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AMERICAN CITIZENS IMPRISONED ABROAD.

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the following message
from the President of the United States:

To the House of Representatives :
I transmit herewith, in reply to the resolution of the House of resentatives
gthe 81st of January last, a report from the Secretary of State, with accompany-
B papers.

CHESTER A. ARTHUR.

ExEcUTIVE Maxs10¥, April 5, 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 message and accompanying documents will be printed.

Mr. N. And referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. It is very voluminous and would probably fill
four or five ordinary RECORDS.

The message, with the accompanying documents, was referred to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. ATHERTOXN, 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 Nicaragua interoceanic canal—to the Select Committee on the
Interoceanic Canal. ;
By Mr. BLANCHARD : Papers relating to the claim of John N.
S mtoBtIIffsgo '1‘11.“&‘21'(’;'1 of t}jil : C. Murphy and others, f
y Mr. : The petition of Henry C. Mu and othe oT.
the e of the bill relative to the harbor anﬁ)ort of New Yrg;'k—
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, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CANDLER : The petition of Nathaniel 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 an
Ship Island Railroad—to the Committee on Railways and Canals.

By Mr. S, 8. 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 Mr. 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. 8. 5. FARWELL: Papers relating to the claim of Albert
‘Wood—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. C. B. FARWELL : The petition of J. J. Green, for com-
E:aatlon for building sold Quartermaster’s Department at Camp

, near Chicago, Illinois—to the Committes on War Claims.

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

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

By Mr. HARMER : The resolutions of the Commerecial Exchange,
of the board of managers of the Maritime Exchange of the city of
Philadelpl_ua, protesting afainst the extension of patents on the
steam grain-shovel—sev.rally fo 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 resolutions of the board of ma rs of the Philadelphia
Maritime Exc_hnnﬁe in favor of a bill for tEa permanent organiza-
tion of the 8i -Service as a separate and independent depart-
ment—to the Committee on Mili 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 Countyand of
eitizens of New London County, Connecticut, for the amendment of
the militia laws—severally to the Committee on the Militia.

By Mr. MOORE : Papers relating to the claim of Ellen P, Malloy—

e Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. MORSE : The petition of Francis W. Howland and others,

to

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

By Mr. PETTIBONE : The petition of SBamunel 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 the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. PHISTER : The petition of Sulser, Petsy & Co. and others,
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. Hanee—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of John 8. Applegate and others, for
the passage of the Bliss bill granting ons to all soldiers and
sailors of the late war who were confined in confederate prisons—to
i.)he Seleet Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back

ay. .

Elso, the resolution of the Legislature of New Jersey relative to
the.exemption of steamers landing u})on 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. 8. 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 appointment of a
commission to investigate the alcoholic iiquor t to the Select
Committee on the Aleoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. G. D. WISE: The petition of the widow and heirs of John
C. .{;)nea, 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 proceedings was read and approved.
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

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, lﬁﬂg a repor£ as to the owners of the land on the
Virginia and M land shores above the Great Falls of the Potomas
River, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on the District of
Columbin, and ordered to be printed.

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY.

Mr. FERRY. In deference to the views and wishes of many, I
move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday
next.

The motion was agreed to.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.,

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have received a remonstrance

ainst the passage of a bill introduced by the Senator from Illinois

(L‘ . LoGaAN] signed by the two chief officers of the Grand Lodge of

ood Templars of Wisconsin, Inasmuch as the memorial isshort and

a little out of the ordinary style of remonstrances, I will detain the

Senate long enough to read it. It isaddressed tothe Congressof the
United States, and is as follows:

We, the undersai , in behalf of twenty thonsand of the citizens of Wisconsin
whom we represent, do hereby present our remonstrance against the &Maags of
the bﬂlmwpemﬂngbefnmthe%pnlbmlﬁtstaam:lw, introduced by Senator LoGAX,
of Illinois, providing that the revennereceived by the Government from the liquor
E:E& bf:n:r?porﬁou to the different States of the nation, pro rata, as an educa-

We believe that if this bill becomes a law it will only serve as an additional
anchor to fasten upon our le a devastating and devilish traffie, which, in onr
view, haanot the shadow of an exense for an exist : ptas founded in avarice,
unholy appetite, and the determination of the devil tomake criminals and paupers-
of the race, for the sake of increasing the population of hell.

y submi
THEO. D. KANXOUSE,
B. F. PARKER, G. W. 8

I retained this memorial in my desk several days hoping that the
Senator who introduced the bill wounld 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 the
memorial be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

The motion was to.

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Texas, praying for
the repeal of ‘318 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 of the College of the City of New
York, praying for a reform in the method of appointment to the civil
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service ; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and
Retrenchment.

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem-
plars of Western New York, praying for an amendment of the Con-
stitution of the United States to prohibit the. manunfacture and sale
of all aleoholic beverages throughout the national domain; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of F, M. Holmes and a great
number of business men of Boston, largely engaged in business all
over the United States and interested very much in the character of
any permanent system of bankruptey that may be adopted by Con-
gress, praying for the enactment of what is ecalled the Lowell bill,
1 move that the petition lie on the table. -

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Charles H. Campbell and
Augustin A, Arango, of New York City, praying to be indemnified
for losses sustained by them of eargo on board the Mary Lowell;
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He alsopresented the petition of Mrs. Angustus E. Phillips, of New
York City, widow of Dr, Augustus E. Phillips, late acting United
States consul at Santiago de Cuba, praying indemnity forthe injuries
and losses sustained by her husband in the discharge of his duties as
such scting consul ; which ywas referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

Mr, PLATT presented the petition of Willism L. Ellsworth, pray-
ing 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, dece ; which was referred to the Committee on Patents.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUBE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPirERrsox,
its Clerk, announeed that the House had passed a bill (I1. R. No. 5559)
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1863, and for other purposes; in which it requested
the conenrrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The measa.% further announced that the Speaker of the House had
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were therenpon signed
by the President 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 indusgrlal exposition to be
held in the eity of Denver in the year 1882,

HOUSE DILL REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. No. 5550) making appropriations for the support
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other
P s, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Appropriations.

REPOITS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr, PLATT, from the Committes on Patents, to whom was referred
the bili (8. No. 642) for the relief of Edward T Walker, reported it
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was
ordered to be printed.

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whem was
referred the bill (8. No. 1614) making an appropriation for the erection
of a light-honse at or near Bakonnet Point, ﬁhmle Island, reported
it without amendment. :

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill

8. No. 498) to amend section 4458 of the Revised Statutes, in relation
steamboat inspection, reported adversely thereon ; and the bill
was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. VEST. Iam instrueted by the Committes on Commerce to
report adversely on the bill (8. No. 1203) to exempt vessels of less
than twenty-five tons on the inland waters of the United States, and
not engaged in the transporfation of passengers, from inspection and
license under the laws of the United States, and to recommend its
indefinite )ﬂ:stpounmcnt.. I call the attention of the Senator from
Florida [ Mr. CarLL] to the bill,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida
desire to have the bill p! on the Calendar 7

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal-
endar with the adverse report of the committee.

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Iam directed by the Committes on
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (8 No.
1416) to provide for ocean mail service between the United States
and foreign ports, to report it with an amendment.

Mr. MAXEY, I desire tostate that thatis nota unanimons report
of the committee.

APPRAISERS AT NEW ORLEANS.

Mr. KELLOGG, Iam directed by the Committes on Commerce,
to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 1558) to amend section 2560 of
the Revised Statutes, to report it without amendment. Iask unan-
imous consent that the bill be put on its passage. It is very short,
and I am sure there will be no objection to it.

By unanimons consent, the 8enate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill. It amends section 2569, paragraph 1,
of the Revised Statutes, by striking out the words “ two appraisers

and one assistant appraiser,” and inserting in lien thercof ““one
appraiser and two assistant appraisers,”

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

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

The title was amendéd so as to read: “A bill to amend section
2569 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to appraisers at the port of
New Orleans, Louisiana.”

COPYRIGHT MARK.

Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Paterts to report
and recommend the passage of the bill (8. No. 1582) to amend the
statutes in relation to copyright. I am compelled to go out of town
for perhaps & week or ten days; and I am desirous to have this bill
put on its passage at once, T ask unanimouns consent to put it on
itla paagsﬁi;a_nnw. Let it be read for information first; it is a very

ain bill
% The Acting Secretary read the bill.

By unanimous consent, the bill (8. No. 1582) to amend the statutes
in relation to copyright, was considered as in Committee of the
Whole. It provides that manufasturers of designs 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
of the Revised Statutes, and acts additional thereto, npon the back
or bottom of such articles, or in such other place npon them as it
has heretofore been usual for manufacturers of such articles to em-
al]oy for the placing of manufacturers’, merchants’, and trade marks

£reon.

Mr, HOAR. The Revised Statutes requnire the copyright of all
copyrighted articles of this kind to be inscribed on the face of the
article. A large and increasing and very interesting industry has
grown up in Cincinnati, Ohio; Lakeville, Ohio; Chelsea, Massa-
chnsetts, and in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, in pottery, vases,
encaustio tiles, and ornamental works of art, like busts and medall-
ions. All these articles are El&ze(l, 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 seerf 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 was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BURVEYOR AT NEW ORLEANS.

Mr. KELLOGG. The Committee on Commerce have instrocted me
to make n favorable report on the bill (8. No. 1502) fixing the salary
of the surveyor of the port of New Orleans. It is a bill of only two
or three lines, and I ask unanimous consent that it be passed now,

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

Mr., 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 $4,500 to $3,000. It isnow §500 Jess than at S8an Fran-
visco and other ports. I hold in my hand a letter from Secreta
Folger recommending that the bill be passed. It was sent here wit
thcﬁ)i.ll. I will have it read if the Senator from Ohio desires. I
apprehend there can be mno possible objection to the bill. Itis a
matter of simple justice. The bill is nunanimously reported from the
Committes on Commerce. ;

Mr, SHERMAN. I do not think it onght to be considered except
in connection with other salaries.

Mr, KELLOGG. If the Senator will read this letter he will see
the justice of it.

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, Itappears to me that this measure
wonld affect other ports; that it would disturb the relations of all.
I think the bill ought to go on the Calendar and be properly consid-

ered.

Mr. KELLOGG. 1Ihope the Senator will not object. Iam sure
if the Senator understands it he will not object.
bi]hl[r' DAVIS, of West Virginia. I withdraw any objection 1o the

By nnanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill. It fixes the salary of the surveyor of
the port of New Orleans at 84,500 annnm.

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

INDIANS AT CHEYENNE AND ARAPAIIOE AGENCY.

Mr. DAWES. Idesire toask the attention of the Senate a moment
to a bill which I ask leave to infrodnce and put upon its passage. I
will give the reasons for it as soon asit is read.

By nnanimous consent, leave was granted to introduece a bill (8.
No. 1654) to provide for a deficiency in subsistence for the Indians,
which was read the first time at length, as follows:

Beitenacted, e, That the snm of $30,000, or se much thereofas may be necessary,
is heroby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise apfnmpﬂ_-
ated, to be expend the direction of the Secretary of the Interior in sub-
sistence and care for the Indians in charge of the Cheyenne and Arapahoe agency
in the Indian Territory.

The bill was read the second time, and considered as in Commmittee
of the Whole.
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Mr. DAWES. Iaskthat the letter from General Pope which I send
to the desk be read.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read.
The Acting Becretary read as follows:
STARTLING STATEMENTS—STARVING INDIANS GROWING DESPERATE—THE PRESIDEXT'S
ACTION.

Major Willlam McKee Dunn, captain Second Artillery, the senior aid-de-camp
on the staff of General Pope, received a lotter here from his chief yesterday, from
which the following excerpt is taken :

“ Fort LEAVEXWORTH, Kansas, April 8, 1882,

1 leave to-morrow for Renn. The situation {s plain, The Indians cannot live
om reduced beef rations. There are 100,000 cattle grazing not far from there.
Rather than starve they will do as we would do—take by force what cattle are
needed to k them and their families from starving, This will provoke Indian
hostilities, which will lead God knows where. The onlylegalact that the military
can do s to make them starve l)eawahly—a maost inhuman service. Some depart-
ment of the Government shonld assume the responsibilities of ssmml ing a few thou-
mand dollurs for beef rather than have an Indian outbreak on alargescale. There
is mo game to subsist Indians in this Indian Territory. Is it really the intention
of the Government for such a paliry sum to plunge the frontier in the war with
Indians or to assemble a strong military force to forve these u.nhapp‘y creatures to
starve in I There will be a fearful responsibility somewhere if this matter
ia not settled now. It can be doneinone hour, Should I find nothing done when
I reach Reno I shall probably nssume the responsibility myself, I had rather suffer
anything myself than to see an Indian outbreak soinexcusable, unjust, and franght
with suﬁa dreadful consequences. There is no reason in it.  You show this to the
Secretary of \\'u:'._

"JOIIN POPE,
** Brevet Mujor-General Commanding.
“ Major Wirriax McEKrr Duxx,
" Washingten, D, 0."

General John Pope left Fort Leavenworth Tuesday afternoon for the Indlan Ter-
ritory to take prompt measures for preventing the anticipated outbreak at the
Cheyenne and Arapalioo agency. ore leaving he telegraphed the alarming con-
dition of sffairs to the Secretary of War, and stated that, unless he was directed
otherwise by telegraph, Lewould en arrival at the scene of trouble proceed to selze
such numbers of cattle from the numerons herdsin the neighborhood as will enable
him to fully ration the Indians. Presidemt Arthur fmtarﬂuy afternoon directed
Secretary Lincoln to telegraph General Pope instrmetions authorizing him ofticially
to take possession by seizure of all eatile that can be found within reach to supply
the Indians, General Pope, in going from Fort Leavenworth to Reno, took one troop
of the Ninth Cavalry with him from Fort tiley and three more troops of the same
regiment and a company of infanjry from Fort Harker, Other forces in the Depart-
ment of the Missouri have also Deen ordered to Fort Reno to prevent the ontbreak
which is so much feared.

Mr. DAWES. I wish to say a word in addition to that statement.
This condition of thingsavas presented to the Comnfittee on Appro-
priations pending the Indian alipmprlntiun bill. Previous to that
the Department had asked for §100,000 to meet the defieiency at this
agency. In the urgent deficiency bill $50,000 was gmnted, but
when the Indian appropriation bill was before the Committoe on
Appropriations the f)epnrtment was very anxions that $30,000 more
shonld be put in that bill. Our Committee on Appropriations an-
thorized the insertion of $50,000 to be made immediately available.
That has gone throngh the Senate, and is, or soon will bs, pending
in conference. It will be very likely a week or ten days before that
bill ean become a law. If the $50,000 which was added to that bill
may be put in a separate bill in this shape, probably it may go
through {'he other branch withont much delay, and so far as is pos-
sible the contingency and the necessity will be met.

It is true that there is a large deficiency at that Indian agency,
and possibly if the authorities there had in the beginning of the year
attempted to extend over the whole year the economical measures
with which the n;:]:ﬂroprintinn act set out in the beginning, they
might have fonnd themselves in less trouble at this moment. Ido
not know how those facts may be. I only know that the Indiansare
actnsﬁ{ in want there, having exhan entirely the appropriation
granted them in the regular appropriation act and the $50,000 in the
urgent deficiency act, and those Indians, who are not of the most

aceable character, are without the rations which the policy of the

overnment has been to furnish them from day to day as if they
were an army of the United States entitled to support by rations
from the Government. That is the actual condition of things.

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the chairman ‘of the Committee on
Indian Affairs if he has any reliable information as to the cause of
this sudden deficiency ! Iwish to call his attention to the fact that
Little Chief’s band of these Indians, probably some three or four
hundred, were allowed to withdraw from the C eyenne and Apache
territory some time during the early part of the past winter; and I
cannot understand why, after the withdrawal of three or four hun-
dred who have hitherto been supported there, there is such a defi-
ciency as is made ont here now.

Mr. DAWES. It is true that two or three hundred of the band of
Little Chief were taken from that agency late in the season, as I
understand, but it was necessary to provide them with subsistence
to some extent, as they went away It!xwom the agency. How much
that drew upon the subsistence for the year I am not able to answer
the Senator Eo'om Alabama; but the deficiency arises, I am informed,
largely from the fact of the increase in the price of beef. Beef is
lnfely, almost entlmlf, the element of subsistence of those Indians
and the price of beef is somewhere in the neighborhood of a third
' higher it was when the estimate was made and when the regu-
lar npl}'mtrriution act of last year was passed.

Mr., PLUMB. Mr. President, I am not going to oppose the appro-
priation of the money named in the bill of the Benator from Massa-
chusetts; but I desire to call attention to something which, Ithink,

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

The appropriation for the subsistence of these Indians last year
was KL')(!?ODD At the time the awards were made for food and for
all supplies, nearly a year ago, the Indian Burean knew absolutely
how mueh of a ration that money would enable them to give to the
Indians. They had before them the limitation which had been pnt
by n solemn act of legislation upon their action. Congress had dis-
tinetly stated that §350,000 should suffice for the discharge of all the
Government's obligations to those Indians. It must be borne in
mind, too, that this is not a treaty obligation; that this is apart
from and in addition to treaty obligation ; it is a gift. Congress said
last year *“ We will give $350,000 for the support of fhese Indians,
and we will not give any more.” It was the business of the execu-
tive department of the Government to bring its operations within
that appropriation, and if there was to be a diminution of the ration
to make it from the beginning of the year,

Instead of that, these Indians were given full rations from the
beginning, as thongh Congress had provided for full rations, notwith-
standing the burean knew absolutely from the moment the awards
were made that full rations could not be given thronghout the en-
tire year. Thusit is that we are confronted by a total deficiency for
nearly a quarter of the year; while, if the ration had been appor-
tioned during the entire year according to the appropriations, there
wonld have been only a small daily diminntion ; not enough to have
made any serions difference.

It therefore appears that the limitation fixed by legislation was of
no avail, Congress appropriates, but the Departments expend, and
they expend in defiance of the appropriation. It is equally true that
every other thing which the Department thonght the Indians shonld
have was bought in full supply, notwithstanding the knowledge that
there would be a deficiency in the food supply. Every bitof calico,
every trinket, every bit of clothing, and everything of that kind was
bonght np to the maximum, notwithstanding it diminished the food
just that much 1t is time, i think, that Congress should have some
control of this Indian question and that the executive department
of the Government should have such control, and such only, as Con-
gress may confer.

There is another very significant thing. 1 have in my hand Exec-
utive Doenment No. 100, in which it 1s shown that for the fiscal
years 1877, 1878, 1879, 1880, and 1851 the Department did not expend
all the funds which the treaty ubligaﬁnnﬂ of this Government required
to be expended for the benefit of these Indians by $28205.30, We
Eiva to one tribe of these Indians §20,000 a year to be expended for

eneficial objects; we give to another trilie 330,000 a year to be ex-
pended for the same purpose ; and both of these sumsto be expended
in the discretion of the President for the benefit of the Indians, Ont
of that appropriation he can purchase food, clothing, blankets, or
anything e{‘se Ee may choose, and yet, while the Department has been
creating a deficiency every year for food, they have been acenmn-
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, and we are eallea
on now to make an appropriation of 8130,000 to make up a deficiency
in last year's supply alone. That is “eating the cake and keeping
it,” if I know anything about what that phrase means. '

Besides that, we have emq}oyal these 1ndians to carry the freight
of the Government. They have been employed by private parties
for the same purpose ; they have been employed by the Army for the
same purpose; and yet notwithstanding the fact that by the means
the Government has put in their hands they have been able to earn
something, they have earned that and kept it, and have called upon
the Government for the full pound of flesh which they had in the
beginning. I said a pound, but I meant two pounds, A soldier who
served the Government for $13 or §16 a month got a pound and a
quarter of beef ‘“’round,” as the saying is, including bone, hide, and
horns, These Indians get two pounds a day of beef, and the hides
are given to them in addition ; and yet, because they are threatened
with a reduction of a portion of that supply, they say, “ We will go
upon the war path.” Itisa little th‘}&;, of course, to save a Tow and
a war by the appropriation of §100, but if we do it this year we
shall have to do it next year. If we knuckle to these people now
and establish the prineiple that the execntive department may pledge
the Government beyond the appropriation, and then let these In-
dians say, “ We will have just as much as we want or we will go on
t%t‘; \;nr path, and compel you to come down,” where is to be the end
of it '

During all the years this appropriation has been going on the
Department has done little if anything to make these Indians self-
supporting. They lean upon the Government stronger and harder
every year for snpport. They are not only idle, but they are insolent in
their idleness, and the condunet of the Department tends to encourage
that insolence and make it more effective. We are acting now under
the compulsion of a dispateh from the commander of the department _
in which these Indians are loeated, saying in substance they must
have $30,000, in addition to aﬁﬂy-tfmnmm -dollar deficieney already
voted, or else there will be an outbreak. This amount of money
can be spared and the Treasnry not be paralyzed ; but it is the prin-
ciple of the thing, in the first place, as applied to the action of the
executive department, and, in the next plice, as applied to cur deal-
ings with these Indians., The Indians will neverdo a thing ‘or their
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self-support so long as we concede to them every single thing which
their distended stomachs demand, and the demand increases with
every new concession. They 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 &00,000, 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 &%t §50,000 more into the Indian appro-
priation bill, making $450,000; and yet the Department says we
must put in $30,000 more or there will still be a war.

I think the executive department ought to commence 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 yon
what you want for the first 300 or the first 250 &aya, and then confront
the Government with the consequences of your starvation daring 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

ating this condition of th‘mif; we are not discharging our
obligations to the Indians as we ought, and we are not discharging
our obligations to the Government in 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 apélropriation 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.

. 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 n.p]p;mpriation extend liberally over the entire
fiscal twelve months; that is, had the already extravagant beef
ration of the Indians been diminished by four ounces per day the
appropriation wonld have carried the Department entirely through
ti]ﬂ] the 1st of July next.

Mr. COCKRE What excuse does the Department give fornot
having made the ration extend with the appropriation during the
entire year?

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 instrue-
tions of Congress, when the amount of money had been appropriated
and was definite, with information as to the number of rationsto be
issned, rather than diminish the ration one-sixteenth per Indian they

referred to issue a full ration of two pounds per Indian per day, and
et us meet a deficiency before the year was three-fourths expired.
I say that in 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 this appropria-
tion. We are confronted by a bloody exigency. %t is a question
now whether we shall appropriate this §50,000 or meet with the pos-
gibility 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 of prop-
erty destroyed, the fault is with the Secretary of the Interior, and
that Department is directly responsible for it.

Mr. DAWES. I think it is due to the Interior Department to say
in its behalf that the amount of beef per day which ]ims 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 bee ynor is the Interior De-
partment answerable for the cost of the beef. They could not meas-
ure the amount of beef by the amount of the appropriation ; the two
had to rgo on independent positions. They could not control the
price of the beef any more than they conld control the amount of the
appropriation. This much ought to be said in behalf of the Interior
Department.

ter the contract was made andafter the appropriation was made,
it is possible that the Interior Department might have involved us
in thisdifficnlty earlier than now by cutting down therations. Some
other policy than that forced upon the Interior Department by the

laws of Congreas] of which we are a part, is necessary before we meet
the difficulties which the Senators gﬁm 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 Che{aune and Arapahoe Indians.

Mr. DAWES. I cannot hear the Senator from Alabama.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama either
does not talk loud enough or there is too much talk in the Senate
Chamber.

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe S8enatorfrom Alabama will allow me, I should
like to ask what 3uastion is before the Senate 1

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

Mr. PE\RRIS. Has the Senate consented to consider the bill dur-
ing the mornini“hour !

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Long ago.
Mr. HARRIS. The nnanimous consent of the Senate has been
obtained 7

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has.

Mr. HARRIS. I madethe inquiry because I was inclined to object
to its consideration to-day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
remaining until one o’clock.

Mr. MORGAN. I do not feel that I am called upon to do a day’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 lond enough.

The present Secretary of the Interior was the chairman of a select
committee of the Senate to investigate the condition of the Cheyenne
and Arapahoe Indians, Hetook with him a committee who were very
diligent and made a very thorough investigation, and he reported
the facts to the Senate and recommended the adoption of certain res-
olutions, which, if they had 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 toalready. Wehave
allowed these Indians to remain there in their virtnal condition of

risoners of war, for that is their actual condition, supgorted by the
&ovammcnt 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 go. There is
certainly an excuse in the present condition of these Indians, 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. .;[m gation is an indispensable necessity to their support,
or else they must be furnished with herds of cattle to graze ever those
wide plains from which they can get a snbsistence. One of those two
conditions is an absolute necessity, and Congress has neglected to
provide either of them. The result, therefore, is that when the 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 sitnation, 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 (8. No. 1655) to execute certain treaty stipulations.
relating to Chinese; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave
to introduee 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.

Mr. 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 (8.
No. 1657) for payment to Daniel Donovan for additional labor and
services rendered the District of Columbia; which was read twice
'It:y its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum-

1a.

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to-
introduce a bill (8. No. 1658) to increase the sa of the surveyor
of the port of Memphis; which was read twice by its title, and
refl to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. McCPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1659) granting a pension to Mrs.

There are only five minutes more
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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 nunanimous consent,
-obtained leave to introduce a bi]is&s. No. 1660) anthorizing the ap-
pointment of a commission of colored men to inquire into and report
upon the industrial, intellectunal, and material pro of thecolored

eople of the United States since the war, and making appropriatipns
or the same; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Education and Labor, -

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by nnanimous consent, obtained leave to
introduce a bill (8. No. 1661) granting a pension to Mary E. MeCon-
nell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit-
tee on Pensions.

FOX AND WISCOXNSIN RIVERS IMPROVEMENT.

Mr. SAWYER 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
40 the Senate the amount of judgments or awards, and in whose favor rendered
against the Govermment, by the courts or by duly appointed issi 8, and
from which no appeal has been taken, for d ioned by the erection of
dams on the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers 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 under the
Anthony rule. - .

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 826) for the relief
of Powers & Newman and D. and B, Powers.

The PRESIDENT pro tcmm‘c. 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

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. II’:I'I:le bill will be passed over with-
-out prejudice. .

8. W. MARSTON,

The bill (8. No. 1035%1‘.0 authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
settle the claims of 8. 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
ithe Secretary of the Interior to cause to be examined and andited
the claims of 8. W, Marston, late United States Indian agent at
‘Union nc{ Indian Territory, for services rendered and expenses
in by {m in the months of July, Au, September, and Oc-
tober, 1878, which claims were transmi 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 Jllsﬂ’ due to him for such services
-and expenses, not exceeding in amount $448.10. .

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

KINSEY B. CECIL.

The bill (8. No. 251) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte
County, Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued ftherefor to Kin-
sey B. éwil, was considered asin Committee of the Whole.

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 sontheast frac-
ttional quarter, (west of Bee Creek,) section 31, township 53, range
“35, containing 19.52 acres, per cash certificate numbered B, dated
April 9, 1862 ; and that Joseph 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 of Bee Creek, ) section 31, township 53, range 35, containing 1.73
.acres, per.cash certificate numbered 38377, dated April 9, 1862 ; and
sthat the purchase-money for these fractions of land is still retained
by the Government of the United States, and the lands have long
since Emd into the hands of innocent purchasers, who have oceu-
ied the same, paid taxes, and made valuable improvements thereon,
aving had no notice that the entries had been canceled until
recently. The bill therefore confirms the enties described, and
-anthorizes patents to be issued for the lands described to Kinsey B.
-Cecil, the assignee of George Smith and Joseph Meyer.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered

40 be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
The PREBIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the preamble.
The preamble was agreed to.

CORNELIA A. SHULTZ,

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 1202) granting
-a pension to Cornelia A. Shultz.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Brair] introdnced 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,

Mr. BLAIR. Without prejudice?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the understanding.

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR OFFICERS.

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 1190) for the
relief of diplomatic and consular officers of the United States.

Mr. OM. Let that bill be passed over for the present.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over.
P. L. WARD.

The bill (8. 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 to P, L. Ward, executrix
of William Ward, deceased, of Norfolk, Virginia, of §2,075.13, in full
satisfaction of all claim for beef and vegetables furnished by William
Ward to the United States Navy, and in full satisfaction 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. If provides for the payment
of §89.57 to Peter Gallagher, of Washington, District of Columbia,
ldg(?}' him in consequence of joint resolution approved Febrnary 28,

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. Rockefellow was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment
of $614.11 to B. F. Rockefellow on his account as postmaster at Cafion
City, Colorado, or so much of that amount as shall appear to the

roper accounting officer of the Government to have been paid by
ockefellow for necessary clerk hire in Canion City post-office.

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

SONE AND FLEMING MANUFACTURING COMPANY.

The bill (8. 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, after the word * dolla.rs{ni.n line 6, to strike out “in ’gold coin
of the United States;” and in line 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 heis hereby, anthorized and directed
to pay to the Sone and Flemin, L{m‘ﬁwturmg Co:?m{:y. limited, of the city of
New §'ork. the sum of ca.ms:rg. being the amount of drawback of duties due to

them on certain tin cans but which were not entered for draw-
bezzlement of the drawback

back within the time fixed by law, owing to the em
faea'gs 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, and 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 (8. 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 readjudicate the case of Albert Grant and
Darius Jackson (doing business as A, Grant & Co. )rupOn the evidence
heretofore submitted to the court in that cause, (5 Court of Claims
Reg;)rts; 80,) and if the eourt in such readjudication shall find from
such evidence that the court gave judgment for a different sum than
the evidence sustains or the court intended, it shall correct such
error and adjudge to Albert Grant snch additional sum as the evi-
dence shall justify, not to exceed §14,016.29; and the amount by
readjudication in favor of Grant shall be a part of the original jndg-
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 rezding, read the third time, and passed.
SALMON B. COLBY.

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 162) for the
relief of S8almon B. Colby.

Mr. COCKRELL. There is an adverse report in that case. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator who reported the bill
[Mr. JacksoxN] is not present, and it will be passed over.

Mr. COC LL. Iobject to its consideration, so that it shall not™
retain its place on the Calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t goes to the foot of the Calendar.

NATIONAL SAFE-DEPOSIT COMPANY.

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 152) to amend
an act entitled ‘“An act to incorporate the National Safe-Deposil

Company of Washington, in the District of Columbia,” approved
January 22, 1867.
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Mr. TELLER. That is reported adversely.
The PRESIDENT pro iempore. Is there objection to its considera-
tion?
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I objeet to its consideration.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.
OFFICIAL LETTER-BOOKS OF NORTH CAROLINA.

The joint resolution (8. R.No. 18) directing copies of the official let-
ter-books of the executive department of the State of North Carolina
to be furnished to said State was considered as in Committee of the
Whole. It proposes to direet the Secretary of War to cause to be
made out duly-eertified copies of the official letter-books of the ex-
ecntive department of the State of North Carolina, now in the War
Department, and to be delivered to the governor of North Carolina,
retaining 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 BUILDING AT KEY WEST.

The bill (8. 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 (8. No. 504) to provide
for ascertaining and settling private land elaims in certain States
and Territories.

Mr. BAYARD. I think that bill had better be passed over with-
out prejudice. I should like to say to the Senate that the billis one
of general importance for the settlement of all private land claims
in tﬁ.\e 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.

r. TELLER. Before the bill goes over Ishould like tocall atten-
tion to the limitation in the bill that the Government will not recog-
nize a grant exceeding eleven leagues.

Mr. BAYARD. There are many limitations,

Mr, TELLER. That limitation shonld 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. BAYARD. 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,
dciﬁudin%on th ﬁeneral bill.

. BAYARD think they had better be passed over. Gentle-
men may desire to diseuss them.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All bills will be passed over down
to order of business ﬁo. 254,

SARAH M'DONALD.

The bill (8. No. 580) for the relief of Sarah McDonald was an-
nounced asmext in order on the Calendar.

The bill was read.

Mr. MORRILL. From what committee was this bill reported ?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Public Lands,

Mr, PLUMB. I willstate in a moment, I think to the satisfaction
of the Senator from Vermont, the faets 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. All the whereases here onght 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 critici8m of the Senator from Vermons 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 ra.i]:uaH companies for the al-
ternate sections of land on their lines of road through what were
known as the Osage lands, in the Ssate of Kansas. Subsequently
the Supreme Court held, by a decision rendered by the present occu-
pant of the chair, [ Mr. bA\'IS, of Illinois,] that the patents issued
were void, that the grant did not cover thisland atall. Meanwhile
the railroad companies had proceeded to sell this land to various per-
sons, and among others to Alexander MeDonald, and had conveyed
to him by warranty deed. About that time the railroad companies
went into bankrull:tcy 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. MceDonald 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
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uarter-sections of land he had bought and paid for at the rate of

40 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 publie 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 sanetion of a patent of the Government,

Mr, FERRY. I ask the Senator whether the lands are wholly
within the State of Kansas?

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 tempore. The bill gees over.

Mr. PLUMB. Without losing its place on the Calendar ?

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. I think we had better look into the
phraseology of the bill,

Mr. PLﬁlB. Thgrgreambla may be left out.

Mr. SHERMAN. at will involve a change in the body of the

bill.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with-
out prejudice.

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR OFFICERS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair passed over the bill (8.
No. 1190) for the relief of diplomatic and consular officers of the
United States, which the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WINDOM]
wishes to have considered now.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider
the bill. It proposesto 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
deceased was pecuniarily unable to pay the same.

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

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

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 foreign countries, when it is shown
to him that they have not the ability to pay them, thereby savi
she Government from the disgrace of having foreigners care for an
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 if 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 Vi;ﬁim‘a. We have had several special cases
of that kind, and I am glad to hear the Senator say this 1s a general
bill, so as to prevent special legislation h A

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVEilS.

The bill (8. No. 171) in relation to certain fees allowed registers
and receivers was 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 thgz.vmmh-
sioner of the General Land Office, the registers and the receivers on whose account
such deposits have been made s 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 for testimony 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.

Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment which is in terms, I think,
the same as that proposed by the Senator from Minnesota, [ Mr. WiN-
poM,] whom I tlilf 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

coneurrence of that officer and of the Department :

SEC. 2, Thatar:-‘giatm and receivers shall, upon:l]l:gjlication, farnish plats or dia-
of town in their respective districts showing what lands are vacant
and what lands are taken, and shall be allowed to receive compensation therefor
from the party obtaining said plat or dia, ; and said officers shall, upon appli-
cation by the proper State or Territorial anthorities, furnish, for the purpose of
taxation, a list of all lands 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 compen-
sation of saud officers.

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the exact language of the amendment
submitted by the Senator from Minnesota.
Mr, WINDOM. I think the Senator from Kansas, the chairman of
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the committee, 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
verbatim 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 tempore. The question is on the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Sepate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in.

Mr. COCERELL. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, ought
there not to be some restriction on the charges that may be made by
the land officers for these plats and diagrams?

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. Thereisno provision inregard to alimitation on
the charge to be made to an individual for plats. I think that ought
to be provided, becanse 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 exceed ten cents per entry.

Mr. SHERMAN. That only applies 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 n to be done.

Mr. SHERMAN, Fifteen cents would be no compensation for a
township plat.
Mr. PB MB. 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. CSC 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 snch rates as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of the Gen-
eral Land Office.”

Mr. SHERMAN. That will be better,

Mr. COCKRELL. It will then read:

That and receivers shall, u awp]‘ﬂ!oation, furnish plats or di ms
of to p]: in theirrespective districts showing what lands are vacant and what
lands are taken, and shall be allowed to receive compensation therefor from the
Eal’ty obtaining said plat or diagram at such rates as may be prescribed by the

Jommissioner of the General Land Office.

Mr. PLUMB. I think if the Senator will read a little further he
will find it is sufficiently covered by the langunage now embraced in
the amendment. This last provision in regard to compensation ap-
plies to both classes, applies to the application of an individnal and
the application of the corporate authorities. It only provides for
one BE&B 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 wasthe bill (8. No. 311) granting to
California 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sale of publiclands 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 PRES].DI-%NT pro tempore. The Chair had reference to a gen-
eral 5 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

right to have the bill considered nnless vbjection be made. The bill
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 get the very 5 per cent.

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Ohio is mistaken. It is not that
5 per cent. which is here referred to. Itds 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. 1 should be glad to have the bill read and have the
matter fairly stated, so that it may be understood now before objec-
tion is made.

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded.

Mr. SHER.‘EiAN . Iobject to thebill new. I think it ought to be
considered in connection with the other. I have no objection to
California having everything which has been 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
publie lands within their limits as that word ‘‘sales” has been con-
strued by the accounting officers of the Government,

Mr. SHERMAN. Sales for money.

Mr, PLUMB. Yes, as the term ‘‘sales” has been constrned by the
accounting officers of the Government. Now, there is another sum
in dispute which is the snbject 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 sold within the
meaning of the act of admission. But this bill does not assume to enter
into that question at all. It simply puts California on the footin,
never denied to Kansas and Nebraska and the other States uam
gives 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 eﬁuity why California should have
this )}rivilage extended to her thatdid not apgly 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 eontroversy in Sen-
ate bill No. 67, which has been reported and will be bronght before
the Senate in a few days. It simply puts California on the same
footing on which these other States nndeniably stand without any
question or controversy as to what she should receive, and gives her
only 5 per cent. on the cash sales of publie land within her limits.

Mr. SHERMAN. There is noreport with thisbill; there is no way
in which we can ascertain the exact facts. Five per cent. of all the
land granted for various ﬁurposea by 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,

'Zl'}.u?:l PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over withount
prejudice,

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that.

Mr. FARLEY. And retain its place on the Calendar where it
now is.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1If it is passed over without preju-
dice that is the effect. P

Mr. SHE 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,

r. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I shounld 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 (8. No. 390) to amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposestoamend
section 3362, as amended by the act of March 1, 15879, br-r inserting,
after the words ““ or for export,” and before the words ‘‘under suc
msg':tions,” in the second provision of the section, the following
WO H

And perique tobacco may be sold by the manufacturer or producer thereof, in
the form of earottes, directly to a legally-qualified manufacturer, to be eut or
gmulated_ and as material i e manufacture of cigarettes or smoking-

baceco, 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 reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senate to have the title amended, so as
to indicate what subject is affected by it. I move to add to the title,
“relating to perique tobacco.”

Mr. BfYA_lI't)e . 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 (8. No. 726) granting the right of way to the county of
Anne Arundel, in the State of nrylanﬁ, throngh the United States
Government grounds near the City of Annapolis, Maryland, was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill recites that by an act of the General Assembly of Maryland
passed at the January session, 1880, chapter 165, the county com-
missioners of Anne Arnndel County are authorized and required to
build a bricgge over the Severn River from the present public or
county wharf in Annapolis, sitnated 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
o&mion 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, &ec., 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 change in the location and site of the bridge necessitates the

granting of a right of way by Congress through the Government
unds at Annapolis in order to the free and unobstructed use of

5:; bridge, and to furnish tothe public free ingress and egress to and

from the city.

The bill therefore nts the right of way to the county of Anne
Arundel, Maryland, for a public road through 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 belongi.n% to
the Umtetgc States) to the road adjoining the naval cemetery lot;
thence along with and following the lineof that road to the bridge
spanning the creek commonly known as College Creek ; thence over
and across that bridge to and following the road leading 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 :

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

The amendment was a to.

Mr. GROOME. I offer the following additional amendment :

And provided further, 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 of the amendment that by an agreement
made between the county authorities of Anne Arundel and the anthori-
ties of the Naval Academy, at Annapolis, the county anthorities are
hereafter fo kw;;: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 hatlind, which can be sentto the Clerk’sdesk if any Senator desires
it Tead. : .

Mr. SHERMAN. I auggeﬁt that the word *thorough” is very
indefinite ; let it be changed to “‘ good.” “Good repair” is better than
“ thorough repair.”

Mr. Gl§003 E. I have no objection te that modification of the
amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be so modified.

The amendment as modified was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as 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 (8. No. 862) for the relief
of John Fraser.
Mr. ROLLINS. I should like to have that bill passed over with-
out losinf its place on the Calendar.
The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The bill will be passed over with-
out prejudice.
SOUTH CAROLINA'S ARMS ACCOUNT.

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 1082) anthoriz-
ing the Secretary of War to adjust and settle the account for arms
between the State of Sonth 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-
mitted by Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
Febroary 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. 1
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 be passed over withont
prejudice.

ALEXANDER FRANCESCO.

The bill (8. No. 1278) for the correctien of the military record of
Alexander Francesco, deceased, was considered as in Committee of
the Whole. It proposes todirect the Secretary of War to enter npon
the rolls of Company D, Forty-fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer
Infantry, the name of Alexander Francesco as a private, duly mus-
tered as of date October 24, 1863.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read 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. ING 8. I object to the consideration of that bill this
mornin

Mr, LfORGAN. That bill has been called up on several occasions,
and this is the first time it has been reached on the Calendar. 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.

_there is no question about the facts.

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

Mr. INGALLS. I have noobjection to that course being taken.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with-
out prejudice.

JOSEPH C. TRWIN.

The bill (8. No. 954) for the relief of Joseph C. Irwin was consid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 8
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. Ithinksome brief explanation onght to be given
of such a bill.

Mr. ANTHONY. Isthere a report?

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Irwin was the bondsman of Mr. Williams.
Mr. Williams attempted to fill the contract and was likely to fail,
and Mr. Irwin took it off his hands. Mr. Irwin furnished eiﬁhty
horses that the Government accepted. He was to farnish four hun-
dred and some odd. In the mean time the Government advertised
for horses. He was toreceive $§107 a horse, The Government adver-
tised for horses and took them at the rate of 3135 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 bil‘f was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM L., ADAMS,

The bill (8. 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 distriet 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 case is, It hasbeen 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
Department, December 8, 1864, to take in person money to San Fran-
cisco that he had collected—not to send it by express, but to take it
in person. He did so, and while en route he wasrobbed of the amount
of money here proposed to be returned to him. There isno question
about the robbery. The Government recovered a large amount of
the money.

Mr. HOAR. Was the robber tried and convicted 1

Mr. TELLER. Therobberwasin jail, he broke jail and raitaway;
but the Government recovered a lm-Fe amount of the money, and

t has been a great many gaara
ago, and the Governmenthasnever pursued the bondsmen. Mr, A,
is now an old man and much depressed by thisliability hanging over
him. The committee have on five occasions, after a careful exami-
nation, I believe nnanimously. recommended the passage of the bill.

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

THOMAS J. LEAGUE.

The bill (8. 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 Thomas J. Leagne, 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
J umih:;o, 1866, under contract at the monthly rental of §250 per
month.

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we ought tohave an explanation of that.

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 olose 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 theuse of the premises., The
Delﬂalrtment could not pay, for the reason that the statute of 1867
F‘o ibited the Department from considering or paying any elaim

or rent that arose in the insurrection Sgtates before the le
termination of the war, so that of course he and all similar -
ants are forced to come to Con for relief. There is no question
that the contract was entered into, that the amount o nt was
agreed Uﬂon, 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 SBenate 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 yearending June 30, 1883, and for other

urposes.

g 'II:E: message also annonnced that the House had passed a bill (H.
R. No. 5573) maki.nf ap']:ro riations to supply a deficiency for dies,
paper, and stamps for the fiscal year 1852, and to continune work on
the Washington Monument for the fiscal year 1883, and for other pur-
poses; in which it requested the concnrrence of the 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 (8. No. 1361)
to provide additional accommodations for the Department of the
Interior.

INDIAN APPROPRIATION 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 Indian Department and 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

Regolved, 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 onthe part of the Senate be appointed by the Pres-
ident pro tempore.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICE ACCOMMODATIONS.

Mr, ROLLINS submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the Honse to the bill (8. No. 1361) to provide additional accommo-
dations for the Department of the Interior, having met, after full and free confer-
%ce have agreed to recommend, and do reoummangd., to their respective Houses, as

owa:

That the House recede from its amendment to the said bill.

That the bill be amended b insertég;; in the fifth line, after the word * the,"”
the words * Pension Office and Lard Office.”

And the Senate agreo to the same.

E. H. ROLLINS,
JUSTIN 8. MORRILL,
G. G. VEST,

Managers on the part of the Senate.
W. 8. SHALLENEBERGER,
MARK L. DE MOTTE
JAMES W. SINGLETON,

ngwsmthepartqulfm.

The report was concurred in.
HOUSE BILL REFERRED,

The bill gl. R. No. 5573) making appropriations to supply a defi-
ciency for dies, p::ger. and stamps for the fiscal year 18%2, 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.

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tem, The hour of two o’clock having
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business,
which is the bill (8. 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 count'mg of the votes for President and Vice-President,
and the decision of questions arising thereon. By agreement, how-
ever——

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will excnse me. I wish to proceed with
the bill now, for the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. PUGH] proposes to
address the éenate, and I am obliged to be absent the whole of next
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 tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts
glwh;ﬁ to proceed with the unfinished business, which is Senate bill

0. 613.

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

moment ¥

Mr. MAXEY. I beg the attention of the SBenator from Massachu-
setts for a moment. a maftter of course, on the statement made
by the Senator from Massachusetts that he desires to proceed with
the bill ke has charge of before he leaves, I yield, that he may do
50, a8 his bill is now the unfinished business; but the bill which is
in my charge has been 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. MAXEY. I want it understood by the Senate that when this
igddigposed of we shall then go on with the bill we have been con-
sidering.

The PRESIDENT pro 1 . There can be no understanding
about it; but if there is no objection now, the Chair presumes it can
be done withont diffieulty.

Mr. MAXEY. Ido notthink 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 (8. No. 369) for the relief of the officers and crew of the United
States steamer Monitor who participated in the action with the rebel
iron-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. Pucn] 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. SAiTLSBURY. The bill referred to by the Senator from Penn-
sylvania was reported otnelg yesterday, and the report of the com-
mittee has not been printed.

Mr. CAMERON o? Pennsylvania. Here it is.

Mr, SAULSBURY. It has not been laid before usso 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 PRESIDEN'T pro tempore. Senate bill No. 613 is before the
Senate as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, the title of the bill reported by the
Committee on Privileges and Electionsissuggestive to the uninformed
of a dry, dull subject, but it requires only a partial examination to
enable them to discover its importance and troublesome complica-
tions. No political or governmental power or duty has been more
fully and ably disc in both Hounses of Congress 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 far-reaching in its conse-
quences, and exposed t6 more temptation, and liable to greater abuse,
and watched more closali and with ter suspicion.

The cause of the watchfulness and suspicion attending the exer-
cise of thisgreat 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 in the words of the Constitution of the United
States; that “‘ea¢h 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 be
entitled in the Congress.” There is but one express limitation in
the Constitution of the United States npon 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 for must not be citizens of the same
State, and ** the ballots must name only the person voted for as Presi-
dent, and in distinet ballots the person voted for as Viee-President.”

Third. They * shall make distinct lists of all persons voted for as
President” and ¢‘ Vice-President, and of the number of votes for each,
which list they shall sign and certify and transmit sealed to the seat
osg Gove’ll'nment- of the lﬁlt;ted States, directed to the President of the

nate.

Fourth. The electors must vote on the same day throughout the
United Btates.

5 Fift.h’; They shall vote only for ‘* natural-born citizens of the United
tates.

Sixth. They shall vote only for persons who “ have 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 subject-matter
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, requires that “*the electors of Presi-
dent and Vice-President shall be appointed in each State on the Tues-
day next after the first Monday in November in every fourth year
succeeding the election of President and Vice-President ;” also, that
‘each State may, by law, provide for the filling of any vacancies
which may occur in its college of electors when such college meets
to give its electoral vote.”

s0, that *‘it shall be the duty of the executive of each State to
cause three lists of the namesof the electors of such State to be made
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 and Vice-President,
respectively, in the manner directed by the Constitution.”

Also, that “the electors shall make and sign three certificates of
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all the votes given by them, each of which certificates shall contain
two distinet ﬁ;ts, one of the votes for President, and the other of the
votes for Vice-President, and shall annex to each of the certificates
one of the lists of the electors which shall have been furnished to
them by direction of the executive of the State.”

Also, that “the electors shall seal np the certificates so mnade b fr
them, and certify upon each that the lists of all the votes of such
State given for President and Vice-President are tontained therein.”

There are also specific directions as to the disposition the eleetors
must make of their several certificates.

By the act of January 23, 1845, it is provided * that whenever any
State has held an election for the purpose of choosing electors, and
has failed to make a choice on the day Hrcscribad by law, the elect-
ors may be apfpninte{l 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 such place in each State as the Legislature
of such State shall direct.”

The foregoing is all the legislation by Congress for the regulation
and execution of the power of the States, and of the electors ap-
pointed by them to elect a President and Vice-President of the Uni-
ted States. Mr. President, we approach now the source of all our
troubles growing out of Presidential elections, tronbles that have
after the most exhaustive disenssion by our ablest and most experi-
enced law-makers, defied solution and settlement, and left the peril-
ons questions that may arise in Presidential snceession to the enlight-
ened cngucity and patriotism of the people to meet great emergen-
cies, :Ln rescue our country and Government from revolution and
anarchy.

Where does 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 ?

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-
ate and House of Representatives, open all the certificates. The act
of Congress March 1, 1792, requires that ““Con shall be in ses-
sion on the second Monday in }'ebmary succeeding every meeting of
the electors, and the certificates, or so many of them as have heen
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
lodged of connting the votes of the electors, and of ascertaining and
declaring what persons have been elected President and Vice-Presi-
dent, agreeable to the Constitution? It cannot bereasonably denied
that wﬁem such power and duty reside must be ascertained by con-
struetion, 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 mustalso be admitted that the power and duoty,
wherever they exist, carry with them another necessary and indis-
pensable ‘power and duty, to be exercised as part of the counting
power before making the count and declaring the result, and that
18 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
}:'rln.ce named by the Legislature thereof. That thegv voted by ballot

or President and in distinet ballots for Vice-President.
u Third. That the persons voted for are not citizens of the same
tate.

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

Fifth That the lists were transmitted, sealed, to Washington, Dis-
trict or Colnmbia, and directed to the President of the Senate.
stEilith. That they voted on the same day throughout the United

tes.
~ Beventh. That they voted for natural-born ecitizens of the United

states.

Eighth. That the personsvoted for had attained to the age of thirty-
g :"a wyseam, and been fourteen years residents within the United

ates.

Ninth. That they voted on the Tnesday 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.

I'he 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-
111% that one or more of the facts above numbered do not exist.

‘he prolonged, elaborate, masterly, and exhaustive argument in
both Houses of Congress has left the question of power and duty to
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connt 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) entertain the opinion
that the President of the Senate has been appointed by the Consti-
tution custodian of the Towcr 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 issilent
as to where the power to count is located it is casus omissus, and the
only remedy is an amendment of the Constitution. !

But the overwhelming weight of argnment, authority, and publie
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 ecreation, in the Senate and Honse of Representa-
tives, constituting the Co: required by law, “to be in session
on the second Monday in February succeeding every meeting of the
electors.” There has been some controversy as to whether the pow-
ers and duties mentioned must be exercised by the two Houses jointly
or separately. DBut this question has lost itsimportance in the -
eral conviction that the two Houses as organized for law-maki
are required to meet together to witness the opening of the certifi-
cates in their presence by the Pregident 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 foritself sepa-
rately whether sach objection is well-founded, and report its deeis-
ion in joint convention.

While this most important power and dutﬁ 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 aunthority, the most troublesome question remains
unsettled, to cause uneasiness and alarming apprehension in the pub-
lilc mind that it may be productive of discord, usurpation, and rev-
olation. :

No higher duty rests upon this Congress than that of providing by
law in advance of;f;ruhable danger, as 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. :

Let us establish a permanent basis upon which the ple 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 bad passions generated by our late civil war inten-
sified the bitterness and recklessness of party eontests for supremacy
in eivil 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 peogla of all the States are coming closer together
and begin to realize that they are one people, equally inte 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 Edmunds bill, and
is the work of that able and experienced law-maker and law-ex-

under, the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpMUNDS.] It wasreported

y him from a select committee in 1878, and the Senate after
full argnment. The same bill was introduced at the present session
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] and referred to the
Committee on Privileges and Elections, That committee, of which
I am a member, has given the subject the most patient and thorough
examination, and I am free to say that, in my humble judgment,
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 Vica-?’rem‘dent, that ever was or can be presented to
Con No donbt it has imperfections. It would not be the work
of finite minds if it were perfect. The devilish and mischievous
ingenuity of men and lBal.rt.:eo; may produce trouble not now seen or
anticipated, that this bill has no provision to meet, butas farashuman
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 powerresides solely in the two Houses of
Congress. Thepower of the Statesto electa President and the power
of the two Houses to count the votes are limited and regulated by law,
as before mentioned. If must be admitted that it is the right and
duty of each State to regulate the exercise of its power to elect, ex-
cept as to time, which is given to Con to secure uniformity.
The difficulties in 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
submitted to Congress without any rules of evidence to govern it in
the exercise of the counting power. No bill ever presented to Con-
gress, excepting the one now under consideration, had any provision
as to the evidence Congress was to accept as conclusive or otherwise,
in counting or rejecting any disputed electoral vote. The sole ex-
cellence of the bill now before the Senate over all othersis found in
those provisions for making and furnishing evidence and the effect
of such evidence in the exercise of the power to count or reject the
electoral vote of any State. It has been heretofore urged by one or
more Senators that the power to count existed, if at all, in the two
Houses that met every four years for that purpose, and that no
legislation of one Congress could bind a subsequent Con in the
exercise of uny power it had over the electoral vote. If any ques-
tion can ever be settled by authority, argument, and precedent, this
one has been so settled.

Does the power to count the electoral vote and declare the result
exist at all in the Government of the United States or in any depart-
ment or gfficer thereof T If so, then the Constitution says *‘ the Con-
gress shall have power to make all laws which shall be necessary and
proper ior carryin 1Elinto exeention the foregoing powers, and all other

wers vested by this Constitution in the Government of the United

tes, or in any department or officer thereof. If thislanguage was
of doubtful meaning we are greatly aided inits construction by very
highauthority. Fourteenyearsafterthe Constitution wasestablished
many of its framers, then in Congress, exercised the power without
quesson of binding subsequent Congresses in the count of the elect-
oral vote. And a bill for that purpose was reported from the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary in the House by John Marshall, as chairman,
and on its passage received 73 yeas against 15 nays. This bill failed
in the Senate by 5 nmjoritf, but not for the want of constitntional
ﬁc: er to pass it. A bill of like character was regorted in 1824 by
in Van Buren, chairman of the Judiciary Committee in the
Senate, and passed without a division. This bill was reported from
the House Committee on the Judiciary by Daniel Webster, its chair-
man, without amendment, and never considered by the House. The
bill before the Senate is an enlargement of ihe power heretofore
exercised by Congress in such legislation, in that it compels future
Congresses to accept as conclusive certain evidence furnished under
Btate laws. :

The second section of the bill recognizca the undeniable right of
each State to pass laws of its own to * try and determine, before the
time fixed for the meeting of the electors, any controversy concern-
ing their appoiutment, or the appointmeunt of any of them.” And
makes “every such determination pursuant to such law existing on
such day, and made prior to the said time of meeting of the electors,
conelusive evidence of the lawful title of the electors who shall have
been so determined to have been appointed, and that such evidence
shall govern in the connting of the electoral votes, as provided in the
Constitution, and as hereinafter regulated.”

Section 3 of the bill makes it “the dnty of the executive of each
State to canse three lists of the names of the electors of such State,
duly aseertained according to the law of the State to have been chosen,
to be made and certified, and to be delivered, as soon as may be after
such final determination shall be had, to the electors, and before the
day on which they are required by law to meet.”

ion 4 of the bill requires two Houses to ascertain and
count the votes “in the manner and according to the rules in this
act provided.” Section 4 also requires that every objection to the
counting of an electoral vote *shall be made in writing, and shall
state clearly and concisely, and without argnment, the ground thereof,
and shall be signed by at least one Senator and one member of the
House of Representatives before the same shall bo received. When
all objections so made ” are “‘ received and read,” the two Houses must
separate and pass on the objections, and ““no electoral vote or votes
from any State from which but one return has been received shall
be rejected, except by the affirmative votes of both Houses.
more than one return, or paper purporting to be a return, from a
. State shall have been received by the President of the Senate, those
votes, and those only, shall be esunted which shall have been regu-
larly given by the electors who are shown by the evidence men-
tioned in section 2 of this act to have been appointed if the deter-
mination in said seetion provided for shall have been made ; but in
case there shall arise the question which of two or more of such
State tribunals determining what electors have been appointed, as
mentioned in section 2 of this act, is the lawful tribunal of such
State, the votes regnlarly given of those electors, and those only,
from sueh State shall be counted whose title as electors, the two
Houses, acting separately, shall concurrently decide is supported by
the decision of the tribunal of such State so anthorized by its laws.
And in such ease of more than one return, or paper purporting to
be a return, from a State, if there shall have been no such deter-
mination of the question in the State aforesaid, then those votes,
and those only, shall be counted which the two Houses, acting
separately, shall concurrently decide to be the lawful votes of the
legally appointed electors of such State.”
as this Congress the right to bind all fufure Congresses by law
to accept and to be governed by any evidence as conclusive of the
existence of any fact n to be ascertained in making a legal

eount of the electoral votes of any State ?
The power to decide is certainly vested in each Congress upon

which the duty is imposed of making the count. Dut it is equally
certain thatthis power and duty todecide on objections to the legality
of electoral votes can be regulated by uniform and permanent law,
Preliminary to counting the votes tl{o two Houses must ascertain
whether or not certain facts ne to the qualifications of elect-
ors and thelegality of their votes exist or do not exist, and in mak-
ing this investigation it is certainly competent for one Congress to
bind another to be’governed by a certain rule of evidence that makes
certain proof of jurisdictional factsconclusive. When these necessary
facts are found to exist or not to exist the predicate is made for the
decision of the two Houses, as to whether or not legal or illegal votes
have been given by qualified or nnqualified electors, &nd whether
such votes shall be counted or rejected. Each supreme court of the
United States Las exclusive jurisdiction to decide foritself every case
in which the Constitution has conferred such power. And this power
and duty to decide is just as exclusive in each supreme court as is
the power of the two Houses to count the electoral votes. And yet
it has never been questioned that Congress can regulate and govern
this jurisdiction of the supreme court by permanent and uniform
rules of evidence. The court can be compelled to accept and to
govern its decision of each and every case by certain evidence of the
existence of facts essential to its adjudication.

In seetion 151 of the Revised Statutes of the United States it will
be found that as early as 1792, after the formation of the Constitu-
tion, its framers in Con exercised this same power of establish-
ing a conclusive rule of evidence by enacting that * the only evi-
dence of the refusal to accept or of the resignation of the office of
President or Vice-President shall be an instrument in writing de-
claring the same, and subscribed by the person refusing to accept or
resigning, as the case may be, and delivered into the office of the
Secretary of State.”

The bill before the Senate is a concession never before offered to
the States in the matter of electing the Chief Executive of the United
States. The regulation of the counting power of the two Houses of
Congress by the rule of evidence pro d in the bill contracts its
exercise in favorof the right of each State to elect the President and
Vice-President, and to furnish proof of the result to the two Houses.
Two concessions are made by the bill in favor of the States: first,
that each State shall decide according to its own laws all contests

wing out of the appointment of electors and of their votes for
resident and Vice-President and furnish the evidence of the resnlt,
which shall be conclusive upon the two Houses in counting the
votes and aseertaining and declaring the persons elected; second,
that the votes of no State shall be rejected except by the separate
and conenrrent vote of the two Houses of Congress. The sole ques-
tion for the Senate to decide is whether it is better and safer to trust
the States with the settlement of their own contests and disputes,
aceording to their own laws to ascertain what was really done by the
State itself and its own electors in the election of President and Vice-
President, and for the two Iouses to aceept the proof of the result so
furnished by the State as coneclusive, or whether the whole field shall
be left open as it is now, with the counting power left free, nnre-
strained, and nuregulatexi by any law except the law that demands,
with the death penalty of disobedience, submission to party necessi-
ties to insure snccess.

It may be said, as it has been said, that this bill leads the States
into temptation, invites speculative contests by defeated partisans
that never wonld be nndertaken but for the laws of the State passed
for the settlement of such contests. That partisan majorities in State
Legislatures will pass lnwsto defeat honest elections by providing tri-
buunals to decide contests in favor of the party they represent, and
whether the settlement of the contest is £u! or fair, it the proof of
it is regnlar and in pursuance of the State laws the two Houses must
aceept it as conclusive. This is the substance and strength of the
argument against the theory of the bill, and I am free to say it is not
entirely without merit. But the question recurs, Shall Congress do
nothing, and allow our Government and people to meet the possibili-
ties of revolution growing out of contests that must be produced by
the same partisan spirit that would make it hazardous to leave them
to the States or any other tribunal for settlement? It is not a ques-
tion whether we shall let well enongh alone. Our recollection of the
past is too fresh and lively for us to be misled to the conclusion that
the present remedies for such prospective and possible dangers are
well enongh. What are the remedies for such evils? We know that
dangerous complications have confronted Congress and the conntry.
Dual State governments have claimed recognition by the Federal Ex-
ecutive, anﬁ each has exercised its alleged rights to appoint electors,
and each has returned the votes of such electors to be counted by
the two Houses. One State voted when it was objected that it had
not béen admitted into the Union. Another State voted for a dead
man for President. The same State voted in the last election under
a law of its own, different from the law of Congress requiring all
electors to vote on the same day. The electors of another State
voted after the day appointed by Congress, having been prevented
by the act of God from voting on the lawful day. The character of
these occurrences should satisfy us that they are likely to happen in
any Presidential election. Fortunately for the peace and safety of
the country the votes of no State whose legality was disputed could
have changed the result, however counted, except in the memorable
contest growing out of the election of 1876,

Is 1t reasonable for us to hope that snch contests and complications
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generated by the spirited and determined antagonisms of rival par-
ties struggling for office and honor canalways be settled by the par-
ties interested when they arise, so as to secure the acquiescence of
the defeated people? To my mind it is manifest that it is the plain
and important duty of Congress to pass laws to meet these troubles
founded on the great principles underlying the Federal Constitution
at the point where it needs support, and from the omissions or im-
perfections of which all such dangers have their origin. On prin-
ciple and theory clearly expressed in the Constitution the States are
the sole parties to the election of the President and Vice-President
of the United States. The States are deeply interested in the law-
ful exercise and preservation of this invaluable right. The explana-
tion of the remarkable silence of the Coustitution as to the custody
of the counting power and the extent and manner of its exercise may
be found in the trust and confidence of its framers that the States
would never abuse the elective power, but would always exercise it
in such manner and furnish such proof of the result as to leave noth-
ing to be done by the counting power but to add up the votes and
declare the persons elected.

If there is danger of abuse (and we know there is) why not let the
State anthorities where it may be committed furnish the correction by
its own laws passed in advance? How can such contests be invited
and multiplied by the enactment of laws providing for their set-
tlement ¥ Why may such laws be framed to secure an unfair settle-
ment of any contest for partisan llmrgmaea where such laws must be
in existence at the time of the Presidential election, and where it
must be uncertain. which party is to have the unfair advantage, if
any, of such legislation? All the States now have laws for contest-
ing the election of their own executive officers. Are suchlaws framed
to secure partisan decisions by partisan tribunals to defeat the choice
of the people? If there is no law authorizing contests and their
determination by State tribunals according to State laws in the ap-

ointment by each State of its Presidential electors, does that fact

essen the chances of foul play for partisan urposesi Has not fonl
play been practiced and troublesome complications followed in the
absence of all law to remedy such evils?

Suppose Congress fails to legislate and there are dual State gov-
ernments, each claiming to be the rightful State government and
each appointing electors and certifying lists of them to the President
of the Senate; or suppose there is only one State government, and
the two national parties vote for their respective electors and the
execntive of the State furnishes certified lists to one set of electors,
showing that they were legally appointed as the electors of that State
and had voted for their candidate, and the other set of electors vote
for their candidate and sign and certify their own lists showing they
were the only legally-appointed electors, which return would be
counted if the votesof the State decided the result and the two Houses
were Republican or Democratic, or one Republican and the other
Democratic? Whatwould be the condition and fate of the country,
with the popular estimate of the late electoral commission, and no
law excepting existing law to govern the Statesin voting and decid-
ing and certifying the resulf, and no law to govern the two Houses
in counting the disputed votes anddeclaring the-persons elected ¥

Under existing lawsthe entire business of appointing electors, and
the voting of electors, and the connting of their votes and declaring
who hasbeen elected,or whetherno one has beenelected, and the elect-
ive power in such event is under the entire controlin their turn of the
States, the two Hounses of Congress, and the House of Representatives.
And I am satisfied no Con will ever part with the power of
ultimate deecision involved in the exercise of the counting power to
any other tribunal created by law. The two Houses claim and will
exercise final jurisdiction over counting the votes of all the electors
of each and every State, and declaring the result, and my word for
it they will never surrender their power as such final arbiters. If
there has been no election the House of Representativesmust elect the
President, and the Senate the Vice-President. But the framers of
the Constitution never lost sight of the States as having the elective
power—first, by electors appointed by them for the special purpose,
and second, the electors fmﬁmg to elect for the States inthe electoral
college, then the Representatives of each State in the House of Repre-
sentatives, casting one vote for their State, must elect the President.

Mr. President, disguise it as we may, opposition to the bill now
before the Senate in its substance and material operation and effect
amounts to a condemnation of our constitutional mode of electing
the Chief Executive of the United States. If it is safe and wise to
allow the States to elect the President, it is certainly safe and wise
to allow the States to settle in their own way all contests growing
out of the election. If the States can be trusted with the major
power of electing, they can be trusted with the kindred and minor
power of settling their own disputes over their own action. The
right to elect involves the right to deeide all disputes about how
and whether the right has been legally exercised. the right exists
to settle contests, the evidence furnisied by the State itself of how
its authorities have decided ought to be received by the two Houses
and treated as conclusive. If the State cannot be trusted to settle
contests growing out of the exercise of its constitutional rights for
the reason that the State mode of settling its own disputes might
enable the State in a close election to decide the result o?n. Presiden-
tial election, tell me how the leaving the settlement of such contests
to Congress would not present to the two Houses in the nse of the

counting power the opportunity and temptation of usurping the
power of electing the Chief Executive?

Is Congress any more out of the reach or less subject to the tem
tation and seductive or corrupt influences of party than the States ?
It is far better to risk the chances and accept the consequences of an
election of President by an abuse of the right of the State to decide
its own contests, growing out of the exercise of the clear constitu-
tional right to elect, than to risk the chances and accept the conse-
quences of an election of President by the two Houses by an abuse
of the countin wer amounting to usurpation. But there is one
contingency which must be admitted to be very remote, and that is
in the event of two returns and no determination under State laws
as to which is the lawful return, the two Houses might disagree, and
the State would be disfranchised in that election.

For such a result to happen there must be, first, two returns; seec-
ond, the State must fail to determine, according to its own laws,
which is the valid return; and, third, the two Houses must fail to
agree. Such a controversy conld involve important and dangerous
consequences in the event only that the vote of such State wonld
decide the result. If the two returns were eglmlly meritorions and
the two Houses were equally honest in their inability to agree, whe
is to blame? How can the State complain? It had the rig’ht to
settle the contest and to make the return in a shape to insure s
being counted by the two Houses, and failing to do so, how can the ina-
bility of the two Houses to agree produce serious disturbance ¥ The
disfranchisement of the State in such event could not be charged to
the operation of the bill before the Senate, as the same thing and
more would happen under the existing condition and without an
legislation upon the subject. Sothat the whole matter narrows itse
down to the single inquiry, Shall the bill be defeated because it makes
no provision to prevent, with positive certainty, the disfranchisement
of a State in the ]?ossibia event that the State itself failed or is una-~
ble to determine its own votes so that they could be connted by the
two Houses, and the President and Vice-President elected by the votes
of snch State? g

Shall we take away from the House of Representatives, by the crea~
tion of a new tribunal, its constitutional power to elect in the event
no choice is made by the electoral college on account of the failure
of one or more States to vote and certify its return, so that it could
be counted by the two Houses? How can Congress insure to each
State in every }{)oasibla contingency that its votes shall be counted {
Can it be done by the creation of another tribunal to take the place
of the disagreeing Houses, with the power of final decision of all ob-
jections to the legality of the electoral votes of the several States?
Can Congress part with its constitutional power and duty of making
final decision of the legality of electoral votes, and counting them
and declaring the result? If we concede the power of Congress to
create another fribunal, or to appoeint an officer or department of the
Government to settle all disputes and make a final count of the elect-
oral votes, how does that insure the vote of every State in any pos-
sible contingency ! Suppose such new tribunal, department, or offi-
cer should decide that tia votes of any State were not cast for qnali-
fied electors, or that the qualified electors voted on the wrong day,
or for a person not eligible to the office of President, would not such
State be disfranchised? How can it be any more certain thata
State will never be disfranchised in any election by the decision
of anew tribunal than it will never be disgmnchiaed by the di
gmnt of; the two Honses under the provisions of the bill before the

enate

The only reason for providing against the disagreement of the twe
Houses in the case of two contesting returns undetermined by the
State laws, and decisive of the resnlt one way or the other, is that
the ment would be ecaused by the political differences in the
majority power of the two Houses, and chargeable to partisan influ-
ence, considerations, and purposes. Where can Congress find mate-
rial possessing the extmordinagegnaﬁty of such superhuman purity
as must exist in any tribunal from all partisan feeling, influ-
ences, and considerations? We have made choice selections E'om the
Senate and House of Representatives, and distrusting the pg}v of
such selected Senators and Representatives provision was e to
nentralize partisan considerations by the appointment of an equal
number from each party to the contest; but to insure safety and
establish right and justice in a way that would command universsil
confidence, and forever silence all suspicion of parti unfamm%
other selections were made from judges of the Supreme Court o
the United States; and fearing that it was ible that the imper-
fections of poor human nature had been able to preserve a feeble
existence in the pure atmosphere surrounding that aungust tribunal,
the choice of judges was made with some reference to the fact that
before their elevation to the bench they had been identified with the
two national parties; but taking it for granted that these judges were
freer from possible political bias than mortals in any other position,
the casting vote wasgivenin the odd number of judges. But ﬁ great
truth lias been there f made historic that no tribunal, however or-
ganized, or however elevated, is out of the reach of partisan influence
or partisan considerations, or free from the prejudices and weaknesses
inseparable from human nature. This undeniable truth, of univer-
sal application, accounts for the fallability and uncertainty of all
human judgment and human action, and the instability of all human
institutions. But at last we are compelled to call a halt in the work



2648

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

APRrIL 6,

of government-making and law-making, and trust the balance to the
honesty, intelligence, and morality of those interested alike in main-
taining the best government for the general welfare.

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, against the theory npon which the
bill is based, and also its framaworg, 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 ground that I did not believe any act of Congress would
reach the diffienlties 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 should be
done, and that something radical, so to spea.k, should be done, so as
if possible to put all difficulties surrounding this vital question out
of the way forever, for it isnot to be disgnised that it is the most im-
portant question that can be brought before the Congress or before
the public. My judgment is that whenever the columns of this Gov-
ernment careen and fall it will be on acecount of some of the defects
in regard to this snbject-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 U'nibBH 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 itexcept as to some minor mat-
ters of detail. That was supplanted and displaced by the twelfth
article of amendments to the gonstitntion, which went still further
into minutim in relation fo the exercise of the power of electing a
President and declaring him elected.

It is a familiar prineiple of jurisprudence in our country that when-
ever the Constitution undertakes to determine a power 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 preseribe how
the thing should be done, except as to mere matters of detail, there
can be no confroversy. Indeed, the Senmator from Alabama, [Mr.
PucH,] who has exhansted the power of logic and reason 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 shall then be counted,” there
seems to have been a hyphen or a hiatus of some kind, and the power

was not designated to count the votes, but he insists that by impli-_

cation it is derived from the Constitution.

Ifit is to be derived from the Constitution, and is to be held to
mean ‘“‘ and the votes shall then be counted” by the two Houses,
mothing but the Constitution ean supply that hiatus or the casus
omissus, as he calls it. There are distinctions, of course, as to what
are self-executing provisions of the Constitution ; there are distine-
tions as to what 1t is necessary for Congress to do to carry a cousti-
tutional provision into effect ; but here, in both the original Consti-
tution and in the twelfth article of amendment, the Constitution nn-
dertook to say just what this power shounld 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 sanctioned and may be agreed
to, but laws passed on such a subjeet designating what shall be done
msim;ily mere mattersof persnagion, and do not amountat 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-
elared to be nnconstitutional, and tobe in the very face of the organic
law. But here it is admitted that something should bedone. Why f
Because the Constitution stops short of doing what it shonld have
done. If it stops short, nothing but an amendment of the Constitu-
tion can reach the case, because when the Constitution nndertakes
to deal with the question it exhausts the power so far as any legis-
lative exercise of authority isconcerned. That is as familiara prin-
ciple as there is in the books.

ext, 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, n{;on the two Houses to count
them, the two Houses, when they reach here, are sovereign as to this
wer, and no law can bind them if they do not desire to be bonnd

y it, in directing them how they shall exercise the power, the power
being sovereign in them by the Constitution, either explicitly or by
implication. The law may be passed, 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 say *‘ we will not comply
with it.”

It is precisely as that section of the Constitution which says that—

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its
ewn members.

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

ing as it sees proper, dispenses with those laws and gudges of the
case according to its notions of equity and justice. That cannoé be
controverted. This wonld 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 asthe Constitution first creates
the Senate, and preseribes how many shall compose it, the qualifica-
tions of Benators, 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 election, inasmuch as the Constitution has nndertaken 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 this country repeatedly. In
article 2, section 1, clause 3, the Constitution provides that—

The Congress may determine the time of choosing the electors, and the day on
which they shall give their votes; which day shall be the same thronghont the
United States.

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

Mr. HOAR. I shonld like, at some time during tlie 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-
tieular 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.

hMr't?sARLAND' Perfectly so. I yieldto the Senator from Massa-
chusetts.

Mr, 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 where
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. The Senator, on the other hand, agrees of conrse that there
is a provision in the Constitution which anthorizes the legislation
which is necessary to carry into effect all the powers and 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
connting is an act to be performed in joint session by the two bodies
sitting as one tribunal. But there are two persons present who may
have different opinions—persons who are very likely to have very
strong and powerfnl different biases in regard to the question with
which they are to deal ; and for settling the question when those two
bodies disagree the Constitution has made no provision whatever.

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

Now, if we may say that the Supreme Conrt of the United States
shall hereafter consist of ten members, and that when those mem-
bers are evenly divided the jndgment of the court Lelow shall he
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 heard further, or any other
provision of a thousad that we might make, may we not say that
when these two bodies differ so that there can be no count at all of
the Presidential vote, unless the legislator has provided some mech-
anism to solve the difliculty, that the action of a State shall pre-
vail where they differ, in case there is no dispute about what is the
trne action of a State, and but one return, or but one paper purport-
inﬁlto be a retnrn, and that in a case where there is a dispnte about
which is the State anthority which has undertaken to act, and the
two bodies differ, the State action shall not prevail, and the State
shall not be counted ?

That, if I have made myself clear, is the ground on which this
legislation seems to properly rest, and I desire to ask the Senator
from Arkansas how he distingunishes it from the ordinary case which
provides that when a su]larema court is evenly divided such and such
things shall ba?pan to the judgment ?

Mr. GARLAND. There are two very satisfactory answers to the

‘| example which the Senator from Massachusetts indicates. There is

no difficnlty abont that, and the very question only strengthens the
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argument that I have attempted to make, if I have been nnderstood,
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 vested in one Snpreme Court.

There it stops. Of course when it said a supreme court should be
created it left some person to create it. It said nothing about who
should create it or what should be done in order to ereateit. Then,
very clearly, the legislative power had fo bring that conceived or
ideal person inte existence. Butf see how different this case is. Hero
the Constitution undertakes to say in so many words what shall be
done by way of electing a President and how the votes for him shall
be counted, and the first effort of the Constitntion was considered so
unsatisfactory that it was supplanted l){ the twelfth amendment,
which went on in some detail, as we all know.

That is the first answer to the Senator’s ease. Thesecond answer
is that it wounld not do in law to say that a tribunal equally divided
simply leaves the question where it was before. Thatisan old com-
mon-law idea. That is an idea that pertains to all the courts. In
7th Wallace's ReForta, where that question was first examined by the
Supreme Court of this country, they said simply that it was 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, because here is the Consti-
tution which undertakes to deal eo nomine, in 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
prineiple I set forth that when the Constitutign undertakes to deal
with a subject, no mere legislation or no mere statutory enactment
can complete it. That is the difficulty of the proposition, and 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 being the same
upon which the electors thronghout the Union shall meet and deposit
their votes. That is one of the half-dozen restrictions alluded toby
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 fact presented to
us that the electors of a sovereign State had met and east her vote
upon a day different from that fixed by the act of Congress, The
question comes np every time, is this part of the Constitution man-
datery or directory? And it is a very perplexing question. It has
80 happened each time this has been done, however, that there were
votes enough to go around and no person be hurt by withholding or
counting the vote of the State so sitmated; but as in the case of
Georgia at the last election, where she cast her vote on a day differ-
ent, snppose it would have been necessary to count that vote in order
to elect a President, it would almost have provoked bloodshed again
in this conntry to attempt to throw that vote out. 1t is easy enough
to declare that the Constitution says thus and so, but when yon come
to disfranchising an entire State upon a mere accident or mishap of
selecting the wrong day, there is another question.

I know 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 ocenrs 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 several pro-
visions of the State constitntion 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, threatening, or mandatory, or directory.

All this shows the importance of a censtitutional amendment to
cover this entire subject. I am of the conviction, as much so as I
am in reference to any proposition that ean be submitted, that noth-
ing short of a constitutional amendment can reach it. This bill, as
far as it if incorporated as a resolution to amend the Constitn-
tion, I would most heartily support, for I coneur with the Senator
from Alabama and all others, with the country at large, that this
matter should be put beyond dispute as far at least as it is within
the power of human language to do it. My impression is (and I
did not intend to occupy so much of the time of the Senate) that this
measure simply adds to the difficulties we are now under in properly
constrning and enforeing the provisions of the Constitution that we
already have upon this subject. But if the bill passes and is ac-
quiesced in and enforeed and secures peace and quiet to the country,
no one will be more rejoiced than 1.

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

Mr. HOAR. Iask the indnlgence of the Senate one moment. The
Senate is aware that I am very desirous to have this bill which is
now under consideration disposed of this afternoon for the very im-
perative personal reason which I have once stated. I donot desire
under the circumstances, to interpose an objection to the motion o
my honorable friend from Kansas for a brief executive session, the
reason of which will oceur to every Senator without mentioning it ;
but I shall ask, and I understand the S8enator fromm Kansas agrees so
far as he is concerned, that the motion shall be made to return to
Tegislative session and resume the consideration of the pending bill
this afternoon. I believe thedebate on the bill is substantially 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 continune the executive ses-
sion for any length of time.

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Kansas permit me to make a
report from a committee of conference ?

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

Mr, VEST sulnnitted the following report:

The undersigned conferees on the part of the Senate and Iouse of Representa-
tives, in regard to Senate bill No. 308, entitled ‘A bill to authorize the construction
of a bridge across the Missonri River at the most accessible point within five
mil above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri,” beg leave tosubmit the following
roport :

That having met and duly considered the question involved in the action of the
two Honses disagreeing as to the amendment made by the Honse of Representa-
tives to section 2 of the bill, we recommend that said d t be 1
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 :

** Provided, That the provisions of section two in regard to charges for passen-
‘E‘em and freight across said bridge shall not govern the Secretary of War in de-

ermining any question arising as to the sum or sums to be paid to the owners of
said bridge by said companics for the nse of said bridé‘e.a Ede

RICHARD COKE,

red in

11;01}:&6 Conferees.

The report was concurred in.

DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON,
its Clerk, announced that the Honse had passed a bill (H. R. No.
5(65) appropriating $20,000 for the purchase and distribution of seeds ;
in which it requested the eoncurrence of the Senate.

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

The bill was read twice by its title.

Mr. 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
ohﬂ‘fction to the present consideration of the bill 1

r. 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 hisright; 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 in 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 as 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 npon 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] has in charge,
covering the very subjeect that the Senator from Alabama speaks of,
and this subi'ect too; but inasmuch as this bill has come from the
House I wonld much prefer to have it acted upon, and I will assist
him in glzgatting a proper amendment of the agrieultural appropria-
tion bill in order to reach the point he desires.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none.

By unanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proc eeded to consider the bill. It appropriates $20,000 for the pur-
chase and distribution of seeds, under the direction of the Commis-
sioner of Agriculture, to the people in localities overtlowed who are
made destitute by the present overflow of the Mississippi River and
its tributaries.

Mr. MORGAN. On the suggestion of the Senator from Arka
I will notinsist on my amendment. If I can get it on the agrienlt-
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 of Mr. FERRY, it was
Ordered, That the Tnpers in the case of Henry P. Seymour, William A. Frazier,
Alvin M. Sabin, and the heirs of Percy 8. Leggett be withdrawn from the files of
the Senate.
On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was

Ordered, Tbst.&umimion be granted to Jacob and Elizabeth Sener to withdraw

from the files of the Senate the papers relating to their claim.
EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. PLUMB. Irenew my motion.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of
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the Senator from Kansas, [ Mr. PLums, ] that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of executive business,

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con-
sideration of executfive business. After five minutes spentin execn-
tive session the doors were reopened.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION—VETO MESSAGE.

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, when the vote was taken upon
the Chinese bill, as it is called, yesterday evening it had entirely
cscaped iy 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 nnanimous consent that my vote
may be withdrawn. It does not affect the result.

Mr. ANTHONY. Ishould have no objection to that but for the
fact that it cannot be done. The sixty-first rule provides that an
rule may be suspended by nunanimous consent except the one whicﬁ
relates to a votalgf yeas and nays.

Mr. 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
18 mistaken as to the withdrawalof a vote. No vote can be recorde
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.,

Mr. COCKRELL. A vote has been withdrawn where it did not
affect the resnlt.

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam exceedingly desirous of obliging my friend
from Missonri, and I made the suggestion only. I make noobjection
to his withdrawing 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? -

Mr. HOAR. Does that not violate the constitutional provision
that there shall be a record of the yeas and nays as cast? Thisisin
fact to change the constitutional journal of the Senate.

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwould dislike to violate what my good friend
from Massachusetts might consider a constitutional law or obliga-
tion. If he thinks it wounld be a violation of the Constitution to
withdraw the vote in this case, out of deference to him I will with-
draw my request. 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 paired had it not been that our
Presiding Officer called my attention to it to-day. The Senator
from Georgia had just left the Chamber and I had entirely forgotten
the pair and did not notice his absence,

Mr. HOAR. The Senator’s statement can be entered on the Jour-
nal, if he chooses. ;

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider-
ation of the bill (8, 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 countingof 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 idemtical terms in which it isnow re-
ported, 1 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

fore 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 tc regulate the count of the electoral vote. That coneurrent
resolution contained the provisions in substance which are conched
in this bill. It did not go quite so far, becanse 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
the electoral vote. With that exception, however, I believe the con-
:mniiﬁlmaolntinn adopted by the Senate was precisely the same with

18 »

My colleague [ Mr. PUGH] is a little in error, I think, as to the origin
of the bill. Ihave understood that the former Senator from Indiana,
Mr. Morton, was the Senator who first bronght forward this proposi-
tion in the form of a billin 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 Mr. 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 danger of undertaking to proceed
further without some regulation, amf I am content, if the Senate be-
lieve we have the constitutional power, that this bill should become
a law. At the same time I cannot refrain from expressing the doubt,
which has all the time rested on my mind, as to the anthority of the
Senate and the House in this legislative way to call in the Executive
of the country to participate in the esfablisiment of rules and regu-
Jations in which he may have a lively nal interest.

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
under 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 resunlt in the count of a
vote in a prescribed form. I alsothink I see great danger that might
arise from the adoption of a law of that character.

Iwill suppose that you passed thisbill through both Houses of Con-
gress, and that the President of the United States, following the lead
of Mr. Lincoln in respect to the joint resolution which was adopted
to control the count of the vote in his second election, should veto
the bill ; then in what condition should we find ourselves? Weshould
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 Honses
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 1t was
Elecessary to have a law in order to execute this part of the Consti-

ution.

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

I will not concede that the duty which rests upon Congress to pro-
vide by law for the exeention of all the powers conferred upon any
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 électoral 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 [yur GArrLaND] that the Constitution is imperfect in this
respect. I think it was the intention of the framers of this instrn-
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 regn-
ht}ona for their own guidance and government as they may see proper
to form. -

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

The Senate shall have the sole power to try all impeachments. "When sitting
for that purpose, they shall be on oath or affirmation. When the President of the
United gtateu is tl‘iﬁti 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
Eiven to it in reference to its organization and to its qualifications,

ut not in reference to the manner of its action. One following pro-
vision, however, limits the effect of the judgment when rendered.
Now, wonld it be held by Senators here thata law of Congress could
compel this high tribunal of impeachment, the Senate of the United
States, to receive certain evidence and no other, and to decide cer-
tain questions that might arise in a certain way? 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. Thiscourt of impeachment has aright to prescribe rules forits
own government, and the President of theUnited States has no right
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 atleast 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 inflnence 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 nupon the officers thereof. So
I hold it to be in respect to the two Houses when met in floint. 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 shall pass; and why? 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 wounld be conelusive npon the world,

( and that no court and no tribunal in this conntry could undertake

-~
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to reverse that announcement upon the ground that we had 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 becaunse the Houses in arriving at that conclusion
and making that announcement had violated the statute we now pro-
pose to put upon the statute-book? The very subject itself is far
above legislative control, and it is perhaps a dangerous thing for us
to be experimenting beyond the boundaries of our authority. This
may come back to us some of these times and vex us, and we may
find an occasion when we shonld like to be rid of this law, and we
shall be obstructed in it by some interested partisan President who
will veto your bill when you have passed if, and, unless with his
consent, you cannot count a vote except in the manner that he
desires it to be connted.

I mention these things 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 S8enate 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-
cided according to their own discretion 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 protestationagainst his power to Earﬁcipato in this
act of legislation, the joint resolution nnder which he was counted
in for a second term. He gaid, I do not conceive that the President
of the United States has the anthority to partieipate in this matter,
but inasmuch as the two Hounses of Congress have concurred in this
joint resolution and 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 exaet words, but I have
given the substance of them, and those were words of wisdom and
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 oceasion
to express that opinion in respect of the bill which is now under
consideration,

I will vote for this bill, although I am not satisfied that I am not
stretching my {wwer as a Senator in doing so. I vote for it for the
sake of quietnde and peace and reconciliation in this country, be-
lieving that perhaps when the bill has passed and been si gnmi by
the President, if it should be so signed, it will be a little harder to
get rid of than even a conenrrent resolution; that there will be men
to be found in the two Houses when the count of Presidential elee-
tions shall take place in foture 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 sanetion 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 SBenate 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 sovereignty of the country
is vested in its legislative, its executive, and its judicial powers.
The transmission of those powers from one individual officer to an-
other constitutes the mrpatuity of the 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 has 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, becanse any of these three coneurrent 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 national
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 cencerned.
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 supremacy of the nation. We have Iaid down
as the substantial platform of our y 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 princip{:; 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,
8o far as I am individnally concerned, it will be impossible for me to
support the bill.

. HOAR. I hoYe the amendment of my honorable friend from
New Hampshire will not be pressed. This bill is the result of very
careful and anxions study. A very able special eommittee of the
Senate some years ago reported it verbatim ef 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. BAYarp,] 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 ianguagc, the effect of which may not be seen without
a careful study of the whole bill, is unwise. So that if I
with the honorable Senator from New Hamt];shim in his opinion, [
should not desire to encamber 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 %ft the President of the United States,
out of Congress, to remove to the States, without any possibility of
being influenced or affected or controlled, still less of being domi-
nated, by national anthority, the choice of their Presidential electors.
The naked count of the votes of the persons commissioned by their
States to cast them and the annonncement of the result was all that
the Constitution reserved for the Federal anthority.

It is singular, Mr. President, how the instinets of the people have
acted upon that principle although the method of accomplishing it
which onr fathers designed has not been pursued. They expected
that the electoral co e%a would be composed of men who would
exercise a discretion. They were to be chosen by the States, the
choice ascertained and anthenticated 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 @Ytnte
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 easting 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 counfry to-day are the nominating conventions of the

olitical parties, unknown to the law. All the safeguards, there-
ore, 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 hol(l.i.ni high
national position at the time of his choice. Since John Quincy Adams,
I think, the people have sought for some candidate 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
Iast Presidential candidate; since John Quincy Adams the principle
which led to the adoption of these safegnards of the Constitution
has been acted upon instinetively 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 prineiple that Congress is entitled to
control the election of the President and Vice-President by asserting a
right to go behind the deliberate judicial action of the authorities
createid by the Constitution for that purpose.

It is very bad in principle for another reason. The judicial author-
ity of the State refe 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 particular elee-
toral body can be known with any certainty; but this puts in the
two Hounses of Congress the tem zaticm after the result is known,
when the effect not merely upon tEo 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 take into the hands of these two great
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political bodies the determination of the Presidential electjon. I
should regard such aresult as menacing very seriously the perpetuity
of constitutional government itself under our present existing form.

But I will not undertake to detain the Senafe at this late hour
with 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 myself given careful and, I think,
conscientions consideration as long as 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 to what has for a long time
been my conviction on this subjeet. 1 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 assure you, Mr. President and the honorable Senator from Massa-
chusetts, that if it were possible for me to vote for this 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 %ntter 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 erties of the nation at large?
The point which I make is this, and it is a radical one unless I am
under a mistake, that the surrender to the State tribunals, whether
legislative or executiveor jndicial, it matters not which, of the power
to say whois theelector, the man who, under the Constitution, creates
the President, is an abandonment of the national power itself to that
State jurisdiction. I doubt whether any one can meet that point;
certainly the S8enator did notin 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
bama has intimated. I think that whenever the question arisesand
Con is called upon to assert its inherent power to eount the vote,
it will be so whether this bill is enacted intoalaw ornot. Congress,
representing the nation, will never abandon its inherent power to
count the vote. That is a question which has been debated in Congress
many times and very seriously, and I never yet have heard any lead-
ing Republican take the ground in the Senate or clsewhere in the
country that the power to eount the vote was not in the authorities
of the United States, unless it has been enuneiated on this oceasion
by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts; 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 onr own
party platforms and professions to the people at large. If we have
any one thing intrusted to us as a y in this conntry, it is the pro-
tection of the principle of nationality; and that principleI consider
can be only defended, so faras this bill isconcerned, by the adoption
of the amendment which I have moved.

Now,sir, I think that for a Republican, a man who believes in the
nation as supreme over the States, it is yielding a great deal to sa;
that this section may be adopted and we will vote for it even wit
the qualification which I move as an amendment. Why? Be-
cause it makes the State action prima facie a rule; it makes it ariile
until that rule is reversed, not by the action of a single House of
Con, , but by the concurring action of both Honses of Congress.
I am willing to go to the extent of saying that Con shall be
overruled by the action of the State provided both Houses do not
concur in their action. Doing that, I think it wounld be yieldin
nlto%t;t-her too much to go further and adopt the second sectionas i
stands.

The Senator from Massachusetts says in reply to this amendment
that he finds great danger lest Congress may act corruptly while the
judicial powerof the State may act honestly and in accordance with
the dictates of duty. Why? The Senator tells me he said nothing
of the kind. Then I misunderstood him. He certainly said that he
wounld consider it a great objection, that the action of Con should
be preferred to that of the State because Congress acts n!%z?fhe elec-
toral college has deposited its vote and the action of the college is
then known, and Congress knowing the action of the college may,
very likely from party 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 i.mpm't.iai
and to decide justly for the reason that it acts prior to the casting
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 outeast in the country?
Is it not a fact that the judicial tribunal of the State will know the
action of the electors just as well before as after they have cast their

votes? 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- .
in the exercise of its authority to count the vote ?

Sir, I believe that the adoption of an amendment in substance such
as I have moved here—the language may not be the most considerate,
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
pro 1 by the Senator from New Hampshire, [ Mr, BrAir.]

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 passed.
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fo].luwinﬁ
message from the President of the United States ; which was referre
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ovdered 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 Ton‘itar& and recommending an appropriation
of $50,000 for the purpose in dance with the estimat

CHESTER A. ARTHUR.

EXECUTIVE MAXs10N, April 6, 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 the Senate and House of Representatives :

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the
Secretary of War. dated the 4th instant, inclosing estimates for deficiencies in the
appropriation for the transportation of the Army and its supplies for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1882, and recommending an appropriation in accordance therewith.

CHESTER A. ARTHUR.
EXECUTIVE MAXSION, April 6, 1882

SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr, MAXEY. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of the bill (8. No. 60) ratifying the act of the general coun-
cil of the Choctaw Nation of Indians gi:nnt.ing 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 pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in
Committee of the Whole.

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire now to givenotice that when this pend-
ing bill is disposed of I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the con-
sideration of the bill (8. No. 1572) for the improvement of the navi-
gation of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers.

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, I move thatthe 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'clock and
forty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
THURSDAY, April 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 & moment. I
have a very important joint resolution which ought to be passed at
once. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for immediate action
the joint resolution which I send to the desk. I will explainitina
moment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. IlusBELL]
asks nnanimous 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. VALENTINE. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
Waite] to allow me to introduce a bill for the reliefof persons in the
overflowed regions.

The SPE R. The regular order is insisted npon.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
thatthe committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the
following titles ; when the Speaker signed 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 admit free of duty articles intended for
exhibition at the national miming and industrial exposition to be
held in the city of Denver in the year 1882,
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. BLAND. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to a question of Persoun.l privi-
ley?ia. I desire to have read what I send to the Clerk’s desk.
"he

Clerk read as follows:

Mr, BLAND, of Missouri, based his opposition to the reselution 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 golds 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. Bat I wish to ask the gentleman from Missouri
whether he considers that as a question of privilege.

Mr. BLAND. It certainlyis, 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 doesme injustice. Iexpressed no hostility to national
bankers as individuals, but only to the system. There would be
neither rhyme nor reason in denouncing persons who are engaged in
a legitimate business authorized by the laws of the country.

ORDER OF BUBINESS.

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

Mr. CAMP. I move, Mr. Speaker, that when the House adjourns
to-day it adjourn to meet on Satarday next, as to-morrow will be
Good Friday.

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 30, noes 56.

So the motfion was disagreed to.

MISSISSIPPI CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE.

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a qunestion of the highest
pri vilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. CALKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Elections, 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 laid 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:

Regolved, That James R. Chalmers was not elected and is not entitled to his
seat in the Forty-seventh Congress the aixth district of Missisaippi.

Resolved, ThatJohnR. Lynch was elected and 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 his request in a letter I 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.

Mr. JONES, of Texas. Iam directed by the Committee on Elec-
tions, in the case of C. J, Stolbrand against D. Wyatt Aiken, from the
third Congressional district of South Carolina, to submit a report
Egco;:saending the adoption of the resolution which I ask the Clerk

T .

The Clerk read as follows:

Regolved, 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 BUSINESS,

Mr. HUBBELL. Iask tointroduce a joint resolution at this time
for consideration.

Mr. HUTCHINS. I demand the regular order of business.

Mr. KASSON. Iwish tocomplete the statement begun when mov-
ing to dispense with the morning hour for to-day, and it is this: that
it is my infention if the motion be carried to yield to things that
will not call for debate, such as reports from committees, &c. 1
;_10“; a;adk for a vote on my motion to dispense with the morning hour

or 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
in the affirmative.

Mr. KASSON. Then let us have a division,

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 54, noes 36.

Bo (two-thirdsnot having voted in the affirmative) the motion was
disagreed to.

Mr, KASSON. I demand the regular order of business,

; Mr. ];LACKBU'RN. Will the gentleman yield to me to offer a reso-
ution

Mr. KASSON. I cannot after the vote just given by the House.

Mr. BLACKBURN. I stand pledged tooffer 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 general character.

Mr, HAZELTON. Then I demand the regular order of business.

INDIAN ; APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. RYAN. Iwish tosubmit a report{rom 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 tribes for the year ending June 30, 1883, and for other
purposas.

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

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

Mr., RANDALL. I desire to know whether any of the amend-
ments of the Senate to this Indian appropriation bill are of such a
character as would make them liable to the point of order under
Rule XX of the House ?

Mr. RYAN. None, 1 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 amendments
which I think are subject fo the point of order.

Mr. NDALL. I ask the question for the reason that I desire to
reserve the point of order as these amendments are 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.

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

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think my objeet wounld be reached in
that way. A conference report is privileged. The committee’s re-
port as now presented to the Hounse is open to points of order such
as I indicated. In considering a conference, such point would not
rest against snch conference report. The mere recommendation of
the Committee on Appropriations to non-concur does not necessarily
imply that the House wonld agree to the non-concurrence. The
gentleman will see the importance of the distinetion. My only ob-
ject is that we shall have an opportunity, if any of these amend-
ments are liable fo 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
of the 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 fo bills of this character, and have them brought before
the House on 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 reportof a
conference committee they cannot go to the Committee of the Whole ?

Mr. RANDALL. Not under the rule, becanse 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, to which was referred the bill (H. R. No.
4185) making appropriations for the carrentand contingent expenses of the Indian
Department, ans for fulfilling treaty stipulations wit§ varions Indian tribes, for
the year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, together with the amend-
1’2?[?;;: ;f the Senate thereto, having considered the same, beg leave to report as

They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 4,
5,6,7, E'Y 10, 23, 24, 25, 26, 26, 29, 30, 81, 36, 87, 88, 89, 50, 57, 62, 63, 64, €5, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73,
74, 75, 76, T7, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 00, 97, 93, 99, 100, 101, 102, 108, 107, 108, and 109.

hey recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 2, 3, 9, 11, 12,13,
14, 15,16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 27, 5e, 33, 34, 35, 40, 41, 42, 43, 41, 45,46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 53,
54, 55, 56, 58, 59, 60, 61, 66, 67, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 01, 92, 93, 94, 05, 96, 103, 104, and 105.

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that they have been.

Mr. HOLMAN. Printed and numbered ?

The SPEAKER. 8o the Chair is informed.

Mr. BLOUNT. Can we have the amendments read? :

The SPEAKER. They will beread. The Clerk will first report the
amendments in which the committee recommend concurrence, Does
the gentleman from Kansas desire a separate vote upon the severai
amendments 1
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MrRYAN. I do not desire it.

Mr, RANDALL. Unless we can have the printed bill to indicate
these various amendments, a vote had better be taken separately.

The SPEAKER. The bill with S8enate amendments, the Chair is
informed, has been printed. The Clerk will report the varions
amendments in which eoncurrence is recommended.

The Clerk peported the various amendments np to amendment num-
bered 84 ; which were severally agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Btrike out the words *‘ training school,” in line 176 of the bill, and insert ** in-
dustrial school ;" so that it will read :

‘* For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pennsylvania,” &e.

Mr. DUNNELL. I wounld like to have the gentleman from Kansas
explain the apparent departure from the previons 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 maftter of fact, there is no change whatever.

Mr. DUNNELL. Is there any reason for this change ?

Mr. RYAN. None, except 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, 83, and
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 ’i-agﬁﬂo of said sum may
be used for the transportation of children to and from eaid school.

Mr. RANDALL. I suppose that is rendered necessary because the
increase of §10,000 in t]?e preceding amendment will inerease the
number of scholars.

Mr. RYAN. Yes, sir.

The Clerk reported the additional amendments in which concur-
rence was recommended ; which were severally agreed to.

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 a, to.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas desire the read-
ing of the other amendments, in which non-coneurrence is recom-
mended by the committee

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

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. Onpage
49 of this bill there is certain 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 had originated in the
House on the ground of their being new and independent legislation,
and not simply appropriations to carry ont existing laws {

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 it at all.

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that Rule XX be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Any t 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 Hounse 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 of the Whole.

Mr. RANDALL. In the line of the inquiry of my friend from 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? 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 ecan be made
wonld 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 appropriates money that amend-
ment must be considered in Committee of the Whole. But that was
not the point I desired to present. It was this: whether if the Sen-
ate puts indegendent and new legislation on an appropriation bill it
is subject to the point of order in the House that it isnew legislation ?
1 was not making the point of order; I was merely submitting a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it has made all the answer it
can make now to the gentleman’s inquiry. It is under 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
H}hicl; are new legislation and carry an appropriation to execute

hem

The SPEAKER. Rule XX Emﬁd% for a point of order against a
Senate amendment, if it makes an appropriation, that it 11 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 israised. The gen-
tleman from Indiana only made the point in the form of a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. And the Chairwould rather not decide the ques-
tion absolutely now.

Mr. RANDALL. I wish tosay, however, if the Senate have intro-
duced new legislation into the Dbill and have provided for an appro-
priation to execute that new legislation, the same proposition if
1t had been originally offered in the House must have been considered
in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union under
the rule ; and such an amendment comes therefore as a Senate amend-
ment within the range of Rule XX. But I do not myself make the
point of order.

I want, however, fo ask the gentleman from Kansas a question:
E‘l)l“; much in the aggregate do the Senate amendments increase the

i

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-coneurrence ?

Mr. RYAN. I donot think we have recommended concurrence in
anything that increases the original bill at all.

Mr, ALL. 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.

Mr. 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.

Mr. 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
suthorizing 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 qlilwstion that may properly arise in the
committee of conference—whether it is mot better and far more
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 ?

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

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit to the gentleman from Kamsas that the
bringing of these Indians from various tribes to a particular point
for edncational 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 wonld inquire of the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. RYyax] whether any amendment of the Senate to this bill changes
the appropriation made by the bill as it passéd the House for the
Indian Peace commission, as it is commonly called ?

Mr. RYAN. It reduces the sum appropriated by the House by
either $400 or $600. I now ask that the report of the Committee on
A],)I}:mpriatioua be adopted.

he SPEAKER. The question is upon non-conenrring in the sev-
eral amendments of the Senate as recommended by the Committee on
Appropriations.
he 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. Allow me toexplain amoment. I want tointroducea
bill to earry into effect the treaty between the United States and China.

Mr. SPRINGER. We have passed one bill for that purpose, which
has been vetoed by the President and the Chinese minister.

Mr. PAGE. I want to introduce such a bill.

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that bill.

Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. MORSE, and others objected.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

Mr. 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 ?

DEFICIENCY FOR DIES, STAMPS, ETC.

Mr, HISCOCK. I believe it is a privileged report. I want to re-
port back a bill which was recommitted to the Committee on Appro-
priations the other day. It is House bill No, 5573, making appro-
Eriations to supply a deficiency for dies, paper, and stamps for the

scal year 1882, and to continue work on the Washington Monument

for the fiscal year 1853,
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Mr. RANDALL. That is not a privile, report, for it is not one
of the general appropriation bills. I will not object to it, however,
and wﬁl withdraw my demand for the regnlar order as against that
bill.

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose there will be no objection to consider-
ing the bill at this time. I ask consent that it may be considered in
the 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, d¢., That there ia hereby aj riated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the foﬁpomg sums for the purposes herein-
after mentioned :

For dies, paper, and stamps, $170,000, being a deficiency for the service 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 e t:
with the manufacture of paper and the prodnction of stamps, and their custody
and care.

For marble, granite, iron frame-work, machinery, tools, labor, office e "
and for each and avaw connected with t?::y completion of the Waaﬁgmn
Monument, 150,000, g 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 e
transportation, examination, counting, and delivery, being a deficiency for the
fiscal year 1882, $25,000.

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman should make some ex-
planation of that amendment, and after that I shall ask some explana-
tion in regard to the deficiency of $170,000.

Mr, 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, TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
ashington, D. 0., November 1, 1881.

Smit: Ihave the honor to state that in submitting an estimate in 1880 of the
amount of appropriation required for distinctive paper for United States notes,
silver certificates, and other securities for the fi year ending June 30, 1882, the
amount was stated at $81,000 which would be required for the purchase of ten mill-
ion sheets. In making the appropriation Congress reduced the amount to $25,000,
thus &mvidlng for about three sheets, which is at least two million sheets
less than the amount required to meet the requisitions of the Treasurer of the
United States for United States notes for the current fiscal year.

The hra:omumpﬁo‘n of United States notes is owing to the fact that the De-
partment been compelled, by the limited appropriations of the past few years,
to use the paper as soon as it is manufact The notes being printed on un-
seasoned paper lack durability, and are soon returned to the Departmeat, worn out,
or mutilated, to be replaced at the expense of the Government.

In view of these facts it would seem to be a measure of economy to use only
seasoned pam in pr\!p&l‘inbge United States securities. I therefore respectfully
recommend t Congress reﬂn&stml to make an additional afrpmpriat-inu of
$24,420 for distinctive paper for United States securities for the fiscal year 1882
which will enable the Department to fill the requisitions of the Treasurer of the
United States and secure a small supply of paper for nse during the next fiscal

r.
ye?‘ is proper to state that unless an additional npplgpﬂmnn be ted the manu-
facture of distinctive parr must cease on or before February 1, 1882, and the force

at ’ﬂm‘l:lﬂl be dischm
Tes ) :
B i D S T
ns

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. wopiied

The amendment reported from the Committee on Appropriations
Was a, to.

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

The ﬂueﬂtion 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, &e. I
was one of the members of this House who favored the pofl%y of the
printing by the Government of its own stamps, so far as it could do
80, instead of having them printed by outside contractors.

I believed that the Government could and shonld print those stamps
at a less Brica 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 notj]ing to 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 Con do,
that this work by the Government has now reached a cost in excess
of the price which ontside 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.

Omne case was told me where a match manufacturer had to give up
his own dies, which contained his trade-mark also, and was assured
that the stamps wounld be fornished him by the Government at a cost
of only seven dollars per thousand. When he came to pay for them,
however, he was charged twenty-one dollars per thousand.

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

due to all parties that they shounld be dpublicly 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. Iwishtoremind the gentleman trom
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that when he ook the position hedid
in the Forty-fourth Congress upon this subject, I predicted that this
very result would occur, and that tke Government could not pro-
duce stamps in competitien with private parties. Congress saw fit
however, to confide this work to a bureaun 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, ean print stamps more chm;‘)lly
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 the
machinery.

Mr. VALENTINE. Now will the gentleman explain the mean-
ing ((zif that language? 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 charged relatively against the cost of
the stamps.

Mr. VALENTINE. Does not the machinery wear out?

Mr. RANDALL. Of course it wears out and has to be renewed ;
but so far as [ am able to learn the estimate of the cost of printing
these stamps does not at any time include the wear and fear of ma-
chinery or charges for rent and insurance. In other words, so faras
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
that which has worn out, does not that count as part of the expense?

Mr. RANDALL. That would not affect the question, because,
whether it is the Government or an individual that purchases the
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 figzures here; I could find them,
becanse in the investigation to which the gentleman from New York
[Mr. HewiTt] has alluded all that appears, I think.

Mr. HISCOCK. I have a statement of this kind: that in 1879 the
eost was $3.35 to §1,000 colleeted ; in 1830 it had increased ten cents
on the $1,000, being $3.45 to 31,000 collected ; and in 1881 it was §3.56,
owing to the increased price of material. So far as I have been able to
investigate the matterin the brief time since my atientionwas called
to it in personal conversation by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it
would appear that all the increase is acconnted for by the increased
cost of material,

The SPEAKER. The bill has been ordered to be engrossed and
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 sEape of a
deficiency.

Mr. HISCOCK. Not at all.

Mr. BLOUNT. As I understand, the gentleman from New York
places the matter in this pesition : that thisissimply 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. Theexplanation 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 distinet appropriation for the next fiscal year,
which the committee conecluded 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 chnryie of the work might
know the sum which will be at their disposal. No part of this money
is to be nsed during the present fiscal year; it is simply an appro-
priation pro 1 to be made at this time for the next fiscal year.

Mr. BLOUNT. I cannot understand the matter as the gentleman
from New York does. Before the next fiscal year shall arrive appro-
ily_rt-liations for purposes of this kind will be made in the regular way.

¢ 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, &e., 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 amonnt 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 purchase and laying down of
materials ; and if it were proposed simply to make contracts to be
paid out of this item, but not to allow t%e 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 reference to the public buildings as well as
in regard to the Washington 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
wonld be in reference to all the public buildings throughont the
country., The gentleman from New York might just as well come
here and propose that in reference to every publie building in the
counntry tLe 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.

yh[r.yEB.SCOCKg ]EPWLH say to the ﬁeutlmmm 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 SPE R. The bill has been ordered to be engrossed and
read the third time.

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well ; Idemand the previous 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 laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the title will be amended
by adding the words “and for other purposes.”

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an-
nounced the passage of the bill (8. No. 1654) to provide for a defi-
ciency in subsistence for the Indians; in which concurrence was
requested.

ADDITIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS FOR INTERIOR DEPARTMENT.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Isubmitthe following privileged report.
The Clerk read as follows:

The ittee of confi on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses on the
amendment of the House to the bill (8. No. 1361) to provide additional accommo-
dations for the Department of the Interior, having met, after full and free confer-
?51‘” have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as

OWR:
That the House recede from its amendment to the said bill, and the Hounse agree

te the same.
T;lat- the bill be amended by inserting, in the fifth line, after the word ** the,”
the words ** Pension Office and Land Office ;" and the Senate agree to the same.
W. 8. SHALLENBERGER,
MARK L. DE MOTTE,
JAMES W. SINGLETON,
Ma on the part of the House.
E. H. ROLLINS,
JUSTIN 8. MORRILL,
G. G. VEST,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
I raise a question of order on that.
Mr, COX, of New York. I call for the rendintg of the original bill.
Mr. SPRINGER. But I raise the question of order, Mr. Speaker,
that this E:Eurt does not, as the rule requires, explain the effect of
the proposed changes in the original bill. i
- 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 pany the report of the conferees on the part of the House
t?l? t{t: Senate bill to provide additional accommodations for the Department of

terior.

?.'I.‘he gr!;ll"gt of this report is that the Honse recedes from its amendment to the
bill of the Senate reducing the appropriation from $20,000 to $15,000, and to
the amount fixed by the & te. The Senate agrees to an amendment as WS
Insert in the fifth line, after the word * the,” the words ** Pension Office and Land
Office.” The Senate in providing $20,000 to be expended by the Secretary of the
Interior for additional accommodations has included & sum suflicient to secure
additional room for the accommodation of the Land Office. The House insisting
upon its amendment, reducing the same to $15,000, distinetly understood that ac-
commodations were desired simply for the Pension Office, and deemed $15,000 suf-
ficient for that purpose. Upon the assurance, therefore, and under the that
additional accommodations are required by the Land Office as well, they receds
from the amendment, and allow the additional sum of $5,000 on condition that the
Senate o, to specifically provide in the bill for additional accommodations for
Pension Office and Land Office, which has been

The adoption 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 inerease. Here is a buildin
costing only §100,000 to put it up, and for ten years, as T understand,
we have been paying a rent for it of $§20,000 a year. I donot believe
it is d legislation to authorize the selection of one particular
building. Let the Secretary of the Interior receive bids for all places
and get the cheapest I)uildiu% y

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

Mr. COX, of New York. Certainly.

Mr. SPRINGER.

done.
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Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Will the gentleman refer to any specifie
building named in this bill? Thereisnothing of the matter objected
to by the gentleman in the bill.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let the bill be read.

b B{E COX, of New York. I understand it is the old Republican
uuding,

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 for the Pension Office
and the Land Office. Hisdiscretion 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, understood 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 distinetly disagreed to that proposition, to
lease the building named for a term of years. We distinetly declined
to specify any particular building, or to intimate we were willin
to give or consent to have given more than $15,000 for that build-
inF. Hence we made our report.

The Senate sends to ns 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 pressing as for the Pension
Office, and having heard fully the statement of the reasons for that
addition, having the assurance of the Senate committee they would
not agree to more than§15,000 for the Reﬂlhlican building, allowing
the Secretary of the Interior, as we do, full discrefion to negotiate
for that or for any other building or buifdinga, wenow report in favor
of allowing §20,000 for those two distinet 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 building at the corner of Thir-
teenth street and Penusylvania avenue?

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. Upon the contrary,it is distinetly un-
derstood that it is not necessarily so.

Mr. SPRINGER. Where is that understanding ?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. This addition to the original amount
proposed by the House was agreed to in committee of conference on
the ground that it was necessary that additional accommodations
131&')‘11 d also be provided for the Land Office as well as for the Pension

co—

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 now 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?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Ihaveanswered 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?

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. Itdoesnot bind the Government for any
period of years. It isonly from year to year. Itdistinetly prohibits
the rental or the making of any contract for rent beyond one year.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read.

Mr. SPRINGER. I wouldlike to have the bill read as agreed npon
in conference,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, de., That the sum of $20,000 be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of
any moneys in the Tmamr%_nnot otherwise ap);ropﬁn.t.od, for the purpose of en-
ahli.l&fnlha Seeretary of the Interior to rent or lease from year to year a suitable
building for additional accommodations for the Pension Office and the Land Office,
Department of the Interfor.

Mr, SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Penn-

:ﬁvtnﬂi? will yield to me I should like to be heard for a moment on
s bill.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. SPRINGER. I am opposed to the passage of this bil} fr this
reason: the Government of the United States is now erecting a large
addition to the building near the Execntive Mansion known as the
State, War, and Navy Department. That building will within a
few months be ready for ocenpaney ; all that portion of the building
fronting npon Pennsylvania Avenune, 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 acoom-
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 Ido
not see any special reason or any pressing demand for an appropri-
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ation of §20.000 for the rent of a new building to give it additional
accommodations just at present.

It has been the custom, I am sorry to say, whenever a corporation
in this eity becomes bankrupt and passesinto the handsof an assignee,
to find the famished creditors coming around and asking the Gov-
ernment to do something to make tgcm get a dividend upon their
bad investments; either coming to Congress and asking usto buy their
old buildings or to rent them and thus save them from loss incurred
by unprofitable investments. Now, I regard this bill, althongh the
gentleman from Pennsylvania hasapparently guarded it very closely,
us another measnre in that direction. It is anotheraddition to what
we did a few days ago when we passed an act for the purchase of the
old Freedman’s Bank bnilding for the Government of the United
States—a bmilding whol]y unsuitable for the necessities of a public
building, but the necessities of the creditors were so great that it
was deemed advisable to furnish a dividend for the unfortunate suf-
ferers of that freedman’s savings institution, Now we have a propo-
gition in the shape of this bill to rent another building at an expend-
jture of 820,000 a year, to increase the Government facilities. Iam
op to the renting of private buildings for Government nse.

e Government of the United States is able to erect suitable build-
ings for its own uses; and there is no such pressing emergency as
wounld require us now to 11:;{ such a snm as this bill contemplates for
therent (ﬂ'an unsuitable building until we getready tobuild one of our
own. I hope the bill will be voted down, and that we will stop this

cions Kabit of renting })r‘ivnte buildings throughont this city
En- the assumed necessities of the Government.

AMr. SHALLENBERGER. I now askthe previous question on the
passage of ihe bill. .

].11-.51‘0“"1\?8111:‘.1\’]’), of Illinois.

im a gquestion
“llrlrh.nf?m‘iLENBERGER. Yes, sir.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman
why 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-
nenditure of §20,000 a year, without limitation. Why was thereno
fimitation by the insertion of these words?

AMr. SHALLENBERGER. They were not stricken out. No such
words ever appeared in the bill.

Ar. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. But the gentleman does not seem
to understand my question. There is, as the gentleman will per-
ceive, no provision made here for a less sum than $20,000. If, for
instance, the Secretary should find that he could secure a building
for o much less sum, he would be compelled, under the lnnpfla'ge of
this bill, to pay the whole amount of this appropriation. He may
find a snitable building fer $10,000, while, by the absence of these

Will the gentleman permit me to

lifying words, he must pay $20,000.
tlﬂ;‘l{r, A LLEN:L’:ERGER. By no means; the gentleman is mis-
tak

}E:'TOWKSHEED, of Illinois. These words are not in the bill:
s gp go much as may be necessary therefor;” and I ask for the read-
ing of the bill again. 1will make my statement sqnarely and allow
the gentleman to refate it by the bill if he can. It does not contain
any qualifying terms; and under that language the Secretary would
net be nlloweg any discretion, but musft rent a building at the rate
;Pec.l'ﬂed. And, further, I will say from information I have heard,

am not satisfled that it is not the design of interested parties to

srocure the renting of the old Republican building on the Avenne

}‘or this amount. It is true the bill leaves it discretionary with the
Becretary of the Interior, but we know not how he may exercise his
discretion. : :

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

Afr. SHALLENBERGER. If the gentleman will permit me, I can
explain in a moment the statns of this matter,

xﬁr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let the gentleman then explain
why it is proposed to take these records from a fire-proof building to
one that is not fire-proof, and also let him explain why the qualify-
ing words * or so much thereof as may be necessary ” are left out of
the bill.

Ar. SHALLENBERGER. At present the Pension Office nses four
separate buildings for its purposes, quite separate, requiring tele-
plione communication and consuming the time of clerks in earryin
records back and forth, some of them at salaries of $1,200 or §1,4
a yeur. We propose to enable the Becretary of the Interior to rent,
if he can, a building sufficiently large to comnsolidate these several
bLranches. The building on Ninth street, which is now ocenpied by
the Pension Office immediately opposite 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
July, be subject to a new lease. 1t is said to be desirable that that
bui g shonld be rented by the Land Office, being just across the
th:nd more convenient for its purposes, Bat t a building
must be rented temporarily, no one doubts, The Becretary of the
Interior has in repeated communications to this House throngh the
President, as well as directly, informed our committee that he must
have adalsionut accommodations.

.m-:—-_—_']ﬂ?

We do not, any more than the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr.
SPRINGER, | desire to rent property for publie use not fire-proof in
character and at high figures from private individuals. We, as a
committee, have nnanimously reported against that. We nnani-
mously state that we believe the rents of buildings nsed by the Gov-
ernment in the city of Washington are extravagant; and it was
with intent to correct, if possible, that abunse 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

Dbeen in precise accord with what he has stated on this floor to be

his desire, namely, the utmost cconomy in such matters,

We object to these buildings, inseenre and lacking in fire-proof
qualities., We do urge, as a committee, that the Goyvernment shall
comumit itself, as it «did in the purchase of the Freedman’s Bank
property, to the purchase of a site nupon which we can construet in
the future a suitable building of brick and iron, which shall be fire-
proof, to accommodate these valuable records as well as the busi-
ness of the Department.

I will say further that I hope this House will commit itself to the
policy of purchasing a square of ground, whether it be the square
of ground opposite the Post-Office Department or not, with the in-
tent to construct a suitable fire-proof building—not of ornate archi-
tecture, hut of fire-proof qualities—and conveniently arranged for
the accommodation of all these various offices. I hope in that to be
heartily in accord with him. But until that is done and fhe build-
ing secured, we must have room for the pressing necessities of the
Government. And now in the most 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 Grounds when it is clearly in the line of economy as
well as of the prompt and efficient transaction of the public business.

I call the previous question npon agreeing to the conference report.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illincis. Will the gentleman allow an
amendment to be offered ¥ ]

The BPEAKER. The question ison ordering the previous question.

The previous question was ordered ; and under the operation thercof
the report of the committee of conference was concu in.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER moved to reconsider the vote by which
the report of the committee of conference was concurred in, and also
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

C. W. COOMBS.

1 call for the regular order.

Mr. CANDLER. I desire 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
from Indiana [ Mr.Browxe] and referred to the committee on the 11th
Janunary.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

That the Doorkeepor of the House is hereby directed to place on his roll the
namé of C.\W. Coombs as Department for the b of this Honse,
at o salary of $1,200 per annum, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the
House, and that he be furnizshed 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 committes are ndvised the object of theresolution is to provide a '* Depart-
ment messenger for the members of this Hounse." The committee are assured
that Mr. Coombas possesses a familiarity with the varionapublications of the Gov-
ernment ; the reports of departmental and other officers, Mm by years
of npechﬂ application such as fowmmna have heretofore a?l«} The {‘nn‘wl-
eidge thus possessed by Mr. Coombs makes his services peculiarly valuable, and
his appointment has been urged by many members.

2 The committee therefore report back said resolution, and recommend its adop-
on. :

; }iIr. CANDLER. I ask for the present consideration of this reso-
ution.

Mr. SKINNER. As a member of the Committee on Accounts, I
desire to state that I dissent from this report.

Mr. WHITE. 1 call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. Thisis the regular order.

Mr. WHITE. The present consideration of this resolution ?

The SPEAKER. The resolution is reported from the Committes
on Accounts, iand is now before the House.

Mr. WHITE. This is the same casé which we considered in the
House once before. It is simply a question whether we will make a

lace for a Democrat. [Laughter.] That is all there is about it.
There is no necessity for it. i[Muy members: ““ Vote!” “Votel”]
I objeet to the consideration of this resolution at this time,

The SPEAKER. The resolution is before the House, and the ques-
tion is upon adopting the resolution. i

The question was taken; and upon adivision there were—ayes 59,
noes 20.

Mr. WHITE.

Tellers were o

appointed.

p’Fﬁo House a%ain divided ; and the tellersreported that there were—
ayes noes 10,

_ Mr, » No quorum has voted.

Mr. KASSON.

No quorum has voted, and I call for tellers.
i and Mr. CANDLER and Mr. WHITE were
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Myr. WHITE. 1 would like to have the yeas and nays on this ques-
tion. I want to know who are in favor of increasing the service in
order to give a Democrat a place. [Laughter.] If the House will
allow us to have the yeas and nays, I will not insist upon a further
count by tellers,

Mr, HASKELL, We do not want the yeas and nays.

The qnestion was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there
were 17 in the affirmative.

8o (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas and
nays were not ordered.

Mr, WHITE. Then 1 insist that no quornm has voted.

The SPEAKER. The point of ordcr.}miﬂg made that no quornm
has voted, the tellers will resume their places and continue the count,
and gentlemen who have not voted are requested to vote.

The tellersresumed their places and proceeded with the count; but
before reporting,

Mr., WHITE said : I will withdraw the point that no quorum has
voted and call for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. ’I‘ﬁe yeas and nays have been refused.

Mr, WHITE. Then I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays.
I am anthorized to state that this is not a nunanimous report of the
committee at all,

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable,

Mr. MILLER. I renew the point that no gquorum has voted.

The SPEAKER. Then the tellers will resume their places and
continue the conut.

The tellers resnmed their places and proceeded with the connt, and
reported that there were—ayes 134, noes 13,

he SPEAKER. The resolution is adopted.

Mr, WHITE. I eall for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been demanded and
refused.

Mr. WHITE. . I ask for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is too late; they shonld
have been demanded before the result was announced.

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand the Speaker to decide that we
cannot ascertain the fact whether the yeas and nays will be ordered
by the House ¥

The SPEAKER. The House has voted on that question and has
refused the yeas and nays,

Mr. WHITE. I understand that one of the ways of ascertaining
whether the House will 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 is
too late to call for tellers,

Mr. CANDLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the reso-
lution was adopted; and I also move to lay the motion fo reconsider
on the table.

AMr. SKINNER and Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays upon
laying on the table the motion to reconsider.

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there
were 34 in the affirmative,

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the
seas and nays were ordered,

HMr. ?KDERSON. May I inquire what is the gquestion before the
onse

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman
from Massachusetts, [ Mr. CANDLER, | to lay on the table the motion
to reconsider the vote by which the resolution which he reported
from the Committes on Accounts was adopted by the House. And
on that motion to lay on the table the yeas and nays have been
ordered.

Mr. MOORE I would like to ask nnanimous consent to talk three
minutes before the vote is taken,

Many members o'l_nlractﬂd.

Mr, CANDLER. I rise toa t#luestion of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The House has ordered the yeas and nays on the
pending motion, which is not dabatable,

Mr, CgOK, of New York. I would suggest to the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER ] to withdraw his motion to reconsider.

Mr. MILLER. If he does I will renew it. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. The House has ordered the yeas and nayson the
motion, and the Clerk will eall the roll.

Mr, CANDLER. I rise to a question of privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. CANDLER. When thisreport was handed to me to make here
to-day, it was stated to me by the chairman of the committee that
it was a unanimous report. lmyselfa d to the report, although
1 was nol present at the meeting of the Committee on Acconnts
when it was adopted, for T was engaged on the Committee on Com-
merc¢é. While the vote was being taken, a member of the Commit-
tee on Accounts, the gentleman from New York, [Mr. SKiNxeR,]
came to me and stated that it was not a unanimous report of the
committee, that he himself had not agreed to it. The report there-
fore stands, as I understand it, six in favor and one against. I wish
to do justice to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. RANDALL. And we want justice done to this employé.

The Clerk began to call the roll.

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a parliamentary inguniry. -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. &eitt g

Mr. WHITE. If the House should refuse to lay on the {able the

motion to reconsider will not the question then eome up for further
consideration

Several MemBERs.  Certainly.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the eall of the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 54, not
voting 110; as follows:

YEAS—128.
Aiken, Crapo, Hewitt, Abram 8. Reagan,
Anderson, Cravens, Hewitt, G. W. Riee, John B,
Armfield, Culberson, Hoge, Rich,
Barbour, Curtin, Hooker, Richardson, Jno. 8,
Barr, Davidson, ouse, Robertson,
Beach, Davis, Lowndes II. Hubbell, Robeson,
Belmont, Do Motte, lIumEhmy. Robinson, Geo, D.
Berry, Dibrell, Hutehins, Robinson, Wm. E.
Blackbum, Dowd, Jacobs, Rosecrans,
Blanchard, Dugro, Jones, George W, Simonton,
Blamd, Dunun, Jones, James K. SInFlatlm, Otho B.
Bliss, Ellis, King, Smith, J. Hyatt
Blount, Evins, Klots, ﬁpﬂﬂu
Bragy, Farwell, Bewell 8. Ladd, albott,
Brower, Finley, Manning, Thompson, P. B,
Browne, Forney, Mason, Tillman,
Buchanan, Froat, Matson, Townshend, B, W,
Buck, Fulkerson, McLane, Tucker,
Burrows, Josa. Il.  Geddes, MeMillin, Turner, Henry G-
Caldwell, Gibson, Mills, Turner,
Candler, Gunter, Money, Upson,
Carpenter, Iammend, N.J.  Maorrizon, Urner,
Casaidy, Hardenbergh, Morse, Vanee,
Caswell, Hardy, Muldrow, Ward,
Chalmers, armer, Mautchler, ‘Warner,
Clements, Harris, Benj, W. Norcoss, Washburn,
Cobb, Harris, Henry 8.  Oates, Wellborn,
Colerick, 1nseltine, Orth, West,
Cook, *  Hatch, Phelps, Whitthorne,
Cox, Samuel 8. Hepburn, Phister, Williams, Thomas
Cox, William R. Herbert, Randall, illis,
Covington, Herndon, Ranney, Wilson.

NAYB—53,
Bayne, Godshalk, MeCoid, Shallen| A
Briggs, Grout, Miller, Skinner
Brumm, Hall, Moore, Smith, A. Herr
Camp, Haramond, John Murch, er,
Chace, Haskell, Neal, Tait,
Crowley Hedlman, Pachoco, Taylor,
Cullen, Hiscock, Paul, Upd . T
Darrell, Holman Payron, ¥
Davis, George R.  Hubbs, Peelle, "Wadsworth,
Dawes, adwin, Richardson, D. P. Waebber,
Deering, Joyee, Ritchie, White.
Dingle{;. Kasson, Nobinson, James 8,
Dumnell, Kelloy, Ryan,
Farwell, Chas. B. Lewis, Seranton,

NOT VOTING—111.

Aldrich, Errett, MeCook, Smith, Dietrich C
Allen, Fisber, McKenaie, Spanlding,
Atherton, Flower, McKinley, Bpeer,
Atkins, Ford, les, Springer,
Belford, Garrison, Morey, E&nm
Beltzhoover, George, Mos, e, Stephens,
Bingham, Guenther, Moulton, Stockslager,
Blnﬁk. }}nwl}t, H‘;\]I‘?l ; St.omTh i
Bowman, aralton, eill, omas,
Buckner, Henderson, X Thompson, Wm. G.
Burrows, Jolins C. 1M1, Parker, Townsend,
Buiterworth, Hobliteell, Teiree, Tyler,
Cabell, Horr, Pettibona, [, Thomas
Calkings, Houk, Pound, Van Aernam,
Camypbell, Jones, Phineas Prescott, Van Horn,
Cannon, Jorgensen, Ray, Van Voorhis,
Carlisle, Kenna, Reed, Wait,
Chapman, Ketcham, Rice, Theron M.  Walker,
Claridy, Knott, Rice, William W, “Watson,
Clark, Lacey, Raoss, W healer,
(_'.nn\'l-‘lfu.'. Lathum, &uaﬂ:l!, ggmm. Chas. G.
Cornell, > v
Cutts, Le Fevre, RL‘D:;HQ. Wl.:.%mﬂ D.
Deuster, Lindsey, Shackelford, 'W::i M R
Dezendort, Laord, Shelley, Wood, B%ﬂl
Dibbie, Marah, Sherwin, Wood, Walter A.
Drwight, Martin, Shulta, Young.
Ermentrout, M¢Clare, Singleton, Jas. W,

8o the motion to reconsider was laid on the table,

The following pairs were snnonneed from the Clerk’s desk :

Mr. McCoox with Mr., DIBBLE. '

Mr. PEIRCE with Mr, BARBOUR.

Mr. BowsmaN with Mr, ALLEN.

Mr. BHACKELFORD with Mr. LINDSEY.

Mr, CorxeLL with Mr, NorLax.

Mr, BueLLey with Mr. PrEScoTY. -

Mr., ErreTT with Mr. ScALES, (confined to his room with rhenma-
fism,
Mr.) VAN AegrNaAM with Mr. SCcovILLE.
Mr., SPAULDING with Mr, KENNA.
Mr. VAN Hory with Mr. CLARDY,
Mr, ErmexTROUT With Mr. FIsOER.
Mr, McKexzie with Mr. Marsi.
Mr. WALKER with Mr, STOCKSLAGER.
Mr. Wrrrrts with Mr. KxoTT,
Mr, CamprpELL with Mr. HOBLITZELL.
Mr, MorEY with Mr, L FEVRE,
Mr. Crark with Mr. HoUuk. -
Mr. KEeTcmasm with Mr. ATEINS.
Mr. SyitH, of Pennsylvania, with Mr, MARTIN.




1882. CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE. 2659

Mr, GUENTHER with Mr, LEEDOM.

Mr., HaAwE with Mr. BLoux~r.

Afr. DEzEXDORY with Mr. Wise of Virginia,

Mr. DEUSTER with Mr, WiLLiaMs of Wisconsin.

Mr. WisE, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Lorp.

Mr. Rice, of Missouri, with Mr. GARRISON.

Afr. WaTsox with Mr. ATHERTON,

Mr, RicE, of Ohio, with Mr, GUNTER.

The resalt of the vote was announced as abhove stated.

DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS IN OVERFLOWED DISTRICTS.

Mr. VALENTINE. As the House has now provided for a Demo-
eratic employé, I hope that tlemen at least on the other side will
withdraw the demand for the regular order and allow me to report
from the Committee on Agriculture, for immediate 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 and its
tributaries.

The bill was read, as follows:

A bill (L. R. No. 5665) appropriating $20,000 for the purchase and distribution of

enacted, €., Thatth £ $20,000 be, and th is hereb :

IMB&‘: hpse and d?!mgusﬁ?noom m:]:f tl:a 33‘&“&0‘1’. o‘i‘r:hg %}pur;n;“faﬂnont?dﬁ
of A ture to the people in localities overflowed by the present overflow of
s )ﬁﬁppj River and its tributaries.

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Does the gentleman propose to allow
any debate on ‘Lfﬂsf . !

#fr. VALENTINE. No, sir. I do not think there ¢can be any objee-

i it.

u?}?rt.roTURNER, of Kentucky. I hope thd bill will be allowed to

ass without objection. It is important for the benefit of persons
Iiﬂn in the overflowed region.

}[:EVALEN'!‘INE I will Withdraw the measure if gentlemen insist
upon debating it. !

Mr, COX, of New York. I hope the gentleman will consent to
yleld to the entleman from Alabama to submit some remarks.

Mr. 1-!1‘:‘?%"1g , of Alabama. I will ask leave, then, to print some
remarks on this bill,

Mr. VALENTINE. I have no objection to that.

The RPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered
accordingly. [See Appendix.] o

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; and
being engro 1, it was dingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. VELENTINE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill
was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on

ble.
th'i']:: latter motion Jwas agreedl to.
ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Afr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, in view of the lateness of the hour and

the desire of my colleague on the committee from Ohio [ Mr. McKix-

1EY] to to-day, I move now to dispense with all further pro-
m.:ilngs in the momin
P

g hour.

AMr. SPRINGER. The House refused to do that and now it can
only be done by a motion to reconsider.

BPE <R. Business has intervened.

AMr. SPRINGER. Butthe House has refused to dispense with the

rning hour.
T b BPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion of the gentleman
from lowa is in order.

The motion was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

Am in writing was received from the President of the United

States by Mr. 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.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. HuBBELL, by unanimous consent, was granted indefinite leave

of absence om account of the sickness of his brother.
LIEUTENANT FREDERICK SCHWATKA.

AMr. BPARKS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 4504) authorizing full

y to Lieutenant Frederick Schwatka, United States Army, while
on leave to serve in command of the Franklifh search expedition in
the Aretic; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar; and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.

SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY,

AMr. DEERING, by nnanimous consent, from the Committee on In-
dian Affairs, reported, asa substitute for House bill No. 978, a bill (H.
R. No. 5006) to grant a right of way for a railroad and telegraph line
through the lands of the %ho«ut«aw and Chickasaw Nationsof lI:ldia,uB
to the Baint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for
other purposes ; which was read a first and second time, referred to
lhi:h Cf:;mit%e of th;: Whole Iimmés :ﬁ(}hg state of }habUI;in(i':‘ and,
w accompanying report an the views of the i
ordered to be printed. i

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr, KABSON. Tmove 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.

Mr, PAGE. I ol;#ﬁct unless I can have the privilege of introducing

a béllctj: carry into effect treaty stipulations between the United States
and China,
Mr. WHITE. I object amd demand the regular order of business.

I should like to inquire of the gentleman from Iowa
how long he expects to run this debate on the tariff commission.
When he made his motion the other morning I understood him to
say, after a few speeches were made and the anxiety of the country
on that subject was satisfied he would then be willi.nﬁmto give way
for the special order he had antagonized on that day, that is the bill
to transfer private claims to the Court of Claims. Now, [ do not
wish to antagonize this thing to-day, but the other is a very impor-
tant measure, and if this thing is to run indefinitely I will have to
antagonize it every morning hereafter when it comes up.

Mr. KASSON., Iam E!arl‘ the gentleman from Tennessee gives me
the opportunity to say he did not nunderstand correctly what 1 said
before as he has now stated it, namely, that I was to give way in-
definitely after a fow speeches were made and the anxiety of the
country was satisfied. What I did say was in connection with the
appropriation bills which have taken nup more time since we com-
menced the discussion of this bill than the tariff commission has. I
wish only further to say if the gentleman’s friends will help us on
this side I hope to ask a vote of the House on this bill by the middle
of next week. Ionly ask the Honse will help me to proceed con-
stantly with this discussion and then vote on it and get it out of the
w:ﬁ'. I now make my motion to go into committee.

r. HOUSE. I donot know about agreeing to that. I think that
measure is one which onght to be very thoroughly discussed, as 1
intimated the other day.

Mr. KASSON, And disposed of.

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman say he expects to call the
previous question next week ?

KASSON. If supported by the House, T shall ask we shall
then come to a vote.

Mr. SPRINGER. I examined the list on the Speaker's desk, and
there are about one hundred and fifty gentlemen who desire to speak
on this important question. How, then, does he expect to hear them
all in that fime?

Mr. KASSON. My friend knows how those things are disposed of.
After reasonable time for debate, by an understanding among gentle-
men, less than an hour is accepted and the remainder of their argu-
ments can be printed. I propose some such arrangement as that,

My, HOUSE. There are only one hundred and forty-seven, I am
informed, who desire to speak. [Launghter. ]

Mr, KASSON. I insist on my motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
House olr: the state of the Union, Mr. Rosixsox, of Massachusetts,
in the chair.

Mr. HOUSE.

TARIFF COMMISSION, (

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further congideration of the
bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the appointment of a commission
to investigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue laws,
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MoKINLEY] is entitled to the floer.

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, the fariff question hus again
forced itself into prominence. While it has never ceased to be a quos-
tion upon which the political parties of the country have made some
declaration, yet for many years other issues have in o great measure
determined party divisions and controlled party discipline. The last
Presidenti campa.i%n brought recognition and discussion of this
issue, and it may be fairly gaid that Republican advocacy of the fpm--
tective principle contributed in no small degree to the success of the
Republican national ticket. It may well be asserted that the doc-
trine of a tariff for revenue and 'grotection as against a tariff for rev-
enue only is the dominant sentiment in the United Stales to-day;
and if a vote upon that issue, with every other question eliminated,
could be had, the majority would not only be large but surpris-
ingly large for the protective principle.

'lie Democratic majorities in the Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth, and
Forty-sixth Congresses, although committed by party utterances.
and by platforms as well as the pledges of leaders to a reduction of
duties to a revenue basis, were unable, with all their party machin-
ery and the free nse of the party lash, to accomplish even a step in
that direction. Every proposition for a change was met with the
almost solid opposition of this side of the House, which, with the
assistance of a few Representatives on the other side from Pennsyl-
vania and the New England States, were strong enongh to insure
and did insure the substantial defeat of every measure E»okiug to a
disturbance of the existing tariff rates.

Much criticism is indulged in by the Democratic party upon the
enormities of our tariff, and yet with those years of power in abso-
lute control of the House, and a part of that tline eontrolling the Sen-

ate as well, nothing was accomplished by way of removing the so-
called enormities, and at last the party was compelled to confess that
it was unable to make any progress in that direction,
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This is some evidence at least of the domination in this country
of the protective idea, or else it demonstrates the infidelity of the
Democratic party to its professed principles. One or the other. I
prefer to interpret the former as its meaning. The sentiment is surely
growing, Ithas friends to-day which it never had in the past. Its
adherents are no longer confined to the northern and the eastern sec-
tions of the ecountry, but are found in the South and in the West, This
idea travels with industry, and is the assoeiate of enterprise and thrift.
It encourages the development of skill, labor, and inventive genius
as part of the great productive forces. Its advocacy is no longer
limited to the manufactorer, but has friends the most devoted among
the farmers, the wool-growers, the laborers, and the producers of the
Jundl, It is as strong in the conntry as in the manufacturing towns
or the cities, and while it is not tanght generally in our colleges, and
our young men fresh from universities join with the free-trade thonght
of the country, practical business and every-day experience later teach
them that there are other sources of knowledge besides books, that
demonstration is better than theory, and that actual results ontweigh
an idle philosophy. But, while it is not favored in the colleges, it is
tanght in the schoolof experience, in the workshop where honest men
perform an honest day’s labor. and whers capital sceks the devel-
opment of national wealth. It is, in my judgment, fixed in ounr
national policy, and no party is strong enough to overthrow it.

1t has become a part of our systen, interwoven with our busi-
ness onterprises everywhere, and is to-day better entitled to be called
“the American system " than it was in 1824, when Ienry Clay elris-
tened it with that designation. Fixed as I believe the principle is,
the details of an equitable and equal adjustment of aschedule of
duties, recognizing fully this idea, fair to all interests, is the work of
this House, either through its appropriate committee, or calling to
its aid primarily a commission of experts, as proposed by the bill
now under consideration. My own preference wonld be that Con-
gress shonld do this work, and delegate no part of it to commissions
or committees unkonown in this body, This, however, is a matterof
private judgment, about which men cqually intelligent and honest,
equally devoted to the Frinr‘iplr of protection, may well differ, and
which from any point of view is in no wise essential or material. If
we can get as good work, or better, from a commission of practical
echm, all onght to be satisfied, and all will be.

Then, again, this side of the House is in some sense committed to a
commission. In the last Congress the minority of the Ways and
Means Committee, consisting of’ Messrs. Garfield, KeLLey, CONGER,
and FRYE, in a report made to the House May 24, 1880, to accompany
House bill 6184, recommended as a substitute for the bill the bill of
Senator Eaton, * whicli provides for a tariff commission to report a
comprehensive measure on the same subject,”

The business men of the conntry have spoken for a commission.

The national tariff eonvention, which met in Chicago on the 15th
and 16th of November last, deelared for a commission in the follow-
ing resolution

Rexol That this convention recommends the passage of an act of Congress,

roviding for the appointment by the President, by and with the consent of the
te, of b commission to revise our rovenne aystem, including both the internal
revenne and tariff laws, in the interest of protection and needed revenue,

And the New York convention, held November 20 and 30, passed
the following resolution :

Regoleed, That in order to prepars for sach an intelligent revision of the tariff
laws as will give full and harmonious effect to the protective policy, Congress is
asked to }:&a A law authorizing the agopotntm(:nb of n civillan commission with

er to Investigate fully the cost of labor, manner of living, and efficiency of the
aborers in this country and elsewhere, and the interrelations, condition, and neads
of our industries, and {u report the testimony, with the recommendation for such
Congressional action as it may deem benstiolnl; and that, pending this investfs
tion, disturbing and destructive sssaults upon protective duties or special indus.
tries shall not be permitted.

The manafacturers of my own State and distriet, without exeep-
tion, favor it. Indeed the sentiment of protectionists everywhere,
%0 fur asany expressions have been had, seems to be overwhelmingly
in favor of the comimission. 1 will vote for the bill now under con-
sideration, because, among other reasons, I have no fear of an intel-
ligent and business-like examination and revision of the tariff b
competent ecivilians who shall be known Amerieans and favorable
to the Ameriean system. If this bill becomes alaw it will not prevent
consideration of some of the important questions demanding imme-
diate attention, arising under fntorpmtutiuuaof existing law. There
areexcrescencesin the present tariff wh ichshonld beremoved., There
are incongruities whichshonld be corrected, There are wrongs grow-
ing outof decisions of the Treasury Department and the conrts which
onght to be remedied at once, commission or no commission ; matters
which m:Eht not to be delayed for the adjustment of a commission,
and which, if they are to be postponed until & commission which we
may create shall make its report and Congressional action be had
thereon, ought to defeat the whole scheme of a commission. The
free list might be enlarged without affecting injuriously a single
American interest,

I cannot refrain from saying in this connection that we are taking
& step in deél;ﬁﬂﬂng a duty which we ought ourselves to imrfoma;
a duty confided to us by the Constitution, and to no others. Itistrne
that the commission does not leginlnt% and, therefore, its work may
or may not be adopted by Co his is the safety of the propo-

sition. The information it will farnish will be important, and its

stotistics of rare value, but the same sources of information are open
to Congressand to the Committee on Ways and Means a8 will be avail-
able fo the commission, and as the former will nltimately have to
deal with the question practically in Congress, it has seemed to me
ifthat committee were willing to undertake the task, and had the
requisite time to perform it, it would be the wisest and most certain
course to the accomplishment of resnlts desired by all.

The argument that the proposition fora commission is the sugges-
tion of the protectionists tosecure delay and to postpone present action
upon the tariff comes with bad grace from the party upon the other
gide of this Honse, It wasted six years and secured no revision of
the tariff. It refused in the Forty-sixth Congress to pass the Eaton
bill for a tariff commission, which required the report to be made on
the 1st of Jannary last, and which, if they had acted npon it dur-
ing the closing session of the Forty-sixth Congress, the work of the
commission wounld have now been in the possession of Con for
immediate consideration and practical action. My friend from Ken-
tueky, [Mr. TURNER, ] in his speech of March 8, says:

T regard it [the commission] 1ike an affidavit filed in a criminal case, merely for
the continuance of a bad canse.

If & bad cause, why did not your party abate it when you were in
power ! Ifit is an affidavit for a continnance, I beg to remind the gen-
tleman that it was his party which prepared and filed it nearly two
years ago when it had the House and the Senate and conld have dis-
posed of it according to its own liking. Senator Eaton, a distin-
gnished Democrat, high in the councils of his party, presented the
original bill, and for many monthsit was on the Speaker's desk of &
Democratic House, where it was left undisposed of, insuring still for-
ther postponement. Tle Democratic party and no other is responsi-
ble for the delay, and I charge any injury which it has prodaced
upon them.

The fundamental argument for protection is its benefits to labor.
That it enables the manufacturer to pay more and better wages than
are I,lu.ill to like labor and services anywhere else will not be dis-
puted.

There is not a branch of labor in the United States which does not
receive higher rewards than in any other country, Our laborers are
not only the best paid, clothed, and educated in the world, but they
have more comforts, more independence, more of them live in the
honses they own, more of them have money in savings institutions,
and are better contented than their rivals anywhere o Andl this,
according to my view, is the result of protection, of the profective
system that was enacted by the Ra&tll:hcan party.

My friend from New York [Mr. HeEwirr] who now does me the
honor to listen to my remarks, was pleased, a few years ago, o ai-
nounce an axiom in the school of protection which onght to be per-
petuated, He declared at that time, what I have never seen better
stated anywhere, that:

Free trade will simply reduce the wages of labor to the foreign standard.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman quote the author-
ity for that

Mr. MCKINLEY. Yes, sir; I will. Will the gentleman deny it?

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I do notknow; I will tell you ina
moment when I hear where it is,

Mr. McKINLEY. I did not expect to go into this so fully, but
simply to make that single quotation. But, as the gentleman from
New York calls for the anthority, I beg to invite his attention to a
co: ndence which took place Detween himself and Mr. Jay Gounld
in 1870, and which I found published in the Bullotin of the American
Iron and Steel Association for February 4,1880; and I am glad toread
this correspondence, because it so fully and clearly expresses the true
ground upon which we base our advocacy of protection to-day. That
was m twelve years ago.

I first a letter from Mr. Jay Gounld to Mr, HewiTT.

Or¥FIcE OF THE Erts Rainway COMPANT,
New York, January 20, 1870.

DrAr Sm: Herewith I send yon a psinted cirenlar received by me this m’:ﬁ

mﬂﬂng my signature to a memorial upon the subject of {ho duty on st

I think I have heard steel rails mentioned in this debate— "
forwarded with the circular, provided the views expressod wera concurred in by

me.

It seemed to me that our shonld be to foster and aze home products
rather than open our n:lrl:g&l i;:?nuch a formidable competition as would inovita:
bly result from the reduction so strongly urged in the memorial. B%nmm‘
extensively the manufacture of :halmilva on our own soil and protes }IMP“"
duction by a tarifl which would effectually prevent the im o

great extent, weconld, in my opinion, be largely the gaincrs in the long
run; for the capital invested would all be kepl in the country. Our operatives
would find constant and lucrative employment, and tho effect upon our
busineas could not fail to be beneficial. I'am at & loss—

Says Mr. Gould—

to perceive why we should contribute so large an amount
the trade and manufactures of foreign countries while our own
ticed by just so much,

Entertaining these views, I do not feel atliberty to attach my
memorial. Is uuldbeglmed, however, to have your views on
should you coineide with me in the opinion I have given,
in the conviction that the gentlemen whose names are
bave made s mistake. -

Respectiully, yonurs,

annually to build
interests are sacri-

signature to
the subject ; and

.I;mmwthaﬂmr

JAY GOULD, President.

AppaM B. Hewrrt, Esq.,
No. 17 Burling Slip, New York Oity.
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To which letter my friend from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] made
the following reply, as I find it in the Bulletin, (I have never seen
either of the originals, and they may not be the letters of the gen-
tlemen :)

Nrw Yorg, January 27, 1870,

Dean Smt: I beg leave to acknowledge the receipt of your favor of the 26th
instant, and to state that I not only fully coneur in the views which you express
in regard to the daties on steel and fron rails but am at a loss to add unyﬂlinﬁ
which will make them more foreible. And I venture to suggest that you wi
allow me to send o copy nféylmr letter to the Committes on Ways and Means.

The fact is that steel and iron rails can be made in suitable localities in this
conntry, and notably on the line of the Erie Railway, with as little labor as inany
part u?ﬂm world ; and the only reason whf‘w Fay more for American rails is be-
capss wo pay & higher rate for the labor which is required for their manufacture,
but fur no greater quantity of labor,

Then comes the remark I quoted—

FEREE TRADE WILL SIDMPLY EEDICE THE WAGES OF LAHOR TO THE FOREIGN
ETAXDARD— :

The very language, it will be observed, 1 quoted upon the gentle-
man—
which will enable us to sell our rails in competition with foreign rails. Bot as a
matter of course—

And I want gentlemen to note this—

& matter of course the ability of the laborer to consume will be reduced
Eﬂ n“ perions loss will be inflicted on commeree, general industry, and the busi-

ness railways especially.

Th:r{::l';r manr}. why & txryl.ﬂ‘h > is to supply the laborer with snch
wages as will enable him to travel and consume not merely the necessaries but
some of the luzuries of modern civilization.

And yet, the other day, the gentleman declared on the floor of this
House that protection had nothing to do with the wages of labor,
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now, will the gentleman allow

mm_ McKINLEY. Yes, sir; right now.
Ar. HEWITT, of New York. If you are through with the lotter.
Mr. McKINLEY. There is another sentence :

we have free trade we cannot rocurs our supplies from
M I?gligumn&ul shipments of grain; for Ee European m'ES:etu take
that they

to

from uire, and t of nrght' i goods from th i
reqg and no amoun P ase of goods em w

Mn;'mmwhuymml‘oodl.hm

they need, and which they now take asa matter
of neceasity.

Fai
Jax GouvLn, Esq., President Erie Raihway.

Mr, HEWITT, of New York. If the gentlemen from Ohio will
wrmit me to interrupt him I will make the answer now ; otherwise
} will wait until he gets throngh.

Mr, McKINLEY. Does the gentleman deny the letters?

AMr. HEWITT, of New York. On the contrary they are genuine.

AMr. McKINLEY. That isall I want to know. The gentleman

1y to me later.
u:(rm%m, of New York. But in saying they are genuine
allow me to say also they are in striet conformity with the principles

I laid down in my speech ; thatif you desire to preserve the ironand
steel business you can only do it by a compensatory tariff. That is
the exact doetrine which 1 laid down in my speecli. f
Mr. KELLEY. A comgi’ensﬂmr tariff is not a protective tariff,
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Ibeg the gentleman'spardon. How-
ever. I am tre ing upon the indulgence of the gentleman from

r
io, [AMr. MCKINLEY. ]
O%IX‘;'. cKINLEY. Iam gladalways to be able to serve the gentle-

man from New York. _

AMr. HEWITT, of New York, Thecompensation required in order

to enable the iron business to exist in this country, as stated in my
, is that which provides for the difference paid in the price of
labor leas the cost of transportation.

Alr. AMIcKINLEY, That is the §entlemnn’s resolution,

Alr. HEWITT, of New York. have stated that doctrine in my
resolution, and I adhere to it.

Mr. MCKINLEY. And yet in that connection, if the gentleman
will it me, he declared in his speech made here the other day,
and to be found on page 2436 of the REconD:

ntry are therefore not regulated by the tarif, becanse whatever
ngm;'b?mlg' men in the nction of a;rlen]tum roducts, the price
of which ls fized abroad, mmst be the rate of wages which 1 be pll& substan-
tlally in every other branch of business. °

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly.

Mr. MCKINLI'-}Y. That is what ho safrl in his speech of but a
week ago.  Yet in the letter from which I have quoted be declared
that the only need we have of protection is for the purpose of main-
taining the rate of wages in the United States.

AMr. HEWITT, of New York. As to the iron and steel business
and protected induostries, and in no other.

Mr. McKINLEY. What is true of the iron and steel industries is
troe of every other industry which comes in competition with pau-

r labor in Europe; I care not what it is, cotton er wool, pot-
tery or cutlery. If we have to compete with the paunper labor of
Europe, and with the products of that labor, wo need jnst as much
relative lSﬂ‘otvactlon in one branch of industry as we need in another,

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Only as to the protected industries.

Mr. McKINLEY. Only as to the protected industries? I do not
care what the protected industries are or what yon include in them,

y, yours, =
ABRAM 8. TEWITT.
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If we have to compete with foreign pauper labor and want to be-
come successful manufacturers, we must have the same protection
upon every other manufactured article as we have upon iron and
steel.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. And that I den )_L

Mr. MCKINLEY. I know yon deny it; yon have already denied
it. But yon have established a principle—

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Yes. =

Mr. McKINLEY. You have established a principle which must
be general if it is worth anything,

Mr. BAYNE. It may make some difference whose ox is gored.
{Lamgh!eri}]

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No: it makes no difference.

Mr. McKINLEY. To resume my discussion, Sir Edward Sullivan
declares a fact in the Augnst number of the Nineteenth Centory
worthy of consideration. e says:

The positicm of the operative ander protection in America is better in overy
respect than the position of his mate under freetrade.  Operatives all parts of
the world flock to America, the land of protection; not one over comes to Eng-
land, the land of free trade.

Me. Chairman, the wages (question as related to the tariff is well
illustrated by the following from the Rice Association of Georgia:

In the period between 1840'and 1860, the duty on foreign rice was absolutely
noedloss as o protection to the American producer, and valneless as a source of
revenue to the Government. The farmer was wholly ind dent of protection to
an industry maintained by labor in chml]mm second to that of Asin only, and in
effectivencss unsurpassed. By resson of their cheap labor he was in a mluun to
defy competition and trinmphantly met the almost free importation of East India
rice, even in the English markets.

The per diem of slave labor at that time did not much, if at all,
exceed 20 cents. .

This fact isthe best argument that can be made, and needs no elab-
oration. It tells the whole story. With slave labor at 20 cents per
day, or Asiatie cheap labor, we need no protection, and save for the
purposes of revenue our custom-houses might be ¢losed. When the
South depended upon the labor of its slaves, and emploved little
or no free labor, it was as earnest an advocate of free trade as is
England to-day. Now, that it mast resort to free labor, it is placed
F_Eou the same footing as northern producers f, is com;wﬁed to pay a

ik
a

e rate of wages for aday’s work, and therefore demands protection
inst the foreign producer, whose prodnet is made or grown by a
cheaper labor. And we find all throngh the South a demand for
protection to American industry against a foreign competition, bent
Epon their destruction and determined to possess the American mar-
et,

Then under our system and social structure the male and adualt por-
tion of our population perform the farm and manufacturing labor to a
greater degree than in any nation of the world. This must be con-
sidered in treating of the question of labor.

Mr. Russerr, of Massachusetts, in his valnable speech has com-
piled some figures, from which I make the following summary :

In the United States in 1870, there were en in agrienltural
pursuits fourteen males toone female. In Great Britain and Ireland
at the same time there were engaged in the same pursuits six males
to one female,

In manufacturing, mechanical, and mining industries here there
were engaged seven males to one female. In Great Britain and Ire-
land, two males to one female.

Children employed in the United States nnder gixtesn years of
age, twelve adults to one child. In Great Britain and Ireland, fonr
adults to one child.

This contrast is creditable to onr civilization, and if the complete
census of 1850 on this subject was accessible, it would show even a moro
marked and more favorable contrast for us. Iamenabled to furnish
only statistics concerning onr iron and steel industries. Mr. Swank
says in his censns report :

The total number of hands employed in 1880 was 140,078. Of the whole number
133,203 were men above sixteen years old, and forty-five were women above fifteen
§m ol ; 7,708 were boys below sixteen years old, and twenty-one wore girls below

fteen years old. The remarkably small nnmber of sixty-six women and girls
employed In the mannfacture of iron and steel in 1880 will not escape potice, The
comparatively small number of boys employed is also worthy of notice.

And I beg also to read the following significant ligures touching
the savings of labor:

Lowell, Masaachusetts, is about twenty-five miles from the sea-const, with an
area of about 7,000 acres, It hins & population of 60,000, tho largestin the Stateor
inthe United States wholly en Prfthc manufacture of textile fabrics, and there-
fore well illustrates the condition of our industrial classes in our New England man-
ufacturing conters.

Of the 60,000 inhabitants 22 550 are em{h}’ml in the various corporations and
mills. There are seven banks of discount, With a capital of 2,500,008, There are
six savings-banks, with a total deposit of $11,646,212 to the credit of 33,408 dopos-
{tors. Of this ber 1,785 are depositors of n ts above 300, and 31,678 de-
positors of $300 and nnder, showing bow general the habit of saving has become
among our people, and what o large proportion of the fands in the savings-banks
are the earnings of the wage laborers. I have it from authority that ful 1]‘,( REVEn-
?i hihs of the deposits in these savings-banks are the laid-by carnings of the wage

aborers.

In Lawrence, witha Empulltiount‘ 40,000, grown up wholly out of manufacturing
and now tuhpmted by it, we find a like result. There are 13,000 operatives, three
savings-banks, with €5,000,000 deposits, and 13,728 d(gou!torn.

Manchester, En Im!i corresponds with these two cities in its oconpations more
noarly than an n‘ttl:m‘ Let us contrast the condition of its -;mﬁf: Muanchester,
with a population of 341,808, hus inits varions savings-banks £1,434,140, or $6,883,-
872; a city three and o half times as large as Lowell and Lawrence, and less than
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one-half the amuu.nt of deposits nits savings institutions. Icommend these facts
to the otherside of this Honse, who claim that the wage lsbordrs in this country
are no better off with our wages and cost of living than those in England,

Onr ition, from an English stand-point, is thus set ont by Pro-
fessor J, IX. Cairnes, professor of political economy in University Col-
lege, London, He says:

If only American lnborers and eapitalists wounld be content with the wages and

rofita current in Gredt Britain, there is nothing that I know of to prevent them
R‘um holding their own in any markets to which Manchester and Sheffield send
their wares. .

But ounr laborers are not satisfied, and ought uot to be, with the
wages cnrrent in Great Britain,  Against this there is universal dis-
approval.

And this brings us to the heart of the question. Over a large portion of the
great field of industry the people of the United States enjoy as compared with
those of Europe advantages of a very exceptional kind ; over the rest the advan-
tage is less decided, or they stand on a par with Europeans, or possaibly they are
in some instances at o disadvantage. -

Eugaging in the branches of imdustry in which their advantage over Europe is
great, they reap indnstrial returns proportionately great, and so long as they
confine themselves to these ocoupations they can compete in pentral markets
against all the world and still secure the high rewanls acerning from their excop-
tionally rich resources.

How like p Demoeratic speech this sonnds; it might well have
been made on the other side of the Chamber, Bnt the people of the
Union deeling to confine themslves within these liberal bonnds.

They would cover the whole domain of indnstrial activity, and think it hard that
they should not reap the same rich harvest from every partof the fleld.

And I may be permitted to add that they are qunite content with
their snceess.

They must deseend into the arena with Sheffield and Manchester, and yot secure
the rewards of Chloago and Saiut Lonis, They must employ Enropean conditions
of production and obtain American results.  What is this fut to quarrel with the
laws of nature ! These lows have asalgned to an extensive range of industries
carried on in the United States n high seale of roturn, far in excess of what Europe
can command, to a fow others a return on a geale not excesding the Earopean pro-
portion.  American enterprise wonld engage in all departments alike, and obtain
nupon all the high rewsrds which nature has assigned only to some. Iere wo find
the real meaning of the "innbi.lil{“ of Americans to compete with the ** panper
labor" of Europe. They cannot do so and et the same time sécure the American
rato of return on their work. The inability no doubt exists, but it ia one ereated,
not by the drawbacks, but by the exceptional advantages of thelr position. 1t is
as if a akilled artisan should complain that he could not compete with the hedger
and ditcher. Let him only be contont with the hedger and diteher's rate of "H'

5

:inl:lthvre will be nothing to prevent him from entering the lists even against t
val.

But our laboring-men are not content with the hedger's and ditch-
er’s rate of pay. No worthy American wants to reduce the price of
labor in the United States. It ought not to be rednced ; for the sake
of the laborer and his family and the good of society it onght to be
maintained. To increase it wonld be in better harmony with the
public sense.  Our labor must not be debased, nor our laborers de-

ded to the level of slaves, or any panper or servile system in any
orm or under any gnise whatsoever, at home or abroad. Our eivil-
ization will not permit it. Onr humanity forbids it. Onr traditions
are opposed to 1t, The stability of our institutions rests upon the
contentment and intelligence of all our people, and these can only
be possessed by maintaining the dignity of labor and securing to it
its just rewards. That protection opens new avenues for employ-
ment, broadens and diversifies the ficld of labor, and presents variety
of vocation, is manifest from our own experience,

Mr. Chairman, I was surprised the other day to hear my distin-
guished and learned friend from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE, ] in his
ably constructed speech, declare that protection brought no blessings
which could not be secured from a tariff for revenue only; and Le
peinted to the period from 1850 to 1860 as the ** golden era” in this
country, when general Yroa]n\.rit ¢ prevailed and when unparalleled
blessings were dispensed to all the people of every section, Now,
lest I may do him injustice, I beg to read from his speeeh made on
that day. He said:

We are not without the benefit of experience upon this suhject, not English
experiones, but American exporience,

"here nover has been snch o period of general prosperity and growth in thia or
uny other conntry as that extending from 1850 to 1860, when we hadl, not froe trade,
bt a tariff for revenue with snch incidental protoction as necessarily resnlted from
the imposition of modorate daties npon imported goods; a tariffunder which the
averngo mtes during the whole period on all dutiable articles were leas than 23

eent., and on freo and dotiable only 10 per cent. It was the golden era in our

tory notwithstanding the Huancial disturbancs of 1537, from which the country
recgvered in a single year. y

Agriculture, mannfactures, commoree, the arts and scienoes, the socinl condi-
tion of the people, and the advance in popnlation amd aggrogate wealth made
such progress as has never been made befure or sinos,

This was uttered on the 20th day of March of this year on this floor,
Now, let us see what was our true condition between 1850 and 1860,
the period when a revenne tariff prevailed in the United States. |
believe that I shall be able to show that at no period in our history
were times over so bad, was business so universally depressed, and
the people at large so disastronsly aficcted as during most of the period
from 1850 to 186U. The low tarill of 1846 commenced its havoe npon
business even before the year 1850. In December, 1840, a prominent
manufacturing firm thus speaks of the condition of the iron trade;

And first, what is the real condition of the domestic ron trade?
This was December 26, 1849, the last week of the last month pre-

ceding the beginuing of that ‘° golden era” of which the gentleman
from Kentucky spoke the other day.

Axnd first what is the Teal condition of the domestic iron trade? Ts it
depresswd and threatenod with ruin, or does all the uulcryﬁmaed from men who,
having realized * princely fortunes " nnnnally, are now clamorons because their
profits arve reduced to reasonable limits, or from another class, who, having erected
works in improper locations, desire not so much to make iron cheaply as to build
up villages and speculate in real estate! Undoubtedly to some extent thers are
such osses, * * * but as to the great fuot, that the great majority of establish.
ments jndiclously loeated and managed with proper skill and economy have been
compelled to suspend work throngbkout tho land for want of remunerating work,
there eannot be p shadow of a donbt.

Aypain, of fifteen rail-mills only two arve in a{)umtltm. doing partial work, and
that only becanse their inland position secured them a st foreign competition,
for the limited orders of nelgh 2 railroads, and when these nre executed not
a single rail-mill will be at work in the land.

This gloomy picture, I repeat, was drawn on the 26th of December,
1849—only five days before the opening up of that ** golden era™
deseribed by the gentleman from Kentue f; and this statement was
not made by a wild enthusiast of protection from Ohio or Pennsyl-
ranin, demanding an increase of the tariff, but by no less distin-
guished authority than the celebrated firm of Cooper & Hewitt, of
wh.icl]: my distingnished friend from New York was and is the junior
member.

Now, let us go a liftle further. On the 12th of August, 1850, doring
the first year of this ““ golden era,” Hon. Joseph Casey, then a Rep-
rﬁmrﬁntive from Pennsylvania, declared in o speech on the floor of
this Honse : .

The whole history of the manufactare of iron in Pennsylvania shows that in n

{)ﬁﬂoﬂ. of seventy-five years there have been erected 500 furnaces, and out of them

77 failures or where they have been closed or sold ont by the sheriff. Out of this
177 failures 124 of them have ocourred since the passage of the tariff of 1846,

This was said only four years later:

And ount of 300 blast-furnaees in full operation when the tariff of 1846 was enncted
Into a law, 150, or fully one-half, had stopped several months ago, and fully 50 more
are preparing to go out of blast.

This was the first year of the * golden era” referred to by my
learned friend from Kentucky.

But let me proceed further, Mr. Chairman, and ecall your attention
to a message of Millard Fillmore, President of the United States, who
was required by the Constitution to report to Congress the condition of
the country. I ask attention to an extract from his message, to be
found in the Journal of this House, first session Thirty-second Con-

g Tage 26. The date of this message is December -‘f, 1851. Presi-
ent Fillmore says:

The values of onr domestic exports for the last fiscal year, as compared with
those of the previous year, exhibit an increase of $43,640. 322, At first view this
condition of our trade with foreign nations would seem to prosont the most flatter-
ing hope of its future prosperity. An examination of the details of onr :;roﬂs
however, will show that the inoreased walue of onr exports for the last fi
is to be found in the high price of cotton which prevailed during the last of
that year, which price has since declined aboutone-half. The value of our e 8
of breadstufls amil provisions, which it was supposed the incentive of a low tarifl
and large importations from abroad would have mﬁ&angmenml. has fallen from
$08,701, 021 in 1847 to $26,051,573 in 1850 and to $21.848,653 in 1851, with astrong prob-
ability, amounting almost to a cortainty, of a still further reduction in the current
yoar, The ageregate valnes of rice e ed (lunng the lost fiscal year as com-
pared with tho provious yearalso exhibit a deerease smounting to 817, which,
with a decline in the values of the exports of tobacco for the same make a0
aggregate decrease in theso two articles of §1,156,751,

Will my friend listen to this?

The policy which dictated a low rate of dutles on foreign merchandise, it was
thought by those who promoted and established it, would tend to benefit the farm-
ing population of this country—

And yom all speak for the farmers as though you were their divinely
constituted gnardians—

by increasing the demand and rising the price of agricultural products in foreign

markets.
The foregoing facts, however, seem to show incontestably that nosuch result has

followed the mﬁmtion of thls policy.

If it did it not then, I ask you what assurance we have it will do
it if you adopt it now, thirty years later in the history of the Gov-
ernment ¥

I now call your attention to another message of the same President,
a year later, fonnd in the second session of the Thirty-sccond Con-
gress, pages 15 and 16:

In my first annnal measage to Congress I called your attention to what seemed
to me some defects in the present lnriﬂ’ and recommended such modiflications as
in my jundgment wore best adapted to remedy its evils and promoto the IE:'PG"“.\'
af t.lm1 country. Nothing hins slnce ocourrod to change my views on this important
quastion.

Withont repeating the arguments contained in my former message in favor of
diseriminating protective duties, I deem it my duty to call ﬂot:r attention to one or
two other considerations affocting this subject. o first is the effect “ﬂ-‘-"ﬂﬁ“m'

rtations of forelgn goods upon our currency. Most of the Enlll of California, as

nst us it is coined, findsits way directly to Europe in paymen Mn‘w‘l"‘wfﬁhﬂﬂd-
In the second place, as our manufacturing establishments are brokon down I‘: com-
petition with forcigners, the eapital investod in them is lost, t of o
and induostrious -:lFtlmnn are thrown out of employment, and tho farmer, |In that
extent, ia deprived of a home market for the sale of his surplits 1''‘‘"1""_1""1‘:|-mt n the
third place, the destruction of our manufnctures leaves the igner t com-
petion in our market—

The very argument we make—

and Lo conserquently raises the priceof the articls sent here for sale, 4 Is now seen
in the lncrennlml '::m};; of iron lm::orm from England. The l“,;.;l“h ¥ and m
of every nation must depend npon its productive hnlm'-ﬂ"m]u;’m 'u.ndmmbr;eﬂted
lated to exertion by finding s ready market for his surplos 2
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by being able to exchange them, without loss of time or expense of transportition,
for the manufactures which his fort or convedi ires. This is always
done to tho best advantage where a portion of the c.ummnnhy in which he lives is
engaged in other pursuits. But most manufactures require nn amonnt of capital
.mzl a practical skill which camnot be commanded unless they be protected for a
time from ruinous competition from abromd.

I will not detain the committee with further reading from this mes-
sage, but will ask your attention now to the message of the last Dem-
ocratie President of the United States. Of eourse 1 do not mean Mr.
Tilden, [lunghter;] 1 mean James Buchanan.

Mr. M LIN. Iam ﬁ}:l ou made the explanation.
Mr. McKINLEY. The ] ocratic dent of the United
e8.
ST MeEMBER. The last one they will ever have. [Laughter.]

Mr. McKINLEY. Some one suggests the last one they will ever

ve.
h‘l call attention to Mr. Buchanan’s m o, first session Thirty-
fifth Congress, found on pages 19, 20, 21, and 22. I shall not have
time to read all of this extract, but shall take the liberty of puttin
so much as I may deem best in the remarks I ghall publish. I reac

fro 19.
Am :ﬁznn. What date?
Xfr. McKINLEY. December B, 1857:
Since the adjonrnment of the last Congress our constituents have enjoyed an

nnusual degree of bealth.

I,ﬂuglltar.]b n

E sup that is what the gentleman referred to as one of the

blessings of the golden era from 1850 to 1860; and so it was, and we
than

shonld ul for that.

The earth has yielded her fruits abundantly and has bountifully rewarded the
1oil of the husbandman. Our great staples have commanded high prices, and, up
i1l within & brief Esﬂod our manufncturing, mineral. snd mechanical occupations
have largely purtaken of the general prosperity. We have eaned all the ele-
ments of matorial wealth in Fich atmndance, and yet, notwithstanding all these
advants, our country, in its monetary intérests, is at the present moment in o
deploralle condition. the midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the prodoctions

in all the elements of national wealth we find onr manufactures suspended, our
public works retarded, our private enterprises of different kKinds abandoned, and
thousands of useful luborers thrown out of employment and redgoed to want.
revenne of the Government, which is chiefly derived from duties on imports
from abroad, has m‘fready reduced, while the appropriations made by Congress
&t it lust session for the current fiscal year are very

And thiswas during the golden era of my learned friend from Ken-

tucky, [Mr. CARLISLE, ]
ircuomatances 8 loan may be requi
mF .I:.q:;uﬁ' ;ul?n‘i. thuia_. although deeply to be re

e in amount.

rod before the olose of your pres-
tted, would prove to be only a

'ortune when cony with the suffering and distress prevailing amon
:I;EM e AWith this the Government cannot fail deeply to sympathize, thoug
it nuy be without the power to extend rellef,

Again, in the next message President Buchanan says:
conn with this snhject, it is proper to refer to our financial condition.
-;{:mm which have produoced pecuniary distress thronghout the try
have so reduced the amount of imports from foreign countries that the revenue
has proved inadequate tomeet the n expenses of the Govermment. Tosup-
ply the deficiency, Clomgress, by the act of Decemiber 23, 1857, suthorized the issne
Jmmmd notes; und this proving i g , they anthorized, by
the mct of June 14, 1853, a loan of §20,000,000, *to be applied to the payment of

made by law."

> K’u 'm:,:i;::n wtmldyldt'ise that we should go on increasing the national debt to
mest the ordinary expenses of the Government. This woulil be a most rninons
policy. In case of war our credit must be our chief resource, at least for the first
and this would bo greatly impaired by having contracted o large debt in
i::'n! peace. It is our true policy to inerease our revenie so as to equal onr ex-
ditures. It would be ruinons to continne to borrow.  Besides it may be proper
mh.u-re that the incidental protection thus afforded b'i' a revenne tariff would
at the present moment, to some extent, increase tho confidence of the manufactir-
ing interests and give a fresh impulse to our reviving business. To this surely

no person will object.

Mr. CARLISLE. Has my friend from Ohio among his notes any
deseription of the condition of the country under the high tariff from
1473 to 18781 If he has not, I can furnish it to him from the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kerrey,] the present distingnished
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means.

Mr. McKINLEY. 1 shall come to that.

Mr. KELLEY. Asthe gentleman from Kentucky has alluded to

me, permit me to say—

Mr. McKINLEY, This does not come out of my time, I hope.

Mr. KELLEY. Of course not. Let the reasons I assigned ?or the
depression also be printed, for they are the true ones.

Mr, UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. The loan was needed.

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes; theloan was needed, as my friend and eol-
league suggests, and 1 will reach that later on. Now, 1 desire to eall
attention, as my friend from Kentucky invokes the authority of the
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and
begs to call my attention to it, I desire in this connection te give a
little page in the history of that gentleman, touching the period from
1850 to 1860; and as I am somewhat worn ont, if the Clerk will read
what I have marked I will be obliged. This is & portion of the state-
ment and the reasons assigned by the distinguished gentleman from
Pennsylvania for abandoning the theory of free trade and adopting
the principles of protection to American industries.

The Clerk read as follows :

Were we early revenne reformers worshipers at false shrines—

Mr. KELLEY. If the Clerk will send methe volume, and my friend
from Ohio will permit, I will rend the langnage, as Lam familiar withit.

Mr. MCKINLEY. I am very much obliged to the distingunished
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and will gladly have him read the
extract.

Mr. KELLEY, (reading:)

Were we early revenne reformors worshipers at false shrines or did the sequel
approve our fuith? History answers these questions with cmphasis, 1t needed
bt a decads to demonstrate the folly of attempting to create a market for our in-
ereasing agrionltural productions, and to develop our mining and manufacturi
resources by the application of the beantiful abstractions dissominated by free-trade
leagues. 1t was just ten years after the snbstitution of the revenue tarift of 1848
for the protective tariffof 1842 that the general 'bnnk.l'n}::,e ¢ of the American people «
was snnounced by the almost simultaneons failure of the Obio Life and Trust Com-
pany and the Bank of Pennsylvanul and the suspension of specie pay ts by
almost every bank in the country. In that brief period onr steamers hiad boen sup-
planted by foreign lines and onr elipper ships driven from the sea or restricted to
cn.rl;}"ing between our Atlantio and Pacifio ports. At the close of that brief term,
the ship-yards of Maine were almost as idle as they are now when raflroads traverse
the conntry in all directions and compote with ships in carrying even such bulky
commordities as sugar, cotton, and leaf tobacco; and while the families of thou:
aands of unemployed workmen in onr great cities were in want of food, Ilinois
farmers found in corn, for which there was no market, the cheapest fuel they conld
obtain, thongh their flelds were underlaiil by an inexhanstible deposit of conl that
is almost coextensive with the State. Capital invested in factories, furnuces,
forges, rolling-mills, and machinery was idle and unproductive, and there was but
a limited homo market for cofton or wool. Taking advantage of this condition of
affairs, foreigm dealors put their prices down sufficiently to bankrapt the cotton
States. to induee many of our furmers to give up shesp mising, and to constrain
many thousand immigrants who conld not find employment to return to their native
countries. Eighteon handied and forty-seven had u year for farmers,
mechanics, miners, and merchants ; but 1857 was a good year for sheriffs, constables,
and marshals, though few were purchasers at their sales exeept mort Jodg-
ment ereditors, and eapitalists who were able to pay cash at nominal vﬂnm for un-
rmdncl.im establishments, and hold them till happier eircnmstances should restore

heir value,

Not one of the g!owh:f prediotions of political economy had been fulfilled, and
comt o contrant Elrownt»d by the condition of
the col.‘mt‘rg;with what it had been at the close of the last pc‘.r{od of protection

the surpriss with which emplated

Mr. McKINLEY. Iam very much obliged to my [riend from Penn-
sylvania, Now, I desire in this same connection, and as throwing
some light npon the blessings resulting from the era referred to, to
call the attention of the committee to the question of wages to which
I believe the gentleman from Kentucky referred, and who declared
that the wages of the laboring classes were as good during that

eriod as at any other period previous or since. On the 14th day of
F‘ebmnry, 1859, the operatives of the Pembroke mills, inthe State of
i}!mm:hmtts. in convention assembled, passed the following reso-
ution :

That we, the spinners, &o., 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 tolive by, as we cannot meet onr bills for the necessities of life with snch
a contemptible jon for our labor as has been paid us for the last year.

In this conneetion I desire to publish a table of exb)ort-s and im-
ports during this period, and the period from 1870 to 1830, the
former under a revenue tariff andthe latter under a protective tariff':

Falue of merchandise imported into and exported from the United States from 1850 to 1860,
UXDER A REVENUE TARIFF,

Exports Excess of ex- | Excess of im-
Year. —_— 3 — | Total exports. Impaorts rts over| ports over
mports. OXpOrts.
Domestio. Foreign ]
134, D00, 233 0, 475, 403 $144, 375, 720
178, 620, 138 10, 206, 121 188, 916, 259
154, 811, 147 12, 053, 084 166, 984, 231
180, 869, 102 13, 620, 120 203, 489, 252
215, 328, 300 21, 631, 260 238, 959, 560
102,750 136 | 26,15 888 | 218, 600, 503
S7% 000,713 | 14917047 | 298, 823, 700
Ti3 o DT, s 60
i) meid) o
478, (62, 080 14,
816, 242, 423 17, 833, 634 833, 576, 067
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Value of merchandise imported into and exported from the United States from 1870 to 1881,
UXDER A PROTRCTIVE TARIFF.
\ Exports. Excessof ex- | Excessof im
Year. — Total exports. Imports. E:m over | ports over
’ Domestic. Foreign. s
£376, 610,473 | $16, 153, 205 771,708 | $435,958,408 | .oooooianio...
428, B8, 808 14, 421, 270 443, 820, 178 520, 223, 684 >
428, 457,131 15, 600, 455 444,177, 586 628, 565, 077 ...
GOG, 033, 430 17, 440, 483 523, 470, 922 642, 180, 210 |........
560, 433, 421 16, 840, 610 686, 283, (40 567, 400, 542 §15,
400, 284, 100 14, 1568, 611 013, 442, T11 B33, 000 438 |oois ity
525, BR2, 2T 4,803,424 b0, 584, 671 460, T41, 160 0,843,481 |<crmsamisntonsa
580, 670, 224 13, 804, 602, 475, 230 451, 323, 126 161,152,004 |.ccaanens
, 709, § 14, 166, 408 694, BEG, T06 427, 051, 532 257, 814, 204
, 40, TO0 12, 008, 651 710, 439, 441 445, 777, 7756 204, 661,608 |.......--
§23, 048, 803 11, 602, 305 815, 038, 658 667, 004, 746 167,688,018 |....cona
884, 925, T 18, 451, 800 002, 877, 346 42, 664, 258,712, 718

Now, coming down to December 17, 1860, the last year of the last
month of this haleyon period, I find an act of Congress, passed De-
cember 17, 1860, authorizing the issue of certain Treasury notes.
Treasury notes were 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 decade, after a tariff for revenue only
had had full opportunity to produce {ts best results and to demon-
strate, if it conld, its highest good. I find these Treasury notes were
sold under that aet as follows, and the percentage shows the dis-

count:

AL B PEr COME - coarermmssnrnmarnranrsn s asnmansnsn - §70, 200
At 7Tpercent ...... 5, 000
At8 [ S 24, 500
At B} per cent ... 33, 000
At B} per cent 10, 000
At 9 per cent 65, 000
At 0} per cent 10, 000
e e e 160, 000
AL PR PO OO caciiviiiianioaiomsnsinasanasnanssonasnsensserensasnsve 77, 000
At10 peroent .. ..ooiceniirircaacrsean s craantr e s annarae 1, 027, 600
ABI0Fpoeroent ... ..ciciiiiaani e s s e n e 266, 000
Atl0d pereent ..coomieannnn- 623, 000
At 10} per cent 1, 367, 000
At 11 per cent 1, 432, 700
At 12 per cent ... 4, 840, 000
. Total ceovvncennse .~ 10, 010, 900

which shows that during the closing year of that free-trade period,
which has been denominated one of exceptional {:rosperity, the finan-
eial credit of this Government was so bad that our Treasury notes
sold from 6 to 12 per cent. discount.

1 come now to February8, 1861, the beginning of the second month
of the next year, when Congress anthorized a loan of §25,000,000 of
bonds bearing 6 per cent., and haﬁn%wenty cars to run. They
were disposed of, in amount only §18,000,000, for the Government
counld not dispose of the remainder of the loan, and what were sold
were sold at a discount of $2,019,776. 8ix per cenf. bonds sold for
£0.1 cents on the dollar. At the very close of that glorious period
when all, as we are told, was lLlazing in the splendor of pros-

rity——
peg};nm tha hammer 1'.3.]1.8

. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the
time of m‘yvcolloaguc ma‘y be extended.

Mr, HEWITT, of New York. I wasabouttomake tho same request.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the extension of the time
of the gentleman from Ohio.

There was no objection,

Mr, McKINLEY. I am greatly indebted to theIouse for its cour-

.

So low had the eredit of the Government fallen at that time that
the Secretary of the Treasury, in January, 1861, suggested to Con-
gress as a financial resourco that the several States be asked as
security for the repayment of any money the Government might tind
it necessary to borrow, to pledge the deposits received by them from
the Government under the act for the distribution of the sarplus
revenues of 1836 ; the Secretary believing that a loan contracted on
such a basis of security, superadding to the pliﬁhtml faith of the
United States that of the iudividna[x States, could bardly fail to be
aceeptable to capitalists. _

Thus was this Government driven by your revenue policy to the
brink of financial ruin, with neither money nor eredit, a condition
that necessitated a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury tosolemnly
suggest to Congress that the States should be asked to indorse the
paper of the Government of the United States. 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 cit.irm]:z We have gognxho 1;12&11 trouble now. Tmy yoars of
protection have given us a good credit, have givenus a currency,
an overflowing %‘m&mry, and universal prosperity, enabling us to
borrow all the money we want at 3%
pay a premium fo get it at that.

r cent. and the lender must
ontrast that period with the

golden era deseribed by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CAR-
LISLE, ] when the tariff policy he advocates led this Government to
the condition which I have deseribed. 1 thank God that policy does
n{:t. prt-jvaii to-day, and protection needs no other defense, [Ap-
plause.

Average weekly wage in Massachusetts—1860, 1872, 1878, 1881.

3 -]

[ -]

Average weekly wage; stand- M
A ard, gold. 85‘.5
cupations. EE

- a

L]

1860. | 1872, | 1878. | 1881 g:
#1800 +6228
1% + 1
16 38 +2 6
14 01 +3 86
11 71 +1 00
11 41 — 50
11 88 +1 8
961 —a 57
12 18 + 43
nu| =83
11 51 —2 4
11 80 —1 50
12 21 +4 7

Magchines and machinery
Pattorn-makers . ...o.ceeens 115 | 1760 1524 | 1810 286
Iron-molders . 060 | 1467| 1280| 16 40 i-l 10
-molders 000| 1467 1325 1575 +2 80
Core-makers 500 |........]| B00| @28 i w
Blacksmiths ....... D15]| 1600 | 1215| 1375 3 60
Blacksmith's helpers. G50 102 | 770|102 200
Machinists .........- 064 1440 | 2205 | 17 08 14 o .
Cleaners and chippers S R AR T60| 864 114
ChUOKSEYS vc.ueasmiarasavsennanses d 818 eeeenns P75 1138 +1 B8
O o s it e bE s | 88| 1440 10066 | 1282 +2 16
PollaNats: i sivsaasinasaserass Al e 97 8 50 -116
Setters-up. . -oomre- 000| 128 | 1200 1388 +138
Rivet-heaters, boya 400 |icaeen..] BOO| 564 + &
Rivoters ....... 050 | 1467 | 1200 | 1305 105
Wood-workers 918 |t 10 80 | 14 60 2
Painters ... 0T el go0| 1223 433
Laborers. ... BO0O| B853| 721| 915 +188
WatohEosn .o iacansvnraasasaeans e | poo| 1241 432
rw:ﬁam‘wm- 7800 10 00 | 11 60 +1 80
[ and me gnoda: 3

TTAMIBESIION <« o veeeacvnnsnnscnsnsnse]oammnnafrasiones 1200 | 18 00 +0 00
Heaters ........ 2083 40| WU +4 37
Rollars ... 1067 | 1580 | 16 40 42 60
Puddlers. . 2400 | 1800 | 2091 +2 91
Shinglers . 2400 1050 | 2204 +3 H
R S S e e A SRR 1276 | 1300 b
Wire-drawers . 5 1276 | 10 50 =235
Annealers and cleaners ............ofoooonx gno| B4 —1 50
b1 e S S SR A W RS 21 60 | 15 00 —a 0
FINISHATS «ovovnsensnsamnarsmmemmeros . 27 00 | 28 67 +1 87

* Probably owing to the influence of machinery-

NoTE.—The reader who desires to pursue th further is reforred o tho
temth report, which mminn.datn E;agwing thni:-a!l:at’;tmndlunn of workingmen
in Massachusetts, as regards subalstence, in 1800 and 1878,

The above is from the Report on the Statisties of Labor of Massa-
chusetts for 1882,

There are some indostries in the United States, notably that of
tin-plate manufacturing and the manufacture of IPO“"’-‘!P which are
inadequately protected. Of the former, the secretary © the United
States Iron and Tin-plate Company says:

ontirely dead in this

About eight years ago, when the tin-plate industry was
country, thsprl{ea of tﬁ:e'plam WeTo B0 I:Tgh that some enteTPis "m
to the comolusion that they could invest their mone; profitably of
plato works, At first the prospects were favorable, bus the prices of imported
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plates went down lower and lower, nutil our home manufacturers were compelled | five millions of dollars, and are no 1led i nali liere
to abandon the business and leave their works standing idle, yet the agitation for | w416 the nrice to ther:’onsumﬁr hzs m:cfur el ?d;[n:?tlaligeﬁn‘“;n .tlm,
better protection has been kept up, and by that the prices of tin-plate have been pric 5 gely ed. L
kept down; butif Congress refuses again to lend an ear to the urgent appeals we | daysof the gold preminm the tariff was moderately protective. Since
have made so many times, the agitation on the subject will dio oat, and the price | resnmmption it has been wholly inadequate. The price paid to labor
of tin-plates will gonp, and instead of making English manufacturcrs pay a reve: | is 100 per cent. more than is paid in the English potteries, and 90 per
pue for dealing in our markets, we shall have to submit to their laying a heavy tax cent. of the cost of the produet is labo V'ih{ I .o 1
us becanse we did not protect ourselves, P 8 labor. 1l lahor equal, or mace
apon ; : equivalent by the duty, they can successfully compete with the best
This eondition should no longer be permitted. Legislation which | potteries of the world. We have the good raw material, skilled
will revive this palsied industry shonld be enacted at once. abor, new and valuable improvements. Our decorated ware is not
The manufacture of pottery, although early started, is among the | excelled up%'whem. All that is needed is a just and fair protection,
new industries in the United States, and none more worthy. Its |and we will fail in our daty if it is not accorded. Forty per cent,
with has not been rapid, but substantial, It has made Erogresa ad valorem is wholly insufficient. I beg to append a table of the
against the ficrcest op gition of British manu{'uct.ureru: It has been | price of labor in the potteries of this conntry and in England, to
forced to fight prejudice at home and unscrupulous rivals abroad. | which I invite carefs attention; it was prepared by the Potters'
1t hashappily triumphed overall. Itsannual products have reached | Association of East Liverpool, Ohio:
Comparatire wages paid in the potteries in England and America.
PER DOZEN (12) PIECES. FOR TWENTY POTTER'S DOZEX OF 36 TO DOZEX.
g |54 | § | &3
£ E |59 AR B
=
Articles. £ E g? [ Articles. ! E, g | :‘f
= 3%
] %} E 8 s | . 5 E 8 g
4| < | &8 ild 1
b =3 | = B
Fal & s.ds- s.lg.i o d| 8 d tie
“nw e [ L Ba 4 (4 9|10 1 1
: 11 nn):]:‘ =% cesas] 4imi a (i3 100 s, 4 9|10 1 12
e sm | 8| 7| % s |40(1 % 1o
i a 5| 7 165
fobtors AR o 8 8138 3 %
............. n. coffee. |8 6|13 © 00
m# ...... 8 in. 8 190 25 o tea. |6 9/1110 | 85
Soalloped NAPPIEs - -vx-xreurennnne. 10 in. 8110 50 |ISaucers........c.... crenes coffen, | 7 3 [ 14 0 84
BRKBIH. aeensss soammmmess s din. 4 5 25 || Mugs, 86 to doZen..ouueeeneeeennnnnn. 3 |6 615 0 | 107
Bakers......--- 4in. 4 6§ | 37 || Mugs, 30 todozen............____... -] 30 |7 8|18 8 130
Bakers. -..- 5in, 6 { s PR M, 28 B0 AOMKL 2. i s e w s s R e D s s 24 |7 8|27 6 | 140
= 6 in. ] 6} 8 Bowgi“'s. 30 to dozen. . e s 46 |6 6156 3 | 133
Bakers. - - 7 in. 6 7 16 || Bowla, 30 to domen. ..vc. oo 80 (6 61810 | 158
ey Bin. | @ 8 | 83} Bowls, M todozen... - [ 1 LI 24 (6 6(17 8 | 172
Balsrs 1t il .| o T
.
s S TP o N o [ sl Rl (e
S B L e S J1m | 7| 0| 7
DABhOB. .o - cmeeesmestssasanaananssamanann 8 m. 4 & 25
Dishen. o S (S o B8 73088k e
e Y e gin. | 6| 6| & 6 |26/7 8| 8
HEDES. . ..consmcsmcanonannes 7in. L 7 16 2 4141 (0
Disbes. o o 7 o | % 8 |37|8 10§ | 14
1 . E: i
i 0m | 7| 10| 42 7 |5 0| 9 op| 2
11 in., T 11 57 6 |3 6| B 2 228
7110 71 5 |2 4] 7 5 a8
0] 1 4 60 3 [2 0| 4 15| 108
1 4| 1 8 25
........ B| 8 0 275
,,,,,,,,, 30! 4 3 40
8| 10 50
i 9| 1 13| 5o
...... 1. 21 19 50
1 3| 1 lg’ 50 150
110| 2 47
3 0| 211 ar 233
30| 4 28 a0
3 8| 6 1 50
18] 19 88
y S R N ] 50 .
1 9] 1.8 5 |
20|30 8 387 6(12 6 | B0
...... 38|49 a8 80 |7 6 (11 & 37
1. 11 1.8 54 M4./7 6|10 0 20
1 4| 1104 40 6|6 0| 89 16
................ 16|21 30
...... . [1 1] 18 39
in. |1 2] 19 50 OTHER PRINCIPAL WORK.
in. |1 4| 110 40
in. [1 8| 2 s! 37 )
Gin. |2 2| 211 3 || Mold-mnaKing, Per WorkK. . -cueereeeeeeaeeerenescsosmannasn 400 |80 0 100
4in. [2 5| 87 40 || Kiln-men, biscuit, per bung. Sitciimis civesals 7h 18% | 147
Gin. |2 0| 4 2 51 || Kilnmen, gloss, per week. 80015 0 66
Tin. |3 0] 4 7 ] | ippers, per week ...... 20|02 © 40
Bin. (8 8| 6 1 54 || Firemen, good, per week 40009 0 72
fin. |3 6| 5 8 50 |Hmm<~r|.,éxi.m.pnrwm 500 8 4 66
Oin. |8 0] 0 4 64 || Odidl men, per week ....... 180 |50 0 177
Tin, |2 4| 4 44 B7 || Warshouse women, per week .. Jiwojlas o 150
3 8in. |2 7| 410 87 || Warehonse girls, per weelk .... | 70118 9 167
i | 9in. [210| 5 B M [ Packers, por woek ....oooeaeeeamnenenan. --|800 |62 6 108
Coverdiahea.... . . . veeeeeeecooround..| 1080, |8 3| 6 0 83 || Gilders and painters, per week -.-.ooo._ o ooeeenefiloll 340 )83 4 145

The English prices given are those paid November, 1880, and {n force after that time with s deduetion of 8 lm- cent. from theso prices. The American prices are
frem the ﬂl‘l-lhllll!‘:od printed work list. All the American work is paid for ** 1 from hand " when made, the loss in it going thrtnTh the kilns !‘nlllnéon he manu-
fucturer. The English is paid for ** good from kilns,” the workmen suffering the lossea sustained while going through the kilns. Al other links as C.

china eompare in same proportions as white granite.

Weask the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] to unite with | fair profit, but will be able in time, I trust, to export them beyond
s in making up that difference in the price of labor. ~ If we do that | the seas, p
the potteriesof East Live 1, Wellsville, and Cineinnati , in Olio, I shall in this connection, withont taking the time of the commit-
and of Trenton, in New Jersey, represented by my distinguished | tee to give it in detail, put in my remarks a statement of the cereal
friend on my [Mr. BrREWER, ] will be able to nnlf their produets | productions in 1850, 1860, 1870, and 1880, We_ produced in 1850
not only a8 readily here as those of other mannfacturers, and with a })00 000,000 buskels, in round numbers, of wheat ; we produced in

5 ¥

O, ware and

— - . |
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1880 459,000,000 bushels of wheat. We produced in 1850 592,000,000
Dbushels of Indian eorn ; and in 1880 we produnced 1,754,861,535 bushels,
And Imight go U.\mtlgi] this contzast with oats, and barley, and buck-
wheat, £c., taking in all the cereal products, and show that the like
of it was never known in the industrial history of any eountry in
the world, The following is the fable in detail :

1= = o |
g | g g ?, 2 g
c =) : - = =i :d
. - 5 P
Articles. ‘E_‘% ‘ E_% &@ E‘ Fé_% =
] A =] .-. S
%z 32 |3g| 3= 3z i
z | 5 E= = = : =
g | 2 = = = E
A | & L = & =
" | Pr. ol Pr.etl.
Wheat. ......}100, 485 044 173, 104, 924 | 72 247, 745,626 | 450, 470,505 | 00
Rye..........| 14,188 813 21, 101, 380 | 48 16, 918,796 l 10, 831, 605 17
Indian corn..|502,071, 104 | K38, 704 742 | 41 | 760, 44, 540 |1, 754, 861, 585 | 130
Oats .........|146, 684, 179 172, 643, 185 | 17 282, 107, 167 407, 868, 009 | 44
Barley.......| 5 167,016 15, R25, BOS (206 20, 761,905 | 44,113,405 | 48
Buckwheat..| 8 056 912 | 17, 671, B1R . | 08 9, 821, T l 11, 817, 827 20
Total -...-- 867, 453, 967 El. 230, 039, 047 | 42. 8 |1, 287, 209, 153 F’.BOT'N’_’,HB 8.4
| T

They talk about the farmer not being protected. Why, sir, he is
protected in nearly everything he grows or raises, and protected just
a8 much as he wants to be, just as much as he asksto be, He is pro-
tected in his horned cattle, in his hogs, in his sheep, in his bacon, in
his hams, in his cheese, in his pork, in his corn, in his wheat, in his
cotton, hix tobaeco, his sugar, and his wool,

My friend from New York [Mr, H tm‘iﬂ&propmgea to take the duaty
off wool; indeed he proposes to take the duty off all raw materials.
‘When he does that the l{umar in the United States will be compelled
to dismiss his flocks, sheep husbandry will fall into decay, and the
woolen manitfactures will go down.

Mr. UPDEGRAYF, of Ohio. But the farmer will vote first.

Mr. McKINLEY, Yes,as my friend suggests, the farmer will vote
first, and he will vote for that party ,ang that individual who will
stand by him in protecting the products of his labor and his farm
from the cheaper labor of the products of the Old World. Thefarmer
is protected by the levy and collection of duties on his products as
follows :

Hogs, horned cattle, horses, sheep, and all other animals, pay a duty
of 20 per cent. ; bacon and ham pay a duty of 2 cents per pound ; beef,
1 cent a pound ; butter, 4 cents a pound ; cheese, 4 cents a pound ; con-
densed milk, 20 per cent. ; lard, 2 cents per pound ; preserved meats,
356 per cent. ; mutton, 10 per cent. ; pork, 1 cent per pound; tallow,
1 cent per pound; glue, 20 per cent. ; barley, 15 cents per bushel ;
bread and bisenit, 20 per ¢ent.; Indian corn, 10 cents per bushel ;
cornmeal, 10 per cent.; oats, 10 cents per bushel ; rye, 15 cents per
bushel ; wheat, 20 cents per bushel; wheat flonr, 20 per cent.; all
other small grain and other preparations of breadstuffs for food
average 18.56 per cent.; fruits, from 10 to 35 per cent.; flaxséed
or linseed, 20 cents per bushel ; wool, hay, hops, rice, tobacco, pota-
toes, sngar, all pay a duty. I need not further amplify. I publish
herewith a statement prepared by Mr. Nimmo, Chief of the Burenn
of Statistics, showing the importations of farm produets in the last
year, with values and duty assessed and cnllwteﬁ.

The condition of American farmers to-day is better than at any
other time in our history, while the condifion of the farmers of Eng-
land was never so deplorable as now. We have a protective taritt;
England has a tariff for revenue only.

Every country has its peculiar conditions which must be recog-
nized by its law-makers. Each nation must legislate for its own,
study its own interests, take care of its own industries and its own

wople ; when this is done American statesmen have discharged their
ighest duty, and can with safety leave to other nations the duty of
legislating for themselves. l‘luﬁlax_ul'a boasted free frade is England’s
protection and profit if she could induce the world to enter upon the
.same policy. er seaports, open only partially even now, were not
open until after years of practical prohibition. At last she conceived
Lier power to profitably manufacture for the world and announced it,
but at the present time she levies and collects duties on imports, pro-
ducing to her alarge revenne, duties not npon the luxuries hut npon
articles of the highest necessity, like tea and coffee. Her tariil’ is
a tariff for revenue only ; the same which is advocated on the other
side of this House and which was announced in the last Democratic
national platform. With all her boasted professions and her invita-
tion to the world to accept her theory of nniversal brotherhood, Great
Britain has not free trade within her own borders and in her own
possessions.

George Baden Powell, an English anthor and free-trader, declares

in his book on Protection and Hard Times—

It is, however, a matter of notoriety that many of onr eolonies at the present
do impose dutles for avowedly protective purposes. The colony of Victoria is a
notable instance, memeﬂpedn‘]ly as she holda toher position in spite of the tendm-

the surrounding colonles toward free trade, It may well be asked why
have any of the vinces of the Britiah Empire the right how Linve they the
license to adopt other than free-trade prineiples |

It would be well for the distinguished anthor to look after Canada,

which, in March, 1879, adopted a high protective tariff and is pros-
pering under it to-day.

In & word, by the imposition of duties for purposes other than those for revenne,
a province of the omP re at onee invades the domain of imperial interests, at once
challengea the control of the imperial anthorities.

There are but two or three colonies, anys the same author, * * * thatavowed!
impose dnties on imports for the purpose of protecting their industries. There
nothing impracticable in the prospect of the varions provinces of the Pritish Em-

rire banding themselves together * *  *  and jealonaly maintuining as securea
eedom of interconrse nmong themselves, as close a commercinl union as that
rigorously maintained by the citizens of the United States.

8o that the free trade which England teaches and cajoles ns to
follow she fails te practice at home, and looks forw with fond
expectancy to the time when that same freedom of intercourse, that
close commercizl nnion, shall exist in all the British Empire as is
rigoronsly maintained by the citizens of the United States. Here
we have unrestricted trade among ourselves, no impost duties, no
diseriminating tax between the States. The markets of California
are open to the manufactures of Maine. Ohio sends her manufactur-
ing snd other products, freely and withont restraint, to every State
of the Union. The products of one State are as free to the citizen of
another State as his own. We impose duties only on the prodnets of
foreign labor and capital. ;

The early history of Great Dritain upon the tariff has been often
told, but loses none of its force by repetition. England declared her-
self notonly *‘ the sole market for American produets,” “ the sole store-
house for American gupplies,” but also ** the workshop of the world.”

The ecolonies must not only sell exclusively in British markets but they must
also buy exclusively in Dritish markets. It was intended that no commodity of
the growth, production, or manufactivre of Eorope shonld be imported into Bril
plantations but such as are laden and put on board in England, \%unl or Berwick-

n-Tweed, and in English-built shipping, whereof the master and fourths
of the crew were English.

The preamble to this statute, which was snpplemental to the navi-
gation act, declares—

The mlnmininsi a ;i:'e.utar correspondence and kindness between the octs
at home and those in the plantations, keeping the colonies in o firmer dependence
on the mother country, making them yet more beneficial to it in the further em-
ployment and inereaso of English shipping and in the vent of English manufact-
ures and commodities, ruudl-.rinf the navigation to them more safe and cheap,
and making this Kingdom a staple not only of the commodities of the plantations
but also of the commodities of other conntries and ea for theirsn 3 it being

‘thn nsage of other nations to keep their plantation trade oxclus veﬂ' to them-
aelves.

In 1710 the House of Commons declared that “ the erecting of mannfaetories in
the colonies tended to lessen their dependence on Great Britain.”  In 1732 the im-
mnﬁon of hats from province to provinee and the number of apprentices was

ted, In 1750 the erection of any mill or engine for slitting or roﬁing iron was
prohibited. Tn 1765 the exportation of artisans Teat Bl?{sain was prohibited
under & hea enalty. In 1781 utensils required for the manafactare of wool or
#ilk were prohibited. In 1782 the rmhibilion was extendod to artifioers in print-
ing calicoes, muslins, or linens, or in making implements used in their mannfic-
ture. In 1785 the prohibition was extended to tools used in iron and steel mann-
facture, and to workmen so employed; in 1700 it was extended so ns to embrace
even colliers,

This is the early record, rigorously adhered to and enforced with
an iron hand. British free trade is the voice of interest and selfish-
ness, not principle. American protection is the voice of intelligent
labor and American development, Its benefits must be manifest to
the most casual stndent of industrial history. No man will be found
who would declars that onr present advaneed position of manufact-
ures could or would have been reached without the aid afforded by
a wise system of protection. Commencing withont eapital or e
rience, we have grown to that extent as to be the wonder of the etv-
ilized world. Even Mr. Hewrrr, although differing from my con-
clusions, is forced to say that to any one studying the condition
of this country at the present time three things are evident: first;
that we are the most prosperons people in the world ; secondly, that
we are paying the highest wages of any people in the world ; lastlis
that we have the highest tariff duties of any nation in the world.
Why, sir, in 1858 the United States received a great majority of its
manufactured articles from England § to-day weé mannfacture for our-
selves, and as exporters have but one equal. From thirteen States
we leap to thirty-eight; from three millions of o pnlation we now
number fifty-one millions, It would be impossible, says Mr, Mul-
hall, an English statistician, whom Mr, HHEWITT qnotes nppmﬂnﬂlg'ﬁs
to find in history a ‘}mmllel to the progress of the United States in &
last ten years, Wealth and property have everywhere inc b
comforts, education, the school-house, the chnrch are within the reach
and enjoyment of every citizen of this Republie.

In this connection permit me to call the attention of the committee
to the following exhibit of the export and import trade of the United
States for the last few years, taken from the report of the Secretary
of the Treasury :

The exports as contrnstod with the imports during the last fiscal year (1551)
are as follows :

et vt L e A A T )
DR o e e o AT A e e Py 902, 877, 340
TmpPorts of MArChAIdiS . «c oo eeeveneenaesoacamrannnansaanansts 642, 604, 628
Excess of exports over imports of merchandiss . .. ..o..seee- 250, 712, 718
Aggrogate of exports and imports ..o . e caveisrianne ame 1-“’5»0":-9“
e, hare, s, 4 100500 th valon of i

rts. The annual average of the exoess of imports of mere B0 OVEr 8XpOrts
erecf for ten years previons to June 30, Im.p:'u ‘l%mmi but for the last
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six there has been an excess of exporta over imports of merehandise amount-
ing to §1,180,608,105—an annual nverage of $196,778,017. The specie value of the
azgg;_‘!:of domestic merchandise has increased from §376,616,473 in 1870 to $883,025, 47
in an inercase of 8507300474, or 125 per cent. The imports of merchandise
have in from §435,058,408 in 1870 to $042,004.628 in 1881, un increase of
£200,706,220, or 47 per cent.

This remarkable showing, which is under onr present protective
system, inspired my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. WIITTiiorye,] a

mocratic Representative, to say in his recent able speech upon
another subject :

This is & most gratifying exhibit of commercial progreas and prosperity. And
when we ecompare this aggregate of exports and imports with that of the principal
commercial powers of the world, and see from that mmllmrimn that we are now
the peer of the greatest, save except only the United Kingdom of Great Brit-
ain and Ireland ; and reflecting that nnder the control and administration of that
government there are :iu]l.c two hundred and fifty millions of people, we have just
canse of pride in the ous growth and progress of the trade of oar pevple.

We have indeed just cause of pride in the wonderful growth of
our trade. Why enter upon a new policy, I ask? Would any busi-
n man whose ledger showed such results embark in new and
doubtful experiments ¥ He would pass unheeded the allurements of
ihe dreamer and the theorist. He would pursue the old way, which
had secured him success, and discard all new theories which experi-
‘ence had not proven sure and beneficial, The same conservatism
%“honld guide the nation as controls the individual eitizen, in the con-
‘duet of his business. : ;
iy The te of American industries, says Mr. Mulhall, an Eng-
lish sn: Eor, risen 35 per cent. in the last ten years; the ratio per
inhabitant to the population has increased one-third in the inter-
val ; theactual increase of American industry §2,641,000,000; whereas
ihe nm among European nations, that of Great Britain, was
only §1,631,080,000. Ten years ago the balance of trade wus against
this conntry, but now the exports are 31 per cent. overimports. Ten

ears ago we lagged far behind France or Germany as regards steel,
{ut now produce more than both these countries 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 increased 90 rper cent. in the
last decade, and t ¥ we represent 36 per cent, of the mining in-
dustries of the world, Great Britain 33 per cent., and other nations
31 percent. Agriculture shows a healthiful increase. * Farming stock
jncreased 33 per cent. Inten years we have built 42,000 miles of rail-
road; an increase of 100 per cent,

The net increase per inhabitant is double the European average,
and is 54 per cent. higher than it was in 1870,

Taxation has been réduced from 133 per cent. of income in 1870 to
9 per cent. in 1820, being now only half of what it is in France, and
one-fourth less than in Great Brifain.

The reduction of the prineipal of our publie debt since 1870, and
up to March, 1852, has averaged §116,560.22 per day, including Sun-
days and holidays. TS
' Ra ratio of debt per inhabitant has fallen 42 per cent. ; that of
interest 54 Imrocanf.. in ten years. Population has increased 31 per

. since 1870,
‘.’e’\’ée‘;nmam 30 per cent. of the meat and 30 per cent. of the grain
of the world. These fignres illnstrate our growth and prosperty and
include the disastrous year of 1873 and the subsequent years of

on.
¢ ar growth of mineral produets is shown by the following tables,

which I take from the census reports prepared by Mr, Swank.
The following table shows the production of iron aud steel in 1880 :
Btates. Production. | Rank.

Tons.

3, 616, 668 1
930, 141 2
598, B00 H
417, 967 4
243 860 5
178, 95 [
147, 487 7
142, 716 8
141, 821 9
125, 708 10
123, 751 1
110, Had 12

06, 117 13
77,100 14
2, 086 15
55, 722 16
88, 061 17
85,152 18
3, 018 19
19, 055 20
14, 000 2
10, 864 2
0, 790 28
8,134 24
7,078 25
B, 620 26
4, 500 n
3, 200 28
2, 000 20
1, 400 30
439 31
264 32
7,265,140 |.....:..

The followin

table from the same source presents the quantities
of mineral p

ucts used by the iron and steel works in 1580 :
——

| | 3 | o =
[Tl BT E e B e |
Works. ! g | E | EE B g 5
S Rl R 8" £
- ! - - = Q
| Tons. . | Tons, I Tons. | Tons. | Toms.
Blast-furnaces. ......| 7,266 084 8,180,140 | 2 615 182 | 1,051,753 | 2,128 255
Rolling-mills. ....... | 808,950 |-l iy T 526,126 | 8,015,877 | 14, 534
Bessemer and open- | | |
hearth steel works. . T 89T =~ 140,458 | 465,056 | 104, 980
Crucible steel works. .| 2198 | | 40,802 | oaq.e57 22 791
Forges and blomaries .| ™, 610 |==--- 340 1,613 0, 605
Total.....couceas| 7,709,708 |

:uan.us\ a.mmi 5,600,035 | 2,277,566
1 "

And the subjoined table, from the same sonrce, shows the distri-
bution geographically of these products. The whole territory of
the United States may be mEnrded as comprising fonr grand divis-
ions—the Eastern States, the Southern States, the Western States and
Territories, and the Pacific States and Territories.

Geographical divisions, States and Territories.

haplh B Rl i g R
wE g 2 g : 5,
Grand divisions. | » 8 8 g Z “d
25 3 g o5
oI T e B O

=
A =
i S R = 5 =

Eastern States. ... #1408, 507, 461 $34, 361, GO0 |4, 671, 808 [$102, 006, 010
Sonthern States. .. , 145, B30 6, 261, 344 | 649,153 | 25, 853, 251
Western States

£ BR
s & 85

and Territories .| 224 | 50,755 000 14, 542, 687 |1, 912, 680 | 76, 931, 0656
Pacific States and

Territories . .... i 1, 562, 603 11, 194 a1, 480 1, 574, 738

Total ..c...... 1, 005°| 230, B71, B84 (140, 978 | b5, 476, 785 |7, 265, 140 | 206, 55T, 688

In my own State the growth of the iron industries has been most
tifying. The first furnace built in Ohio wasin 1803-'04, located in
oland Township, Mahoning County, constituting a part of my pres-
ent distriet. That county to-day is practically peopled with fur-
naces, mills, and factories, and tunneled with mines, while their
produets are renowned the country over, and like evidences of pros-
perity in agriculture, manufacturing, and mining are found in Carroll,
Columbiana, and Stark, the remaining counties which compose the
district I have the honor to represent. The State now ranks sccond
in iron and steel manufactures in the Union. Her thrift and energy,
her great natural resources, aided by protection, have enabled the
State to take the position which she now holds. She wants no legisla-
tion which shall disturb her present prosperity or curtail her future
growth.

There is perhaps no better exponent of our progress than the
inereased production of coal, the great motive power of industry and
of commerce.

Who has demanded a tariff for revenne only, such as is advocated
by our friends on the other side? What portion of onr citizens?

hat partof onr population? Not the agriculturist ; not the laborer ;
not the mechanic; not the mannfacturer; not a petition before us,
to my knowledge, asking for an adjustment of tariff rates to a rev-
enne basis, England wants it, demands it—not for our good, but
hers; for she is more anxious to maintain her old position of sn-
premacy than she is to promote the interests and welfare of the peo-

le of this Republic, and a great party in this country veices her
interests. Our tarifisinterfere with her profits. They keep at home
what she wants. We are independent of her; not she of ns. Rhe
would have America the feeder of Great Britain, or, as Lord Sheffield
put it, she would be *‘ the monopoly of our consumption and the car-
riage of our produce,” She wounld manufacture for ns, and permit
us to raise wheat and corn forher. We are satisfied todo the latter,
but unwilling to concede to her the monopoly of the former,

Much idle talk is indulged in about manufacturing menopolies in
the United States, and everything is called a monopoly that pros-
pers; everybody who gets aliead in the world isin the minds of some

ople a monopolist. We have few if any mannfacturing monopo-

ists in the United States to day. They cannot long exist with an
nnrestricted home competition snch as we have. They feel the spur
of dompetition from thirty-seven States, and extortion and monopol
cannot survive the sharp contest among our own capitalists an
enterprising citizens, There may be some here and there, but as a
rule we have none; and yet the gentlemen who shout the londest
against monopolies are found advoecating a doctrine which if carried
into practical operation would break down American manufactures
and give England the nubridled monopoly of American markets.
English monopoly does not disturb them ; it is American monopoly
that distresses their sonls, Under the ery of a “bounty-fed monop-
oly” they would transfer manufacturing from American citizens to
foreign citizens. For one, Mr. Chairman, speaking for myself, I
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declare that I would rather America and American manufacturers
ghould have the monopoly of American consumption than that Eng-
land should haveit; and I would infinitely prefer that the American
laborer and the American mechanic shonld have the monopoly of sup-
plying the American markets than that English laborers and me-
chanics should have it.

No man can ontdo me in opposition to monopolies; buf the man-
ufacturers of this country should not be thus characterized. 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 machinery, in the organization, in their trade. And how many
of them to-day would be willing to sell out for first cost, and below
first cost, if they could do it? He who would break down the manu-
factures of this country strikes a fatal blow at labor. It islabor 1
would protect.

My friend from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] told us about the nncer-
tainty of business the other day, when he assured us that in six years,
from 1873 to 1879, he lost £100,000 a year in the mannfacture of iron.
He knows that it is not all profit. Itis 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 becanse there are, in fact or in imagination, manufacturing
monopolies in the United States.

The effect of protection upon the priee of products 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 diminishes but in nearly
every case the qnalitig of the iproduct- has been improved. There isno
department of manntacture inthis conntry which hasreceived protec-
tion sufficient to encourage capital to embark in it and enable it to
compete successfully with foreigners for the trade of the United
States but has resulted in the falling of prices to the consumer,

Cast-steel furnishes a marked illustration of this statement. It has
Dbeen stated to me that consumers of the higher grades of crueible best
cast-steel in England pay higher prices for best cast-steel of English
manufactnre than is paid by our consumers of the same grades from
the same manufacturers, showing that the English manufacturers of
cast-steel are conceding more than the amonnt of duty in favor of the
American market, Another important point should not be lost sight
of, that when the English manufacturers of erucible best cast-steel
were réceiving from the American consumer 38 per cent. over and
above what they are willing to sell at the present time, they were
letter able to furnish onr people steel at the present rednced price
than they are now.

A large quantity of best cast-steel in the shape of cirenlar-saw
plates is consumed in this country, and to the lumber interest it is
an important article. Before the passage of the present tariff laws,
when this class of steel was not made in the United States, the saw-
makers of this country depended upon the English manufacturers for
their snlxpl v, and were forced to pay 35 to 40 cents per pound in gold
for the large sizes. These plates of the same size are now furnished
at 26 cents per pound, being a saving of 30 per cent., or more than
double therate of the tariff to the saw manufacturersof this country.
I am informed that one of the most extensive manufacturers of saws
in the United Btatesestimates the gain to the lumber interest since
the passage of the tariff of 1864, of a sum exceeding $7,000,000 on
saw steel, A like advantage has been gained by the same lumber
interest by the saving of money in the cost of axes. Before the
present law was enacted best ax steel, manufactured in England, sold
at 17 centa per pound, gold. The price is now 104 cents per pound.
In the manufacture ol reapers and mowers, (a large and valuable
industry in my own district,) one thousand tons of section crucible
best cast-steel is now used annually in this conntry. DBefore the pres-
ent tariff law went into effect, this article of English manufacture was
sold at 17 cents per ponnd in gold, and now is furnished at 10 cents or
under, producing a saving to the farmers of this country of more
than 40 per cent., or twice the rate of tariff on the article, and a
paving in the aggregate since 1864 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 steel plows, hay-
rakes, grain-drills, harrows, and other agricnltural implements have
been reduced to such low fignres that but few, if any, are imported ;
and the farmers have saved millions of dollars by the provisions o
the present law,

Again, crucible tool best cast-steel nsed in the manufacture of all
descriptions of tools, drills, sledges, &c., employed in mining hefore
the enactment of our protection laws, of English manufacture brought
17 cents in gold per pound, and now it can be bought at 10 cents, fully
equal in quality to that for which 17 cents was paid per pound, mak-
ing a saving of 38 per cent., equal to more than twice the sam
C d as duty. From a carcful estimate,it seems that about 20,000
tons of this description of cast-steel are consumed in this conn-
try annnally, saving to the carpenter, the miner, the machinist
£2,500,000. ;

We produce over three-quarters of the crucible cast-steel used in
this country. The effect oi‘ protection in reducing the prico of cast-

steel is not confined alone to this article but applies to nearly every
description of manufacture, Take, for example, the cotton manu-
factures ; the same kind and quality of goods are now in the market
which were first made in this country, and therefore an exact com-

parison can be made, which in many other branches of the textile
industry cannot be made.

The tariff act of 1816 imposed on cotton goods a square-yard duty
of 6} cents. The effeet of the protection is seen in the prices of hea
sheetings, stated by Mr. Nathan Appleton, as follows : Price in IBIv{
30 cents per yard; 1819, 21 cents per yard ; 1826, 13 cents per yard ;
1820, 8} cents per yard ; 1879, according to Reece’s Dry Goods Chart,
the average price was 7.8 cents per yard. To-day the price is 8 cents
per yard.  The goods of 1816 and I&E are the same in quality.

IRINTS OR CALICOKES.

This manufacture was not snccessful nntil 1825, Aceording to Mr.
Appleton, the average prico per yard in 1825 was 23.07 cents; 1830,
16.36 cents; 1835, 16.04 cents; 1840, 12.00 cents; 1845, '10.9 cents;
1850, 0.24 cents; 18065, 9,15 cents ; in 1860, according to Reece’s Chart,
9.50 cents; 1878, 6.00 cents; present prices, 64 cents,

FRINT CLOTIS OR PLAIN UNDYED COTTON CLOTHS FOR PHINTING.

According to Reece, prices in 1860, 5.44 cents; 1878, 3.44; Febru-
ary 14, 1822, 3.75.
BLEACHED SHIRTINGS.
The article was first made in 1828, of a weight of 2,80 yards to the
pound. Prices in 18560, according to Reece, 15.50 cents ; 1878, 11.

BROWN DRILLINGS.

An article of American invention sold by package in 1828 for 15.50
cents. DPrice in 1860, according to Reece, 8.92 cents; 1878, 7.65.

JEANB,

A lighter twilled fabrie than drillings. When first introduced by
our mills, in 1826, no article of that kind could be bought in our stores
for less than 30 to 35 cents. ‘The first American article, better in
quality than any foreign make imported, was sold for 23 cents. The
prices in 1860 were 64 to 9 cents.

PEINTED LAWSNES.

The manufacture of printed lawns commenced about 1846. Both
foreign and American lawns were sold in our market in 1847 for from
12 to 15 cents. “T'he market price in 1881 was a little below 10 cents.

It is more difficult to make a comparison of prices of woolen goods
illnstrating the effect of the tariff. Hon, John L. Hayes, secretary of
the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, says:

Reliable returns of the two leading agencies of flannel wools in the country,
e nting more than twenty different establishments, show that the selling

rices in 1869, after the tariff of 1867, were in one house 20 per cent. less in gold than
n 1860. Ontheother hand, the books of a mill srodncln clotha more extensively
than any other establishment in the conntry, and emplo; 2,500 show
an advance of wages in gold from 1860 to 1560 of 37 per cent. for female o tives
and 50 per cent. for male operatives. These facts show conelusively that the pro-
tection to the woolen industry, if to no others, has been a boon to laborers and
consumera. Certain cashmerets which brought 46 cents per yard in 1580 were
rated at 381 cents per yurd in 1880,

HLANKETS.

If you would warm a free-trader into wrath and excite him to
violent denunciation, exhibit an American blanket made in an
American factory, of American wool, by American labor. This arti-
ole above all others is seized by the free-trader as an illustration of
the vice and enormity of our tariff. Now, what are the facts?

A certain fixed style of blankets of medinm grade sold in 1860 aa follows: A 8-7
blanket for $1.874, n 104 article for $2.27§ to $2.50, Sales of precisely the same
goods were for the former st $1.75 and for the latter at §2.25, with at 3 tod
cents highor in 1880 than in 1860, and labor in the mills from 15 to % per cent. in
advance of 1860,

Those most familiar with the marketa, of whom T have made careful inquiries,
estimate that,_ordinary woolen goods, constituting the great bulk of consumption,
are now obtained by consmmers at prices from ﬁi to 25 per cent. less than goods
of the same quality conld be purchased for before the war.

The same is true of the rice industry, as shown by the following,
taken from the report of the special commitiee of the Bavanna
(Georgia) Rice Association, which shows the effect of protection on
the rice industry of the United States:

Tt is only left to infer that the effect of the import daty has been extraordinary
increass iu the production of American rice and correspondent reduotion of price.
In sixtoen years the crops have increased more than tenfold, and prices bave de-
clined from 100 to 150 per cent, 1t has induced notive competition with foreign
Imimrm.iun withont redncing its volame.

t seems, then, evident that the average profits on American rice are at present
dependent on the maintenance of the import duty, and if the latter is removed or
materially reduced the cultivation of the former mmst be abandoned us & staple
prodnct and the lands returnod to natare. There are now cultivated in rice more
than 155,000 acres, affording livelihood to mors than'd60,000 persons.

Another instance in point is in the price of potte Gouds in that
line are solling 50 per cent, cheaper than in 1860 under the old 24
per cent, duty. These cxnm{-]m, and more which I might present,
demonstrate that protective duties are not a tax apon thie consumer,
but universally cheapen the price of consumption to the peo L,

There is one other subject to which I want to refer brietly, becanse
it %iua been drawn into this debate, 2 Cnasrtalorming

1o Treasury ralings interpreting existing tariff 18 a
the iudustri:ﬂf the (E::l llh";.l Already some of them have been disas-
trously affected, and others will follow in their train if Congress does
not intervene with positive legislation to prevent. The parts of
the statute known as the omnibus clauses, nnder Wmfhngcm decis-
ions are made adverse to the interests of American manufacturers of
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iron and steel, are as follows: “manufactures of steel, or of which
steel shall be the component part, not otherwise provided for ;7 ¢ stecl
in any form not otherwise provided for;” “manufactures, articles,
vessels, and wares of iron, or of which iron shall be the component
material of cliief value, not otherwise provided for; ” * metals mann-
factured not otherwise provided for,” and “ castings of iron not other-
wisa provided for.,” These give the officials of the Treasury Depart-
ment such latitude of construction that with the constantly increas-
ing new forms of iron and steel and other manufactures the trne
intent of the law becomes virtnally a dead letter and without force,
By the employment of new names for old forms of construction, and
new designs not specially named in the statute, the articles not
epumerated in the law are transferred from specific to ad valorem
rates, thns evading the duty applicable to such classes of manufact-
ure. To illustrate: Hoop-iron pays a duty of 1} cents per pound.
If a piece of hoop-iron is cut into lengths, say eleven foet, and
fastened with & buckle, under the Treasury rulings it is no longer
hoop-iron, but becomes a manufacture of iron not otherwise pro-
vided for, and is dutiable at 35 per cent. ad valorem, or about three-
narters of a cent a pound instead of 14 cents. It is estimated that
there were 5,500,000 bales of cotton raised last year, which wonld
consume thirty thousand tons of hoop-iron. Nearly every ponnd of
this is of fureigu manufaeture, imported here under the favorable
decisions of the Treasury Department. I have never heen able to
nnderstand how the length of the piece of hoop-iron or the riveted
buekle, or any other contrivance, should remove this article from
the special designation of “ hoop-iron,” and relieve it from a like
duty. It is hoop-iron, and nothing else. The iron or steel, of what-
ever lengtl, five feetor twenty, should bear the same duty. A recent
deciston of the Treasury Department permits barrel-hoops to come
in under the same clanse, practically shutting out the hoop-iron
manufacturer of the United States from the American market.
That no maunufactured article should pay any less daty than the
duty chargeable upon the material of chief value out of which it is
e, is the rinciple of the iron and steel bill about which there has
been so much criticism and discussion here and throughont the coun-
try; a priucipla which is right and should form the basis of all tariff
legislation and be the rule of all Treasury interpretations upon this
subject ; a principle whichevery one concedes isright, and thoronghly
just,and whichin the main has been recognized in every tariff law
since the foundation of the Government, It may be said that the duty
is too high upon the material of chief value, If that be true, rednce
it. Dut so long as that duty remains I insist that the intent of the
1aw shall be sacredly preserved. It should not be the mere form, but
the snbstance, of the article which should regulate the rate of duty.
The gentleman from SBouth Carolina [Mr, ATREN] takes occasion
in his recent speech to characterize the hoop-iron bill, so called,
(which is now in the hands of the Ways and Means Committee,) as
an effort to rob the many for the benefit of the few. He says:
of humanity! Not content with their

Chairman, how insatiate is the
‘b}‘siy dn'u.llngz incomes through the bounty of the Government, these iron men
are attempting to increaso, and doubtless will inerease, the tarifl upon that class

of mannfactured iron in which isincluded *‘ cotton ties," a description of iron that
affeets the pockets of the greatest number of the poorest laborers of this ctmnt;y.
These laborers are, however, all farmers, who seldom feel the helping hand of a
paternal government. The a.nty on cotton ties some years ago was 70 per cent.
ad valorem. For some reason, not Forl.lmmt at this moment, this duty was redoced
to 85 per cent. ad valoram, which is about throe-fourths of 1cent per pound. The
bill known as the McKinley bill proposes to restore the 70 per cent. tax
@ duty three-fourths of 1 cen M})er pound, Certainly such a tax is

only a mite when imposed upon an individ farmer, but what is it when aggre-
ted upon & cotton crop numbering millions of bales ! Each bale usually has six
& around it and the; wmalazsten pounds, hence the lovy npon each bale is 7§ cents.
The crop of 1882 will doubtless aggregate 6,000,000 bales, and hence the taxon the

000,000 tiea that bind them will amount to the sum of #450,000, Now, sir, if this
amonunt eould be at our custom-honses and be then covered into the Treas-
ury, not a farmer in the SBouth would complain of the tax. But when we know
from past experience that it will all go, or at least $440,000 of it, into the coffers
of less than a half dozen cotton-tie manufacturera of this eonntry, we can but
denounce the proposition as an effort to rob the many for the benefit of the few,

Hat, sir, the cotton farmer is blandly told he shonld not complain, for inasmuch
as he buys these ties at 2} conts {:r pound or less by retail, he sells them around
his bales at the net price of cotton, 9, 10, or 11 cents per pound. This plansible

t does not warrant an unjust tax. But however plausible the proposition,
it E not trae in fact

Let nssee 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
enormons amount alleged by the gentleman, or any other amount
which in justice they ought not to have,

I find in a southern newspaper—the Telegraph and Messenger—
published in Macon, Georgia, under date of February 18, 1852, a state-
ment in repiy to a criti®ism of the hoop-iron bill which appeared in
another muﬂmm_ paper called the Atlanta Constitntion, which an-
nonnees who receives the money from the totton-tie trade, who bears
the burdens, and who pockets the profits. It will be observed that
it is not the iron manufacturer, not the laborer in the cotton field,
but the thrifty planter. I quote this southern authority as an answer
to my friend from Seutl Carolina :

The Constitution {newspaper) does not confine itself toany injary or inequalit
in the present law, but travels outside to take up a bill inuvﬁult‘sﬂud by Mrr."ﬂu m,;
LEY, {0 increase the duties on cotton ties, ing to the Constitution, $19.19 per
ton. The Constitution is very unfortunate in its selection of an articla to demon-

wor increase

strute aspecies of protection as ** robbery pure and simple.” It is & fact well known
to every DEETo who raises one bale of cotton that the most profitable fi
the whole transaction is the difference in price Lﬁu

‘eature con-
nected with he buys at and the

The priceof the latter the past season aver-
aged nbont one doilar and seventy-five cents per bundle. There are forty bundles
to tho ton, and hence the price per ton of ties to the cotton planterwas §70. Thisis
the long ton of 2,240 pounils, hese ties are sold at the price of cotton, and at' ten
cents per pound they bring $224 per ton. As they cost only §70 per ton, the net

rofit on every ton of ties sold by the planters of the Bouth was 154,  This, accord-
ng to the Constitution’s figures of the quantity consumed, shows they make a clear
profit of $4,626.009 on their annual consumption of cotton ties. 1f this is troe,
there is no olass of people in the country who can better afford to see such a rate
of duty levied upon cotton ties as will enable our manufacturers to produee them
at fair profit.

From this it appears that the cotton planter of the South is not
the oppressed and burdened individnal deseribed so graphieally by
the gentleman from South Carolina. On the contrary La seems to
be the monopolist, for he buys the cotton ties at 2} cents per pound
and sells them for cotton at 10 or 11 cents per pound, making a clean
profit of more than $1,500,000 on the annual consumption of cotton
tios. -

My friend exclaims, ‘‘ How insatiate is the greed of humanity ! 1T
answer, how insatiate is the greed of the cotton planter, if this sonth-
ern authority be true. Heis gnite content with his dazzling income,
and is unwilling to share it with the manufacturer and laborers in
the hoop-iron industry,

My friend, in the same speech, expresses himself as quite willing
to protect the rice planter of the South, and I doubt not the sugar-
grower of the same section. If the principle is worth maintaining
at all, its application should not be sectional or awarded to any sin-
};lu industry, but all should share in its benefits and blessings, and

ecl the life-giving force of its influence.

Under the!g‘masu.ty rulings the cotton-tie trade has gone {rom the
United States, from its mechanics and manufacturers, to the foreign
manufacturer, to enrich the Jatter at the expense of the former. The
cotton planter, not content with his profit on ties at the expense of
the consumer, insists upon depriving American labor and capital of
its just rewards and its legitimate profits.

While the present fariff laws need some revision, any wholesale
change would be nnhealthful and unwise, A large part of our
industries has been built up under their fostering care; trade has con-
formed to them, and has %men prosperous and progressive, and no
genuine American interest wants them overthrown or materially dis-
turbed, If we could secure some slight changea, conceded by all as
necessary, which would endanger no existing interest in the United
States, and then establish a clear and unmistalkable-rule of construe-
tion, to guide our customs officers in their interpretation of the law,
any general revision of the tariff might well be left for many years to
come. b

Certainty and stability are essential elements to the success of
trade, and as long as we are doing reasonably well experiments
shonld be avoided.

Manufacturers, farmers, laboring-men, indeed all the industrial
classes in the United States, are severally and jointly interested in
the maintenance of the present or a better tarifi law which shall
recognize in all its foree the protection of American producers and
American productions. Our first duty is to our own citizens.

Free trade may be suitable to Great Britain and its peculiar social
and political structure, but it has no place in this Republic where
classes are unknown and where caste has long since heen banished ;
where equality is the rule; where labor is dignified 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-
orty of his early surroundings. Flere the mechanic of to-day is the
manufacturcr of a few years hence. Under snch conditions, free
trade 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
balauce-sheet. We ought to be satisfied with the progress thus fur
made, and contented with our outlook for the future. We know
what we have done and what we can do under the policy of protec-
tion. We lhave had some experience with a revenue tariff, which
neither inspires hope or courage or confidence. Our own ’lxjﬂtol'y
condemns the policy we oppose and is the best vindication of the
poliey which we advocate. It needs no other. It furnished us in
part the money to prosecute the war for the Union 1o a successful
termination; it has assisted largely in furnishing the revenus to
meet our great public expenditures and diminish with unparalleled
rapidity our great national debt; it has contributed in securing to
us an unexampled credit; hasdeveloped the resources of the country
and quickenctf the energies of our m:;ﬂ_ﬂ; has made us what every
nation should be, independent am{ -reliant ; it has made us in-
dustrious in peace, and secured ng independence in war; and we find
ourselves in the beginning of the second century of the Republic
without a superior in indnstrial arts, without an eqnal in commercial
prosperity, with asound finaneial system, with an overflowing Treas-
ury, blessed at home and at peace with all mankind. Shall we
reverse the policy which has rewarded us with such magnificent
results? Shall we abandon the policy, which, pursned for twenty
years, has produced such unparalleled growth and prosperity {

No, no. Let us, Mr. Chairman, pass this bill. The creation of a
commission will give no alarm to business, will menace no induastry
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, ] Y

price at which Lie sells his cotton ties.
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Quantities of wool produced, imported, exported, and relained for consumplion in the United States in 1850 and from 1861 to 1881, inclusive.

= Total prodnc- ¥ TRetained for
Year ended June 50— Production.* Imports. tiom and im- home con-
Porie. Domestic, | Forelgn, Total. sumption,
Pounds, Pounds. Pounds. Pownds. Pounds.
71, 212,258 ab, Bas () 35, 698 71, 176, 855
847, 801 () (h
142, 131, 061 1,158, 888 L OG3 | 1,456 341 130, 644, 720
179, 01, 044 3656, 722 708, B50 1, 004, 572 178, BGT, 372
213, 404, 002 155, 482 223, 475 3TR, 957 213, 085, 45
185, 840, 154 466, 182 670, 281 1, 145, 463 184, 604, 691
231, 532, 274 973, 075 851, 645 | 1, 824, T20 22, 707, 554
176, 558, 040 307, 418 618, 587 126, 005 175, 632, 041
102, 124, 503 558,435 | 2 801, 853 | B, 360, 287 188, 764, 516
210, 276, 926 444, 487 e 407 TB6, 804 218, 480, 122
211, 280, 100 152, 892 1,710,053 | 1, 862 45 200, 367, 254
228, 048, 028 25, 105 1, 805,311 | 1, 330, 506 8, 727, b2
272, 2568, 400 140,515 | 2,266, 803 | 2, 406, 008 269, 849, 501
243, 406, 049 75,120 | 7,040,388 | 7,115 515 236, B8, 534
213, 19, 541 18, 600 | 6, R16, 157 | 7, 185, 757 205, 803, Té4
&5, 601, T60 178, 034 | 3, 567, 827 | & 745, 661 3L, 1566, 099
248, 642, 836 104, T68 1, 618, 426 1, 61, 104 TG, 0169, 643
242,171, 192 h 8, 088, 067 | 8, 108, 556 230, 002, 636
255, 440, 070 947, 854 b5, 052, 221 6, 800, 075 240, 140, 004
250, 005, 155 GO, 784 | 4,104,616 | 4, 185, 400 245, 830, 735
360, 631, 747 101,551 | &, 648 520 | 3, 840,071 356, 701, 676
319, 964, 230 T1, 4565 | B, 507, B4 | 5, 678, 980 314, 385, 247

*In the column of “* Production " the amonnt placed opposite the fiscal year is the production of the preceding calendar year, { Quantity cannot be stated.

Quantity of eoal produced in each State and Territory of the Uniled States during the calenaar years 1369, 1876, 1877, 1878, 1879, and 1880.
[Weight expressed in tons of 2,240 pounds.]

]
State or Territory. 1869.* 1876, 1877. 1878 1879, 1880,
ANTHRACITE, Tons, Tons. Tons. Tons Tona. Tonas. |
PeUDSTIVANIR . s vemavmnnsmanansencanniomasacasaaansananananssmamsnsunsaanananr| 15,866,180 | 21,436,007 | 23,610,001 [ 20, 60, 262 26, 142, (89 128, 437, 242
BITCMIXOUS. i
DT IR oo iy 54 i s s A e R S S e RS S B A R 7,708, 517 11, 500, 000 12, 500, 000 13; 500, 000 14, 500, 000 18, 000, 00O I
Ilinois 1 3, 500, (00 4, 500, 000 #, 500, 000 3, 500, 000 4,000, 000
3, 500, 000 B, 250, 000 5, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 7, 000, 000
1, 85, 081 1, 574, 339 1, 670, 322 1,730, 708 2,146, 160
900, 000 800, 000 800, 000 000, 000 1, 500, 000
800, 000 1, D00, D00 1, 600, 000 1, 250, 000 1, 400, 000
050, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 009, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 198, 400
1, 500, 000 1, 500, 000 1, 500, 000 1, 600, 000 1, 600, 000
650, 000 50, 000 000, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 000, 000
L60, D00 750, 000 375, 000 450, 000 641, 042
90, 000 00, 000 75, 000 90, 000 100, 000
126, 000 200, 000 800, 000 400, 000 B3, 000
200, 000 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000
30, 000 30, 000 30, 000 35, 000 5, 000
00, 000 600, 000 500, 000 800, 000 000, 000
14, 000 14, 000 14, 000 15, 000 15, 000
100, 060 175, 000 200, 000 250, 000 340, 00
20, 000 50, 000 75, 000 75, 000 100, 000
500, 000 100, 000 100, 000 175, 000 235, 000
100, 000 150, 000 150, 000 170, 000 175, 000
45, 000 45, 000 00, 000 225, 000 275, 000
250, 000 300, 000 BT, 000 400, 000 000
.............. [IL{RIET] e Iy o Y et 100, 000 100, W0
40, 005, 748 0, BO8, 250 G2, 130, 584 62, 808, 3908 80, 200, 954

* The statistica for 1860 are derived from the United Btates census. The statisties for 1870, 1577, 1878, 1879, and 1880 are compllod from diata collected amd esti-
mates made by Mr. Frederick E, Saward, editor of the Coal Trade Journal of New York.,
t Includes 3,000,000 tons estimated as the local consumption.

Statement showing the quantities, values, and rate and amount of duty collected on products of foreign agriculture imported into and entered for con- I
sumption in the United States during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1851,

Amount
Articles. | Quantities. Values. Rate of duty, of duty col

e e i e I A e e S B S cesiviusceseiass] 1,500,227 06
Axnimal oils:
Neat's-f0ot anid Other Antmal 018 - .. - veenoeeensneenseonnssensvnss AR et 1N gallons. . 12,572 3,830 60 | 20 per cent .....oresn+ o7 93
Provisions; 1 48
.......... -
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Statement showing the quantities, values, and rate and amount of duty collected on products of foreign agriculture imported, §¢e.—Continued,

| Amount
Articles. Quantities. Valnes, Rate of duty. of duty col-
lected.
saemee--pounds. . 237, 67876 $45, 157 88 | de. perpound . ........ $#0, 507 13-
weee..pounds..| 3, 655, 370,25 622, 878 B4 | 4e. per pound. . = 146, 214 81
I | 107, 962 85 | 20 per cent .. 39, 502 57
03‘?,?’}2 47 Fruol
224 70| 2¢. per pound
46,618 69 Mp'ﬁ-cnnt__
1,635 16 | 10 per eant .. o
2,026 36 | lec. per pound.........

028, 788 86
mﬁl? and skins, other than for e’ ! __:5:'.&?22_
Wanassssosnssaasasensssasanss e e e G
i[;:lm. and bhone-dust. . - aaa 5 412, 602 66
Halr, unmanufactored . ..., i 574,727 00

B A AN A S e 48, 00! 243,852 08

GIng .. cccceeecnaaias
Tml""“""““.-.l““““““--”“"""-""“"""""""--------u..... LT I T L 29 102‘3’03% :

?
I

m 5t 15¢. per boshel. . . 1, 438, &40 80

20,621 85 | 20 per cent...... 124 87

Indian corn....... 88,127 B4 | 10¢. per bushel. . 7,016 20

Indian corn meal 710 20 | 10 per cent. ..... 71

e PR 23,196 80 | 10¢0. per bushel. . 6, 527 68

RF.ocnvn 4,680 00 | 15¢. per bushel.. 702 00

vo flour Ty Oy | SRR e A e S S e e R

= eat. .. 588 45300 per Buhel 111 216 66

OO S e e oo 20 percent. ... . ..o 512 59

e mall grain and pulse, 1, 340, 881 00 | Average 1856 per cent. 248, 805 4

b SO [ 8,207, 06 25 |.oveenciciiincninians | 1,708,107 57

rm(t;:;n dried, or ripe, not otherwise el ¥, e 143,115 92 | 10 per eent. .ovueeennn. 14,811 58

Tn their own juice, and fruit juice not otherwise specifi AR R 53,087 88 | 25 per cent.. 88, 454 80

Preserved comfits, sweetmests, fruits, &c............ et leonethanncanrani 577,028 95 | 85 percent, ... -.--... 202, 275615
IPORAL cosseeanmm st iu i tu s e n e b ot an San o manl S A s B L S oe s T AR A TS SRR S en m e mmn | 454y 874,982 21 255,071 10 .

Beedn:
OF HOBOBA. ... cocivimeas e e n e s e s ana s a s s s e e s ouenss DuaTIAIE, . 797, 910, 75 1,126,370 25 | 20 cemts per bushel. .. 159, a2 15
| I and all Other, inaiding DRIBORS FOOtR--xseosrrarrresersr e ol ceseassecsemecus| 485,807 10 | Averagedd.d6percent| 115305 30

L L o e seesdeseacanesse|  LOIZ 20T 41 Lol 277, 977 45
o~ e Lo X NS e S| P yreione (T T 1 S| S

unmanufsctured :
Wool as 1. Clothing Wools—
Value 52 cents or less per pound........c...ooo8ieieaitionnaa., . pounds. . m.ém.mo.so 4,402, B39 70 | 10e. and 11 per cent... 2, 428, 618 40

Value'over 32 cents per pound......eovveienieesaieasianean . pounds. . | 3, 832 244,435 00 | 12¢. and 10 per cent ... 101, T03 50

Seoured—
Value 32 cents or less por pound.....ccoovivvenirenansnnsnsssss.pounds. . | 9, 000 8, 544 00 | 30c. and 33 per cent ... 5, M8 52

Wasrhed— |
vﬂuaa:.'wntnur!mperpmmd“A.A....-.‘.......u--—-u-u--mndn..| 11, 765 5,218 00 | 200. and 22 per cent.. .. 3, 500 96
280

Value over 82 cents per pound.....ceovevvreeeicnneraceranes oo, pounds.. | 417 00 | 24c. and 20 per cent... 18 60
Class 2. Comhing Wools—
Value 32 cents or less per pound......... ..“.................pnunﬂn..| 4, 207, B5R, 50 1,193,000 39 | 10¢. and 11 per cent ... 552, 0”4 BD
Valoe over 82 cents per pound... eiaaadavaye +-«-pounds. . 213, 932 77,432 00 | 120, and 10 per cent... 33, 415 04
Class 3. t and other similar woo |
alue 12 cents or less per pound ..pounds..| 28 017,217.53 3,384,428 97 | Bo. per ponnd . .ceo.as 867, 516 62
Valuoe over 12 cents per pound --pounds..| 13,468 662 2, 653, 616 75 | 6c, per pound......... 808, 113 12
Hemp and flax, unmanufactured. ............ mresenssnesliienaesasvnaanss| 9,650,779 87 | Average 15.88 per cent. 1, 524, 445 81
Aaragt SL sl g e o T R s N Wi B LU L [ cerengre 92,477,088 87 |-oocooviiviniiiiiiiac..| 0,885,261 23
20 700 6 00
9, 681 80 4,710 86 2 904 o7
3 2,243,212 26, 376 00 sunthids s sndapad
y 41,099 85 2,910 67
L]
- e N e S P 9P Sk e T S B WL By = 165,852.61 | 1,065 632 11 303,126 40
H:;.ponndu 475, 428 111, 003 00 58, 034 24
B A5 e WVl 7 995, 098 01 1,047,961 14
g a8 n T A e W L B e R L e ~pounds. . 248, 766 b, 857 67 4,875 12
PRy s s S e e e S SR R T ~-pounds. . 12 300 264 50 184 65
Tobacco, lsaf... .. : -..pounds..| 7,631,07L43 | 4 270,358 37 2, 670, B75 04
7 ST -3 P --.bushels..| 2 168 040.21 H74, 010 56 345,207 40
.............. 430, 233 87 43, 921 41
07,276 20 107, 46 67
1,414 72 28294
82, 721, 087 37 45, 533, 45 09,
8, 544, 658 40 8, 481, 032 B2
1, 438, 341 15 214, 611 64
Total value and doty of the agricultural products above - PSRN I
Total value and duty of all foreign IMPOTE. cevsennreecrannannemamonnann
Per cent. of agricultural products to total imports of foreign merchandise........ 2 e

* Have not included 1 , figs, da . confined the whole table as nearl ible to the articles men
ia the tabls in Quarterly Mo, oo T 1 uns, figs, dates, corrants; &c., but have as nearly us possible to the entioned

TREASUEY DerARTMERT BUREAU OF STATISTICS, March 10, 1882, 3
il JOSEPH NIMMO, Jr., Chief of Bureau.
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Mr, SIMONTON. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible for one of my
limited experience as a member of this House not to feel a degree of
embarrassment, entering, as I do, the discussion at this stage when the

uestions involved have been presented with so much ability by the

3iatinguislmd gentlemen who have preceded me; and this embarrass-
ment 1s increased beeanse of the fact that in presenting the reasons
which influence me in my opposition to the bill I must necessarily
“pass over ground which has already been occupied, and much hetter
than I can hope to do. But there are some considerations, weighty
with me, which have not been elaborated and to which I shall refor
before 1 close; so that I trust the time I shall detuin the committee
by its indulgence will not be altogether in vain.

The bill before us proposes ostensibly a revision of the tariff. The
mode of procedure to accomplish this result, namely, the appointment
of a commission of eitizens by the President, to be confirmed by the
Senate, so that in its selection and make-up the House will have ab-
solutely no voice; and such commission when organized is to take into
consideration, to investigate, and to report upon the amount of tariff
and the method of levying it, duties imposed by the Constitution
specially upon this House—this mode of procedure, I say, scems to
me to be an unwarranted delegation of our powers and a cowardly
refusal on our part to meet our constitutional obligations.

This bill, if it means anything but delay, presents an important

nestion, an issue upon which our people and their interests are
:hvidecl. Upon the one hand, and greatly to be affected, if there
shall be a revision of the tariff that will materially rednce duties,
are the protected classes of the conntry, who constitute, with those
they represent, more than one-fifth of our population.

’I?hay represent a vast aggregate of capital. In a memorial which
they transmitted to this House, I think they put the sum at more
than a thousand millions of dollars. They are active, vigilant, wide
awake to their pecnliar interests, organized, and capable of ready
and easy combinations and actions, and are consequently of great
influence and power as respects their numbers. The?' are interested
in high daties, laid npon the protective principle. Under the opera-
tien of these duties their industries have grown up and accommo-
dated themselves to this condition of affairs, and they look with
great conoern upon the prospect of any reduction of duties.

Upon the other side are the unprotected classes of the country,
embracing mainly the nation’s great body of workers, the agricult-

urists, tradesmen, mechanies, and laborers, as well as the profes-
sional men. In the very nature of things tiley cannot be benefited
b{ a high tariff, High duties are a tax on them. They do not ask
the interference of the Government in their business concerns. All
they do ask is an even chance in the race of life, with only a fair and
just proportion of the burdens of public expenses to be placed upon
their shoulders, and special favors and bounties to none.

Neither of these classes assuch constitutes a political oxrganization,
but the former, vigilant and active, as I have said, kﬁcxﬁy watches
for such political combinations as may be advantageous to it, and
for such exigencies in public affairs asit may turn to its own account.

When the Republican party was first struggling for supremacy in
this country it sought and obtained an alliance, not nniversal, but
very general, with the protected classes of the country by adopting
as part of ita political ereed the doctrine of protection, and during
its continuance in power it has loaded them with extraordinary
marks of favor. Inretorn it has received their nnwavering and
loyal support in many a doubtful and bitter political contest. In
1861, when just seated in power, it bestowed its first mark of reward
in passing the Morrill tanff, and although this act for the first time
in the history of this country imposed gouble duaties npon the same

rticle, specific and ad valorem, it was followed five months Iater
ugust, 1861) by a further increase of duties. In the same year
(December, 1861) further duties were laid, this time on tea, sugar, and
coffee; which is one of the few instances where, under Republican
rule, duties were im d solely or chiefly for revenue. This was
followed by a general increase in July, 1862, On the 30th of June,
1864, there was another increase, followed by a still greater one in
1865-66, From this time till 1674 several modifications of the tariff
followed, in which duties laid purely for revenue were repealed, and
others on the principle of protection were increased. These varions
and extrao increases of the lariff raised the average

rates of duty from 19 per cent., what it was in 1860, to more than 45
cent. Itisaremarkable fact worthy of notice in this connection
that, though a depleted Treasury furnished the pretext for these re-
peated extraordinary increases of the tarify, Lﬂe schednle of duties
was adjusted mainly for purposes of protection rather than revenue.
These extraordinary and oppressive duties continne in force to this
day; and gentlemen tell us, with all the appearance of sincerity,
that the election in Novem{mr, 1880, was a solemn verdiet of the
people in favor of the principle upon which they were laid, and is
to be taken as instructions to this Honse to continue them indefi-
nitely. But Iapprehend nogentleman seriously believes this propo-

sition.

That tho classes benefited by protection were mmurks.hlgr active

in the late canvass, and, as a general thing, very loyal to the party

that has given them so many substantial marks of gratitude, is un-

dounbtedly true. But no man, I take it, seriously believes that tho

mass of Republican Votan[.outxlda of the protected classes, intended
issue, Unfl tely the sectional feel-

by their votes to decide th

ings engendered by the war and the party alignments resulting there-
from still remained in sufficient force to” overshadow so important a
auestion of political economy as this, and had a very potent influ-
ence in determining the resnlt of that election, as may be plainly
seen from the vote of the States in the different sections of the Unlon.
Besides corrupt influences in pivotal States, as New Yorkand Indiana,
and the immense power and patronage of the Administration with
its army of office-holders, and the free nse of a great campaign fand
levied by assessments and contributed by the classes interested in

rotection, under the skillful manipulations of the secretary of the

epublican executive committee, Mr, Dorsey—a man not oversernpu-
lous about honest and fair methods, a man who is now nunder indict-
ment for frands against the Government—these canses doubtless had
more to do with Kepublican snccess than the determination of any
principle, But, if gentlemen are right in assuming that this was the
great issue which determined the preference of voters in that elec-
tion, it is, at best, a verdict that is entitled to little consideration at
our imntls, being tprm:isioal]y a drawn battle, not even a majority,
only a plurality of a few hundred in a mass of more than ning -
ions of votes. If the votes of the army of office-holders, whom every-
body shrewdly supposes to vote not npon principle, but to retain
position, were not to be reckoned, the verdict wonld be for the Dem-
ocratic doctrine of tariff for revenune by more than one hundred
thonsand ma_],oritg.

I the battle of protection has been fought and won by that ver-
dict, why is this bill before us? Why this sctivity and concern
among the protected classes? Why these conventions in Chicago
and New York? Why this great effort fo get this whole subject out
of the hands of Congress?  No, Mr, Chairman, our people have not
decided to retain these extraordinary and oppressive duties, levied
professedly for a temporary purpose. The exigency which made
their imposition possible has long since passed away ; the receipts of
revenue are greatly in excess of the needfuol expenditures of Govern-
ment ; our people will not, to please protectionists, continue to pay
these extraordinary rates of taxation, filling an overflowing Troasary,
to be squandered in extravagant and corrupt appropriations. Th
must be o revision of the tariff, and the protected classes wonld as
well ““set their honses in order” for it and agree to nl;gmdnnl and
moderate reduction of duties, else the rising tide of publie indigna-
tion under these more than useless burdens will soon sweep suddenly
away the whole tariff, allowing them no opportunity of adjusting
their indunstries to the changed order of affairs.

Aund upon what principle shall the revision be mnade is a question
of far greater importance even than the mode of procedure. Is it
consistent with justice or a wise pablic policy to lay or to continue
heavy duties on our imports t-h(:rehy restricting trade and commerce
and abridging the liberty of the citizen in his right to dispose of or
exchange the products of his labor to the best advantage, not for
revenue, nor to distribute the burdens of Government among all the
citizens in proportion to their ability to bear them, but to foster and
promote the bnsiness interests and en rises of a portion of the
citizens and corporations of the country? And shall the contem-
plated revision be made upon the principles of such a system !

These, sir, are the real questions at issue, and as economie ques-
tions they are neither newnornovel. Eversince the time, now more
than a hundred years ago, when Dr. Adam S8mith laid the foundations
of the science of political economy in his great work, the Wealth
of Nations, these very questions practically have received the at-
tention of the profoundest thinkers of all eivilized countries. No

nestion ever submitted to philosophical investigation has attracted
the attention of a greater number of learned inquirers than the com-
paratively new science of E:}‘Mcal economy ; and no guestion in the
range of its investigation received greater unanimity in the con-
clusions reachied than the chief question in this discussion, John
Stuart Mill, one of the more recent as well as one of the ablest and
most learned anthors in this field, in his work on_Political Economy,
book 5, page 556, says: *“There is no writer of any reputation as a
political economist who now adheres to the doctrine of protection
except I. C. Carey,” who gentlemen all remember was an American,
the distinguished author of Carey’s Bocial Seience.

A protectionist of reputation in the State of Iowa recently wrote
to the editor of a newspaper to ascertain if there was not some insti-
tution of learning in the conntry where political coonomy was taught
without the heresy of free trade, The fact is, the weight of author-
ity among writersof reputation as political economists and the books
used and the system tanght in our institutions of learning are almost
universally against restrictions of trade and commerco. Beience, so
far as it can settle any question, may be fairly said to have deter-
mined this, that the doctrine of protection to native induostries by the
imposition of heavy duties in restraint of trade and commerce is false
in theory and hurtful in practice.

It would secem, sir, that in the field of philosophie research, in the
domain of science, away from party bias, from the contentions of self-
interests, and from the influence of existing prejudice, we might look
for an impartial tribunal to determine questions of pure political
economy. \

But neither prejudice nor self-interest will ever ‘“b?t either to
the deductions of reason or the conclusions of science, ‘:m to
them, so long as ingenuity can furnish a show of resistance by P}-,::‘i'
ble pretexts or deceptive sophisms, Hence, protectionists profoss a
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great contempt for ﬂfhiloemphi||.'ml deductions, theories, books, the
teachings of political economists, and college professors. Like the
colored parson, Rev. Jasper, of Richmond, Virginia, who, finding the
conclusions of a seience opposed to his view, boldly declared, * What
do I care for books and theories; the sun do move; don’t I see it1”
So they say, ‘“ What do we care for abstract theories and the specu-
lative deductions of books? Have we not had protection laws for
twenty years, and don’t we see evidences of prosperity all around us?
Therefore protection isa blessing.” And may Inotreply, with equal
propriety, have we not had a public debt of great magnitude hang-
ing over the country during these twantg years, and don’t we see
evidences of prosperity all around us? Therefore a public debt is a
blessing. 8ir, if 18 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 increased facilities for transportation and
trade, the peace and good-will that prevail among the nations of the
earth, and 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 logieal
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 dunties were
under consideration, declared on this floor, ** Against the abstract
doctrine of free trade little can be said.” BSo perfect and desirable
indeed did the system apﬁ:ear 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
4 mem of this House, w%fich was in these words, “ Protection
builds np one citizen at the expense of another; for the additional
price which protection enables the manufacturer to charge must be

id by another citizen,” said: I doubt not the gentleman [Mr.

urd] really believes this proposition.” I pauseamoment toremark
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-
tinuing, said: *“He was so taught in college; the text books he then
used a 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, f doubt not that the
gentleman is tly sincerein his advoeacy of the doctrine of pro-
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 protection laws, and having these in-
terests committed to his ].mugs to guard—I submit whether he is
more likely to come to an unbiased conclusion on this question of
political economy than even those colle, fessors or the learned
anthors of the books they use, or political economists generally,
whose only reward could be the ascertainment of truth,

I believe the gentleman himself, and also the gentleman from Mich-
igan who addressed the House the other day. who, as I understand
him, represents a district containing a great protected industry,
the salt works of his State—I believe these genflemen 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 the whole country, they are practically weigh-
ing their own interests, for they would gunard the trust committed to
them at least with equal fidelity; and we well know that

When self 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 weig}]l:t of authority among the ablest writers
on political economy, or the great body of professors in onr institu-
tions of learning, should concur in our tiews. I welcome such re-

roach as this. And I frankly confess, in the investigation I have
en 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 im
duties under the provisions of the Constitution is undisputed. Itis,
nevertheless, a gerous power, becanse so often and so easily
abused. “The power to tax,” says Chief-Justice Marshall, *is the
power to destroy,” and we have often seen if so used—notably in
taxing the State banks out of existence. It isa power that must
necessarily be confided to the discretion of the legislators; and how-
ever heavy and oppressive the burden may be Eid., 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 of his personal eonsent or choice, a part of
his daily earnings or eapital 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 proposes to take ont of this House
and from our consideration this important duty and confer it nupon
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 Eair; them.
Every citizen is entitled to the fruit of his labor, to his whole prop-
erty, not only as against ev other citizen but as against the
Government itself, except his fair and ratable share needed for its
legitimate ];ublic uses, which he is bound to give in return for its

arantee of life, liberty, and property. ThattheGovernment, there-

ore, in the exercise of its taxin wer, should take from the citizen
only a fair and ratable share of his earnings or property assessed in
proportion to his abilit{' 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 solong as he violates
no right of any other citizen, and that the revenue thus collected
ahouﬁi be applied only to legitimate public uses, are propositions so
Jjust, as it would seem, that they ouglixt 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 (fo wit, $193,800,379.67 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
abridgment 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 furnish if, 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,g as illustrafed in our fiscal system, disre-
ga.rde a fair distribution of the burdens of Government, and discrimi-
nates i the humble citizen and grinds the poor by imposing
umtheman undue proportion of the public expense. For instance,
plain bleached ecotton, worth less than fwenty 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 goodssuited 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 20 per
cent.

Carpets valued at $2.42 per yard, suitable for the rich man’s draw-
ing-room, pay 50 per 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 6% cents per
yard, pays 75.92 per cent., a discrimination of 25.92 per cent. ; while
druggets, bockings, &e., valued at 36 cents per yard, pay 96.30 per
cent., or a diserimination of 46.30 ][:er cent. in favor of the rich. The
cheapest blanket, the poor man's blanket, pays the enormouns tariit
of 104 per cent. ; more than half the price is tax, while the soft and
downy ones, snitable, as some one said, for the bridal couch or the
chambers of wealth, that rest gentle as the snowflakes fall on the
tender forms of the children of fortnne, pay 75 per cent., a diserim-
ination of 29 per cent. in favor of the rich and against the poor. Sir,
these are a few of the many vicious effects from the application of
thuoaﬁtincipla of protection as found in our tariff laws. Thesc ine-
qualities, this shameful injustice, are not mere accidents, but are a
part of the system and will always be found when duties are laid
not to distribute the burdens of Government equably and justly nor
for pu?mms of revenue, but to protect some man’s factory or some
man’s furnace.

Protection has favors to bestow, plenty of them ; but not for the
great mass of the people, and especially not for the humble citizen or
the poor. It follows them withremorseless d. When yon aban-
don a fair distribution of the burdens of government or revenue as
the basis of laying duties, what ,principle is left to guide you in the
performance of the delicate task ¥ None, sir, but the selfish demands
of this 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. Eachmanufacturer, of conrse, desires high duties on
the products in which he is interested, regardless of what class of
citizens the burden may fall upon. I was greatly interested in the
graphic description the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Kassox] gave the
other day of the troubles that environed the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. The pertinacions demands of rich and powerful industries,
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urging vehemently their interests, while nnorganized or weaker ones
were not represented at all, or their claims fee gpmssed. The con-
fnsion ting from such a state of affairs, the inability to fix a
schedule satisfactory to all interests, was urged as a reason for send-
ing the whole matter to a commission. This, of course, relieves the
Wgaya 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.

hinl* of Congress asking a lot of monopolists how much tax in
the way of duties upon the people of the country will be satisfactory
to them 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.

But to return from this digression. Our mannfacturers, of course,
usually or largely engage in the manufacture of articles of general
use and consumption; and as manufacturers Eenerally desire high
duties npon their produets, and during Republican rule have ob-
tained what they want, vou will find the duties high on the utensils
and implemenis of industry, on articles of prime necessity, and es-

ially the coarse goods and wares of the poor, while articles of
uxury and taste come in free of duty or atlow rates, exceptin the case
of some of them where a manufacturer is concerned. Thus the farmer
upon his trace-chains pays a tax of 58} 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 preciouns 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, picks, and shovels he pays 45 per cent., while the
msthetic citizen, who despises the useful, wi% studies music and fills
the air with melody, can have his instruments at 30 per cent. If itis
castor oil or Epsom salts needed for the sick in the family, for the former
he pays 152 per cent., for the latter 78 gg; 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 shawl 60 per cent.,
her worsted dress goods 67 per cent., (being 7 per cent. more than
the tax on silk,) but if she wounld adorn her home 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 per cent., on her pitchers, bowls,
plates, &c., she pa.%m 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? Does he not do it by adding together the spe-
cific and the ad valorem rates? And are those rates the same now
as they were upon the prices which prevailed at the time this tariff
was enacted ?

Mr. SIMONTON. I got these percentages from the report of the
Burean of Statistics on the importations of last year. t 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.

Mr. SIMONTON. The tariff is so bad that I am not sure from what
part of it it results; but I am sure it results from this principle of
protection. h

Now, I have given a few illustrations to show how this protective
principle ingrafts the burdens of government into the untensils and
implements of industries, into the coarse wares and goods of the poor,
anR 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 cheagoanjn the
article npon which the duty is lenoaed The gentleman from Mich-
igan [ Mr. HOBR]I 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 argunment of protectionists evar'}:where; but I think I can
tell him and them where the fallacy is. They attribute to the tariff
the effect of competition, whereas competition exists independently
of the tariff; and althongh 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
dutgéget the greater comgetitmn, the foreign competition, is ex-
clu 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 thongh he assumed to speak for the farmers, say-

S iy anreglie

ing they do not complain of the tariff upon salt, still he was not will-
ing to rest the matter npon his ent, 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 n cents
cheaper over in Canada than on the American side, and that the salt
manufacturer, instead of buying oats over there went to Peoria, I1li-
nois, and shi&ged 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 counld get them for across the bay, becanse the tariff
is only ten cents a bushel upon oats. But the gentleman says they
are n 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
wonld 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 hisoatsup? If the tariff puts salt
down, how does it put oats up? Which horn of the dilemma will he
take f [Laughter. ]

Mr. HORR. Does the gentleman understand that the pretective
system acts the same way on the raw material, like wool, that it
does on the manufactured article f

Mr. SIMONTON. Well, if it has not the effect of putting up the
price of oats, the farmer would not care much for if.
teMr- HORR. Raw material like wool is higher on account of pro-

ction.

Mr. SIMONTON. That is your solution of the quan .

Mr. Chairman, if the theory that a duty cheapens is the correct
one, why do not manufacturers reverse their rule and have the dut
placed upon the raw material rather than on the manunfactured prod-
uct? But the gentleman was unfortunate in his reference to oats
and the farm products. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. McKINLEY]
was equally unfortunate. He also asserted that the farmers are pro-
tlzctad in ail the products of the farm, and are content with the tariff

WS,

It is not true that the farmer realizes an enhanced price for his
farm products by reason of the tariff. A tariff cannot afford protec-
tion nor furnish increased prices except 2{ prohibiting or impeding
foreign competition. Butour farmers,in all the great stargle produets
of the farm, including oats, fill the home market to overflowing and
send a surplus abro The price obtained for this surplus ﬁeter-
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 distinetly announced
this principle in his h in the Senate last December, saying in so
many wo ““that the surplus determines the price of the whole
crop.” How can a tariff protect a commodity the price of which is
regulated by its surplus sold in the open market of the world? Dur-
ing the last 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 npon 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 ?
About as much aa 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. Wh , my constituent raising
cotton competes with the pmllﬁ)erlabor 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 regnlates 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 ii‘.nghnd e average yield per acre
is 33 bushels, in Danmnrké?; 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 States has never exceeded 13.08 bushels per acre.

Let me tell you how our farmers are protected by this tariff. They
raise their tErea.t staples of the farm, they send a surplus abroad—
usually by their merchants to whom tﬁey 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 world
this surplus that determines the price of the whole crop competes with
the product of the palzl?:r labor of the world, and they are not permit-
ted to purchase, in that cheap foreign market where they sell, the
utensils and implements that are n in the cultivation and
husbanding of their , nor the clothing and wares so munch needed
for the comfort of thagg families, but they are compelled by exor-
bitant duties to buy in the protected home market these implements
and goods, giving an enhanced price therefor, withont any corre-
sponding benefit to themselves because forsooth yousay the manufact-
urer is not able to compete with foreign pauper labor. And besides




1882. CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE. 2675

the farmers, when they send their products abroad, sell at a disad-
vantage, because commerce is carried on by means of exchange, and
as they cannot take in return the things that they need they must
soll at a disadvantage. Sowhether they buy or sell they are equally
victims under the operation of the tariff laws, and then you insulf

their intelligence by telling them that these laws are e in their
interest and protect every product of their farm.
Mr. CHAC%. Can the gentleman tell what amount of farming

implements is imported into this country every year?

r. 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 a.rt-itHa the enhanced price caused by the tam%, so that
the only difference 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, 18850, 1881.
Manufactures of cotton ......... $16, 933, 767 97 | $25,723, 251 85 | $28, 084,116 60
Iron and manufactures of iron...| 5 804,760 71 | 34, 318,531 68 82,991, 038 45
Steel and manufactures of steel..| 4,200,604 50 | 11,148 454 45 18,463, 535 15
‘Wool and manufactures of wool.| 30,553,022 87 | 40,784,212 70 45,164, 140 01

Recurring for a moment to the theory that a duty cheapens the
article upon which if 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-
withstanding these predictions, by a suﬂmmion of the rules, a bill
was passed in 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 theresult? The avera &riue of free qui-
nine during these two and a half years has beené? per ounce, and
for duty quinine for the two and a half years preceding June, 1879, it
was §3.64% per ounce, or a reduction in price by the removal of the
duty of seventy-eight cents ounce,

hf;. 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-

rtion that are benefited by protection. Notably among those not

enefited 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
acecrues to the producers of such articles.

I do not hesitate toassertthat our twenty years of protection have
not added a single dollar to our aggr%iate wealth; but, on the con-
trary, have tly diminished it. is proposition is obvious be-
cause the tariff never created a single do].}:u—all it could do was to
give direction to capital and the labor it employed, by diverting it
outof the natural and ordinary channels of trade and business, where
it was remunerative, into enterprises which, protectionists them-
selves beinaﬁudgas, arenot able to maintain themselves without the
artificial of governmental interference. So that the effect of
so-called protection has been to lay a tribute on the self-sustaining
industries fo maintain those which it is insisted cannot maintain
themselves withont artificial aid. This, in mg judgment, is false
political economy at best; and, under our high duties, amounts to
actual robbery by operation of Iaw, According fo the fairest esti-
mates, not less than §500,000,000 is annually paid by the great body
of our ;_seogle 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 indebteduess to the very able report of W. W. Boyce, made in
1659 to the first session of the Thirty-fifth Congrem%em‘ g 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 jwst 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 Fmtection, Dut 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 forthem. Someonehassaid: ‘“The way to make
a man a spendthrift is to suﬁply him with an unlimited amount of
woney,” and the way to make a government prodigal is to fill its
cogera to overflowing. 7 /h : .

ow, it is dangerous, alarming even, to have a large element o
popnln,tion, an influential clasaogfoitizéna, interested ally and
pecuniarily in high taxation, ess of the needs of Government—
regardless, if you please, of what is to be done with the money.

Bat this is not the whole of this case ; because the same class inter-
ested in the imposition of high taxes are just as much interested in
liberal expenditures t:g;revent 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. ft‘. foreshadows fireless furnaces, a cessation of the hum of
busy spindles, and silent factories. It is something that must be
aver'wg at all hazards.

Whenever there is a prospect of the reduction of duties you will
find great activity among the protected classes, Conventions are
called like those which met lately in Chieago and New York. The
press is subsidized so far as money can do it, and they always have
money todoit with. Pamphlets and documents and statistics, which
are twisted into the most ingenious and deceptive sophisms, flood
the country. They look after the Erimariea. They look after the
nominating conventions. They look after Congress. Lobbyists,
learned lobbyists—they call them experts now ﬁ;ughtax]—«warm
around the Capitol with arguments suited to all sorts of legislators.
Heaven and earth are moved to avert such a calamity as the redune-
tion of duties.

Now, this far-seeing interest well knows the best way to prevent
the dreaded redunetion of duties is to keep the Treasury empty. Sup-
pose the question was pro%mtled to-day to the cotton manufacturers,
the iron and woolen manufacturers, whether the duties upon the prod-
uctsof cotton, iron, and wool should be reduced, does anybody donbt,
thoungh the duties are twice as high as in , 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 "—doesanybody doubt what their answer would be? They have

iven us their answer in advance. In the convention at New York

ey demanded that the contemplated revision should be made in the
interest of protection; that Con 3 shonld not undertake it, but
should commit it to hands friendly to their intercsts, 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 something which
is actually n. to preserve these industries in successful opera-
tion, and a material rednction of duties would, as they think, disar-
range the business of the country and displace labor ; and they wounld
De in favor of the revenue derived therefrom if it was to be * thrown
into the sea” or burned in the fire, much more if squandered in
doubtful and wasteful appropriations. 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
]iber:i, even wasteful, appropriations.

The method of collectimng revenue nnder 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 indireet system. Not
one in a hundred perhaps of our people ever saw a cnstom-house offi-
cer or a Federal tax-gatherer toﬁow him.

They do not realize that the overflowing Treasury hasbeen wrung
from them in the way of taxes; although every man in the country
on an sveraigzlpsys into the Treasnry for himself and for every mem-
ber of his ily 84 per capita and $10 by way of the operation of
duties which do not go into the Treasury; and yet this sum is idecor-
Eorated into the price of his merchandise ; but as he has no standard

y which to measure its true value he does not know how much is
price and how much is tax. He realizes his implements of industry
are high, his goods and wares very dear, and he to economize and
deny himself the comforts of life in many instances; but cheated by
the operation of the protective system he attributes 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 overflowing Treas-
ury, he does not hold his Representative to that strict and rigid ac-
countability in appropriating the public revenue he would do if he
had counted the sum Ee actually paid to a Federal tax-gatherer.

Now, Mr., Chairman, there is nothi
s0 close to his line of &ut.y, so close to the line of economy especially,
as to know that the vigilant eye of his mx%“é‘iﬁ constituent isever
upon him, watching to see what disposition he will make of the money
wrung from him in taxes. Take away this salutary restraint umn
the legislator, and he insensibly falls under the influence of the blan-
dishments and seductive arguments of those who continually ask
generous and liberal ap;lnlmpriat-.ions: Of course, guided by a sense
of duty, he resists; but, hearing no protest from the taxpayers, who
are oblivious of the fact that their hard earnings filled the overflowing
Treasury ; indeed, he is told by the protectianists 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
andliberala propriations, and half-believing the miserable sophistry,
which memgem on this floor must believe if they give ence to
their own arguments, that it is British gold he is appmgrinting, he
falls an easy vietim 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

that keeps a Representative




2676 CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE. APrIL 6,

than this? What a dangerous factor it must be in the political as-
pect of a country when you have enlisted a large element of the
ulation in favor of a high taxation without regatd to the n of
the Government; and have also enlisted them in behalf of liberal
and wasteful appropriations, and that by asystem of collecting taxes
that lnlls to sleep the vigilance of the taxpayers, the only real safe-

of the Treasury! Gentlemen may say this is good theory, but
facts do not sustain it. Now, let us see what the facts are. t
were the expenditures of the Government at varying periods in its
history and where do they tend? 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 explicit, the expense of maintaining a President when
distributed among 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. Thi ﬂfr;?osition is so reasonable
that I think it does not need further illustration. I have prepared
a statement from the official records for the years 1830, 1840, 1850,
1860, 18706, 1874, and 1880, 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 statement showing the tion, receipts of revenue, and the expendi-
ture, exclusive of the g;tolw debt and penaiomgm rata of the population
Jor the years 1830, 1840, 1850, 1860, 1870, 1574, and 1880.

o L - [}
o =3 =
E $i | 38R
£y £5 358
g2 £ G212
r=] =
Years. Total receipts. 5‘3 i) "ﬂi
. BBy ] g-:
g 2 2 £28
. ks 35 aaag
o8 @
3 g qe e L
12,866,020 |  §24, 844, 116 51 $193 | $11,866,236 02 0 02
-.| 17, 069, 453 10, 480, 115 88 114 | 21,536,857 94 128
.| 23,101, 876 43, 502, 888 88 187 35, 209, 104 07 152
-.| 31,443,321 56, 054, 590 83 178 | 58 055 052 89 187
.| 88,558,871 | 895, 950, 833 87 10 26 | 136,081, 304 98 352
| 43,107,835 | 200, 944, 090 84 6 94 | 164,738, 570 B4 379
.| 50,155,783 | 333, 526, 610 98 6 64 | 115,108,208 23 229

An analysis of this statement reveals some interesting results. The
netann exgnditure for 1830 wasninety-two cents uger capita. Now
aceording to the principle Ihave announced, we would expect to find
for each successive decade a reduction of expenditure per capita,
but on the contrary we find anincrease, slow, steady, * with all the
regularity of a great prineiple,” 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
of thirty years. Can any valid reason be given to account for this
constant increase in maintaining the ordinary expenditures of the
Government? None, Iapprehend. I amveryconfident that it must
be attributed mainly to a spirit of extravagance resulting from the
fact that in our fiscal system, even then a large element of onr ﬁlop-
ulation derived t benefits from high taxes. They regarded high
duties as a blessing ; they lit, according to their theory, the fires of
the furnace ; they gave music fo the hum of the spindles. The facts
presented in this of the history of the country are sufficient to
arrest the attention of the citizen who desires an honest and eco-
nomie administration of Government. And he may well inquire

whether there isnot some fatal error in our fiscal system that breeds’

extravagance and corruption and leads fo ultimate ruin. If this
part of our history is sufficient to excite apprehension, that of the
mnext decade, it wonld seem, might occasion alarm.

In 1870, in a time of profound peace, with the Army and Navy
reduced to a peace footing, with no unusual expenses necessary, the
net ordinary expenditures per capita had risen to the startling fig-
ures of $3.52, or nearly doubling in one decade. If ninety-two cents
per capita on about t en millions of people in 1830 was sufficient
to maintain efficiently the Government in a{‘l of its departments, it
would seem that the same sum on thirty-eight millions onght to have
been sufficient to maintain the same (%vemment in 1870. Ninocty-
two cents per capita on the population of 1870 would have yielded
£35,000,000 in round numbers, whereas the net expenditure for that
frear was §136,000,000, or $101,000,000 over the basis of 1830. Now,

et it be borne in mind that during this decade the tariff was in-
creased from 19 per cent. to over 45 per cent.—more than doubling
the benefits of protection as they existed in 1860 ; and, besides en-
13;:?111% the classes interested in high taxation, that, during this de-
cade, the partyin lpower was the open friend of the classes who regard
high taxes as a blessing. Can any one hesitate as to what causethis
increased extravagarce and was*e should be attributed? B8ir, the

venality and corruption which had sprung up in the administration
of publie a.ﬁ'a.u'? and which was then so soon to shock the conntry,
was mainly, asI believe, the logicaleffect of this false and pernicious
system.

yIf 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, instead of a re-
%:_ction % still further increase, the per eapita expenditure then

1hil i

Thgl; facts show that the ordinary expenditure per capita to this
date increased inan accelerating ratio far beyond the growth of the
population. BSuppose it should continue doubling in a decade, there
is a period in the near future when the le 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
$121.23. Another fact proper to be taken into consideration in this
connection, to illustrate the criminal extravagance of this P:r'od, is
that in regard to the disposition of the public domain. {B.')O 8

nt of land was made to the State of Illinois for the benefit of

e 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 , the land grants
to railroads amounted to 27,876,773.52 acres. From 1860 to 1374, a
period of fourteen years, the amount reached the enormous sum of
127,628,220.98 acres, exceeding the precedin&;leoade by a little less
than 100 000,000 acres, as may be seen from history of the public
domain i}y the public’ land commission. The of both the
expenditures and the grants of lands bewilder, but they scarcel
suggest the prodigality and eriminal extravagance of this period,
known in history now as the Grant era, the mention of whichis sng-

ive of credit mobiliers 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 lglzun-dmn.-: of the Treasury
and public domain that party, long banished from power, which by
its profession and traditions op an increase of the power, im-
rtance, and splendor of the eral Government; which opposed
igh duties, bounties, subsidies, and monopolies; which demanded
a strict construction of the Constitution, economy and simfplicity in
the administration of publie affairs, and the application of the pub-
lic revenue strictly to legitimate public uses. But snddenly called
to the control of this House, opposed here by a solid and skillful
minority, handicapped most of the time it wasin power by a Repub-
lican Benate, under the leadership of the most skillful and anda-
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 eardinal principles, it must be confessed, it 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.tit cer-
tainly did prevent any increase in them, as had been the habit for
sixteen years. It furnished the only organized opposition to the ag-
gressive demands of the protected classes and stood between them
and the Treasury; it turned a deafear to the hbbﬁlit gave no boun-
ties nor created any monopolies ; it granted no subsidies; it did not
vote away another aere of land to arailroad corporation; and above
all, for the first time in the hi of the country for forty-five years,
the net annnal 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 §2.29in 1 reduction of §1.50 per capita in
five years, or a total reduetion of $75,000,000 per annum, under the
basis of expenditure in 1874.

Now, these are facts of history, and to them I challenge the atten-
tion ot" this committee and of the conntry.

Mr. Chairman, it bodes no good to the counfry that the Repub-
lican party, planted upon this vicious principle of protection for pro-
tection’s aasie, which means high taxes are a blessing, and stained,
too, with this record of shameless and eriminal extravagance, is again
in control of every department of the Government.

Mr. HORR. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a question?

Mr, SIMONTON. Not now. Afteralittle. Iam no egmphst., and
I hope the prophecy I now make may never be fulfilled; but 1 pre-
dict a repetition of that reign of extravagance, corruption, and fraud
which was alone arrested ﬁ; the elections of 1874, by the people of
the country turning that party out of power. Inthemake-up of the
majority in this Hounse 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. Already,
sir, the dead schemes and jebberies of the past (some of them were
thou%]ht 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 Treas 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 yield to me for a question ?

Mr. SIMONTON. I have already detained the committee too

long—I am trespassing on their patience. .
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Mr. WHITE. Iwant toask the gentleman if the §20,000,000 which
we gave the whisky manufacturers the other day was not given
unanimoual{‘b the Democratic party ? i

Mr. SIMONTON. The gentleman is mistaken, but I have no time
to respond to him. From the extraordinary demandsupon the Treas-
ury now pending before ns the majority can easily make way with
all the surplus revenue in the Treasury. I am not surprised, there-
fore, that the Republicans in caucus the other day resolved not to
reduce the internal revenue 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.

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? Have we not given them more money by that bill the
other day than we would have given them by such a reduction of
tax?

Mr. SPRINGER. That bill was reported unanimously from the
Republican Committee on Ways and Means.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 1

Mr. SIMONTON. I cannot now., My time isnearly exhansted.

And now, Mr. Chairman, it is proposed to refer the consideration
of the 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 such as is contemplated
in this bill, it may be expected—

That the ¢ to be made will turn out to be mainly in the rectifying of some
real mistakes ahnsps i guchameqdmenta‘nf 'ph:amlo in places as will close

the door to many al perv : that the pnlic{:f protection
toAmuricmind.ym?g will remain firmly established and be even better fortified
than now, becaunse the

flaws by which intention of the law has been evaded
will be carefully amended, andy‘ the ission t possibly do its work
without most thoroughly convineing itself and Congress that the reiterated verdiots
of the people as expressed by all recent elections mean, in dead earnest, that pro-
tection shall rule.

This is what protectionists ex]gect to result from this commission
bill. It eertainly means adelay ofany change in the schedule ofduties
for a conple of years. It means also a report based upon the princi-
ple of protection, supported by testimony taken with the view of
sastaining it and none of an opposing character ; a report that will
mislead this House by magnifying
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 ; fortheunity andequality 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 reji)eected altogether.
If rejected, then two years from to-day we will no further ad-
vanced in this matter than now. If adopted, then we will have dele-
gated fo an irresponsible body of men the most delicate and respon-
sible duties devolving npon this House. The report of this commis-
sion must necessarily be partial and incomplete.

The very purpose of levying duties ought to be for providing rev-
enue, but what will this commission know of the real needs of Gov-
ernment in the matter of revenne? What will they care? Revenue
will be the least consideration with them. The fact is the whole pro-
ceeding as based upon the assumption that duties are imp 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. S8ir, this is a solemn and weighty
duty imposed by the Constitution npon the House, and we onght not
to shirk it nof complicate it in this manner. We shonld now and
here undertake it prudently and courageously, witheut hostility to
any industry, desinn[ito romote them all, having in view, first, the
legitimate needs of the (l;ovamment for revenue, the reduction of
taxes, and of the burden of publie nses, especially removing them
from labor and equalizing them fairly by putting the just proportion
on capital and loxuries, 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 redunction 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 restored
in Great Britain is as absurd as to expect that an Oceania or Utopia should ever
be established in it. Not only the prejudices of the publie, but, what is much
more nnconquerable, the private interests of many individnals irresistibly oppose
it. Were the o of the army to o wikﬁt.hamem&lmdmmjty
:;l‘y reduction in the number of forces which master-mannfacturers set them-

ves against everylaw that is likalﬁnt: increase the number of their rivals in the
home market, were the former to animate the soldiers in the same manner as the
latter inflame their workmen to attack with violence and the proposers of
ﬁ:&:’h become to A o :m’&t::mhh in ﬁymgﬁnﬂtﬁgoﬂpﬁg whjch“oc::
manufacturers have md against us. This monopoly has so mnc{n inereased

e importance of certain indus- .

the number of some particular tribes of them that, like an standing
army, they have become formidable to the government, and upon many occagions
intimidate the legislature. The member of Parlisment who snp&:rta ew
posal for strengthening this monopoly is sure to acqnire not only Lt ol
understanding trade, but great popularity and intluence with an

whose numbers and wealth render them of great importance. If he og them,
on the cont: , and, still more, if he has authority enough to be able to thwart
them, neither the wost acknowledged probity nor the highest rank nor the greatest

public services can protect him from the most infamons abuse and detraction, from

personal insults, nor sometimes from real danger arising from the insolent outrage
of furions and di inted lists.

Whether the graphie picture of the British monopolists of a hun-
dred years ago, drawn so truthfully by the bold hand of Dr. Bmith,
may be applied in all its details to the monopolists nnder our pro-
tection laws, I willnot now undertake to say; but, sir, human nature
in like conditions is the same in all ages and in all climes; and the
conduct of these classes, lately assembled by their representatives in
New York under the delusive guise of a tariff convention, falsely
claiming to represent the agricultural and commercial as well as
their own manufacturing interests, and coolly asking of this House
that it shall not presume to enter upon its constitutional duties with-
out; their advice, and in the mannerthey suggest; that it shall grant
no relief to the taxpayers but such as they concede, and denouncin
in their memorial to tin‘n House the Representative who, by consti-
tutional methods under the rules of the House, secks to lift some
o‘ppmaaiva burden from the peog:la borne unjustly for years, as a
“Congressional crank ” that onght 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 and in-
dicates that they are emulous of filling to life the picture of the old
British monopolists as drawn by Dr. Smith, and hkewise of verify-
ing his further declaration, that “ when manufacturers meet it may
be glxipe;;:ted a conspiracy will be planned to pick the pockets of the
publie.

This commission is their plan. There is not an overgrown pro-
tected monopoly from the Bessemer Steel Association down that is

not nrging the passage of this bill.
Thir?ad %HE&]R . The time of the gentleman from Tennessee has
e . d
veral MEMBERS. Go on.

Mr. DIBRELL. I ask that the time of my colleague be extended.

The CHAIRMAN. Isthereobjection? [ apause.] The Chair
hears none, and the gentleman from Tennessee will proceed.

Mr. SIMONTON. Mr. Chairman, I have already 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 usnal
time for adjournment, I will not further trespass on the time of the
committee; but tha.ni:ing my colleague and the committee for the
courtesy just extended me, as well as for their patient attention, I
yield the floor. [Ap?ln.usa.]

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 & 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
slllow that the Demoecratic party is more responsible than anybody
else.

Mr. HAZELTON. A thonsand times more.

Mr. SPRINGER. Inreferencetothatbill I desiretosay—[* Order!”
#Order!”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 1llinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] is
not entitled to the floor.

Mr. SPRINGER. One word of explanation.

The (EHAIRMAN . The gentleman can proceed only by unanimons
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.

Mr. COOK asked and obtained leave to have printed in the RECORD
as a portion of the debates some remarks he had prepared upon the

pending bill. [See A dix.
Mr. IEASSON iy § mgmhat t:!ha committee now rige.

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 state of the Union had had under con-
sideration the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the ay‘fointment
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.

Mr. PAGE, Before the vote is taken upon that motion, I desireto
introduce a bill for reference.

Mr. SPRINGER. I object, and call for the regular order.

Mr. PAGE. Itisa billtoec out the treaty existing between the
United States and the Chinese Government.

er of men
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Mr. SPRINGER. I am aware of that, and object.

Mr. PAGE. It is a bill to relieve the people of the Pacific coast
from the influx of Chinese immigrants.

Mr. SPRINGER. Take it first to your President and see if heis in
favor of it.

Mr. PAGE. I hope that gentlemen on the other side will not
object to the introduction of this bill. :

. SPRINGER. The gentleman can introduce it on Monday.

Mr. PAGE. I hope they will not place themselves in antagonism
to the introduection of a bill, so that it may be passed and go to the
President. i

Mr. SPRINGER. We have already passed a good bill.

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The re order is the motion to adjourn.

Mr. RANDALL. Thers is a bill on each side of the Chinese ques-
tion, and I hope they will be both allowed to come in.

Mr, ROBESON. t it stand as it is now. I insist upon my mo-

tion to m.’fgourn.

The BP. R. 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'KINNEY, 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 House of Representatives :

I transmii rthe consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre-
tary of War, dated the 4th instant, inclosing plans and estimates for the comple-
tion of the post of Fort McKinney, Wymnﬁ:g Territory, and recommending an
appropriation of $50,000 for the purpose in accordance with the estimate

e i
CHESTER A. ARTHUR.
ExecuTIVE MANSION, April 6, 1882,

*DEFICIENCY IN ARMY APPROPRIATIONS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mammge
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 communication from the
Semhg:f War, dated the 4th instant, inclosing estimates for deficiency in the ap-
P for the trans tion of the Army and its supplies for the fiscal year

June 30, 1882, recommending an appropriation in accordance therewith,
CHESTER A. ARTHUR.
ExecuTive MANsION, April 6, 1852,
[Cries of ** Reﬂl].ar order!”] =
Mr. RANDALL. I have asuggestion to make. It isthat the call
for the re order be withdrawn, so that gentlemen on both
sides—{ eries of Rafulnr order!”]
Mr. ROBESON. I move the House adjourn.
The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 36, noes 39.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

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 ﬁ?c&d 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 mustobject tothat, though
I do not object to its introduction, provided—

Mr. P&GL‘. Then, if the gentleman objects, let it go to the Com-
mittes on Edueation and Labor.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of the bill
and its reference to the Committee on Education and Labor? 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 the bill of the
gentleman from California unless the same privilege were permitted
on this side.

Mr. ROBESON. 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
reference had been made.

Mr. SPRINGER. I made it all the time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman
from New Jersey.

Mr. PAGE. 1 hope the gentleman from New Jersey will allow the

ntleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Wlms{ﬂa my colleague, [Mr.

ERRY, ] and all others to introduce their bills.

Mr. ROBESON. I will yield to the gentleman from Kentuckcy afm
vided he will consent to allow them to go at once to the en-
dar; but I object to any attempt to crowd us out in order that they
may como in.

e e e s e o R o e o e

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 h}entlaman from California [Mr. Page] shall take the
direction which the gentleman from California asked.

. Mr. RANDALL. We made nocondition ; and we wantto be treated
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.
PaAGE,] unless all bills on the same subject were permitted to be
introdnced ; 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. 1 kept saying “I object ;” but the Chair counld
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-
ilege would be allowed to gentlemen on this sisg.

e 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 has nothing to do.

Mr. BRIGGS. Is it inorder to introduce any bill except by unani-
mous consent ¥

The SPEAKER. If is not.

Mr. BRIGGS. Then I shall object.

Mr. RANDALL. The gentlemen on the other side got their bills
in, and now tha{enbjwt 1o ours.

The question being taken on the motion of Mr, ROBESON, that the
House adjourn, it was not agreed to.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

Mr. WILLIS, bi:lnanimm consent, introduced a bill (H. R. Ne.
5668) to mEulnte, imit, 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.

IMMIGRATION.

Mr. VAN VOORHIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R.
No. 5669) toregulate immigration ; which was read a first and second
ti;;eiez&e erred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be
P .

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

Mr, BERRY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No.
5670) to execute certain treaty stipn'la.tions relating to Chinese;
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee
on Eduncation and Labor, and ordered to be printed.

NEW MEXICO PRIVATE LAND CLAIM.

Mr. HAZELTON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on
Private Land Claims, reported, as a substitute for House bill 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 against Pleasant W.
Fortner from the records in the Adjutant-General's 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 snanimous 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 g R. No. 5674)
for the relief of Edward Bellows; which was read a first and second
time, r(;aferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be
printed.

WINNIFRED SAMS.

Mr. 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 unanimons consent, introdnced 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

—
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H. R. No. 5677) granting a pension to Elizabeth Tipton; which was
gead a first and sgreoml tgma, referred to the Committes 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
abill (H. R. No. 5679} dg'mnt‘.ing 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 BUBINESS.

Mr. HOLMAN. I move the House do now adjourn.
Several MEMBERS. Oh, no; do not insist on that now. Let us
intreduece our bills.

Mr, HOLMAN. I do not insist on my motion to adjourn against
gentlemen who wish to introduce bills for reference.

JOHN FRASBER.

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R.
No. 5680) 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 Buildin

and Grounds.
01'91“1!16 SPEAKER. It seems it should go to the Committee on
ms.

Mr, DUNNELL. A similar bill was referred to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds in the Senate.

Mr. RAND But this is not the Senate.

Mr, DUNNELL, It relates to the building for the Bureau of En-
graving and Prmhnf Mr, Frazer was the acting architect.

Mr. ALL. Ithink underonr rulesthis 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 Representatives, Washington, D. C.:

The citizens of Paducah, through the undersigned committes, splgglaedb the

g:aldantoftha?aduuh Board of'l‘rado.mpectm:gipnythat nmh,ken
k‘y be made a port of delivery, and in support of prayer beg leave to offer
the following statement of facts:

That Paducah, Kentucky, a city of some fifteen thousand inhabitants, is situated
on the Ohio River, some fifty miles above Cairo, Illinois, at the confinence 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 P;tt.sburgh, Pennsylvania, and New Orleans, Louisiana.

ETEAMBOAT INTERESTS.

The number of boata mkjné mmhndmp at Paducah are 30, as follows:
steamers in New Orleans and Cincin line, with capacity from 1,
each; steamers in Memphis and Cineinnatiline, capaci Km
7 steanters in Pittsburgh and Saint Louis line, ca;
2 steamers in Nashville, Tennessee, and C
each; 2 st in Cincinnati and F1
750 tons each ; 1 steamer in Evansville (Indiana) and
ty 500 tons; 1 steamer daily from Paduecah to Metropolis, Illinois,
tons; 1 steamer from Paducah to Saint Louis, Missouri, mg::;ty&ﬂﬁ tons.
Besides the above there is a daily line of packets Ely‘lngnm een this place and
Evaunsville, Indiana; also a dail from Padneah to and 1 boat
of 400 tons burden, '“h"i: trips between Paducah, Kentucky, and Flor-
enee, Alabama; and in addition man{hmw-boms are constantly landing at this port
for stores, fuel, and repairs, and for the purpose 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
Padncah own and are larg;liy interested in seven steamboats and their tow-boa:
and tugs having a combined capacity of 4,000 tons.

BHIF BUILDING.

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 advan
and facilities which this ’gin'tnﬁord.s, many steamboats from other points come here
during the summer and fall for extensive repairs ; and in view of fﬁs fact it wounld
more conveni expensive both to owners and the Government if these
boats conld 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. ny owners of boats, whoare not residents of Paducah, are
anxions that it should be made a port of delivery. seventy-five licensed
steamboat officersresidein Padueah, and from three to four hun
employed in the river services make this place their home.
to five boats built here each year, making an average of 600 to 800 tons per
year. A mew ship-yard company has just been formed here; grounds and ma-
chinery have been purchased, and in a few months we expect to have in full opera-
tion a‘sh.lp-fyard with oapacit{_ to turn out from ten to fifteen boats each year, with
capacity of from 200 to 1,200 each.
TOBACCO AND WHISKEY TRADE.
In addition to the above we find, upon inquiry and examination of the books of
the wholesale liquor dealers of this city, the quantity of foreign or imported spirits

hmuhtmthlurhonand sold last yearto be customs duties on all
of wElch should be paid at this place, besid hrén:lim ity of other 1mp?::tod

other persons
We have from three

goods to this place by the hardware, queensware, and wholesale d
mmm w]:inl?ia uu:{nudmmuthﬂs,wo_permm. 2
To give & more idea of the
fo zﬁ:ﬂuof @ trade for 1881 :
Number of gallons of spirits sold during 1881..

Ata cost §2 DA A
N ‘:&r&g:g‘_ % ohis sold in Padncah du
Amge T P a h, 1 ‘-Lm'
Average cost, 8 cents per pound.........coviiiiaiiil.
Avmg:nnmkerofhogshudfmlgwfhyg;ﬂr::

ce of Paducah we p t the

A p
A cost, 8 cents per pound...............
houses in operation last year....
liumber hogu]l:”ead.u reh;:ﬂ.ledh..ml’m
number 0 'y
Averago cot, 8 CONtE DO POUDA. «.cren- . --erere- $405, 200 00
Number of men employed in the tobacco interests 225
Average cost per man per day, §1L.50; total $337 50
Total cost per year $105, 637 50
The total tradé in whisky and tobacco during the year 1881 amounted S o 1 e
e e e ’
Total mercantile trade, exclusive of whisky and tobacco, during
R e g G e L W e A R $6, 581, 000 00
Potal trade for 1881 : i o o i i s e e s Pl e i e $11, 087, 152 00
‘Wholesale business of 1881 in all branches excepting whisky and tobacco:
. $400, 000 00
700, 000 00
250, 000 00
....... 300, 000 00
....................... 100, 000 00
DOODBWRED : - =<t o srmsrn=sse v e ans e 100, 000 00
fections and toys. 200, 000 00
................................... 40, 000 00
Flour, hay, and provisions.... 1,125, 000 00
Hats and A R TS 50, 000 00
Seeds and ultural implements 200, 000 00
an s 100, 000 00
Lumber, lath, and shingles 600, 000 00
Spokes m& hnb."&'ﬁ ...... 123; ggggg
Blav an mding.. ......
Leather and hides...-.........- 100, 000 00
il T S e s 50, 000 00
Blinds, doors, and sash. ... ccciriiciaciacasiensnsansnsvasa 50, 000 00
B el S S A N S I e S 50, 000 60
Furniture............-... 175, 000 00
R g i e o
use- cas it
O oo v i wani s B e s AR e S 50, 000 00
Corn-meal......... 10, 000 00
Fruits and vegetables. . . 50, 000 00
BIATE RO000 Barrali Ll N a e M yLly 25, 000 00
Lime and cement, 10,000 barrels ......cccacceeciencaiansanann = 11, 000 00
0ils and B it e S E s eReRus Ff AT Cesa Ve s —— 75,000 00
Boat- L e S = 75, 000 00
= 25, 000 00
25, 000 00
5, 000 00
15, 000 00
240, 000 00
25, 000 00
5, 581, 000 00
Total retail trade in all branches during 1881 .........ccuu..... 1, 000, 000 00
6, 581, 000 00
MANUFACTORIES.
There are 12 factories and 2 founderies in operation, employing 350
men, at an annual cost for labor of....eeniinaienna... ph ......... $157, 500 00
Four saw-mills, emplo 200 men, at an annnal cost for labor of .. 90, 000
Three gﬂst-m.lﬁs.am 72 men, at an annual cost for labor of ... 32,400 00
Paid annnally for labor in manufactories.........c.cocavuenn.. 279, 900 00
COMMERCIAL MEN.
Padncah has 100 traveling men on the road repr ting her busi 1 at

an annual cost of $80,000. F
RAILROADS.
‘We have two railroads run into the city, namely, the Paducah and Eliza-
bethtown, and the Memphis, Paducah and Northern 3
Number of trains arrlv‘ing 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. h .
BANKING INTERESTS.
American-German National Bank, resources. ........... fAI1E L
First National Bank, resources ... ; =
City National Bank, resources. ...

) G et e S s

ESTIMATES OF CUSTOMS RECEIPTS.

We estimate that at least 50,000 gallons of imported spirits will be
brought to Padncah and sold durin g the current year. FPlacingthe
duty on the same at an svemﬁof 75 cents per gallon, the customs
receipts for spirits alone Willbe ..o veeeenr el

We estimate that other imported goods brought to this place and sold
during the current year, such as dry goods, hardware, queensware,
&«., will amount to $35,000. Placing the duty on same at an aver-
age of 30 per cent. ad valorem, the cunstoms receipts on same will

$37, 500 00

N o T
Wrn esﬂmatf the receipts ﬁl;m stsambgjtntaun‘fﬁg, ljc;_&slng, en.ttull-
g stering vessels, naing ca) 8, pf , engineers, mates,
and tc?:?efcﬂting for marine hca'piﬁ;l (Fuos for the current year, will
amonn’ e g 2 i A T B e o e o e

10, 500 00

5, 000 00
e e 53, 000 00
In lusion your petiti beg to state that the new Government buil
in process of construction here will soon be pleted, and tly there wi

Total estimated receipts for one year........
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- g
‘be no expense in the ammmtnlu.nd&nanbmdaﬂ can be
mmmwgmmwthmwmmm
Respectfully submitted.
GEO. C. THOMPSON,

g. R. PURYEAR,

C. COBB,

W. F PAXTON,

Filed and approved March 23, 1882,

C. H. RIEKE, Jn.,
Pregident Padueah Board of Trade.
' ANN W. MULVEY,

Mr, JONES, of New Jersey, by unanimous consent, introduced a
bill (H. R. No. 5681) granting an increase of ion 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 (8. R. No. 42) granting the
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 thev}mr-
pose of g:tt.ing it on its passage at this time. It simply provides,
as will be seen by the reading 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, ¢¢., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to
furnish to the adjutant-general of the State of Indiana such number of tents as

be needed fnra.nenmpmentofﬂ:esmtahm of Indiana to be held in said
Btate during t.hegr 1882 : Provided, Thatthe hed with
mtdh ‘u:d ﬂeeo,md of transporting the same back and
ved ; xpense
gmmd Btat?of Indiana. .

The joint resolution wasordered to a third reading, and it was ae-
cordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. PEELLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res-
olution was passed; and alsomoved that the motion to reconsider be
laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

LEAVE TO PRINT ASKED.

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask, Mr. Speaker, for unanimous consent to
print some remarks on the Chinese bill.

Mr. KASSON. I understand the gentleman from Illinois asks to
Erint. some remarks on the vetoed Chinesebill. To that I object. If

e wishes to print remarks on the other Chinese hil]l)l do not object.

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to speak on the vetoed bill.

Mr. KASSON. I object to that, becanse 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 Appropriations, 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-¢ ; 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. STEE I move that the House do now adjourn.
Mr. TALBOTT. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it
ourn to meet on Monday next. To-morrow is Good Friday.

r. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It will be impossible to pass
that motion without a quornm, and we have no quornm present.
. TALBOTT. We will have a quorum then,

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetis. 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. BuRrROWS, of Michigan, by nnanimous consent, was granted

leave of absence for two days. :
Mr. STEELE'S motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly

(at five o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned.

PETITIONS, ETC.

The following petitions and other paﬁers were laid on the Clerk’s
desk, undaBro tvh; rule, 31111'2 mfe;irgd as goﬂowu:

By Mr. MAN: 8 on of Henry C. Spaulding, for ex-
tension of patent for mata.]]xl): cartridges—to the Committee on Pat-
ents.

Apri 7§
=

Mr. BRUMM : The petitibn of Rev. M. P. O'Brien, Hon. Joha
F. Welsh, and 183 others, citizens of Pennsylvania, asking for the
speedy trial or release of the American cifizens held in English pris-
ons—to the Committee on Foreign 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
Escambia Lodge No. 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 Publie Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. DEZENDORF : Papers 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, urging a speedy and fair
trial of American eitizens inearcerated in English prisons—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, the resolutions of the same organization, in favor of the elec-
tion of General James 8. Negley as a r of home for disabled
soldiers—to the Committee on iﬁhtuy T8,

Also, the resolutions of Post No. 115, Grand Army of the Republie,
of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, praying that a pension be granted to
Thomas E. Wilson—to the (}ommm on Invalid Pensions.

Also, the resolutions of the same organization, protesting against
the passage of the bill ting pensions to prisoners of war—to the
Select- Committeo on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back

Pay.
gy Mr. HENDERSON : The petition of Hon. 8. 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. Ann Brooks, widow of
Ira D. Brooks, late a private in Company F, Savent{n-sixth New
York Volunteers, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
B10MSs.

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of merchants of Boston, Massachu-
setts, prag'i.ng for the passage of the Lowell bill to establish a uniform
system o bnnkr;Ptcy thronghont the United States—to the Com-
mittee on the Judie s

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 Ways and Means.

Br, Mr. SCRANTON : The petition of Federal officers in the city of
Seranton, 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.

y Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of I. Stirk & Company,
ic{nr a reduction of the tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and
eans.

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 relating to the ex-
tg.:::‘;;n of a mail-route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

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-
Een&;;t‘ a post-route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

oa

By Mr. WILLIS : The petition of John E. Green, president of board
of trade, and other citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, for an appro-
Eriation for the improvement of the Vicksburgh Harbor—to the

ommittee on Commerce,

Also, the lj_?]int resolution of the Legislature of Kentucky, for the
relief of William Preston and the Texas Association, and the estab-
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 REPRESENTATIVES.
FRrRIDAY, 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 objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

The memorial is as follows:

Hon. B. F, JONAS,
United States Senate, Washington :
Please present the following petition, original

To the honorable Senate and House of
The undersigned, rep ives of the

NEW ORLEANS, April 4, 1882,

!:Fma.ll.

HOS. L. ATREY, President.

, Washington, D. O.:

ial interests of New Orleans,
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