining we have increa ed 90 per cent. in the 
lut decade, and to-day we repre ent 36 per cent. of the mining in­
dostrie of the world, Great Britain 33 per cont., and other nations 
21perc nt. Agriculture howsahealthfulincr aso. ·Farming stock 
Jncrea ed 33 per cent. In ten year we have built 42,000 miles of rail­
road · an increa e of 100 per cent. 
Th~ 11et increa e per inhabitant is double the European average, 

and is 5t per cent. higher than it was in 1870. 
Taxation ha been reduc d from 13i per cent. of income in 1 70 to 

91 p r cent. in 1 O, being now only half of what it i in France, and 
one-fourth 1e than in Great Britain. 

Tho reduction of the principal of our public debt since 1870, and 
up to MarchJ .1882, ha averaged 116,560.22 per day, including Sun­
da:\- and houday · 
, The ratio of debt per inhabit::tnt has fallen 42 per cent. ; that of 
interest 54 per cent. in ten years. Population has increased 31 per 
cent inco 1870. 
. w~ produce 30 per cent. of the meat and 30 per cont. of the grain 
of the world. These figure illustrate our growth and prosperty and 
include the disastrou year of 1873 and the subsequent years of 
depression. 

Our growth of mineral product is shown by the following table , 
which I take from the census reports prepared by Mr. Swank. 

The following table show the production of iron and steel in 1880 : 

State . Production. ~ank. 

Tons. 

The following table from the same source pre ent the quantities 
of mineral product u ed by the iron and steel works in H:SSO : 

Works. 

Dlast-furnaces .. ____ _ 
Rolling-mills ...... __ . 
Bessemer and open-

hearth steel works_. 
Crucible steel works.­
Forges and blomarios . 

~ 
0 

>:! 

~ 

To'nS. 
7, 256,684 

363, 9:i9 

7, 327 
2,128 

79,610 

al 
s:l 

~ 
Q) 

s 
~ 

Tons. -~ 
3, 169,149 . 

................. 

------------
...................... 
------------

.s rt: 
p ·c; 0 

~~ J~ ,.=o 4i .,_.t,) 
~ >::1 

<j j:q 0 
C,) 

Tons. I Tons. I Tons. 
2, 615,182 1, 051, 753 2, 128, 255 

526,126 3, 915, 377 1 141 834 

140,4581 465,6551 104,980 
40,392 224., 657 22,791 

340 1, 613 6, 695 
1-----1------1-------

TotaL __________ .. 7, 709, 708 3, 169, 149 3, 322, 49~!i9, 05~ I 2, 277, 555 

And the subjoined taule, from the same source, shows the distri­
bution geographically of these products. The whole territory of 
the United tates may be rerrarded as compri inO' four grand divis­
ions--the Eastern States, the Southern State , the We tern tates and 
Territorie , and the Pacific States and Territorie . 

Geographical divisions, States and Territories. 

~.:3 
rd rd -d e $ Q) 

p., Q) A rn 0 

~ 
Q ..... ~ Q) p. ~ 

:::::::. o<P p. c:a: 
Grand divisions. ~~ .s s ~ lot '-<Q 

:§ 
G) rn ~ 01=) ..o:a rn a;> 

ct <::>~ 

~~ ·s. ro bl) p 
~ 

~ 
~ ca « Cl 0 

~ .... C,) ~ ~ ~ 
---- --- ----

Eastern tates.--. 556 $149, 507, 461 82,842 $34, 361, 660 4, 071,808 $102, 606, 010 
outhern States._. 218 29,145,830 20,595 6, 261,344 649,153 2.>, 353, 2!il 

W stern States 
and T rritories . 224 50,755,990 36,663 14, 542,5 7 1, 912,6 9 76,933,6 6 

Pacific tatesand 
Territories - . _ - _ 7 1, 562,603 878 311,194 31,490 1, 574,738 

Total ____ . _ -- . 1, 005 230, 971, 884 140, 078 55,476,785 7, 265,140 296, 557, 688 

In my own State the growth of the iron industries has been mo t 
gratifying. Thefirstfurnace built in0hiowasinl803-'04, located in 
Poland Township, Mahoning County, constituting a part of my pre -
ent district. That county to-day is practically peo1)led with fur­
naces, mills, and factories, and tunneled with mine , while their 
products are renowned the country over, and like evidences of pro -
perity in agriculture, manufacturing, and mining are found in Carroll; 
Columbiana, and Stark, the remaining counties which compose the 
di trict I have the honor to repre ent. The State now ranks second 
in iron and steel manufactures in the Union. Her thrift and energy, 
her great natural resources, aided by protection, have enabled ~he 
State to take the position which she now holds. She wants no l<'gisla­
tion which shall disturb her present prosperity or curtail her future 
growth. 

There is perhaps no better exponent of our progre s than the 
increased production of coal, the great motive power of industry and 
of commerce. 

PeDll.ly1vania.. --------- -· ·------ ----- · --------- ·- ------.--. 3, 616,668 
Ohio·-------.------·----·------------·--------·-----------. 930,141 

Who has demanded a tariff for revenue only, such a i advocated 
by our friends on the other side f What portion of our citizen 
Whatpartofourpopulationf Not the agriculturist; not the laborer; 
not the mechanic ; not the manufacturer; not a petition before u , 
to my knowledge, asking for an adjustment of tariff rates to a rev­

~ enue ba is. England wants it, demands it--not for our good, but 
s hers; for she is more anxious to maintain her old position of su-
4 premacy than she is to promote tho interests and welfare of the peo-
5 ple of this Republic, and a great party iu this country voices her 
~ iutero ts. Our tariffsinterfere with her profit . They ke~p at home 
8 what she wants. We are independent of her; not sho of us. She 
9 would have A,merica the feeder of Great Britain, or, a. Lord Sheffield 

New York---------·------·-·-----·------------·----·------ 598,300 
Illinois---· .• ------·----·----···--------------··-·----·.--. 417,967 
;s'ew Je y ·-- --------- ·---.- ---- -· --·- -----------.-------. 243, 860 

~!:io~~~i;.~ ~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: U~; :~~ 
J.richip:an ---------- ·-- ------ ·-. ·- ------- ·------ .. ---------. 142,716 
lafa~h tt ·--------·-- --·---.- ·------- ·----- --------- -· 141,321 
llb~nri..- --- ·--- -- -·---- --------------------------------. 125,758 

~-~!_::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: iig:~~ 
Indlana --- ... ---------- -=- -·-·----· -·---· ---- -·. -- ·--·- --· 96,117 
Tenn -·-- ·- ------ ----·· --·· ---·-- --------. ·---- ------. 77,100 
Aht.barnA------ ------ -· ·------ --·. --·- ·-·· ------ ·- --- ·-----. 62,986 

~~=cut-:::::::::::::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~: ~~i 
~e-: ~ ~ ~:: ~ ~::::::::::::::::::: ~ ~ ~ ~::::::::::::::::::: ~~: ~~~ 
~iS.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::: ~:: ~gg 

~?Ji!:t:~·::·:·:·~~·:·:~":":· ~-:~ ::::::: :~~ ~::: ~:~: ~::: :: 'i~ i!! 
'\•P.l"IJlOUt. ------·-- ___ -·--·---. _ -·-- _____ ·----------- _ ·--- . 6, 620 
Colorado--- .. -------·-------·-----·--·--- .. ------·---·----· 4, 500 
~~::k6,-_-_·_·:_-_-.. _~-------.---.-_ ~--·_-_ -_ ·_-_-_-_·_-_ -_ ~:: ::::::::::::::::::: ~: ~gg 

~~~ga:;~:~~~:: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1, i~ 
TotaL-- ..... -------- .. ----.----.----.-- .. -------.--. _1--7,-2-65-,-140-1 

10 put it, she would be "tho monopoly of our consumptwn and tho ear­
n riage of our produce." he would manufacture for us, and permit 
~~ us to raise wheat and corn for her. 'Ve are satisfied to do the latter, 
14 but unwilling to concede to her the monopoly of the former. 
15 Much idle talk is indulged iu about manufacturing monopolies in 
~~ the United States, and everything is ca,lled a monopoly that pro -
18 pers ·i everybody who get.s ahead in the world i in the mind of orne 
19 peop e a monopolist. 'Vo have fow if any manufacturing monopo-
20 listl.i iu the United States to day. They cannot long exist with an 
~~ unrestricted home competition such as we have. They feel the spur 
23 of <iompotition from thirty-seven State , and extortion an£1 monopoly 
24 cannot survive tho haw contest among our own capitalist and 
25 enterprising citizens. 'l'here may be some here and there, but n a. 
~ rul we have none; and yet tho gentlemen who hout the lou<le t 

. 28 against monopolies are found aclvocating a doctrine which if carried 
29 into practical operation woulu break down American manufactures 
30 and give England the tmbridletlmonopoly of American market . 
~~ Engllsh monopoly do not disturb them; it i American monopoly 

that distresses their souls. Under the cry of a " ·bounty-fed monop­
oly" they would transfer manufacturing from American citizens to 
foreign citizens. For one, 1\fr. Chairman, spe:1king for myself, I 
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decl::u·e that I woulu rather America and American manufacturers 
should have the monopoly of .American consumption than that Eng­
land should have it; and I wouhl infinitely prefer that the American 
laborer and the .American mechanic should have the monopoly of sup­
plying the .American markets than that English laborers aml me­
chanic shoulcl have it. 

No man can outdo me in oppo ition to monopolies; but the man­
ufacturers of this country shonlfl not be thus cl1aracterized. They 
have no princely fortunes; in general they have no independent 
means. Their all is in the brick and mortar of their establishments, 
in the macllinery, in the organization, in their trade. And how many 
of them to-day would be willing to ell out for fir t cost, and below 
first cost, if they could do itT He who wonlu break down the mann­
factures of this country trike a fatal blow at labor. It i labor I 
won1d protect. 

My friend from New York [l\Ir. HEWITT] told us about the uncer­
tainty of business the other day, wllen he assured us that in six years, 
from 1873 to 1879, he lost . 100,000 a year in the manufacture of iron. 
He knows that it is not all profit. It is work of the brain; it is work 
of the nerve forces; it is work of the hands; and it is worry, worry 
all the time. And yet gentlemen would howl down a protective 
tariff l.lecause there arc~ in fact or in imagination, manufacturing 
monopolies in the Unite<l States. 

The effect of protection upon the price of product to the American 
consumer has been often stated, and can be illustrated by taking any 
of the protected articles which are manufactured in the United States. 
It will be observed that the price not only <liminishe but in nearly 
every ca e the quality of the product has been improved. There is no 
<lepartmen t of manufacture in this country which has received protec­
tion sufficient to encourage capital to embark in it and enable it to 
compete succes fully with foreigners for the trade of the United 
State but has resulted in the falling of prices to the consumer. 

Cast-steel furnishes a marked illustration ofthis tatement. It has 
been stated to me that consumers oftlie higher grades of crucible be t 
cast-steel in England pay higher price for be t cast- teel of Engli h 
manufacture than is paid by our consumers of the same grades from 
the same manufacturers, showing that the Engli h manufacturer of 
cast- teel are conceding more than the amount of duty in favor of the 
.American market. Another important point should not be lost sight 
of, that when the English manufacturer of crucible best ca t- teel 
were receiving from the American consumer 38 per cent. over and 
nbove what they are willing to sell at the pre ont time, they were 
l.letter able to furnish our people steel at the pre ent reduced price 
than they are now. 

A large quantity of best cast-steel in the hape of circular-saw 
llla.tes is consumed in this country, and to the lumber intere t it i 
an important article. Before the pa sage of the present tariff law , 
when thls clas of teel was not made in the United States, the saw­
maker of this country depended upon the Engli h man.ufacturers for 
their supply, and were forced to pay 35 to 40 cent per pound in gold 
for the large sizes. These plates of the same ize are now furnished 
nt 26 cent per pound, being a saving of 30 per cent., or more than 
double the rate of the tariff to the saw manufacturer of this country. 
I am informed that one of tho mo t extensive manufacturers of saws 
in the United tates c timates tho ~ain to tho lumber interest since 
the pas age of the tariff of 1864, of a sum exceeding '7,000,000 on 
saw teel. A like advantage has been gained by the same lumber 
intere t by the aving of money in tho co t of axes. Before the 
pre, nt law was enacted be t ax teel, manufactured in England, sold 
at 17 cents-per pound, gold. The price is now 10-l cents per pouncl. 
In tho manufacture of reapers an(l mower , (a large and valuable 
indu try in my own district,) one thousand tons of section crucible 
best cast-steel is now used annually in this country. Defore tho pre -
ent tariff law went into effect, this article of English manufacture was 
old at 17 cent per pound in gold, and now i furnished at 10 cents or 

under, producing a aving to the farmers of this country of more 
than 40 per cent., or twice tho rate of tariff on tho article, and a 
saving in the aggregate since 1 64 of more than one and a quarter 
million dollars. This is one of the ways that the agriculturist is 
taxed for the benefit of monopolies. The _Prices of tcel plows, hay­
rakes, grain-drills, harrows, and other agricultural implement have 
been reduced to such low figures that but few. if any, aro imported; 
and the farmer have avcd millions of dollars by the provisions of 
the present law. 

Again1 crucible tool be t ca t-stcel used in tho manufacture of all 
clescript10n of tools, drill , sledges, &c., employed in mining before 
the enactment of our ].)rotcction la ws1 of English manufacture brought 
17 c nts in gohl per pound, ancl now 1t can be bought at 10 cents, ftilly 
equal in quality to that for which 17 cent was paid per pound, mak­
ing a aving of 3 per cent., equal to more than twice th sum 
charged as duty. From a car ful estimate, it eem that about 20,000 
ton of this de cription of cast-ste l are consumc<l in this coun­
try annually, a.ving to tho carpenter, the minor, the machini t 
2,500,000. 
We produce over thr -quart r · of the crucible cAAt- teel used in 

this country. The efl'ect of protection in reducin~J the price of ca t­
steel is not confined alone to this article but applies to nearly every 
de cription of manufacture. Take, for example, th~ cotton manu­
facture ; the same kind and quality of goods are now in tho market 
which were fir t made in this country, an<l therefore an exact com-

parison can l.le made, which in many other branches of the textile 
industry cannot be made. 

The tariff act of 1816 impo ed on cotton goods a quru.·e-yard duty 
of 6i cents. The e:ffcet of the protection is een in the pric s of heavy 
shootings, stated by l\Ir. Nathan.A.ppleton, as follows: Price in 1816, 
30 cents per yard; 1819, 21 cent per yard; 1826, 13 cents per yard; 
1829, t cents per yard; 1879, according to Re ce's Dry Goods Chart, 
tho average 11rice was 7.8 cents per yard. To-day the price i cent 
per yard. The goods of 1816 and 1882 are the same in quality. 

PRINTS OR CALICOES. 

This mannfactm·e was not succe fnl until! 25. According to lli. 
Appleton, tho average price per yard in 1~25 was 23.07 cent ; 1 0, 
16.36 cents; 1835, 11>.04 cents; 1840, 12.09 cents; 1845, ·to.9 cent ; 
18f>0, 9.24 cents; 18&5, 9.15 cent ; in 1860, according to Reece' Chart~ 
9.50 cent ; 1t!78, 6.09 cents; pre ent prices, 6! cents. 

.PlliST CLOTHS Oil. PLAIN UNDYED COTTOX CLOTHS FOR l'KINTDiG. 

According to Reece, prices in 1 GO, 5.44 cent ; 1878, 3.44; Febru­
ary 14, 188'.l, 3.75. 

BLE.ACiillD SITIRTINGS. 

The article was :fir t made in 1 28, of a weight of 2. 0 yard to the 
pound. Prices in 1~60, according to Reece, 15.50 cent ; 1 78, 11. 

BROWN DRILLINGS. 

An article of American invention sold by package in 1828for 15.50 
cents. PI·ice in 1860, according to Reece, .92 cent ; 1878, 7.65. 

JE.A."\'S. 

A lighter twilled fabric than drillings. ·when :first introduced by 
our mills, in 18261 no article of that kind could be bought in our stor~ 
for le s than 30 to 35 cent . The first .American article, better in 
quality than any foreign make imported, was solu for 23 cent . The 
price in 1 60 were 6i to 9 cents. 

PRL...,TRD LAWNS. 

The manufacture of printeu lawns commenced about 1846. Both 
foreign and American lawn were sold in our market in 1847 for from 
12 to 15 cents. -The market price in 1881 was a little below 10 cents . 

It is more difficult to make a comparison of price of woolen good 
illustrating the effect of the tariff. Hon. John L. llay , cr tary of 
the National Association of Wooll\lanufacturers, say 

Reliable returns of the two 1 ading agencies of flannel wools in th countr , 
re\>resenting more than twenty different establishments, show that tile " llin 
pnces in 1 69, after the tariff of 1867, were in one house 20 per cent.le sin gold than 
m 18GQ. On the other hand, the books of a mill producing cloth more ext nsively 
than any other e tablishment in the country, and employmg 2,500 op rativc . sho 
an advance of wages in gold from 1860 to 1S'9 of 37 per cenf. for~ male operotiV' 
and 50 per cent. for male operative~. These fact.~ show con11lu iv lythat the pro­
tection to the woolen industry, if to no others, has been a boon to laborers and 
consumerR. Certain cashmerets which brought 46 cents per yard in 1 ·o were 
rated at 38:1 cents per yard in 1880. 

lJLANKETS. 

If you would wa1·m a frce-1irader into wrath and excite him to 
violent denunciation, exhibit an American blanket made in an 
American factory, of American wool, by American labor. Thi arti­
cle above all others is seized by the free-trader a an illu tration of 
the vice and enormity of our tariff. Now, what ar the fact 1 

A certain flxe1l tyle of blanket of medium ~a<le old in 1860 a follows: .A 9-'l 
blank t for $1.87!, a 104 article fbr $2.27t to 2.60. al of ~reci ely the same 
goods were for the fonner at 1.75 and for the a.tter at $2.25, With wools at 3 to 4 
cents higher in 1880 than in 1860, and labor in the mills from 15 to 20 p r cent. in 
advance of 1860. 

Tho!16 mo t familiar with the markets, of whom I hav made car ful inquiri , 
e tiruate that ordinary woolen goods, con tituting the ~ at bulk of on umption, 
are now obtained by consnmers at price from 12l to 25 per cent. le than "'00da 
of the arne quality could be purchased for before tho war. · 

The same i true of the rice industry, as shown uy the following; 
taken from the report of the special committ e of th avannah 
(Georgia) H.ice Association, which shows the oftoct of protection on 
the rice indut~try of the United States: 

It is only left to infer that the effect of the import duty has been extraoxilin~ 
increa e in the production of .American rice and correspondent 1·eduction of pnc · 
In sixteen years the crops have increased more than tenfold, llD<l pric h. v .de­
clined from 100 to 150 per cent. It hn.s induced active comp tition with fonmrn 
importation without reducing its volume. 

It seems, then, evillent that the average profits on .Am dean ric aro at pre..;ent 
dependent on the maintenance of the import duty, and if th latter is remo>ed or 
materially re<luced tho cultivation of the former muRt be a "bandon ~ . taple 
produrt and the lands returnod to nature. Thor are now cultivated m rtce more 
thllD 155,000 aeres, affording livelihood to more thanl60,000 person . 

Another instance in point iH in the price of pott ry. Gootl. in thnt 
line are oiling 50 per cent. cheaper than in 1860 nnd~r t.llc oltl 24 
per cent. duty. These example,, and moro which I IDl"'ht pre ·ent, 
demon trate that protective duti s a1·e not a tax upon tlle con umer, 
but nnivcr ally chca})en the price of con umption to tll~ pcoph•. 

Thoro is ouc other subJect to which I want tor fer bnetly becau, e 
it has l.leen <lrawn into tllis debate. 

Tho Tr a nry rulings lutcrpretinr .. cxistinrr ta.riff law ar alan~g 
the indu tries of the conn try. Alroft.dy HOme

0
of th m. ~ave b en clisa.S­

trously affected, a11<l others will follow in their train 1f Cougr · doe 
not intervene with po itive legislation to pr v nt .. The part .of 
tho statute known as the omnibu clauses under wh1ch the~ dec -
ions are made acl ver o to the intcre ts of American manufo.ctnr rs of 
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iron and teel, are as follows: "manufactures of steel, or of which 
steel hall be the component part, not otherwise provided for;" '' steel 
in any form not otherwise provided for; " "manufactures, articles, 
ve ell:!, and wares of iron, or of which iron shall be the component 
material of chief vu.lue, not otherwise provided for;" "metals manu­
factured not otherwise provided for," u.nd "castings of iron not oth0r­
wis~ 11rodded for." The e give the officials of the Treasury Depart­
ment such latitude of construction that with the constantly increas­
ing new forms of iron and steel u.nd other m:mufactures the true 
int£'nt of tho law becomes virtually a dead letter antl without force. 
By the employment of new names for old forms of construction, and 
new de ign not specially named in the statute, the a-rticles not 
enumr-rated in the lu.w are transferred from specific to ad valorem 
rat· , 't:hns evading the duty applicable to such cla es of manufact­
ure. To illustra,te: Hoop-iron pu.ys a duty of It cents per pound. 
If a piece of hoop-iron is cut into length,, su.y eleven feet, and 
fa tened with a buckle, under the Treasury rulings it is no longer 
hoop-iron, but becomes a manufacture of iron not otherwise pro­
videc'l for, and is dutiu.ble at 35 per cent. ad valorem, or about three­
quarter of a cent a pound instead of It cents. It is estimated tha,t 
thero were 5,500,000 bales of cotton raised last yea,r, which would 
consume thirty thousand tons of hoop-iron. Nearly every pound of 
thi i of foreign manufa,cture, imported here under the favorable 
decisions of the Trea ury Department. I have never been able to 
understand how the length of the piece of hoop-iron or the nveted 
bnck.le, or any other contrivance, should remove this article fr·om 
the special designation of "hoop-iron," and relieve it from a like 
dutv. It is hoop-iron, and nothing el o; The iron or steel, of what­
ever length, five feet or twenty, should bear the same duty. A recent 
decision of the Treasury Department permits barrel-hoops to come 
in under the same clause, practically !:!hutting out the hoop-iron 
manufacturer of the United States from tho American market. 

That no manufactured article should pay any less duty than the 
duty chargeable upon the material of chief value out of which it is 
made is the principle of the iron and steel bill about which there has 
been ' 0 much criticism and discus ion here and throughout the coun­
try. a principle which is right and should form the ba is of all tariff 
le~lation and be the rule of all Treasury interpretations upon this 
.subject; a principle which every one concedes isnght, and thoroughly 

J·u .and which in the main has been recognized in every tariff law 
tlinc~the foundation of the Government. It may be said thu.ttheduty 
is too high upon the material of chiefvu.lue. If that be true, reduce 
it. nut so long a that duty remains I insist that the intent of the 
1a w Hhall be acredly preserved. It should not be the mere form, but 
the ub tance, of the article which should regulate the rate of duty. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [:Mr. AIKEN] takes occasion 
in hi recent speech to characterize the hoop-iron bill, so called, 
(which i now in the hands of the Ways a,nd Means Committee,) a 
an ffort to rob the many for the benefit of the few. He says: 

lli. Chairman •. how insatiate is the greed of humanity! Not content ~th their 
already dazzling mcomes throu,gh the bounty of the Governmen~ these rron men 
are attempting to increase, o.nd doubtless will increase, the tariu upon that oln. s 
of manufactured iron in which is included ''cotton ties,'' a de cription of iron that 
affecte the pockets of the gr ateet number of the poorest laborers of this country. 
Th 6 laborers are, however\ all farmers, who seldom feel the helping hand of a 
paternal government. Tho o.uty on cotton ties some years ago wa 70 per cent. 
ad valorem. For some reason, not pertinent at this moment, this duty was redueed 
to 35 per cent. ad valore~~ which 1s about three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. The 
bill LUnilia.rly known a.s me McKinley bill proposes to restore the 70 per cent. tax 
or increa'"e the duty three-fourths of 1 cent. rer pound. Certainly such a tax is 
only a mite when impo ed upon an ind.ividua. farmer, but what is it when aggre­
-gat.tld upon a. cotton crop numbering millions of bales 1 Eaoh bale usually has six 
'tlee around it and they weigh ten pounds, hence the levy upon each bale is 7~ cents. 
The crop of 1882 will doubtle .s ~ggregate 6,000,000 bales, and hence the taxon the 
ao 000 000 ties that bind them will amount to the sum of $4&0,000. Now, sir, if this 
~o~t could be collected at otrr custom-houses and be then covered into the Treas­
ury not a. farmer in the South would complain of the tax. But when we know 
frO~ paRt experience that it will all go, or at least $449,000 of it, into the coffers 
of letWi than a. half dozen cotton-tie manufacturers of this country, we can but 
denoanc the proposition a an efl'ort to rob the many for the benefit of the few. 

:Bat, air, the cotton farmer is blandly tolcl he should not complain, for inasmuch 
aa be buy these ties at 2i cents per pound or less by retail, he sells them around 
hil bal at the net price of cotton, 9, 10, or 11 cents per pound. This plausible 
argument doe not warrant an unjust tax. But however plausible the proposition, 
it :La not true in fact. · 

Let us ee if it is not true in fact, and if the proposed measure will 
put into the coffers of the iron manufacturers of the United States the 
enormous amount alleged by the ~cntleman, or any other amount 
which in ju tice they ought not to nave. 

I find in a outhern newspaper-the Telegraph all<l 1\Iessenger­
_pn blishcd in ])fu.con, Georgia, under date of February 18, 18 2, a state­
ment in re-ply to a criti~ m of the hoop-iron bill which appeared in 
a.nother outhern paper ca.lled the Atlanta Constitution, which au­
nonnc wQ.o receives the money from the tlotton-tie trade, who bears 
the burden , ~d who pockets the profit . It will be observed that 
it is not the iron manufacturer, not the laborer in the cotton field, 
but the t~u:ifty planter. I quote this outhern authol'ity as an answer 
to nt:t fnend from South Carolina: . 

The Constitution (newspa,p r) does not conftne itself t<l any injury or inequality 
ln th )J~ t>ntlaw, but traveltl outside to take ap a bill introduced b:yMr. McKIN­
ur, to lll(:r · the clutie on cotton ties, a~cording to the Constitution, $19.19 per 
ton. The C~>nstitntion iR very unfortunate in its selection of an article to demon­
lltn.te 11pecte of protection as " robbery pure and simple." It is a. fact well known 
tD e'\"ary J?'ifo who rai s one bale of cotton that the most profitable feature con­
nected Wlt tb whole.t;ransaction is."the difference in price that he buys at a.nd Ute 

price nt which he sells his cotton tics. The price of the latter the past ea on aver· 
agC'd about one dollar and oventy-five cents per bundle. There arc forty bmilties 
to tho ton, antl hence the price per ton of tie. to the cotton planter was $70. This i~ 
the long ton of 2,240 pounds. These ties are sold at the price of cotton, anc~ at ten 
cents per pound they brill~ $~24 per ton. As they cost only $i0 per ton, the net 
profit on every ton of ties sold by the planters of the South was $154. This, accord­
ing to tllo Constitution's fiJrUres of the quantity consumed, shows they mnke a clear 
profit of $4,G2G,00) on their annual consumption of cotton ties. if this is true, 
there is no class of people in the country who can better nfford to see such n rate 
of <luty levied upon cotton ties as will enable our manufacturers to 11roduce tllcru 
at fair profit. 

From thi it appearA that the cotton Jllanter of tho Soutb. is not 
the oppressed ai.,!l hardened individual described so graphicalJy by 
the gentlema:n from South Carolina. On the contrary he seems to 
be the monopolist, for he buys t-he cotton ties at 2t cent per pound 
and ells them for cotton a,t 10 or 11 cents per pound, making a clea:n 
profit of more than , 4,500,000 ou t4e annual consumption of cotton 
tios. 

My friend excla,ims, "How insatiate is the greed of humanity!" I 
answer, how insatiate is the greed of the cotton planter, if this south­
ern authority be true. He is q:riite content with his dazzliQg income, 
and is unwilling to share it with the manufacturer and laborers in 
the hoop-iron industry. · · · · 

My friend, in the su.me speech, expresses himself as quite willing 
to protect the rice plu.nter of the South, and I douUt not the sugar­
grower of the same section. If the principle is worth maintaining 
at all, its application should not be sectional or ::twarded to a-ny sin­
gle industry, but all should share in its benefits and bles ings, and 
feel ;the life-o-iving force of its influence. 

Under the ~easmyrulings the cotton-tie trade has gone from the 
United States, from its mechanics and manufacturers, to the i'orei.!-,>n 
manufacturer, to enrich the latter at the expense of the former. The 
cotton planter, not content with his profit on ties a·t the expense of 
the consumer, insists upon depriving American labor and capital of 
its just rewards and its legitimate profits. 

·while the present tariff laws need some revision, any wholesale 
change would be unhealthful and unwise. A large part of our 
industries has been bnilt up under their fostering care; trade has con­
formed to them, and has been prosperous and progre ·sive, a-nd no 
genuine Americu.n interest wants them overthrown or materially dis­
turbed. If we could secure some.slight changes, conceded by all a. 
necessary, which would endanger no existing interest in the United 
States, and then establish a clear and unmistu.kable -rule of construc­
tion, to guide our customs officers in their interpretation of the law, 
any general revision of the tariff might well. be left for inany years to 
come. · 

Certainty and stability are essential elements to the succe of 
trade, an~ a~ long as we are doing ·reasonably well experiment 
should be.avoided. . . . 

Manufacturers, farmers, laboring-men indeed all the inclust·rial 
classes in the United States, are severally and jointly interested in 
the mai.J:ltenance of the present or a better tariff law which shall 
recognize in u.ll its force the protection of American producers aml 
American productions. Our.fust duty is to our own citizens. 

Free trade may be suitable to Great Britain and its peculi:n social 
and political structure, but it ha,s no place in this Republic where 
classet:~ are unknown and where caste has long since been banished; 
where equality is the rule; where labor is dtignified and honorable; 
where education and improvement are the individual striving of every 
citizen, no matter what may be the accident of his birth or the pov­
erty of his early surroundings. Here the mechu.nic of to-day is tP.e 
manufacturer of a few years hence. Under snch conditions, free 
tmde can have no abiding-place here. We are doing very well.; no 
other nation has done better, or makes a better showing in the world's 
balance-sheet. We ought to be satisfied with the progress thus far 
made, and contented with our outlook for the future. \Ve know 
what, we have done and what we can do under the policy of protec­
tion. We have had some experience with a revenue tariff, which 
neither inspires hope or courage or confidence. ·Our own history 
conclemns the policy we oppose and is the best vindica,tion of t.he 
policy which we advocu.te. It needs no other. It furnished us in 
part the money to prosecute the wa,r for the Union to a successful 
termination; it has a isted largely in furnishing. the revenue to 
meet om great public expenditure and diminish w1th unpa.ra.lleled 
rapidity our great national debt; it ha contribut~d in Recuring to 
us ~.n unexampled credit; has developed the resources of the country 
and quickened the energies of our people; has made us what every 
nation should be, independent aad self-reliant; it has macle us in­
dustrious in peace, and secured us independence in war; and wo find 
ourselves in the beginning of .the second century of the Republic 
without a superior in industrial arts, without an equal in commercial 
prosperity, with a sound fi.nancial system, with an overflowing Treas­
ury, bles cd at home and u.t peace with. ~11 mankin.d. Sball we 
reverso the ·policy which has rewa,rded us with such magnificent 
results f Sha,ll we a, bandon the policy, which, pursued fo.r twenty 
years, has produced such unpara-lleled growth and prospenty f 

No, no. Let us, 1\Ir. Chairman, pa s this bill. The creation of a 
commission will give no alarm to busines , will menace no industry 
in the United States. Whatever of good it brings to us on the .first 
Monday in December next we can accept; all else we can and will 
reject. [Great applause.] 
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Quantities of u:ool p1•oduced, i1nported, exported, and 1·etai'hed fo1· conBttmption in tlle United StateB i'n 1 
.----------.-------------------------.----------

Year ended June 30- Production.~ Imports. 
Total produc­

tionandim-
ports. Domestic. 

Exports. 

Foreign. Total. 

Retain dfor 
homo con­
umption. 

--~ - ----1-----------l----------l---------l·---------l-----------

1850- -- ... - ...... ---- -- -.---- ---- .. --.- .. ------ ---- -- ---- - - ---.-- .. -- --
1861. -- - - - . - -- - - - • -- -- - -- - - - - --- - - - - --- -- •• - - -- -- - - - - --- - - . ---- -- - - - - --
1862---- -- - ---- -- ------ ---- - - ------ -----.- --- ------- -- -- - -- ------ ---- --
18Er3---- -- - ---- -- ------ ----- ---- --- ---- --- - - -- -- -- -- ------- ------ ---- --
1804 .. ----------.------------------------- ... - .. -------------- ..• ------
1 65 ... -------- -· -----------------.------------------.----------------. 
1866-----.------- --.--- -----.------ -- •• -- -- .. -------- •• ----- -- --- •• ----
1867---- .. ----- .. ------------------------.------.---- . -----.----------. 
1868.-------------------:.-.----.------ •• ------ ••• --.- -·--- .. ----. -·---
1869- --- -- -- • - - -- -•• - .. - -- - -- - - - . -- .. - •• --- - - - .. - - - - -- - . - - -- - - - -- -- -. - -
1870.---- ·- . - .. ---.-.- -- --- ... --.--- -------- - . ---.- - - -- -- - --- - - -------- . 
1871 .. ------ •. -.--- •• -------.-------.-.--.-- ••• ---------.------- ..• ----
1872- -- - -- - -.-- ..... - -- -- -- - - -.- • -• -.- - -- -- -- -- - - - - . ·• - .. -- - -- - - - . -- -- - -
1 7~3.-------.----- .•. -------------.------ .... -----.----.------ •• -- .. ---
1874 .. ---------------.--.---.-----------.-----------.------------------
1875.--- •• ----------- .. -··- .. - •• --------- ·-.------- --. -·---------- ----. 
)870----------------.-.- ..... ---.-------- .... -.---- .. ---- - .------------
1877-------------- ----- .... ------- -.-- • ---- .. -.---------.- -- ------ ------
1878- -- - -... -- - ••. - - - -- - - . - -- -- - .. -- - - -- - -- • - . - - . - - - -- - - - - - -- - - - - -- -- --
1879-------·--·-------·-----------------------·-··----·--- ------------· 
1 0.---------------------------------------------------.-------------. 
1881.-.--------- •• ---- •• - •• --------------.------.----------------------

Pounds. 
52,516,959 
75,000,000 
90,000,000 

106, 000, 000 
123, 000, 000 
14-2, 000, 000 
155, 000, 000 
160, 000, 000 
168, 000, 000 
180, 000, 000 
162, 000, 000 
160, 000, 000 
150,_000, 000 
158, 000, 000 
170, 000, 000 
181, 000, 000 
192, 000, 000 
200, 0001 000 
20 I 250,000 
211, 0001 000 
232, 5001 000 
264, 0001 000 

Pounds. 
18,695,294 

(t) 
4211:nl 061 
7:.1, 9"311944 
0014641002 
43 840 154 
76: 5';l2: 274 
16,5581046 
24,1241803 
391275,926 
4912301109 
681058, 0~8 

1221 2G61 409 
85,496,049 
421939,541 
54,901,760 
44 642 836 
42: m: 192 
481449,079 
:J91 0051155 

1281 131, 747 
551964-1236 

Pound.~. 
7112121253 
_(t) 

] 32, ] 31, 061 
179, 931, 944 
213, 464, 002 
185, 8401 154 
231, 5:32, 274 
176, 5GB, 046 
192, 124, 803 
210, 2751 926 
211, 230, 109 
2281 0581 028 
272, 256, 499 
243, 400, 049 
212, 9:l91 541 
2:J5, 901, 760 
23'6, 642, 8:!6 
2421 171, 192 
255, 4491 079 
2501 005,155 
3601 6311747 
319, 964, 236 

Pounds. 
35,898 

847,301 
1,153,388 

3ii51 722 
1551482 
4U6, 1 2 
973,075 
307,418 
5581435 
4441387 
1521892 

25,195 
1401515 

75,129 
319,600 
17 1 03<1 
104,768 

79,599 
3471854 
60,784 

1911 551 
71,455 

Pounds. 
(t) 
(t) 

332,953 
70 1850 
22:1,475 
679, 281 
851,645 
6181587 

2, 01, 852 
342,417 

1, 710,053 
1, 3051311 
212661393 
7, 040,386 
6, 816,157 
3, 567,627 
1, 5181426 
31088,957 
5, 952,221 
4, 104,616 
3164 • 520 I 
51507,5:J!t. 

Pounds. 
3n,898 
(t) 

11486,341 
1, 064,572 

378,957 
1, 145,463 
1, 824,720 

926,005 
3, 360,2 7 

786,804 
1, 862,945 
]I 3301506 
21406,908 
7,ll5,515 
7,1351757 
3, 745, 661 
11 6~3,194 
3,16 ,556 
6, 3001075 
4,1051400 
31840,071 
5, 578,9 '9 

Pound . 
71, 176 355-

(t) 
1301644, ~~ 
17 ' 7, 37'J 
213, ~ -. 045. 
] ,6~,091 
2:?91 7071 554 
1751 63::!, 041 
lc 1 7041 516 
21 489!!!:) 
209: 3ti7: 254 
2261727, 5::!-J. 
269,849,5 1 
2361 3,··o~ 534 
2051 03,784 
~32,156, 
2:151 019, 6-!:l 
~J9, 00~ 6 
2-!9, 149,0M 
2+5, '9, 7.5 
356,791, 7 
314, 3&5, 241 

*In the column of "Production" the amount placed oppo ite tho fisca! year is the prouuction of the pr c iling calenllar year. t Quantity cannot b tateU. 

Quantity of coal pl·oduced i:n each State and Territory of the United tates du1'i:ng the calenam· yecn·s 1869, 1~76, 1 77, 187 , 1 79, and 1 0. 
[Weight expressed in tons of 21240 pounds.] 

State or Territory. 

A..'ITHRACITE. 
Penn ylvania .•..•.•... ------------ ... --- --···- ----.------------- .. ------ .. --- .. -

BIT~OUS. 

1869.* 

Tons. 
13,866,1 0 

1876. 

Tons. 
21,436,667 

1877. 

Tons. 
23,619,911 

1878. 

Tons. 
20,6051262 

~1:~1~~~~ :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: ~~o: ~~~ 1~: ~8: ggg 1~: ggg: ggg 1~: ggg: ggg 
Ohio ......... __ ...................... ------ ...... ---- .............. -- .. ------ .. -- 21 5271 285 31 500, 000 51 2501 000 5, 0001 000 

~J:i~::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1, g~~: ~5~ 1, ~~: g~5 1, g~~: gg~ 1, g~g: g~~ 
~ili!n~~~:::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :~7: ~~ g~g; ggg ~: ggg: ggg ~: ggg: ggg . 
Io'wa ............................ __ ............... . . .. • . .. • • . • • . . • • .. • . . . . . . .. .. . . 263, 487 1, 500, 000 1, 5001 000 1, 500, 000 
Kentucky .................................................. --.... .. .. .. . .. . .. . . . 1501 582 650, 000 850, 000 900, 000 

!~aa~~::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::~:: ::::::::: ::::::::::::::~ :::::: 1

g~J~i ~~: ~g :gg; ggg :ig; ggg 

~~~:::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::: ~~·: ~~: :~g: ~g :gg; ggg ~g; ggg 
Rhode Islllnd .............. _ .• _ • . .. • • • • . • • • • • .. .. .. • .. .. • • . . • .. . . • . • .. • • • .. .. • • .. 141 000 141 000 141 000 141 000 
.A.labamn. ...................................................... ------.......... •. 11, ooo 100, oco 1751 ooo 200,000 
N brasko......................................................................... 11425 301000 501000 751000 

~~1:~~~~~~:_::::::_:_:::::_~:_:_:::_:_:: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::~:: ~~: 5 ;,; ggg ~~~: ggg ~~: ggg 
g~~:;!~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :·:::::::::::::::::: :::::: ... -... -~~- ~~~. . -----:~·- ~~~- ------ ~~~~- ~~~. ---- --:~~~- ~~~. 

Totals .......... ________ .. _. ____ • ____ .. _ .. __ .• ____ .. __ ...... __ .. __ ..... __ .. 31, 077, 994 49, 005, 74-8 54, 308, 250 52, 130, 584 

1879. 1 0. 

Tons. To118. 
26,142,6 !) t!:!6, 437, 2-Cl 

141500,000 19,000, 00() 
31500,000 4;0001 000 
5, 0001000 71000, 000 
1, 7301709 2, 1.36,160 

9001000 1, 5 ll, 00() 
1, 2::i0, 000 11400,000 
]I 000,000 1,19 '1490 
1,600, 000 1, 600, 001) 
11000,000 1, 000,000 

4501000 641, 04!! 
90,000 100, 001) 

400,000 Ju, 000. 
2001000 -00,0(~ 

351000 !l.'i, 000 
6001000 600,000 
151000 15, ()()( 

2501000 340, ()l)() 

751000 1001000 
175,000 2'.!5, 000 
170;000 175,000 
225,000 _,-1ooo 
400,000 575, OtlO 
100,000 100,000 

62,808,39 ,::!00.~ 

• The statistic for 1860 are derived from the United States censuB. The tatistics for 1 76, 1877, 1878, 1879, and 1880 are compiled from dat' collect d anu f' ti-
mates made by Mr. Frederick E. Saward, editor of the Coal Trade Journal of Now York. . 

t Includes 3,000,000 tona estimated a the local consumption. 

Statement Bhowing the quantit.i.es, t:alues, and rate and amount of duty collected on prodzwtB of foreign agriculture imported into and enterecl for con­
Bumption in tlze United States du1·ing the fiscal yem· ended Jime 30, 1&31. 

Articles. Quantitie . 

Animals, living: 1 

M~~ed' -c:iftia·: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~1:~: :' 4~ ~~ 
Hor-es .•.. --- .... ---- .. -·- .................... -··· •• -·-.-- .. -----.--- .... __ ... number.. 33,994 

.ill ofh~: ~~t. ~the~~ sp~ctiie;c:. -_-_-_-_-_-_ ·:::::.:·:.-.-.~--·.: -_-_-_ :·.:·::. ·:::::.:: ~----: ~ ~-~~~::: -.-.- ~~:·_ ~~~---. 
TotaL ...... ____ ........ _ ....... __ .............................................. _______ .•. _________ . . __ . 

Animals, living: · 

~~.~~tE:a;;~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~:::::: ~ ~ ~ ~:: ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~::: ~ ~ ~ ~: ~ ~ ~ ~: ~ ~ ~ ~7:~ ~: ::::: D :TI:::: 
Leeches .. -- .. _ ........ _ • ________ ... __ ..... _ ......... _ • _ ............ ____ .... __ ••• ___ . __ • __ _ ... __ • __ • ___ • __ 

TotaL ... ---.---- .......... ___ ...................................... - .................. . 

.Animal oils: . 
N eat's-foot and other animal oil _ ............................ _ ................. gallons .. 

Provisions: 

~~~-~~ ~~-~:: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :~~~~::: 

12,572 

771423 
104,021 

Value .. Rate of duty. 

$3; 834 22 20 p r cent .... -----·-
3841 060 59 20 perc nt .... ___ .. .. 

21 520, 692 80 20 per c nt .. __ . __ ... . 
972, 396 38 20 per cent .......... . 

.Amount 
of duty col 

lee ted. 

36,833 !14 20 perc nt ........... 
1 
_______ __ 

3, ,9171823 93 ...................... -·,====== 
1,:245, 607 00 Free ...... ____ ..... --- ----------- ··---

1331 005 65 l<'ree ............ -- -- -- -·-- - - - -- · - - • - --
881 9a5 oo l!'re .... -- ..... ----.-- --·--- .... ---- •• 
7 ,143 41 Free ............ ----------------------

4,536 00 Free .................. ··--------------

1, 550, 227 OG 

3, ::Yo GO 20 p r cent . .. - -- ·-- --

141340 56 2c. per pound--·-·--·-
10, 663 29 ~c. p r pouD<l-- • .. -- • • 

7frl lr.l' 

1, 548 4&. 
1, 640 21. 
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Statement showing the qua·ntities, vaz-ues~ and 1·ate and amottnt of duty collected on p1·od1wts of foreign ag~·icult"Ltre impor~ed, ~-c.-Continued. 

Article. Quantities. 

Provillions-Continu d. 

g~::1 ~~~~~~_:_:_:_:_:_~_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:_:~~~-~;:: . -- ~·- ~~~:_ ~~~: ~~-

~~~~~~~:~~~~:: 
Total ...... ------------------.-----.----------------.---.-- .. -------- .. --.- ........................... .. 

:~0::; 
Total .... --------- .. --- .......................................................... ____ ...... _______ ..... _ 

Br d and br~tuff.s : . 

Values. Rate of duty. 
Amount 

of duty col­
lected. 

$45, 187 88 4c. per pound......... ~9, 507 13-
622, 878 84 4c. per pound.. .. . .. .. 146, 214 81 
1!)7, 062 5 20 per cent .. .. . .. .. .. 39, Ci92 57 

1, 087, 250 4 7 l•'ree.. .. . .. .. . .. .. . .. . .. ............. . 
224 76 . 2c. per ponnd......... 33 10 

46, 618 69 35 per cent........... 16, 316 55-
1, 635 16 10 per cent .. .. . .. .. .. 103 52 
2, 026 36 lc. per pound......... •l"6 47 

2, 028, 788 86 215, 30~ 82 

27, 756,990 07 Free ................................. _ 
4, 541 25 lo. per pound......... 555 I!} 

312, 092 66 }'ree. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. . . . ............ : .. 
874,727 oo Free ................................. . 
243, 352 98 20 per cent . . . . .. . .. .. 4 ··, 670 G9 

20, 192, 303 96 49,225 78 

!--:~~~- --~~~~ -~~~i~ ___ :·~~-~ 
Other small gram and pul c, and all other preparations of breadstuffs used for food...... . . • . . • . . . . . • • . . . 1, 340, 881 66 Averagel8.56 per cE-nt. 24 ., 1)95 34 

Total ................................................................................................. . 

Fru!J~n, dried,_o:x: ripe, not o!h~r~e specified._. ....... _. .................................................. . 
In their own .JUice, and fruit Jruce J?Ot otherw:t e pocifted.............. . .. • . . . . .. . • • . • • . . . ......... _ .... _ 
1•r erved comfit , w tmeat , fruits, &.c ............................................................... . 

8, 207, 9'36 25 

143,115 93 
153,937 33 
577,928 95 

10 per cont .•.......•.. 
25 per cent ........... . 
35 per cent .•........•. 

1, 709, 107 57 

14,311 59-
3 '4R4 36 

202, 275 15 

Total--------------------------·---·-·--·-------------·--·----------------··----·-- .. -- -
1
-- ... - ......... -l==87=4='=98=2=2=1=i ........................ 1===2=55='=07=1==10 

Seed~ ed or lin d. -•- ......................................................... bushels.. 797,910.75 
Garden and all other, including bulbous root . .. • .. .. .. . • . .. • .. .. .. • . .. • .. • .. .. .. .. .. • • . • ........... _ ... 

1, 120, 370 25 20 cents por bu hel ... 
485,837 10 Average24.36per cent. 

159,582 15 
118, 39.> 30 

Total------- ................ ----········ ............. ·· ................... ----- ......... ---- ----·· ------ 1, 612, 207 41 277,977 4;:). 

Tex~~'fi~n, unmanufactured ........................................................ pounds.. 4, 440, 996 
"\Vool unmanufactured: 

clas 1. Clothing Wools-
Value 32 cents or le per pound ........... ----•- ............... pounus.. 19, 994, 040.30 
Value·ovcr 82 cents per pound .................................. pound .. 043,832 

coured- . 
Wa~~d~32 cent or le per pound ................................ pounds.. 9, 090 

Value 32 cents orle s per pound ................................ pounds.. 11,765 
Value over 32 cents per pound .................................. pounds.. 980 

Ciaas 2. Combing Woola-
Valuo 32 cents or le per pound ............................... pounds.. 4, 207, 558.50 
Value o>er 32 cents per pound ................................. pounds.. 213,932 

Cla s 3. Ca:rJlet and other similar wools-
Yalue12c nt or le sperpound ............................... pounds .. 28,917,217.33 
Value over 12 cents per pound ................................. pounds.. 13, 468, 552 

llemp and flax, unmanufactured ........................................................................ . 

TotaL ..... ---------·- ... --------------------------- .................................................. .. 

Vegetable oils and oil-cake: 

~s~ ~~ ;:~::::::: ~:::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~~:: 20 
9, 6 L 90 

2, 243,212 

757,352 00 Free ................................ .. 

4, 492, 8.19 79 10c. and 11 per cent ... 2, 488, 616 4(). 
244,435 00 12c. and 10 per cent ... 101,703 3(} 

8,544 00 30c. and 33 per cent ... 5, 546 52' 

5, 218 00 20c. and 22 p r cent ... 3, GOO 96 
417 00 24c. and 20 p r c nt •.. 318 6() 

1, 193, 900 39 JOe. and 11 p r cent ... 552, OM 89 
77,432 00 12c. and 10 p r cent ... 33,415 04. 

1------1 

3, 384, 423 97 3o. per pound ......... 867,516 52 
2, 653, 616 75 6c. per pound ......... 0 1113 12 
9, 659, 779 87 Average 15.88 per cent. 1, 524, 445 81 

I===== I 
22, 477, 058 87 .. ........................................ 6, 385, 261 21 

7 00 30c. per gallon.. . .. • .. 6 00 
4, 710 5 30c. per gallon........ 2, 904 57 

26,376 00 :Free ................................ .. 

Total ... --.---------------------·· .... ----·· ................... -.... -- .... ------------ ..... -..... .... ... 31,093 85 ....................... . 2, 910 57 

l.!.i&c*lllaneous : • 

1:~~ · ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :po~~:: 165,352.61 
475,428 

IUce: · 
Cleaned ... - ... ---- ........ -.. - .... -- ... -- ................................ - .. pound .. 41, 918, 444 

!~:~~~~ 
All other agricp.lt_aral products ......................................................................... { 

1==========1 I======== 
1, 905, 632 11 20 per cent ......... --- 32~.· J.7~ 4

24
() 

ill, 90.3 00 8c. pm· pound . • . . . . . • . " ..... 

995, 098 01 2lc. per pound........ 1, 0.47, 961 14 
5, 057 07 2c. per pouncl......... 4, 875 12 

204 30 16c. per pound........ 184 65 
4, 270, 358 37 3f>c. per pound .••.. --- 2, 670, 875 04 

874, 019 56 15c. per bushel. .. ----- 3:!5, 207 4 6 
439,233 87 10 p r cent............ 43, 9:!3 41 
307, 27G 20 35 per cent .. ------.... 107, 546 67 

I, 414 72 20 per cent------...... 2 2 94. 
82,721,087 27 Avera.go55.53percent. 45,933,045 09, 
6,534, 058 49 .Average51.74percent. 3, 3 1, 032 82. 
1, 43R, 331 15 A vera!,re14.D2 per cent. 214, 611 64-

735, 865 80 }'reo .. -- - - .. • .. • .. .. • • . .............. . 

100, 400, 800. 52 

Total value and duty of the agricultural product above enumerated .......................... ~ ....... 170,297,962 42 
54, 160, 706 ()2" 

C.;J, 839, 895 · 73. 

ToW value and duty of all foreign imports ............................................................. 650,618,999 63 193, 00, 879 67 

.Per cent. of agricultural product . to total imports of foreign merchandise ............................. . 26.17 

•nave not included orang , lemons, prone , raisins, j]ga, dates, currants, &c., but ha.ve con1lncd the whole table a.s nearly a po ible to the articles mentioned 
1a th ta.ble in QlUI.rtcrly No. 1, aeries 18tU-'82. 

TBU.8CRY DEP..unll:QT :BURE.AU OF STATISTIC , .l!'arch 10, 1882. 
JOSEPH NilWO, Jn., Chief of Bureau. 
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1\Ir. SIMONTON. 1\Ir. Chairman, it is impossible for one of my 
limited experience a a member of this Hou o not to feel a degree of 
embarra mont, entering, as I do, the discu ion at this sta·ge when tho 
questions involved have been presented with so much ability by tho 
distin~shod gentlemon who havo preceded me; and this embarrass­
ment 1s increased because of the fact that in presenting the 1·ea ons 
which influence me in my opposition to the bill I must nece sarily 

· pa s over ground which has already been occupied, and much better 
than I c:an hope to do. llut there are orne considerations, weighty 
with me, which have not been ela.bomtod and to which I shall refor 
befol'o I clo e; so that I trust the time I shall detain the committee 
by it indulgence will not be altogether in vain. 

The bill before us proposes ostensibly a revision of tho tariff. The 
mode of procedure to accomplish this result, namely, the appointment 
of a. commission of citizens by the Pre ident, to be confirmed by the 

enate, so thl\t in its selection and make-up the IIouse will have ab­
olutely no voice; and such commission when organized is to take into 

consideration, to investi~ate, and to report upon the amount of tariff 
and the method of levymg it, duties imposed by the Constitution 
specially upon this House-this mode of procedure, I sa.y, seems to 
me to be an unwarranted delegation of our powers and a. cowar<lly 
refusal on our part to meet our constitutional obliga.tions. 

This bill, if it means anything but delay, present au impol'tant 
que tion, an issue upon which our people and their interest are 
divided. Upon the one hand, and greatly to be affected, if there 
shall be a revision of the taritl' tha.t will materially reduce duties, 
are the protected classes of the country, who constitute, with tho e 
they represent, more tha.n one-fifth of our population. 

They represent a vast llggregato of capital. In a memorial which 
they transmitted to this House.z. I think they put the sum at more 
than a thousand millions of dollars. They are active, vigilant, wide 
awake to their peculiar interests, organized, and capable of ready 
and easy combinations and actions, and are consequently of great 
influence and power as respects their numbers. They are intel'ested 
in high duties, laid upon the protective principle. Undcrtbe opera­
tion of the e duties their industries have grown up anU. acconuno­
dated themselves to this condition of affairs, and they look with 
great concern upon the prospect of any reduction of duties. 

Upon. the ot~er side are. the unprotected cla e of tho country, 
embrncmg mainly the nation's great body of workers, the agricult­
urist , tradesmen, mechanic , and laborers, as well n. the 1)rofe -
sioual men. In the very nature of things they cannot be benefite<l 
by a. high tariff. High duties are a tax on them. They do not a k 
the interference of the Government in their business concerns. All 
they do a k is an evon chance in the race of life, with only a fair and 
just proportion of the burdens of public expense to be placed upon 
their houlder , and pecial fa.vor and bounties to none. 

Neither of these ola es a such constitute a political organization, 
but the former, vigilant and active, as I ha.vo said, keenly wa.tches 
for such political combina.tions as may be advantllgeous to it, and 
for uch exigencies in public affairs a it may turn to it own account. 

When the Republican party was fir t struggling for supremacy in 
this country it sought and obtained an alliance, not universal, but 
very general, with the protected clas os of tho country by adopting 
a 1)art of it political creed the doctrine of protection, and dUii.ng 
it continuance in })Ower it ha loaded them with extraordinary 
marks of favor. In l'eturn it has received their unwavering and 
loyal support in many a doubtful a:nd bitter political contest. In 
1861, when ju t sea.te<l in power, it be towed its fir tmark of reward 
in pa sing the Morrill tariff, and although this act for the firtst time 
in the hi tory of this country impo e<l double duties upon tho same 
a..,rticle, specific and ad valorem, it was followed five months later 
(August, 1861) by a furth r inc1·eas of dutio . In tho Aame year 
(December11861) further duties wero laitl, thi time on tea.t...sugar, and 
coffee 1. w.h10h is o~o of tho few instau<?e where, under l.(cpublicnn 
rule, auhe were rmpo ·od olely or chiefly for revenue. This was 
followed by a general increa o in July, 1862. On the 30th of Juno, 
186:!, there was another increa o, followed by a still grea.ter ono iu 
1865-166. From thi time till1B74 several modifications of the tariff 
followed, in which duties laid purely for revenue were repealed, and 
others on the principle of protection were increa ed. These various 
changes and extraordinary increa ·es of the tariffrais d'the average 
rates of duty from 19 per cent., what it wa in 1860, to more than 45 
per cent. It is a remarkable fact worthy of notice in this connection 
that, though a depleted Trea ury furnished the pretext for these re­
peated and extraordinary increa e of the tariff, the schedule of duties 
wasadju ted mninlyf9r purposes of protection rather than revenue. 
The e extraordinary and oppre ive duties continue in force to this 
day; and gentlemen tell us, with all the appearance of sincerity, 
that the election in November, 1880, was a. olemn verdict of the 
people in favor of the principle upon which they wore laid, and is 
to be taken as instructions to this llou e to continuo them indefi­
nitely. But I apprehend no gentleman rionsly believes this propo­
sition. 

That tho cla benefited by protection wot·e remarka.bly active 
in the lato canva , and, as a general thing, very loyal to tho ;party 
that has given them so many substantial marks of gratitude.z 1s un­
doubtedly true. But no man, I take it, seriously believes tn.at tho 
mass of Republican voters1 outside of the protected classes, intended 
by their votes to decide thtS issue. Unfortunately the sectional feel-

.... 
lugs engendered by the war and the party alignments resulting there­
from still remained in sufficient force to ovet·shadow so important a 
oucstion of political conomy a this, and had a very 11otcut inftu­
cnce in determinin..,. tho result of that election, a may he plainly 
seen from the vote o~ the tatcs in tho different sections of tho Union. 
Desidoscorruptinflueuccsin pivotal States, a New York and Indiana 
and the immense power and patronage of the Admini tratiou with 
it army of office-holders, aml the free usc of a great campaign fund 
levied by as:c mont ::uul contributed by the cla cs intcrc ted in 
protection, under tho ~:~killful manipulations of tho secr~tary of the 
Republican executive committee, Ur. Dorsey-a man not over rupu­
lous about honest and fair methods, a man who i now under indict­
ment for frauds against the Government-the e cause doubtle. had 
more to do with Republican success th3:n the dotermina.tion of any 
principle. Dut, if gentlemen are right in a suming that thi wa th 
great i sue which determined the preference of voter in that elec­
tion, it is, at best, a. verdict that is entitled to little consideration n.t 
our hands, being practically a drawn battle, not oven a majority 
only a plurality of a few hundred in a. rna s of more than nine mill­
ions of votes. If the votes of tho al'my of office-holder , whom CT"er. -
body hrew(Uy suppo es to vote not upon princi11le, but to rt.'t:Un 
position, were not to be reckoned, the verdict would be for the Dem­
ocratic doctrine of tariff for revenue by more than one hundr d 
thousand majority. 

If the battle of protection has been fought and won by that nr­
dict, why is this bill before us t Why this a.ctivity anU. concern 
among the protecte(l cla se Y 'Vhy the e convention in Chien ITo 
and ew York 7 'Vhytbis groat effort to get this whole nbject out 
of tho l1ands of Congre f No, Mr. Chairma•, our peoplo ha' not 
decided to retain these extraorU.inary and opprcs ·ive dutie , le'\i~U. 
professedly for a temporary purpose. The exig ncy which maU.c 
their imposition po ible has long since passed away; the receipt of 
revenue arc greatly in excess of tho needful expcnditnl'e. of Govern­
ment; our people will not, to pl a ·o protectionist , continuo to pay 
tho o extraordinary rates oftaxation filling an ovcrfiowing Tr a ury. 
to l>o squandered in extravagant and corrupt appropriation . Thc.re 
mn!'lt be a revision of tho turiil', and the protected cla c woultl. o 
well " set their hou cs in order" for it and agreo to a gra.tlnal and 
moderate reduction of duties, else the rising tide of public indigna­
tion tmder these moro than u ele s burdens will oon w cp uddenly 
away the whole tariff, allowing them no oppo:x;tunity of adju ting 
their industries to the changed order of affa.ir . 

And upon what principle shall the reruion be made i a. qne ·tion 
of far greater importance even than the modo of procedure. Is it 
consi tent with justice or a wise public policy to la.y or to continue 
heavy duties on our imports, thereby restricting trade and commer<.'c 
and abridging the liberty of the citizen in his right to di po e of r 
exchange tho product of his labor to the be t ad vantage, not for 
revenue, nor to distribute the burdens of Government among nil th 
citizens in 1)roportion to their ability to bear them, but to fo ter and 
promote the business intPre ts and enterprises of a. portion of tht~ 
citizens and corporations of the country t And shall the contem­
plated rovi ion be made upon the principles of such a y tem t 

These, sir, nrc the real quo tiona at issue, and as economic ques­
tions they areneithernewnornovel. Eversincethetim~, nowmore 
than a. hundred years ago, when Dr. A<lrun Smith laid the foundation" 
of the science of political economy in his great work, the Wealth 
of Na.tions, these very questions :pr. ctica.lly havo receiyed tho at­
tention of tho profoundest thinkers of all civilized countrie . Ko 
question ever submitted to philo ophical inve tiga.tion ha attract d 
tho attention of a greater number of learned inquirer than the com­
paratively now science of political economy; and no question in the 
ranf?e of its investigation has recoivc(l greater unanimity in the con­
clusiOns reachoU. than the chief question in this ill cu ion. John 
Stuart 1\Iill, one of tho more recent a well as on of the able t and 
roo t learned authors in this :field, in his "York on_Political E~onom~·, 
book 5, page 556, says: "There 1s no wnter of any reputation n. · n 
political economist who now adheres to the doctrine of protection 
except H. C. Carey," who gentlemen all remember was an American 
tho distingui hed author of Carey's ocial Science. 

A protectionist of reputation in the State of Iowa r ccntly ':l"ot.c 
to tho editor of a newspaper to ascertain if there was not orne m tl­
tution of learning in tho country where :political economy wn t ugbt 
without tho heresy of fr e tr:ulo. Tho fact is, tho weight of author­
ityarnongwritersofreputation as :political economists and tho book 
u cd and the system taught in our mstitutions of learning ar~ nlmo t 
universally against restrictions of trade and commerce. Cicnce, 
far a it can settle any que tion, may be fairly said to hn:ve dett>r­
mined this, tha.t the doctrine of protection to native indu trie .b~· the 
imposition of heavy duties in restraint of trade nu.<l commerce1' fal. 
in theory and hurtful in practice. . 

It would seem sir that in the field of philo ophic r carch, m the 
domain of scicnc~, a~ay from :party bias, from the c.ontentio~ of If­
interests, and from the influence of existing prejudice~ we mtgh~ 1? k 
for an impartial tribunal to determine questions ot pur political 
economy. •t 'th 

But neither prejudice nor self-interest will ov:or ub!fll e1 cr to 
the deductions of reason or the conclusions of so1e~ce, if adverse 1;-o 
them, so long. . ingenuity can furnish n. show of rests~all;ce by plaU81· 
ble pretexts or decepti-ve sophisms. Hence, protoctiorusts profesa a 
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great contempt for philosophical deductions, theories, books, the 
tea-chings of political economists, and colle~e professors. Like the 
colored parsQn, Rev. Jasper, of Richmond, Vnginia, who, findin~L_the 
conclusions of a science opposed to his view, boldly declared, "W nat 
do I care for books and theories· the sun do move; don't I see itt" 
So they say,. "What do we care for abstract theories and the specu­
lative deductions of books Y Have we not had protection laws for 
twenty years, and don't we see evidences of prosperity all around us Y 
Therefore protection is a blessing." And may I not reply, with equal 
propriety, have we not had a public debt of great magnitude hang­
ins- over the cotmtry during these twenty years, and don't we see 
eVIdences of prosperity all around us i Therefore a public debt is a 
blessing. Sir, it is as much a matter of careful inquiry philosoph­
ical investigation, if you please, whether the prosperity of the country 
results from protection's laws or from the blessings of Heaven in 
bountiful crops, the greatly increa-sed facilities for transportation and 
trade, the peace and good-will that prevail among the nations of the 
earth, a1od other like causes, as whether the rising and setting of the 
sun is to be.attributed to its own or the earth's motion. 

It is no wonder that protectionists do not like to encounter the 
deductions of political economists; they are so reasonable and logical 
that they have to admit them, and are then at the trouble to explain 
them away; in the lawyer's parlance, "they confess and avoid." 
Mr. Garfield, during the discussion when these very duties were 
under consideration, declared on this floor, "Against the abstract 
doctrine of free trade little can be said.'' So perfect and desirable 
indeed did the system appear to him that he further declared he was 
for that protection which led ultimately to free trade. The gentle­
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY,] the chairman of the Com­
mittee on Ways and Means, the learned and eloquent champion of 
protection on this. floor in the Forty-sixth Congress, when contro­
verting a proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hurd,] then 
a member of this House, which was in these words, "Protection 
builds up one citizen n.t the expense of another; for the additional 
price which protection enables the manufacturer to charge must be 
paid by another citizen," said: "I doubt not the gentleman [Mr. 
Hurd] really believes this proposition." I pause a moment to remark 
it is the most natural thing that he should believe it. To an un­
prejudiced mind it must seem a self-evident proposition; its simple 
statement is its own proof. But the gentleman [Mr. KELLEY] con­
tinuin~ said: "He was so taught in college; the text books he then 
used atlirm the proposition as confidently as he does." 

Now, since the gentleman seems to think the proposition well dis­
posed of when he has referred it to books and college professors, we 
naturally wonder whence he draws the inspiration of the doctrine 
which he professes. Of course, not from such unworthy sources as 
he imputes to the gentleman from Ohio. In a speech which he de­
livered in this House May 1, 1872, he gives us the clue; he then said: 
''If gentlemen would go with me to my district, the leading district 
in the country in machine-shops, &c." Now, I doubt not that the 
gentleman is perfectly sincere in his advocacy of the doctrineofpro­
tection; but I submit whether he, representing the leading district 
in the country in machine-shops, and one, therefore, greatly inter­
ested in the direct benefits of protec~ion laws, and having these in­
terests committed to his hands to guard-! submit whether he is 
more likely to come to an unbiased conclusion on this question of 
political economy than even those college professors or the learned 
authors of the books they use, or poli~ical economists generally, 
whose only reward could be the asce1·tamment of truth. 

I believe the gentleman himself, and also the gentleman from l\fich­
igan who addressed the Rouse tho other day~ who, as I understand 
him, represents a district containing a great protected industry, 
the salt works of his State-! believe these gentlemen are sincere; 
I know they are human, and when they put the benefits of protec­
tion in the scale to weigh them as between the interests they directly 
represent and those of thew hole country, they are practically weigh­
ing their own interests, for they would guard the trust committed to 
them at least with equal fidelity ; and we well know that 

When seli the wavering balance holds 
'Tis rarely right adjusted. 

I, for one, cannot understand how it is a reproach to us who 
oppose the doctrine of protection as applied in our fiscal system, that 
the deductions of profound inquirers, seeking only the ascertain­
ment of truth or the weight of authority among the ablest writers 
on political economy, or the great body of professors in our institu­
tions of learning, should concur in our ~iews. I welcome such re­
proach as this. And I frankly confess, in the investigation I have 
been able to give this subject, I have been careful not to neglect 
this source of information. 

Sir, the right of Government to levy and collect taxes and impose 
duties under the provisions of the Constitution is undisputed. It is, 
nevertheless, a dangerous power, because so often and so easily 
abused. "The power to tax," says Chief-Justice l\Iarshall, "is the 
power to destroy," and we have often seen it so used-notably in 
taxing the State banks out of existence. It is a power that must 
necessarily be confided to the discretion of the legislators ; and how­
ever heavy and oppressive the burden may be laid, the citizen has 
no redress but his unavailing protest, hoping for a future repeal, 
which cannot affect, however, the levy already made. To frame 
laws, therefore, which are intended to and which do abstract from 
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the citizen, independent ofhis personal consent or choice, a part of 
his daily earnings or capital to constitute a public revenue, is one 
of the most delicate and responsible duties a 'legislator is ever called 
upon to perform. And this bill propo es to take out of this House 
and from our consideration this important duty and confer it upon 
a commission of citizens in whose selection we have no more voice 
than the man in the moon. 

Mr. Chairman, taxes are never a blessing to those who :pay them. 
Every citizen is entitled to the fruit of his labor, to his whole prop­
erty, not only as against every other citizen but as against the 
Government itself, except his fair and ratable share needed for its 
legitimate public uses! which he is bound to give in return for its 
guarantee of life, liberty, and property. That the Government, there­
fore, in the exercise of its taxing power, should take from the citizen 
only a fair and ratable share of his earnings or property assessed in 
proportion to his ability to pay; that it should take the least sum req­
uisite for legitimate public uses, and in the manner least burdensome 
with useless cost, and which interferes least with the undoubted right 
of the citizen to do with his own as he chooses so long as he :violates 
no right of any other citizen, and that tb. revenue thus collected 
should be applied only to legitimate public uses, are propositions so 
just, as it would seem, that they ought to have the assent of every 
fair-minded man. And yet, sir, in our fiscal systen. •,hey are ignored. 
The larger portion of our revenue (to wit, $193,800,~79.67 for the last 
fiscal year) is raised by imposition of duties on imports; but these 
duties are laid not with the view primarily of distributing the bur­
dens of government among all the citizens in proportion to their abil­
ities to bear them, nor with a view to the greatest amount of revenue 
with the least restrictions to trade and commerce and the least 
abridgmen,t of the rights and liberty of the citizen, but to foster and 
promote the business interests and enterprises of a portion of the citi­
zens and corporations of the country. 
If any proof were needed to sustain this assertion an analysis of the 

schedule of duties will fnrni2h it, as will also a reference to the debates 
when the duties were laid. But I need scarcely detain the commit­
tee on this proposition. Protectionists eulogize our present tariff 
laws, and confidently attribute the prosperity of the country to their 
protective features. But I beg indulgence while I present a few illus­
trations out of many that might be adduced, showing how protec­
tion, (God save the mark,) as illustrated in our fiscal system, disre­
gards a fair distribution of the burdens of Government, a.nd discrimi­
nates against the humble citizen and grinds the poor by imposing 
upon them an undue proportion of the public expense. For instance, 
plain bleached cotton, worth less than twenty cents per yard, pays 
an ad valorem duty, a tax, of 45 per cent., while the same article, 
worth more than twenty cents, pays a tax of 35 per cent., a discrimina­
tion of 10 per cent. in favor of the more costly goods suited to the rank 
and condition of the rich, and against the cheaper and coarser goods 
with which the poor must content themselves. The cheapest shirts 
and drawers (woolen) pay 86 per cent., the dearest 60 per cent., a 
discrimination of 26 per cent. The cheapest wool hat pays 92 per 
cent., while the dearest pays 63 per cent., a discrimination of 29 per 
cent. -

Carpets valued at $2.42 per yard, suitable for the rich man's draw­
ing-room, pay50per cent.; Brussels, worth $1.31 per yard, to which 
an humble citizen might sometimes aspire for the nice room, pays 68 
per cent., a discrimination of 18 per cent.; a cheaper still, and cer­
tainly within the reach of many humble citizens, worth 6S cents per 
yard, pays 75.9'2 per cent., a discrimination of25.92 per cent.; while 
druggets, bookings, &c., valued at 36 cents per yard, pay 96.30 per 
cent., or a discrimination of 46.30 per cent. in favor of the rich. The 
cheapest blanket, the poor man's blanket, pays the enormous tariff 
of 104 per cent. ; more than half the price is tax, while the oft and 
downy ones, suitable, as some one said, for the bridal couch or the 
chambers of wealth, that rest gentle as the snowflakes fall on the 
tt.nder forms of the· children of fortune, pay 75 per cent., a discrim­
ination of29per cent. in favor of the rich and against the poor. Sir, 
these are a few of the many vicious effects from the application of 
the principle of protection as found in our tariff laws. These ine­
qualities, this shameful injustice, are not mere accidents, but are a 
part of the system ancl will always be found when duties are laid 
not to distribute the burdens of Government equably and justly nor 
for purposes of revenue, but to protect some man's factory or some 
man's furnace. 

Protection has favors to bestow, plenty of tkem; but not for the 
great mass of the people, and especially not for the humble citizen or 
the poor. It follows them with remorseless greed. When yon ab:m­
don a fair distribution of the burdens of government or revenue as 
the basi of laying duties, what principle is left to guide you in the 
performance of the delicate task i None, sir, but the selfish demands 
of tllis protected class and of that, each clamorous for the highest 
duties on the products in which they are interested. And that in­
dustry or combination of industries which can command the most 
influence in legislation gets the highest duties, regardless of equality 
and of justice. Each manufacturer, of course, desires high duties on 
the products in which he is interested, regardle s Qf what class of 
citizens the burden may fall upon. I was gre-atly interested in the 
graphic description the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KAssoN) gave the 
other day of the troubles that environed the Ways and Means Com­
mittee. The pertinacious demands of rich and powerful industries, 
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urging vehemently their interests, while unorganized or weaker ones 
were not represented at all, or their claims feeolypressed. The con­
fnsion resulting from such a state of affairs, the inability to fix a 
schedule satisfactory to all interests, wa..s urged as a reason for send­
iug the whole matter to a commission. This, of course, relieves the 
Ways and Means Committee, but does not cure the evil. The repre­
sentatives of these -powerful industries will be as pertinacious before 
the commission. The whole system is a travesty on just and fair 
legislat~-on. 

Thinl"' of Congress asking a lot of monopolists how much tax in 
the wa• of duties upon the people of the country will be satisfactory 
to the~ And because an agreement as to the division of the plun­
der cannot be amicably arranged among them, the whole thing is to 
be sent to a commission of experts. 

Bnt to return from this digression. Our manufacturers, of course, 
usually or largely engage in the manufacture of articles of general 
use and consumption; and as manufacturers generally desire high 
duties upon their products, a.nd during Republican rule have ob-

. taiued what they want, vou will find the duties high on the utensils 
and implemenl.s of industry, on articles of prime necessity, andes­
pecially the coarse goods and wares of the poor, while articles of 
luxury and taste come in free of duty or at low rates, except in the case 
of some of them where a manufacturer is concerned. Thus the farmer 
upon his trace-chains pays a tax of 581- per cent., while the sport can 
have his diamonds and dameos at 10 per cent. The seamstress on the 
needles in her sewing machine pays a tariff of 45 per cent., the car­
penter on his saws from 42 to 63 per cent., while the elegant gentle­
man of leisure gets his rubies, pearls, and precious stones at 10 per 
cent. 
If it is board nails or wood screws the farmer wants, .if it is tacks 

or brads to do his mending or a steel pen to keep his account, he 
must pay 58 per cent. ; but the dainty little gentleman with his derby 
hat sports his ratan cane taxed 20 per cent., his jewelry 25 per cent. 
On his plows, spades, picksz and shovels he -pays 45per cent.1 while the 
resthetic citizen, who despises the useful, wlJo studies mus1c and :fills 
the air with melody, can have his instruments at 30 per cent. If it is 
castor oil or Epsom salts needed for the sick in the family, for the former 
he pays 152 per cent., for the latter 78 per cent.; but his hospitable 
neighbor, to treat his friends, may have his champaign for 47 per cent. 
On the bagging to wrap his cotton bales he pays 69 per cent., on 
his window glass 59 to 73 per cent. ; but he may have, if he chooses, 
silver plate and wares of gold at 45 per cent. His good wife on 
her spool thread pays 74 to 78 per cent., on her balmoral 80 per 
cent., on her hosiery 60 per cent., on her coarse shawl60 per cent., 
her worsted dress goods 67 per cent., (bein~ 7 per cent. more .than 
the tax on silk,) but if she would adorn her nome with statuary and 
paintings from foreign masters the tariff seeks to encourage her 
taste and kindly lets them in at 10 per cent., but on her broom and 
knives and forks she must pay 35 p er cent., on her pitchers, bowls, 
plates, &c., she pays 25 per cent. · 

Mr. CHACE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question' 
Mr. SIMONTON. Certainly. 
Mr. CHACE. I desire to ask the gentleman how he makes out 

these percentages t Does he not do it by adding together the spe­
cific and the aa valorem rates Y And are those rates the same now 
as they were upon the prices which prevailed at the time this tariff 
was enacted t 

Mr. SIMO:NTO:N. I got these percentages from the report of the 
Bureau of Statistics on the importations of last year. That report 
carries out the statement, giving the equivalent ad valorem duty on 
each of these articles. There is where I have obtained them. 

Mr. CHACE. The most of the difference arises from the fact that 
the prices have changed since the tariff was adopted. 

l!r. SIMONTON. The tariff is so bad that I amnotsurefrom what 
part of it it results; but I am sure it results from this principle of 
protection. • 

Now, I have given a few illustrations to show how this protective 
principle ingrafts the burdens of government into the utensils and 
implements of industries, into the coarse wares and goods of the poor, 
and then commissions the hostile elements to be its tax gatherers to 
collect them from them, for the poor man must pay or go naked, 
starve, and·die. 

But, Mr. Chairman, they tell us that we ought not to complain, 
because the imposition of duties has the effect of cheapening the 
article upon which the duty is imposed. The gentleman from 1t.fich­
igan [Mr. HORR] the other day labored very seriously (which was 
rather remarkable for him) to prove that a duty upon salt has the 
effect of cheapening it, and he supported his argument with tables. 
It is the ar<Tument of protectionists everywhere; but I think I can 
tell him and them where the fallacy is. They attribute to the lariff 
the effect of competition, whereaa competition exists independently 
of the tariff; a.nd although among the protected home manufacturers 
there does spring up a limited competition which has the effect of 
reducing in part the enhanced price caused by the imposition of the 
duty, yet the greater competition, the foreign competition, is ex­
cluded or reduced by the duties, and consequently the cheapening 
effect of competition is retarded instead of accelerated by the action 
of the tariff. 

The gentleman from Michigan seemed to apprehend the weakness 
of his position, and though he c1ssumed to speak for the farmers, say-

ing they do not complain of the tariff upo;;H;, still ·he was not will­
ing to rest the matter upon his argument, but seemingly to further 
conciliate and reconcile them to the burden of the tariff, he said, 
"There is scarcely a product of the farm that is not protected by 
the operations of the tariff." He said that oats were fifteen cents 
cheaper over in Canada than on the American side, and that the salt 
manufacturer, instead of buying oats over there went to Peoria, Illi­
nois, and shipped them by hundreds and thousands of bushels up into 
the valley. Now, it is their business, and not mine, what they do 
with so many oats. But ,I should like to know why they insist on 
going to Peoria and paying freight and :five cents a bushel more for 
oats than they could get them for across the bay, because the tariff 
is only ten cents a bushel upon oats. But the gentleman says they 
are fifteen cents cheaper in Canada than on this side ; and he would 
therefore have the American farmer understand that by the opera­
tion of the tariff he sells his oats for fifteen cents more than they 
would bring without the tariff. 

Now, if the gentleman is perfectly sincere in assuring the farmer 
that the tariff on salt brings it down, how can he be equally sincere 
in telling him that the tariff puts his oats up 'I If the tariff puts salt 
down, how does it put oats up Y Which horn of the dilemma will he 
take! [Laughter.] 

Mr. HORR. Does the gentleman understand that the protective 
system acts the same way on the raw material, like wool, that it 
does on the manufactured article T 

Mr. SIMONTON. Well, if it has not the effect of putting up the 
price of oats, the farmer would not care much for it. 

Mr. HORR. Raw material like wool is higher on account of pro­
tection. 

~fr. SIMONTON. That is your solution of the quandary. 
Mr. Chairman, if the tbeory that a duty cheapens is the correct 

one, why do not manufacturers reverse their rule and have the duty 
placed upon the raw material rather than on the manufactured prod­
uct T But the gentleman was unfortunate in his reference to oats 
and the farm products. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKL."U.EY] 
was equally unfortunate. He also asserted that the farmers are pro­
tected in all the products of the farm, and are content with the tariff 
laws. 

It is not true that the farmer realizes an enhanced price for his 
farm products by reason of the tariff. A tariff cannot afford prot ec­
tion nor furnish increased prices except by prohibiting or impeding 
foreign competition. But our farmers, in all the great staple prod nets 
of the farm, including oats :fill the home market to overflowing and 
send a surplus abroad. The price obtained for this surplus deter­
mines the price of the whole crop. 

Now, this'proposition is so patent as scarcely to need illustration. 
But, by way of authority, I may mention that the honorable .gentle­
man after whom the present tariff is named distinctly anriounoed 
this principle in his speech in the Senate last December, saying in so 
many words, "that the surplus determines the price of the whole 
crop." How cau a tariff protect a commodity the price of which is 
regulated by its surplus sold in the open market of the world Y Dur­
ing the laBt :fiscal year our production of oats amounted to 417,885,380 · 
bushels, of which amount more than 400,000 bushels were shipped 
abroad. Suppose there was no tariff upon oats, and the few thou­
sand bushels in western Canada, which the gentleman says are cheaper 
by fifteen cents than ours, had been thrown upon the American mar­
ket, based, as I have said, upon a yield of more than 417,000,000 
bushels and already in competition in the open market with the 
world's production of oats, what effect would they have produced t 
About as much a~ a bucket of water thrown upon the bosom of the 
sea. Gentlemen talk about pauper labor, and we must protect the 
manufacturer against pauper labor. Why, my constituent raising 
cotton competes with the pauper labor of Egypt and India. Of course 
our cotton crop more than fills the home market, the surplus sent 
abroad competes in the open market of the world, and the price there 
obtained for it regulates the price of the whole crop, even that sold 
to our home manufacturers, notwithstanding your handsome talk 
about the value of a home market for our produce. Our wheat­
raisers compete with the pauper labor, so called, of England, Den­
mark, Russia, Turkey, and Chili; and they- cannot even boast of a 
better adaptability of soil, for in England the average yield per acre 
is 33 bushels, in Denmark 27; and I have not the figures for the other 
countries before me just now, but I believe it is as great, while the 
average in the United Stat~s has never exceeded 1::J.08 bushels per a.cre. 

Let me tell you how our farmers are protected by this tariff. They 
raise their great staples of the farm, they send a surplus abroad­
usually by their merchants to whom they sell, their merchants being 
practically their agents, the effect being the same on the farmer 
whether he sells or sends abroad-and in the open market of the wol'ld 
this surplus that determines the price of the whole crop competes with 
the product of the pauper labor of the world, and they are not permit­
ted to purchase, in that cheap foreign market where tmy sell, the 
utensils and implements that are necessary in the cultivation and 
husbanding of their crop, nor the clothing and wares so much needed 
for the corilfort of their families, but they are compelled by exor­
bitant duties to buyin the protected home market these implements 
and goods, giving an enhanced price therefor, without any corre­
sponding benefit to themselves because forsooth you say the manufact­
urer is not able to compete with foreign pauper labor. And besides 
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the farmers, when they send their products abroad, sell at a disad­
vantage, because commerce is carried on by means of exchange, and 
ru3 they cannot take in return the things that they need they must 
sell at a disadvantage. Sowhetherthey buy or sell they are equally 
victims under the operation of the tariff laws, and then you insult 
their intelligence by telling them that these laws are made in their 
interest and protect every product of their farm. 

Mr. CHACE. Can the gentleman tell what amount of farming 
implements is imported into this country every year f 

Mr. SIMONTON. I can find out if the gentleman desires that I 
should. They import some; and if they do not import they pay for 
the domestic article the enhanced price caused by the tariff, so that 
the only d1fference is that in the one case the addition to the price 
goes as tax: into the Treasury, and in the other it goes as bounty to 
the manufacturer. By far the larger amount of our implements are 
of American manufacture. 

BUt the importation is doubtless very considerable, as the follow­
ing statement from the official report of imports for the last three 
fiscal years indicates: 

Articles. 1879. 1880. 1881. 

Manufactures of cotton ......•.. $16, 933, 767 97 $25, 723, 251 85 ·$28, 084, 116 69 
Iron and ma.nufa{ltures of iron ... 5, 394, 760 71 34, 318, 531 68 32, 991, 038 45 
Steel and manufactures of steeL. 4, 299, 604 50 11, 148, 454 45 18, 463, 535 15 
Wool and manufactures of wooL 30, 553, 922 87 19, 784, 212 79 45, 164, 149 01 

Recurring for a moment to the theory that a duty cheapens the 
article upon which it is laid, we were told that if the duty should be 
taken off quinine the British manufacturers would seize our market, 
destroy our manufactories, and run the price of this article up. Not­
withstandin~ these predictions, by a suspension of the ~es, a bill 
was passed m this House, June, 1879, placing quinine on the free 
list, and it became a law. A little more than two years and a half 
have elapsed, and what is the result f The average price of free qui­
nine during these two and a half years has been $2.86 per ounce, and 
for duty quinine for the two and a half years preceding June, 1879, it 
was $3.64t per ounce, or a reduction in price by the removal of the 
duty of seventy-eight cents per ounce. 

Mr. Chairman, I have spoken mainly of the oppressive effect of 
protection upon the farmer because my constituents are mainly agri­
culturists, and I speak for them. But if one would place himself on 
one of our thoroughfares and observe the various things as they pass 
on to the consumer he would be surprised at the relatively small pro­
portion that are benefited by protection. Notably among those not 
benefited would be, in addition to agricultural products, building 
materials, constructions of wood, furniture, pork, beef, fruit, vege­
tables, and, indeed, a very long list. No benefit from protection 
accrues to the pl'oducers of such articles. 

I do not hesitate to assert that our twenty years of protection have 
not added a single dollar to our aggregate wealth; but, on the con­
trary, have greatly diminished it. This proposition is obvious be­
cause the tariff never created a single dollar-all it could ao was to 
give direction to capital and the labor it employed, by diverting it 
out of the natural and ordinary channels of trade and business, where 
it was remunerative, into enterprises which, protectionists them­
selves bein~ judges, are not able to maintain themselves without the 
artificial aid of governmental interference. So that the effect of 
so-called protection has been to lay a tribute on the self-sustaining 
indll8tries to maintain those which it is insisted cannot maintain 
themselves without artificial aid. This, in my jud~ent, is false 
political economy at best; and, under our high duties, amounts to 
actual robbery by operation of law. Accordin~ to the fairest esti­
mates, not less than $500,000,000 is annually pa1d by the great body 
of our people as tribute under the plea of maintaining, but really for 
the enriching of the protected industries. 

But I must consider the effect of protection on the Government. • 
And to this I invite particular attention, not however, on account 
of the novelty of my views, for some of which I must acknowledge 
my indebtedness to the very able report of W. W. Boyce, made m 
1859 to the first session of the Thirty-fifth Congress, being Report 
107, but because this view of the subject has not yet been presented 
in this debate. I maintain that the logical effect, as well as the 
practical result of protection, is subversive of a j11Bt and economical 
administration of the Government, inasmuch as it naturally and 
surely leads to corrupt and prodigal waste of the public Treasury .. 
This is, to some extent, true of a tariff for revenue, which affords 
incidental protection, but it is strikingly true of a tariff laid on the 
principle of protection, because the duties then operate as a bounty 
to a large and influential class. They become, therefore, interested 
in high taxation, for the higher duties are laid on the principle of 
protection the better for them. Some one has said : "The way to make 
a man a spendthrift is to supply him with an unlimited amount of 
money," and the way to make a government prodigal is to fill its 
coffers to overflowing. 

Now, it is dangerous, alarming even, to have a large element of 
population, an influential class of citizens, interested personally and 
pecuniarily in high taxation, regardless of the needs of Government­
regardless, if you please, of what is to be done with the money. 

But this is not the whole of this case; because the ~e class inter­
ested in the imposition of high taxes are just as much interested in · 
liberal expenditures to prevent an accumulation in the Treasury, for 
a depleted Treasury affords the pretexts for continuing the high 
duties. Nothing is so unwelcome to the protected classes as the pros­
pect of the reduction of duties. It is dreaded as the approach of an 
invading army. It is, in their theory, a catastrophe with ruin in its 
train. It foreshadows fireless furnaces, a cessation of the hum of 
busy spindles, and silent factories. It is something that mnst be 
averted at all hazards. 

Whenever there is a prospect of the reduction of duties you will 
find great activity among the protected cla-sses. Conventions are 
called like those which met lately in ·Chicago and New York. The 
press is subsidized so far as money can do it, and they always have 
money to do it with. Pamphlets and documents and statistics, which 
are twisted into the most ingenious and deceptive sophisms, flood 
the country. They look after the primaries. They look after the 
nominating conventions. They look after Cono-ress. Lobbyists, 
learned lobbyists-they call them experts now, [~ughter]-swarm. 
around the Capitol with arguments suited to all sorts of legislators. 
Heaven and earth are moved to avert such a calamity as the reduc­
tion of duties. 

Now, this far-seeing interest well knows the best way to prevent 
the dreaded reduction of duties is to keep the Treasury empty. Sup­
pose the question was propounded to-daytothecotton manufacturers, 
the iron and woolen manufacturers, whether the duties upon the prod­
ucts of cotton, iron, and wool should be reduced, does any body dorrbt, 
though the duties are twice as high as in 1860, and the receipts of 
revenue, according to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
",embarrass the Department in disposing of the surplus in a lawful 
way"-does anybody doubt what their answer would be 7 They have 
given us their answer in advance. In the convention at New York 
they demanded that the contemplated revision should be made in the 
interest of protection; that Congress should not undertake it, but 
should commit it to hands friendly to theirinterosts, which means no 
reduction. So far as they are concerned they regard these duties as 
a bounty to them, and not only as a bounty but as somethino- which 
is actually necessary to preserve these industries in successful opera­
tion, and a material reduction of duties would, as they think, disar­
range the business of the country and displace labor; and they would 
be infavoroftherevenuederived therefromifit was to be "thrown 
into the sea" or burned in the fire, much more if squandered in 
doubtful and wasteful appropriatioru;. Self-interest, that master 
motive in the human breast, compels them to be on the side of high 
duties, high taxation, and just as logically and certainly to favor 
liberal, even wasteful, appropriations. 

The method of collectmg revenue under the protective system fur­
nishes also the very best opportunity for the logical effect of protec­
tion-waste and corruption. Protection operates through duties, and 
the revenue is consequently collected by the indirect system. Not 
one in a hundred perhaps of our people ever saw a custom-house offi­
cer or a Federal tax-gatherer to know him. 

They do not realize that the overflowing Treasury has been wrung 
from them in the way of taxes; although every man in the country 
on an average pays into the Treasury for himself and for every mem­
ber of his family$.( per capita and $10 by way of the operation of 
duties which do not go into the Treasury; and yet this sum is iri.cor­
porated into the price of his merchandise; but as he has no standard 
by which to measure its true value he does not know how much is 
price and bow much is tax. He realizes his implements of industry 
are high, his goods and wares very dear, and he has to economize and 
deny himself the comforts of life in many instances; but cheated by 
the operation of the protective system he a.ttributes it all to the state 
of the market or the grasping avarice of his merchant. Not realiz­
ing that it is taxes wrung from him which fill the overflowin~ Treas­
ury, he does not hold his Representative to that strict and ngid ac­
countability in appropriating the public revenue he would do if he 
had counted the sum he actually paid to a Federal tax-gatherer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is nothing that keeps a Representative 
so close to his line of duty, so close to the line of economy especially, 
as to know that the vigilant eye of his taxpaying constituent is ever 
upon him, watching to see what disposition he will make of the money 
wrung from him in taxes. Take away this salutary restraint upon 
the legislator, and he insensibly falls under the influence of the blan­
dishments and seductive arguments of those who continually ask 
generous and liberal appropriations: Of course, guided by a sense 
of duty, he resists; but, bearin~ no protest from the taxpayers, who 
are oblivious of the fact that therr hard earnings filled the overflowing 
Treasury ; indeed, he is told by the protectionists that the merchants 
of England and France have been compelled by the beautiful system 
of protection to pay the duties and fill our Treasury-hearing, I say, 
no protest and construing the silence into an approval of generous 
and liberal appropriations, and half-believing the miserable sophistry, 
which members on this floor must believe if they give credence to 
their own arguments, that it is British gold he is appropriating, he 
falls an easy victim to the sharpers who, in the name of gratitude, 
benevolence, patriotism, and the public good, demand that the bars 
of the Treasury be unlocked for splendid and munificent appropria­
tions for all conceivable objects. 

What more dangerous condition of affairs can there possibly be 
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than this T What a dangerous factor it must be in the political as­
pect of a country when you have enlisted a large element of the pop­
ulation in favor of a high taxation without regard to the needs of 
the Government; and have also enlisted them in behalf of liberal 
and wasteful appropriations, and that by a system of collecting taxes 
that lulls to sleep the vigilance of the taxpayers, the only real safe­
guard of the TreasUTy! Gentlemen may say this is good theory, but 
facts do not sustain it. Now, let us see what the facts are. What 
were the expenditures of the Government at varying periods in its 
history and where do they tend T Compare the expenditures by the 
test of per capita; and in this connection I will lay down this prop­
'Osition, that the net ordinary expenditures of the Government per 
capita·on any fair basis should not keep pace with the population of 
the country, but should decrease in proportion as the population 
increases. 

To be more eA"Plicit, the expense of maintaining a President when 
-distributed amon~ 50,000,000 of people should not be as much per 
capita as when divided among only 13,000,000, and so with all de­
partments of the Government. This proposition is so reasonable 
that I think it does not need further illustration. I have prepared 
~statement from the official records for the years 1830, 1840, 1850, 
1860, 187G, 1874, and 1BSO, which gives the population for each of 
these years, the total receipts of revenue, the total receipts per 
capita, and the net annual expenditures per capita. In the net 
.annual expenditure of course pensions and public debt are excluded. 
"This statement is as follows: 

A statmnent sho10ing the population, receipts of 1·evenue, and the expendi­
ture, exclusive of the public debt and pensi.or~.B,pro mta of the population 
for the yea1·s 1830, 1840, 1850, 1860, 1870, 187 4, and 1880. 

Years. 

1830 .. . . . .. . 12, 866, 020 
1840. •• . . . . . 17,069,453 
1850 • .. . . .. . 23, 191, 876 
1860 .. • . .. . . 31, 443, 321 
1870 .•...•. - 38, 558, 371 
1874 ........ 43,197,335 
1880 ... -. - - . 50, 155, 783 

Total receipts. 

$24,844,116 51 
19, (80, 115 33 
43, 592, 888 88 
56, 054, 599 83 

395, 959, 833 87 
299, 944, 090 84 
333, 526, 610 98 
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164, 738, 570 34 3 79 
115,108, 208 23 2 29 

An analysis of th:is statement reveals some interesting results. The 
netannuaJ.expenditurefor1830wa-sninety-twocentspercapita. Now1 .according to the principle I have announced, we would expect to find. 
for each successive decade a reduction of expenditure per capita, 
but on the contrary we find an increase, slow, steady, "with all the 
regularity of a great principle," rising in 1840 to $1.26 ; in 1850 to 
$1.52; in 1860 to $1.87; having a little more than doubled in a period 
rof thirty years. Can any valid reason be given to account for this 
constant increase in maintaining the ordinary expenditures of the 
Government Y None, I apprehend. I am veryconfrdent that it must 
be attributed mainly to a spirit of extravagance resulting from the 
i'act that in our fiscal system, even then a large element of our pop­
ulation derived great benefits from high taxes. They regarded high 
-duties a-s a blessing; they lit, according to their theory, the fires of 
the furnace; they gave music to the hum of the spindles. The facts 
·presented in this part of the history of the country are sufficient to 
.arrest the attention of the citizen who desires an honest and eco­
:nom:ic administration of Government. And he may well inquire 
whether there is not some fatal error in our fiscal system that breeds 
-extravagance and corruption and leads to ultimate ruin. If this 
part of our history is sufficient to excite apprehension, that of the 
next decade, it would seem, might occasion alarm. 

In 1870, in a time of profound peace, with the .Army and Navy 
reduced to a peace footing, w:ith no unusual expenses necessary, the 
net ordinary expenditures per capita had risen to the startling fig­
ures of $3.52, or nearly doub~g in one decade. If ninety-two cents 
per capita on about thirteen millions of people in 1830 was sufficient 
to maintain efficiently the Government in all of its departments, it 
would seem that the same sum on thirty-eight mill:ions ought to have 
been sufficient to maintain the same Government in 1870. Ninety­
two cents per capita on the population of 1870 would have yielded 
$35,000,000 in round numbers, whereas the net expenditure for that 
year was 136,000,000, or $101,000,000 over the basis of 1830. Now, 
let it be borne in mind that during this decade the tariff was in­
creased from 19 per cent. to over 45 per cent.-moi.'e than doubling 
the benefits of protection as they existed in 1860; and, besides en., 
larging the classes interested in high taxation, that, during this de­
cade, the party in power was the open friend of the classes who regard 
high taxes as a blessing. Can anyonehesitateas to what causethis 
increased extra,vagaJZ ce and was.+.e should be attributed Y Sir, the 

venality l:md corruption which had sprung up in the administration 
of public affairs, and which was then so soon to shock the country, 
was mainly, as I believe, the logical effect of this false and {>ernicioua 
system. 
If any one should think that 1870 was a period too near the war 

for a fair test, we will take 1874; and then we find, iD.Btead of are­
duction, a still further increase, the per capita expenditure then 
being 3.79. 

The facts show that the ordinary expenditure per capita to this 
date increas-ed in an accelerating ratio far beyond the growth of the 
population. Suppose it should continue doubling in a decade, there 
is a period in the near future when the people will be overwhelmed 
with the burden of the ordinary expenses of Government. Five de­
cades from 1874, at such a rate, would show a per capita expense of 
$121.28. Another fact proper to be taken into consideration in this 
connection, to illustrate the criminal extravagance of this period, is 
that in regard to the disposition of the public domain. In !850 a 
grant of land was made to the State of Illinois for the benefit of 
the Illinois Central Railroad Company. It was the first effectual 
grant of any part of the public domain to a railroad corporation and 
the initiative of a system that soon reached gigantic proportions. 

In the decade following, to wit, from 1850 to 1860, the land grants 
to railroads amounted to 27,876,773.52 acres. From 1860 to 1874, a 
period of fourteen years, the amount reached the enormous sum of 
127,628,220.98 acres, exceeding the precedin~ decade by a little less 
than 100,000,000 acres, as may be seen from the history of the public 
domain by the public" land commission. The figures of both the 
expenditures and the grants of lands bewilder, but they scarcely 
suggest the prodigality and criminal extravagance of this period, 
known in history now as the Grant era, the mention of which is sug­
gestive of credit mobiliem and jobberies generally. It is no wonder, 
therefore, that the people in the popular election of November, 1874, 
did call again to power and constitute as guardians of the Treasury 
and public domain that party, long banished from power, which by 
its profession and traditions opposed an increase of the power, im­
portance, and splendor of the General Government; which opposed 
high duties, bounties, subsidies, and monopolies; which demanded 
a strict construction of the Constitution, economy and simplicity in 
the administration of public affairs, and the application of the pub­
lic revenue strictly to legitimate public uses. But suddenly called 
to the control of this House, opposed here by a solid and skillful 
minority, handicapped most of the time it was in power by a Repub­
lican Senate, under the leadership of the most skillful and auda­
cious party leaders this country has ever produced, opposed at all 
times by a Republican Executive, and lacking perfect unity of sen­
timent on some cardinal principles, it must be confessed, it has been 
subjected to severe criticism for failing to give the full relief • 
expected of it. 

However, if it did not reduce duties to the extent expected, it cer­
tainly did prevent any increase in them, as had been the habit for 
sixteen years. It fUTDished the only organized opposition to the ag­
gressive demands of the protected classes and stood between them 
and the Treasury; it turned a deaf ear to the lobby; it gave no boun­
ties nor created any monopolies; :it granted no subsidies; :it did not 
vote a way another acre of ~and to a railroad corporation ; and above 
all, for the first time in the history ofthe countryforforty-fiveyears, 
the net annual expenditures of the Government per capita began on 
the descending scale, and continued to decrease, on the true princi­
ple, in an inverse ratio to the growth of the population, descending 
from $3.79 in 1874 to $2.29 in 1880-a reduction of $1.50 per capita in 
five years, or a total reduction of$75,000,000 per annum, under tho 
basis of expenditure in 1874. 

Now, these are facts of history, .and to them I challenge the atten­
tion of this committee and of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, it bodes no good to the country that the Repub­
lican party, planted upon this vicious principle of protection for pro­
tection's sake, which means high taxes are a blessing, and stained, 
too, with this record of shameless and criminal extravagance, is again 
in control of every department of the Government. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question Y 
Mr. SIMONTON. Not now. After a little. lam no prophet, and 

I hope the prophecy I now make may never be fulfilled; but I pre­
dict a repetition of that reign of extravagance, corruption, and fraud 
which was alone arrested by the elections of 1874, by the people of 
the country turning that party out of power. In the make-up of the 
majority in this House I recognize gentlemen of integrity, but this 
is the record of their party, it is planted to-day upon the same prin­
ciples, surrounded by the same influences, restored to power by the 
same combinations, and any stand which gentlemen may take for 
economy will be overborne as a willow in the storm. Al:ready1 

sir, the dead schemes and jebberies of the past (some of them were 
thought to have rotted in tombs where they were consigned six years 
ago) have sprung to life and vigor; and bounty men and subsidy 
men are knocking at the Treasury door; and re-enforced by the pub­
lic sentiment created by those interested in high duties, they are 
likely to have their wonted consideration and reward. 

:Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman y:ield to me for a question f 
Mr. SIMONTON. I have already detained the committee too 

long-1 am trespassing on their patience. 

I 
l 
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l\lr. WHITE. I want to ask the gentleman if the $20,000,000 which 
we gave the whisky manufacturers the other uay was not given 
unanimously by the Democratic party T 

1\lr. SIMONTON. The gentleman is mistaken, but I have no time 
to respond to him. From the extraordinary demands upon the Treas­
ury now pending before ns the majority can easily make way with 
all the surplus reveRue in the Treasury. I am not surprised, there­
fore, that the Republicans in caucus the other day resolved not to 
reduce the internal re•enue tax, nor do they expect to reduce duties 
npon our imports; they will need all the revenue from all these 
sources to meet the increasing demands upon them from the influences 
and combinations that maintain them in power. 

Mr. WHITE. Have we not done a still better thing for the dis­
tillers than to have reduced the tax from ninety cents to fifty cents 
per gallon 'f Have we not !riven them. more money by that bill the 
other day than we would have given them by such a reduction of 
tax'f 

Mr. SPRINGER. That bill was reported unanimously from the 
Republican Committee on Ways and :Means. · 

The CHAIRMAN. Does t.he gentleman from.Tennessee yield f 
Mr. SIMONTON. I cannot now, My time is nearly exhausteu. 
And now, Mr. Chairman, it is proposed to refer the consideration 

of t.he tariff to a commission of experts, the friends and representa­
tives of the protected classes. This is the plan they themselves pro­
pose. They have not committed ·themselves to it blindly. They 
are as astute as those people who the Master said "were wiser in 
their generation than the children of light." They have well cal­
culated the result. Mr. Wharton, of Phildelphia, secretary of the 
industrial league, a protective association, and himself a high priest 
of protection, declared in the convention at ·New York that as the 
result of tariff legislation by a commission suoh as is contemplated 
in this bill, it may be expected-

That the changes to be made will turn ou't to be mainly in the rectifying of some 
r.ea1 mistakee and abuses; .such amendments of phraseology in places a.s will close 
the door to many abominable perversions ; * * * that the policy of protection 
to .American industry will remain: fu:mly established and be even better fortified 
than now, because the flaws b_y which the intention of the law has been evaded 
will be carefully amended, and because the commission cannot possibly do its work 
witl,lOutmostthoroughlyconvincingit.selfandCongressthatthereiteratedverdicts 
of the people a.s expressed by all recent elections mean, in dead earnest, that pro­
tP.ction shall rule. 

This is what protectionists expect to result from this commission 
bill. It certainly means a delay of any change in the schedule ofdu ties 
for a couple of years. It means also a report based upon the ,princi­
ple of protection, supported by testimony taken with the view of 
sustaining it and none of an opposing character; a report that will 
mislead this House by magnifying the importance of certain indus- . 
tries, and the necessity of continuing high duties to sustain them. 
It will be urged that, as the system of tariff is very complex, no 
change can be safely made in the schedule of duties the commission 
may recommend; fortheunityandequality of the system will thereby 
be destroyed and all the labor of the commission rendered useless, 
and their report will be adopted as a whole or rejected altogether. 
If rejected, then two years from to-day we will be no further ad­
vanced in this matter than now. If adopted, then we will have dele­
gated to an irresponsible body of men the most delicate and respon­
sible duties devolving upon this House. The report of th:is commis­
sion must necessarily be partial and incomplete. 

The very purpose of levying duties ought to be for providin~ rev­
enue, but what will this commission know of the real needs ot Gov­
ernment in the matter of revenue! What will they c'are 'f Revenue 
will be the least consideration with them. The fact is the whole pro­
ceeding as ba-aed upon the a.ssumption that duties are imposed to 
protect, leaving revenue out of view, or making it the mere incident, 
regardless of the legitimate needs of Government, thereby subsidiz­
ing its taxing power for the benefit of a portion of our citizens and 
the corporations of the country. Sir, this is a solemn and weighty 
duty imposed by the Constitution upon the House, and we ought not 
to shirk it not complicate it in this manner. We should now and 
here undertake it prudently and courageously, without hostility to 
any industry, desiring to promote them all, having in view, first, the 
legitimate needs of the Government for revenue, the reduction of 
taxes, and of the burden of public expenses, especially removing them 
from labor and equalizing them fairly by putting the just proportion 
on capital and luxuries. What folly; nay, what criminality for this 
House to refer to the protected classes or their representatives, inter­
ested as they are in high taxation, (which this commission business 
really means,) the question whether there shall be any, and, if so, 
what, amount of reduction of taxes. 

I beg to submit in this connection an extract from Dr. Smith's 
Wealth of Nations. Says he: • 

To expect, indeed, that the freedom of trade should ever be entirely restored 
in G~at ~ritai~ is. a.s absurd as to expe<:t t~at an Oceania C?r Utopia should ever 
be established mIt. Not only the prejudices of the public, bnt, what is mnch 
more unconquerable, the private interests of many individuals irresistibly oppose 
it. Were the officers of the army t{) oppose with the same.. zeal and unanimity 
any reduction in the number of forces with which master-manufacturers set them­
salves against every law that is likely to increa.se the number of their rivals in the 
home market, were the former to ammate the soldiers in the same manner as the 
latter inflame their workmen to attack with violence and outmge the proposers of 
nny such regulation-to attempt to reduce the army would be as dangerous a.s it 
has now become to attem.Pt to diminish in any respect the monopoly which our 
manufa{)turers have obtained against us, This monopoly has so much increased 

the number of some patticula.r tribes of them that, like an overgrown standfug 
army, they have become formidable to the government, and upon many occasions 
intimidate the legisl~ture.. The mem'!Jer of Parliam~nt who supports. eve~ pro­
posal for strengthenmg this monopoly IS sure t.o acqmre not only the reputation J 
understanding trade, but great populari'ty and influence with an order of men 
whose numbers and wealth render them of great importance. If he opposes them, 
on the contrary, and, still more, if he ha.s authority enough to be able to thwart 
them, neither the most acknowledged probity nor the highest rank nor the greatest 
public services can protecthim from themostinfamousabuse anddetractjon, from 
personal insults, nor sometimes from real danger arising from theinsolent outrage 
of furious and disappointed monopolists. 

WhBther the graphic picture of the British monopolists of a hun­
dred years ago, drawn so truthfully by the bold hand of Dr. Smith, 
may be applied in all its details to the monopolists under our pro­
tection laws1 I will not now undertake to say; but, sir, human nature 
in like conditions is the same in all a(J'es an.d in all climes; and the 
conduot of these classes, lately assembled by their representatives in 
New York under the delusive guise of a tariff convention, falsely 
cla.iming to represent the agricultural and commercial as well as 
their O'\\'D. manufacturing interests, and coolly asking of this House 
that it sh.all not p1·esume to enter upon ita constitutional duties with­
out their advice, and in themannertheysuggest; that it shall grant 
no relief l;o the taxpayers but such as they concede, and denouncing 
in their memorial to this House the Representative who, by consti­
tutional methods under the rules of the House, seeks to lift some 
oppressive burden from the people borne unjustly for years, as a 
"Congressional crank" that ought to be" suppressed," and a "more 
dangerous madman and criminal than the incendiary who fires a mill 
or factory "-this conduct, to say the least of it, is insolent a.nd in­
dicates that the;y are emulous of filling to life the picture of the old 
British monopplists as drawn by Dr. Smith, and likewise of verify­
ing his further declaration, that ''when manufacturers meet it may 
be ex:vected a conspiracy will be planned to pick the-pockets of the 
public." ' 

This commission is their plan. There is not an overgrown pro­
tected monopoly from the Bessemer Steel Association down that is 
not urging the passage of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee has 
expired. 

Several MEMBERS. Go on. 
Mr. DIBRELL. I ask that the time of my colleague be extended. 
The CHAIRMAN. Isthereobjection f [.After a pa,use.] The Cha.ir 

hears none, and the gentleman from Tennessee will proceed. 
111r. SDIONTON. Mr. Chairman, I have ah·eady detained the com­

mittee a long time, and with a good deal of disadvantage to myself' 
in trying to compress in the hour what I desired to say. There are 
some other considerations which I wished to present against the pas-­
sage of the bill, but at this late hour, it being now after the usuaJ. 
time for adjournment, I will not further trespass on the time of the 
committee; but thanking my. colleague ancl the cominittee for the 
courtesy just extended me, as well as for their patient attention, I 
yield the floor. [Applause.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask one question in regard to the 
statement made by the gentleman from Kentucky, [.Mr. WHITE,} 
which. was that we had passed a bill here giving a great advantage 
to distillers. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; and when I desired to explain it the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] shut me off and would not allow me to 
show that the Democratic party is more responsible than anybody 
else. 

Mr. HAZELTON. A thousand times more. 
lli. SPRINGER. In reference to that bill I desire to say-f'' Order!" 

"Order!"] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from lllinois [Mr. SPRINGER J is 

not entitled to the floor. 
1\Ir. SPRINGER. One word of explanation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can proceed only by unanimous 

consent. 
Mr. WHITE. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
Mr. KASSON. If no gentleman desires at this hour to take the 

floor I will move that the committee rise. If any one wishes to go 
on now I will give way. 

1\!r. COOK asked and obtained leave to have printed in the RECORD 
as a portion of the debates some remarks he had prepared upon tho 
pending bill. [See Appendix.] .. 

Mr. KASSON. I move that the committee now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 

the chair, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, reported that the Com­
mittee of the Whole on the stateofthe Union had had under con­
sideration the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the a.Ppointment 
of a commission to investigate the question of the tariff and internal­
revenue laws, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr .. ROBESON. I move that. the House now adjourn. 
J.!r. PAGE. Before the vote is taken upon ~hat motion, I desire to. 

introduce a bill for reference. 
Mr .. SPRINGER. I object, and call for t1te regular order. 
Mr. PAGE. It is a bill to carry out the treaty existing between th& 

United States and the Chinese Government. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I am aware of that, and object. 
Mr. PAGE. It is a bill to r~lieve the people of the Pacific coast 

from the influx of Chinese immigrants. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Take it first to your President and see if he is in 

favor of it. 
Mr. PAGE. I hope that gentlemen on the other f:!ide will not 

object to the introduction of this bill. · 
. Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman can introduce it on Monday. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope they will not place themselves in antagonism 
to the introduction of a bill, so that it may be passed and go to the 
President. · 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have already passed a good bill. 
Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The re~ular order is the motion to adjourn. 
Mr. RANDALL. There IS a bill on each side of the Chinese ques­

tion, and I hope they will be both allowed to come in. 
Mr. ROBESON. Let it stand as it is now. I insist upon my mo­

tion to adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair desires 

to submit a personal request to the House, and also to lay before the 
House messages from the President. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. CHAcE, 
for one week. 

FORT M:1KJNNEY1 WYOMING TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States ; which was referred to the Com­
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: · 
.To the Senate and HO'USe of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for"the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre­
tary of War, dated the 4th instant, inclosin~ plans and estimates for the comple­
tion of the post of Fort McKinney, Wyommg Territory, and recommending an 
appropriation of $50,000 for the purpose in accordance with the estimate. 

CHESTER A. • .ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANsiON, April6, 1882. 

· DEFICIENCY IN ARMY APPROPRIATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed : 
To the Senate and HO'USe of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secre~ of War, dated the 4th instant, inclosing estimates for deficiency in the ap­
pr~riatfon for the transportation of the A.rmy and its snpplies for the fiscal year 
en g .June 3(), 1882, and recommending an appropria8:H~ls.:E~ri_~~~iim~· 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, .A.pril6, 1882. 

[Cries of "Regular order!"] · 
Mr. RANDALL. I have a suggestion to make. It is that the call 

for the regular order be withdrawn, so that gentlemeR on both 
aides-[ cries of "Regular order!"] 

Mr-. ROBESON. I move the House adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to; there being-ayes 36, noes 39. 

CHINESE IM1dlGRATIO~. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill to exe­
cute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese; and I ask that 
it may be placed on the Calendar without being referred. 

Mr. KENNA. Let it take the regular course. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from California has indicated a 

desire that his bill go to the Calendar. I must object to that, though 
I do not object to its introduction, provided--

Mr. PAGE. Then, if the gentleman objects, let it go to the Com­
mittee on Education and Labor. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of the bill 
and its reference to the Committee on Education and Labor Y The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The bill (H. R. No. 5667) was accordingly read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and or-
dered to be printed. • 

Mr. SPRINGER. I objected to the introduction of tho bill of the 
gentleman. from California unless the same privilege were permitted 
on this side. 

Mr. Re>BESON. I move that the House adjourn. 
Mr. SPRINGER.- I endeavored to bring to the ear of the Chair 

my objection to the introduction of the bill of the gentleman from 
California, unless the same privilege is to be extended to this side of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made that objection after the 
referenco had been made. 

1\lr. SPRINGER. I made it all the time. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 

from New Jersey. 
Mr. P.A.GE. I hope the gentleman fromNewJerseywill allow the 

gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. WILLIS,] my colleague, [Mr. 
HERRY,] and all others to introduce their bills. 

Mr. RO DESON. I will yield to the gentleman from Kentucky pro­
vided he will consent to allow them all to go at once to the Calen­
dar; but I object to any attempt to crowd us out in order that they 
may como in. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New Jersey, that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will yield to the gentleman from Kentucky for 
the introduction of his bill on the condition that not only his bill but 
that of the ~entleman from California [Mr. PAGE] shall take the 
direction which the gentleman from California asked. 

Mr. RANDALL. Wemadenocondition; and wewantto betreated 
in the same manner that we treated the gentleman from California . 

Mr. SPRINGER. The House knows very well that I objected to 
the introduction of the bill of the gentleman from California [Mr. 
PAGE,] unless all bills on the same subject were permitted to be 
introduced; and I so stated at the time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state again to the gentleman from 
Illinois that it took great pains to ask the House whether there was 
objection to the introduction and reference of the bill of the gentle­
man from California; and there was none. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I kept saying "I object;" but the Chair could 
not hear me. 

Mr. RANDALL. We allowed the bill of the gentleman from Cali­
fornia [Mr. PAGE] to come in because we supposed the same priv­
ile*e would be allowed to gentlemen on this side. 

'I he SPEAKER. That was addressed to members on the floor, not 
to the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was so understood on the floor. . 
The SPEAKER. With that the Chair ha-s nothing to do. 
Mr. BRIGGS. Is it in order to introduce any bill except by unani-

mous consent f 
The SPEAKER. It is not. 
Mr. BRIGGS. Then I shall object. 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentlemen on the other side got their bills 

in, and now they object to ours. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. ROBESON, that the 

House a-djourn, it was not agreed to. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, ir.ttroduced a bill (H. R. Ne. 
5668) to regulate, limit, and suspend the immigration of Chinese la­
borers to the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to 
be printed. 

IM1dlGRATION. 

Mr. VANVOORHIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill(H. R. 
No. 5669) to regulate immigration; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. · 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. BERRY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. Yo. 
5670) to execute certain treaty stipulations relating .to Chinese; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW MEXICO PRIVATE LAND CLAIM. 

Mr. HAZELTON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee en 
Private Land Clailrul, reported, as a substitute for House bil!l No. 
2189, a bill (H. R. No. 5671) to confirm a certain private land claim 
in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PLEASANT W. FORTNER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5672) to remove the charge of desertion aCYainst Pleasant W. 
Fortner from the records in the Adjutant-Genera:Ps Office; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL V. ADAMS. 

Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5673) to pay Samuel V. Adams for arrears of pension; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD BELLOWS. 
Mr. RAY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5674) 

for the relief of Edward Bellows; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WI~1o\riFRED SAMS. 

lli. PETTIBONE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5675) granting a pension to Winnifred Sams; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH B. HALE. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No.5676) granting a pension to Jeremiah B. Hale; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH TIPTON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 

I 
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(H. ;R. No. 5677) grantin~ a pension to Elizabeth Tipton; which was 
read a first and second t1me, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN JEFFRIES. 
Mr. KASSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

5678) ·granting a pension to Benjamin Jeffries; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HUGH O'NEIL. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 5679) granting a pension to Hugh O'Neil; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move the House do now adjourn. 
Several MEMBERS. Oh, no; do not insist on that now. Let us 

intrgduce our bills. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I do not insist on my motion to adjourn against 

gentlemen who wish to introduce bills for reference. 
JOHN FRASER. 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 6680) for the relief of John Fraser; which was read a first and 
second time. 
• Mr. DUNNELL moved that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. That bill should not be referred to the Commit­
tee on Public Building and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. It seems it should go to the Committee on 
Claims. 
· Mr. DUNNELL. A similar bill was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds in the Senate. 
. Mr. RANDALL. But this is not the Senate. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It relates to the building for the Bureau of En­
graving and Printing. Mr. Frazer was the acting architect. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think under our rules this bill should be referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. It evidently belongs to the Committee on Claims. 
The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 

be printed. 
PADUCAH, KENTUCKY, A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, presented the 
following memorial ; which was referred to the Committee on Com­
merce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD : 
To the honorable Senate and House of Rq>reamtativea, Washington, D. 0.: 

The citizens of Paducah, through the undersigned committee, appointed by the 
president of the Paducah Board of Trade, respectfully/ray that Paducah, Ken­
tuckyhbe made a port of delivery, and in support of sai prayer beg leave to offer 
the fo owing statement of factlil: 

That Paducah, Kentucky, a city of some fifteen thousand inhabitants, is situated 
on the Ohio River, some fifty miles above Cairo, illinois, at the confluence of the 
Tennessee and Ohio Rivers, and but twelve miles below the mouth of the Cumber­
land River, and is admitted by all river and steamboat men to be the finest harbor 
between Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, and New Orleans, Louisiana. 

STEAMBOAT INTERESTS. 

The number of boats makinu regular landings at Pa-ducah are 30, as follows: 11 
steamers in New Orleans and ihncmnati line, with capacity from 1,300 to 2,000 tons 
each; 5 steamers in Memphis and Ciil.cinnatiline, capacity from 600 to 900 tons each; 
7 steamers in Pittsburgh and Saint Louis line, capacity from 900 to 1, 700 tous each; 
2 steamers in Nashville, Tennessee, and Cairo (lliiriois) line, capacity 400 tons 
each; 2 steamers in Cincinnati and Florence (Alabama) line, capacity from 600 to 
750 tons each; 1 steamer in Evansville (Indiana) and Floreuce (Alabama) line, ca­
pacity 500 tons ; 1 steamer daily from Paducah to Metropolis, illinois, capacity 200 
tons; 1 steamer from Paducah to Saint Louis, Missouri, capacity 600 tons. 

Besides the above there is a daily line of packets plying between this place and 
Evansville, Indiana; also a daily line from Paducah to Cairo, illinois, and 1 boat 
of 400 tons burden, making regular trips between Paducah, Kentucky, and Flor­
ence, Alabama; and in addition many tow-boats are coustantly landing at this port 
for stores, fuel , and repairs, and for the purpos~ of delivering coal and iron, and 
towing to other ports, lumber, staves, timber brick, &c. From three to five tow­
boats are almost constantly employed in this harbor doing job work. Citizens of 
Paducah own and are largely interested in seven steamboats and their tow-boats 
and tugs having a combined capa~ity of 4,000 tons. . 

SHIP DUU.DIYG. 

Paducah has one of the largest marine ways on the river, with capacity to ac­
commodate almost any number and size of boats, and on account of the advantages 
and facilities which this port affords, many steamboats from other points come here 
during the summer and fall for extensive repairs; and in view ofthisfa.ct it would 
be more convenient and less expensive both to owners and the Government if these 
boats could be inspected, licensed, and enrolled here. As it is now, boats are often 
detained here for days to wait for inspectors and custom-house officials to come 
from other places. Many owners of boats, who are not residents of Paducah, are 
anxious that it should be made a port of delivery. Fully seventy-five licensed 
steamboat officers reside in Paducah, and from three to four hundred other persons 
~mployed in the river services make this place their home. We have from three 
to five boats built here ea{)h year, making an average of from 600 to 800 tons per 
year. A new ship-yard company ha.s ,just been formed here; grounds and ma­
chinery have been purchased, and in a. few months we expect to nave in full opera­
tion a ship-yard with capacity to tura out from ten to fifteen boats each year, with 
capacity of from 200 to 1,200 funs each. 

TOBACCO AND WHISKY TRADE. 

In addition to the above we find, UJ><>n inquiry and examination of the books of 
the wholesale liquor dealers of this c1ty, the quantity of foreign or imported spirits 
brou aht to this place and sold last year to be 40)e00 gallons, customs duties on all 
of wiilch should be paid at this pla~e, besides a large quantity of other imported 

goods brought to this place by the hardware, queensware, and wholesale dry 
goods merchants, which is estimated to amount to $25,000 per annum. 

To ~ve you a more specific idea of the commerce of Paducah we present the 
followmg statistics of the trade for 1881 : 
Number of gallons of spirits sold during 1881. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . 725, 308 
At average coat $2 per gallon ....................................... $1,450,616 00 
Number liogsheads tobacco sold in Paducah during last six years... 110,515 
Average number pounds per hogshead, I. 800; total................. 1!18, 919, 000 
Average cost, 8 cents per pound ... ............................... .. $15, 913,520 00 
Average number of hogsheads sold each year...... . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . 18, 419 
.Average number pounds per hogshead, 1, 800.. ... . ... . . . . . . . . ...• .. 33,154,200 
Average coat, 8 cents per pouna. ... ................................. $2, 652, 336 00 
Rehandling houses in operation last year. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . . . . . . 15 
Number hogsheads rehandled....................................... 2, 800 
Average number pounds per hogshead, 1, 800.................... • . . 5, 040, 000 
Average cost~ 8 cents per J?OunCf...... . . . . . . .. .. . .. .. • .. .. .. . . . . . .. . $403, 200 00 
Number of men employed m the tobacco interests.................. 225 
Average cost per man per day, $1.50; total .. .............. .... : .... $337. 50 
Total cost per year. .. . . . .. .. .. . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. .. . .. .. . . . . . .. .. . .. .. . . $105, 637 50 
The total trade in whisky and tobaccoduringtheyear 1881amounted 

to ................................................................. $4,506,152 00 
Total mercantile trade, exclusive of whisky and tobacco, during 

1881. .. -............... .. ................. ......................... $6, 581, 000 00 
Total trade for 1881 ........ ..... .......... .. ............... ......... $11, 087, 152 00 
Wholesale business of 1881 in all branches excepting whisky and tobacco: 

8~Kci':l::::.·::.·::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~: ggg gg 
Boots and shoes .................. .. .. .. .. .. .. . . .. . . .. .. . . . . .. .. .. . 250, 000 00 
Hardware......................................................... 300,000 00 

~~;~ ~i.~~:: ~: ~:::::::::::: ~: ~: ~~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~: :~ ~ ~ ~: ~:: ~ ~ i~ FJ fi 
Flour, hay, and provisions........................................ 1, 125,000 00 
Hats and caps..................................................... 50, 000 00 
Seeds and agricultural implements. . . . .. .. • • .. .. . . .. .. .. . . . . . . . . . . 200, 000 00 
Buggies ana wagons ................................... - . .. . .. . .. . 100, 000 00 
Lumller, lath, and shingles ...... -·....... ... .. .. .. .. . • .. .. .. .. .. . 600, 000 00 
Spokes and hubs. . . . . . . . . . . .. • .. . • . . .. • • .. .. . . . . . . .. . . . • .. • . . . . . . . 100, 000 00 
Barrels, staves and heading. . . . . • • . .. .. • • . .. . • . .. .. • • .. . . . • . .. . .. 50, 000 00 
Leather and hides................................................. 100,000 00 
Plows.. . .......................................................... 50,000 00 

e~~~;~~--~~~-::·:· :-:-:·:·:·:· :·:·::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~: r~ ~ 
Trunks............................................................ 10, 000 00 
Machinery and house-building castings........................... 200,000 00 
Brick . . . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . .. .. • • .. • . . . .. . . .. . .. .. • • . . .. . .. • .. . • .. .. .. 50, 000 00 
Corn-meaL....... . . .. . . .. . . . . . . .. . .. .. . .. • .. .. . • .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10, 000 00 

~t:o~~ b~~~~~ ~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: ggg gg 
Lime and cement, 10,000 barrels . . • . .. . • • • • .. . . .. . . . . • . . . . . . .. .. . . 11, 000 00 

1rg~~~~~:::: :::~:~:::~~~~~~~~~~:::~:~:::~~~:~::::~~ Y: m ~ 
Skiffs, yawls, and 8IIlllll cmfta .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. . .. . . .. .. 5, 000 00 
Ice ..................................... ,.......................... 15,000 00 
Coal . .. • .. . . . . . • . .. . . .. . . . . .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • • . .. • .. . • . . 240, 000 00 
Coal-oil . .. • .. . .. .. . . . . . . . .. .. • • .. . .. • . .. . . . . .. . .. .. .. .. . . .. .. . . . .. 25, 000 00 

5, 581, 000 00 
Total retail tra-de in all branches during 1881...... . . • • • • . . • . . 1, 000, 000 00 

MANUFACTORIES. 

There are 12 factories and 2 founderiea in operation, employing 350 
men, at an annual coat for labor of ................. . ............ .. 

Four saw-mills, employing 200 men, at an annual cost for.labor of .. 
Three grist-mills, employing 72 men, at an annual cost for labor of ... 

Paid annually for labor in manufactories .........•............ 

COMMERCIAL MltN. 

6, 581, 000 00 

$157,500 00 
90,000 00 
32,400 00 

279,900 00 

Paducah has 100 traveling men on the road representing her business houses at 
an annual coat of $90,000. 

RAILROADS. 

We have two railroa-ds running into the city, namely, the Paducah and Eliza­
bethtown, and the Memphis, Paducah and Northern Railroad. 

Number of trains arnving and departing daily: Passenger, 4; freight and ac­
commodation, 8; total, 12. 

SHIPPING TRANSFER. 

Paducah is the place of interchange or reshipment of 150,000 tons of produce and 
merchandise annually. 

BANKING INTERESTS. 

.American-German National Bank, resources .........•••...•.....•.. 
First N a.tional Bank, resources .................................... . 
City National Bank, resources .................................... .. 

$303,787 82 
363,064 13 
522,838 78 

-----
Total . .. . . . .. .. .. . .. . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • I. 189, 690 73 

ESTIMATES OF CUSTOM.S RECEIPTS. 

W e estimat-e that at least 50i000 gallons of imported spirits will be 
brought to Paducah and so d durin.,. the current year. Placing the 
duty on the same at an average of"75 cents per gallon, the customs 
receipts for spirits alone will be................... .. ............. $37, 500 00 

We estimate that other imported goods brought to this place and sold 
during the current year, such as dry goods, hardware, queensware, 
&c., will amount to $35,000. Placing the duty on same at an aver­
age of 30 per cent. ad valorem, the customs receipt-s on same will 
be . .. .. .. . .. .. . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . .. . .. . . . .. . . . .. .. 10, 500 00 

We estimate the receipts from steamboat tonnaae, licensing, enroll­
ing.J registering vessels, licensing captains, pilotS, engineers, mates, 
ana. collecting for marine hospital dues for the current year, will 
amount to... . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . .. . .. 5, 000 00 

Total estimated receipts for one year . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . 53, 000 00 
In conclusion your petitioners beg to state that the new Government bnilcli.nz 

in process of construction here will soon be completed, and consequently there will 
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be no expense in the way of office rents, &c.1 and that all bonded goois can be 
stored in the basement of said building without additional cost to the Government. 

Respectfully submitted. 
GEO. C. THOMPSON, 
J. R. PURYEAR, 
J. C. COBB, 
W. F PAXTON, 

Oommittee. 
Filed and approved March 23, 1882. 

C. H. RIEKE, .TB., 
President Paducah Board of J.lra.de. 

Ami W. MULVEY. 

Mr. JONES, ·of New Jersey, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 5681) granting an increa-se of pension to Mrs. Ann W. 
Mulvey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com­
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOAN OF TENTS. 

Mr. PEELLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table joint resolution (S. R. No. 42) granting t]?.e 
State of Indiana the use of tents on the occasion of encampment of 
State troops to be held in said State during the year 1882, for the pur­
pose of putting it on its passage at this time. It simply provides, 
as will be seen by the readiilg of the resolution, for the use of tents 
by the Government for this encampment. 

There was no objection; and the joint resolution was taken from 
the Speaker's table, and read a first and second time. 

The resolution is as follows: 
Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he i.R hereby, authorized to 

furnish to the adjutant-general of the State of Indiana such number of tents as 
IIl3.7 be needed for an encampment of the State troops of Indiana to be held in said 
State during the year 1~ : Provid,ed, That the saJ.d tents can b~ ~rnished with· 
out detriment to the service, and that the same shall be returned m like good order 
as when received; and all expense of transporting the same back and forth shall 
be paid by said State of Indiana. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third, reading, and it was ac­
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEELLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res­
olution was passed; and also moved that-the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE TO PRL."iT ASKED. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask, M:r. Speaker, for unanimous consent to 
print some remarks on the Chinese bill. 

Mr. KASSON. I understand the gentleman from Illinois asks to 
print some remarks on the vetoed Chinese bill. To that I object. If 
he wishes to print remarks on the other Chinese bill, I do not object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to speak on the vetoed bill. 
Mr. KASSON. I object to that, because that ought to be answered 

when spoken. The veto has never been here. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman seems to be afraid of discussion 

of that veto. 
NAVAL HOSPITAL, ANNAPOLIS. 

Mr. TALBOTT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, submitted a report in reference to the naval hospital 
building at Annapolis, Maryland; which was referred to the Com­
mittee on Appropria_tions, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPLETION OF UNFINISHED IRON-CLADS. 

Mr. TALBOTT. also, by unanimous consent, from the same com­
mittee, reported a resolution in regard to an appropriation for com­
pleting certain unfinished iron-clads; which was referred to the Com­
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BAYSE N. WESTCOTT. 

Mr. TALBOTT also, by unanimous consent, from the same com­
mittee, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3543) for the relief of Bayse 
N. Westcott; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. TALBOTT. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 

adjourn to meet on Monday next. To-morrow is Good Friday. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It will be impossible to pass 

that motion without a quorum, and we have no quorum present. 
Mr. TALBOTT. We will have a quorum then. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I am glad you give us notice. 
Mr. TALBOTT. To-morrow is Good Friday, and we ought not to 

sit on that day. 
Mr. TALBOTT's motion was disagreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BuRRows, of :Michigan, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave of absence for two days. 

Mr. STEELE's motion to adjourn was agreed to; aud accordingly 
(at five o'clock and thirty m.in.ntes p.m.) the House adjourned. 

PETITIONS1 ETC. 

The following petitions and other papers were laid on the Clerk's 
desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWMAN : The petition of ffenry 0. Spaulding, for ex- · 
tension of patent for metallic cartridges-to the Committee on Pat­
ents. 

c • -- ~-- -:- ·-- :4 
By Mr. BRUMM: The pe~n of Rev. M. P. O'Brien, Ron. Jo~ 

F. Welsh, and 183 others; citizens. of Pennsylvania, asking for the 
speedy trial or release of the American citizens held in English pris­
ons-to the Committee on Forei~ Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of D. Humphreys Stoner and 
others, for the passage of the French spoliation claims bill-to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of the master and wardens of 
EscambiaLodgeNo.15, A. F. and A.M., of Pensacola, Florida, asking 
the grant of a certain tract of land in that city-to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DEZENDORF ': Pap.ers relating to the claim of the Nor­
folk County Ferry Company-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The resolutions adopted by the Davitt Branch 
Land League of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, urgin~ a speedy and fair 
trial of American citizens incarcerated in English prisons-to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also1 the resolutions of the same organization, infavorofthe elec­
tion ot General James S. Negley as a manager of home for disabled 
soldiers-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the resolutions of Post No. 115, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, pra~g that a pension be granted to 
Thomas E. Wilson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the resolutions of the same organization, protesti.Iig against 
the passage of the bill granting pensions to prisoners of war-to the 
Select;. Committeo on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of Hon. S. N. Wheelock and 
22 others, citizens of Illinois, praying that a pension be granted to 
Daniel Williams, a soldier of the war of 1812-to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: The petition of Mrs: An,n Brooks, widow of 
Ira D. Brooks, late a private in Company F, Seventy-sixth New 
York Volunteers, for a pension-to the Committee on Invalid Pen­
sions. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of merchants of Boston, Massachu­
setts, praying for the passage of the Lowell bill to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United States-to the Com­
mittee on the Judiciary; 

By Mr. G. D. ROBINSON: The petition of H. A. Barton and others, 
of Berkshire County, Massachusetts, for the regulation of the tax on 
whisky-to the Committee on \Vays and Means. 

Br. Mr. SCRANTON: The petition of Federal officers in the city of 
Scranton, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill for the erection 
of public buildings in said city-to the Committee on Public Build­
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of I. Stirk & Company, 
for a reduction ofthe tax on cigars-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, the petition of C. Heinitsh, for the repeal of the tax on pro­
prietary articles-to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEELE: The letter of J. W. Steele relatino- to the ex­
tension of a mail-route-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post­
Roads. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of Jesse M. Corn­
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of J. W. Bowman, and others, for the establish­
ment of a post-route-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post­
Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of John E. Green, president of board 
of trade, and other citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, for an appro­
priation for the improvement of the Vicksburgh Harbor-to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the joint resolution of the Legislature of Kentucky, for the 
relief of William Preston and the Texas Association, and the est3,b­
lishment of their rights under the acts of annexation admitting the 
State of Texas into the Union-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

HOUSE OF RE.PRESENT.A.TIVES. 

FRIDAY, April 7, 1882. 
The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev .. 

F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved~ 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask unanimous consent at this time to submit the 
following memorial, and ask that it be printed in the RECORD and 
referred to the Committee on the Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River. I do not desire it to be read. 

There was no objectionJ and it was ordered accordingly. 
The memorial is as follows: 

Ron. B. F . .TONAS, 
NEW ORLEANS, .April4, 1882. 

United States &nate, Washington: 
Please present the following petition~ original: by mail. 

TiiOS. L. AIREY, President. 
To the honoralJZe Senate and. House of Eepruentati·vu, Washington, D. 0.: 

The undersigned, representatives of the <'OmmerciaJ interests of New Orleans,. 

/ 
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