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By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of E. Finley and 27 O‘hm
zens of De Pue, Illinois, praying that lumber be placed on the free
to the same committee

By Mr. HEPBURN: “The petition of James M. Kelley and others, citi-
zens of Towa, asking that lumber be placed on the free list—to the same
committee.

By Mr. A. 8. HEWITT: The petition of S. L. M. Barlow, Denjamin
B. She and others, bankers and capitalists of New York, for the
application by contract of the grant of $400,000 made by Congress four
years ago for the improvement of the Harlem River—to the Committee
on Commerce.

By Mr. HUBBELL: The resolutions adoptmi by the Cigar Manufact-
urers’ Association of Detroit, Michigan, asking for immediate action on
the question of the reduction of tax on tobacco—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of E. M. Knox and others, protesting
u;m.mst any reduction in internal-revenue taxation nntil all just claims
of soldiers of the late war are adjusted—to the same committee.

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of Mrs. Catharine Miller, for a pen-
sion—to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of Harrict E. Pope, of Ohio County,
Kentucky, for a pension—to the same committee.

By Mr. R. M. MCLANE: The petition of Christopher Johnston, M. D.,
and 32 others, physicians and of Maryland, for the erection of a
fire-proof bmldmg for the use of the Army Medical Musenm and library,
the completion of an index eatalogue, and protesting against any sepa-
ration o?tha library and musenm—to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of citizens of Middletown, Ohio, for
early action by Congress on the question of the proposed reduction of
tax on tobacco so as to relieve the trade from uncertainty—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, the petition of Thomas L. . Ross, David Hufford, and E.
Brown, remonstrating against any reduction in internal-revenue taxa-
tion until debt due pensioners and other obligations of the Government
are paid—to the same committee.

By Mr. PARKER: The petition of William I. Cox and others, for
the enactment of a law for the equalization of bounties—to the Select
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay.

By Mr. PEELLE: The petition of Dr. O. 5. Runnels, John C. Shoe-
maker, W. R. Holloway, W H. lish, John H. Holhd.ay, William
P. Fishback, and 160 others, citizens o dmnapo Indiana, for the
enactment of a law making all gualified physicians of whatever school
equal before the law in the Government service including the Army and
Navy—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PEIRCE: The petition of B. F. Bonebrake and 7 others, re-
tail dealers in tobaccoof State Line City, Indiana, asking that a rebate be

allowed for stock on hand if any reduction is made in the tax on to- | ris,

bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SIMONTON: Papers relating to the claim of H. B. Wilson,
administrator of the estate of the late William Tinder—to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. SPAULDING: Theresolutionsadopted by the Detroit (Michi-
gan) Cigar Association, relating to the tax on tobacco—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of L. K. Stannard, A. L. Reynolds,
W. H. C. Folsom, and many others, expressing their disapproval of the
enactment of any law reducing internal taxation on intoxicating liquors
and tobacco—+to the same committee.

SENATL.
TUESDAY, December 19, 1882,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, J. J. BuLLock, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.
COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE.

Mr. PENDLETON. There are some vacancies upon several commit-
tees of the Senate and I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that
the President of the Senate be anthorized to fill them.

Thcm bei.ug no objection, consent was granted; and the President pro
tem inted Mr. BARROW a member of the Committee on Claims

Mr 18 as a member of the Committee on Rules.
The vacancies being filled, the list of the committees of the Senate as
constituted for the present session is as follows: -
STANDING COMMITTEES,
On Privileges and Elections—Messrs, Hoar (chairman), (aml.ron of Wisconsin,
%ﬂ Sanlsbury. Vance, Pugh, and

rs, Windom (chairman), lulrmmds Miller of Cali-
Pendleton, and Call,

PR g oot i S vt e’ § Dpeage el

i, DOI‘ Q. r8on, An

o»aWﬁﬁau—um Allison (o.haimmcmkmx,olmn Dawes, Plumb, Iale,

Davis est Vi Beck, Ransom, and .
MeMillan (chairman

On_Commerce—. % { Jonea of Kevada, Kellogg, Con-
ger, Miller of New York, Ransom, Coke, Farley, and Vest.

On Ma ef M chairman), Hale, Sewell, McPherson, and
o nufaciures—. emeonger( ) e, Sewe!

Ouﬁram&m— essrs, Mahone (chairman), Blair, Plumb, Van Wyck, Davis
of West Virginia, Slater. and George
On 4&\1 Lngnn ( ), Cameron of Benm’rlmh Har-
Coohull. Maxey, Gmm'. and Ham

On Naval essra, Cameron of Pennsylvania (¢ Anthony
}};l}lns, Miller oszlifamjn Mahone, McPherson, Junesof?loﬂda. Vanoe, and

rley.

On the Judiciary—Messrs, Edmunds (chairman), Logan, Ingalls, MeMillan,
Hoar, Garland, Davis of Illinois, Ba; ,and Lan)mr = 2 o

Snon Post-0; ug;jtlil’bd‘;rkﬁ essrs. Ferry aécll\:irman mu of Galomdo
er, e New ot&h[&x ulsbury,
3;? Luaéa— . wj Bhi'r Van \\Fyak, nr;}omcm?

Jones of Florida, vaer, 'Wnlker, am:l Morgsu
v‘.‘)inAPrfuak Land Claims—Messrs, Bayard (chairman), Jonas, Call, Edmunds,
and Allisor
On Indian Affairs—Messrs, Dawes (chairman), Ingalls, Snl.mdm, Harrison,
Cameron of V nsin, Coke, Pendleton, Walker, and Slate
Messrs, Mitchell {chairman), Platt, th' Vln“yck Chileott,

On Pensions—.
Slater, Jackson, and Barmw

On I Messrs, J. ton (chairman), Jones of Florida, Bar-
row, Anthony lmd Daw&a.
Chc;“ lof'l.t ms—A\lessrs. Cameron of Wisconsin (chairman), Frye, Hoar, Conger,

Jackson, Falr, and Barrow

On_the Dist ?{ﬂ mbiu-—hlessrs Ingn‘l!s (t.'hairmnn). Rollins, McMillan,
Aldrich, McDill, Harris, Butler, Vance, and
e nh!"nlmfa—l‘lm eh.nirmnn ), Hoar, 'Mitnhell, Lapham, Coke, Call, and

illiams,

On Terrilories—Messrs. Saunders (chairman), Kellogg, McDill, Ilarrison, But-
ler, Garland, and Vest

On Railroads—Messrs, Ke!lngﬁ(chnlrman), Snunders. Hawley, Sawyer, Sewell,

Windom, Lamar, G mwr Will
On Mines and Min (oh.nlrmn.n), Jcmeu of Nevada, Van Wyck,
Miller of California, Inmpton Fair, and Camden,
On the Revil Miller of Californin (chairman), Platt, Hale,

ion of the Lows

Davis of Illinois, {nd Pendleton,

On Education and Labor—Messrs, Blair (dla.immu{ﬁ:ﬂudom, Mahone, Aldrich,
Miller of New York, Maxey, Brown,

On Civil Service and Retrenchmeni—essrs, Hawley (chairman), Rollins, Jones
of Nevada, Dawes, Mitchell, Butler, Walker, Wil and Pendleton.

To Audit'and Control the Cont ingent Expensecs of the Senate—Messrs, Jones of Ne-
vada (chairman), Platt, and Vance.
YO';: Engrossed M—Meams. Baulsbury (chairman), Call, and Miller of New

or!

On Rules—Messrs. Frye (ehalrmnn), Sherman, Harrison, Gorman, and Harris,

On the I River and_Tributaries—Messrs. Van Wyck
(chairman), Mﬂchﬂ]lko e, Jonas,

On Transportation Roules to the

Cockrell, and Jackson.
‘Messrs, Harrison (chairman), Came-
ron of Pennsylvania, Windom, Lapham, Beck, Voorhees, and Camden.
JOINT COMMITTEES,

On Public Printing—Messrs. Anth: E !nhairman} Hawley, and Gorman.

On Enrolled Bills—Messrs, Sewell , and

O the Messrs, Sherman (chairman), Hoar, and Voorhees.

On Public Buildings and -Messrs, {’chairmnn), Morrill, Came-
ron of Wisconsin, Jones of Florida, and Vest.

SELECT COMMITTEES.

To Evamine the Several Branches of the Civil Service—Messrs. Sawyer (chairman),
Saung;ars, Dawes, ngton. and mome

To Make Provision for Tenth Census and ascerfaining the resulls th
Messrs, Hale (chairman), orril.l, Sawyer, McDill, n, Morgan, an
7o Inrc.uiyatc and Hm‘ ¢ Best Means of Preventing the Introduction and Spread
Harris (chairman), Lamar, Garland, Jonas, Miller

of emic
of New Y. orlr. Sewell, and Chileott,

Toj'nqumin.lnaﬂaam ﬁﬁumqﬂ?u United Slales against the Governwmer l}f
Am%—lflm Davis of West Virginia (chairman), Groome, Johnston, ITil
a

To Investiga Washington—Mesars. Ransom

te Condition of Polomae River Front o
fchnlrmnn}.itcd., Gorman, Jones of Nevada,

, Conger, and Cameron of
Ounﬁbﬂl{s w")!oprocidemdmspﬁndpd officers of each of the Execulive De-
ﬁ Jm%njman i e
esars. Pendleton

da, Morgan, Jackson, Grover, Win-
dom, Hale, Dswes, Plumb, nnd I]‘awle
On Woma Messrs, .aphnm (chairman), Anthony, Ferry, Bllur.
George, Jneksun and Fair.

JOIST SELECT COMMITTEE.

On Additional Aecommodations for the Library of Congress—Messrs. Voorhees
(chairman), Butler, and Morrill. A ¥
BPECIAL COMMITTEE.,
To Investigate the administration o\f the Collection of Internal Revenue in
District of North Carolina—Messrs, Vance (chairman), MeDill, and Ll.lu:hell
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 194
of the Revised Statutes, reports of the names of clerks and other persons
employed in the War Department and offices thereof from December 1,
1881, to November 30, 1882; which was ordered to lie on the table and
be printed.

the Sixth

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. SHERMAN. I present the petition of the Western Tract Society
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of the postal bill which at
the last session the House of Representatives and is now on the
table of the Senate, by which monthly periodicals such as are published
by the Western and American Tract and other benevolent societies are
allowed to pass throngh the mails at the same rate as weeklies, It scems
to me that this is a very simple and plain matter, as presented by the
petitioners, and the relief onght to be granted. I move the reference of
the petition to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

The motion was agreed to

Mr. SHERMAN. Ialsop t four petitions from citizens of differ-
ent parts of Ohio, praying for the passage of what is known as the $40

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO




- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1882. 411
amonth pension bill. I move that the itions be referred to the Com- | June 2, §#79 entitled “An act to prevent the introduction of contagious
mittee on Fensions. ok or infectious diseases into the Unl;tm:d States, and for other purposes; '’

The motion was agreed to. 4 which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee to Inves-

Mr. SHERMAN presented two petitions of citizens of Ohio, praying
for a rebate equal in amount to the reduction that may be made in the
tax on tobacco, cigars, and cigarettes; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of General Pope, General Crook,
and other officers of the Army, praying for the passage of the bill an-
thorizing brevet commissions for Indian service; which was referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs. :

Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of the Newburgh Civil Service
Reform Association, praying for the passage of the civil-service reform
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of J. W. Brinkerhoff and others, citizens
of Norfolk, Saint Lawrence County, New York, praying for the enact-
ment of a law granting a pension of $40 a month to soldiers who have
lost & limb in the service of the United States; which was referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. SAUNDERS ted a petition of H. P. Cutting and others,
citizens of Clark’s, Nebraska, praying for an increase of the pensior of
men who have lost a limb in the military or naval service of the United
States; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of H. H. Ham and others, citi-
zens of Lincoln, Benton County, Missouri, praying for the passage of a
law gran a pension of $40 per month to soldiers and sailors who
have lost a limb in the service; which was referred to the Committee
on Pensions.
oy (Pumayvinia) Sogloa Boclaty, provesting agatnet che proposed

> Pennsylvania) Medi iety, ing against the
oonsolid(ation o};' the Army Medical Musenm with the Congressional
Library; which was referred to the Joint Committee on the Library.

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of C. F. Augustin and 66 others,
citizens of Menasha, Wisconsin, praying for the of the bill to
increase the pension of soldiers to $40 a month for the loss of an arm or
leg; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 4106) granting a pension to Sarah Lewis, sub-
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered t6 be printed; and
the Dill was postponed indefinitely. _

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 486) granting a pension to Anna M. Wehe, sub-
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and
the bill was postponed indeﬁniteiy.

He also, from the same eommitte;i‘ltf whom was referred the bill (H.
R. 34) for the relief of Willinm R. Miller, submitted an adverse report
thereon; which was ordered to be printed.

Mr. GARLAND. I beg, with the consent of the Senator from Ten-
nessee, that that bill be placed on the Calendar.

Mr. JACKSON. Very well

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

Mr, JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (8. 917) granting a pension to Elizabeth Maria Doull,
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed;
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. ‘

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred
the hill (8. 2250) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to amend section
4702, title 57, Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other pur-
poses,’? approved August 7, 1872, asked to be discharged from its further
consideration, which was a to; and the bill was postponed indefi-
nitely,

He also, from the same committee, to whom the sub,)ectwaa
reported a bill (8. 2258) declaratory of an actentitled “‘An act to am
section 4702, title 57, Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other
purposes,’’ approved August 7, 1882; which was read twice by its title.

Mr. PLATT. The bill ought to receive early consideration by the
Senate; but I do not desire to ask the Senate to consider it at this time,
because I think it better that it should be printed; but I shall ask to-
morrow morning, or at the first favorable opportunity, that the Senate
act upon it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal-
endar.

Mr, GROVER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was
referred the bill (S. 1208) for the relief of Stephen O’ Connor, submitted
an adverse which was ordered to be printed; and the
bill was postponed indefinitely.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill
(8. 1296) for the relief of Lientenant C. C. Norton, submitted an ad-
verse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and the bill
was postponed indefinitely.

BILLS INTRODUCED. -

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to

introduce a bill (8. 22569) to repeal the tenth section of the act approved

tigate and Report the Best Means of Preventing the Introduction and
Spread of Epidemic Diseases. ;

Mr. INGALLS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob-
tained leave to introduce a bill (8, 2260) gra.ntm% a pension to George
Prince; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit-
tee on ions.

Mr. CHILCOTT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to
introduce a bill (8. 2261) for the relief of Ludwig Kramer; which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in-
troduce a bill (8. 2262) for the regnlation of telegraph and cable com-
panies; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob-
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 2263) to amend the pension laws,
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions.

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED.
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was
Ordorodh’rhnt, the in the claim of William 8, Grant for relief be taken
from the files and to the Committee on Claims.
ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President——

Mr. SHERMAN. With the consent of the Senator from Massachu-
setts, I now move, pursuant to the notice I gave yesterday, that the
amendment reported by me from the Committee on Finance to whatis
called the ‘‘ whisky extension bill”? be takenup. Task that it be read,
and I do not think there will be any objection to it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Senator from Ohio asks the Sen-
ate to consider at this time the bill (H. R. 5656) to amend the laws re-
lating to the entry of distilled spirits in distillery and special bonded
warehouses, and the withdrawal of the same therefrom.

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me to call up the
Indian appropriation bill I shall then give way for an attempt to dis-
pose of the bill named by him, if it does not cause debate; but Ishould
like to get the Indian a riation bill before the Senate.

Mr. SHERMAN. it proves likely to be debated for some time, T
shall not press it this m 2

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Massachusetts
moves to e the consideration of the Calendar until to-morrow.
The question is on that motion.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Iask that thebill named by me may be taken

up.

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to have the Senator let me have the right
of way, and I will yield to him.

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; all right.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator from Massachusetts
moves to take up the Indian appropriation bill.

The motion was to.

Mr. DAWES. Now the Senator from Ohio desires me to let this bill
be laid aside informally that he may try the experiment of putting upon
its passage without much debate the bill which he has named, and I will
permit that experiment to be tried; butif it discloses any serious debate
he will excose me.

Mr. PLUMB. I object to that arrangement.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas objects to
thgﬁrmt consideration of the bill.

. SHEEMAN. All I desire to say is that althongh this was a con-
troverted matter the Committee on Finance have unanimously agreed
to a relief to be granted on warehouse bonds and there are
many distressing cases of hardship. I am opposed to the original bill;
I do not think the bill as proposed to be amended would take five min-
utes time; but as a matter of course if the Senator from Kansas objects
I shall have to let it go over.

Mr. DAWES, I think we can get through with the Indian appro-
priation bill in a few minutes.

FUNERAL OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE ORTI.

Mr, SAUNDERS. I ask to be excused from serving npon the com-
mittee sent to attend the funeral of the late Mr. Orth, of Indiana. I
find it impossible for me to go.

The PRESIDENT gpro {empore. . Is there objection to gmntm% the
request of the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none, and the
Chair appoints Mr. SAWYER to fill the vacancy.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSOX,
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrent resolu-
tion providing that when the two Houses adjourn on Friday, the 22d
instant, they stand adjourned until 12 o’clock m. on Tuesday, the 2d
day oé‘ganuary, 1883; in which the concurrence of the Senate was re-
questad.
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. ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. ;
The message also announced that the Speaker of the Hmsehadaigned
theﬁo]lowh:ganmlledbﬂ]n, and they were thereupon signed by the Pres-

ident

Ahgi?(s. 506) au{horizing the Board of Commissioners of the Soldiers’
Home to sell certain property at Harrodsburgh, Kentucky, belonging to
the Soldiers’ Home; and

A bill (8. 1703) to cede to the first taxing district of the State of Ten-
nessee a certain lot of land situated in said district.

INDIAN AFPPROPRIATION BILL.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whaole, resumetl the consideration
of the bill (H: R. 6900) making appropriations for the current and eon-
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty
stipulations with various tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1884, and
for other purposes, the pending question heing on the amendment of
Mr. EDMUNDS to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations
in line 4, section 7, after the word ‘‘ Interior,”” to insert the words
“‘with the approval of the President; ! so as to make the section read:

That whenever, after advertising for bids for supplies in accordance with see-
tion 3 of this act, those received containing tions detrimental to the in-
terests of the Government may be rejected by the Secretary of the Interior, with
the approval of the President, and the articles sreeﬂ!ed in such
in open market at prices not to exceed those of the lowest biddm- not 1o ex-

the market price of the same, until such time ps satisfuctory bids ean be ob-
tained, for which i diate adverti shall be made.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. DAWES. I desire to correct the phraseology of the section, as
suggested by my ml]eag'na last night. In the third line of the section
I move to strike out *‘containing’® and to insert ‘‘contained ;" and in
the fourth line to restore the word * they.”

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. 18 there objection to the modifiea-
tion? The Chair hears none. The question recurs on agreeing to the
amendment as amended.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. DAWES. One or two amendments were passed over by mis-
take Intheseventy-ninthline Imove to strike out * $2,000"’ and toin-
sert *‘$1,500°" as the compensation of the agent at the Navajoagency.
Having stricken out the additional duty that is required of him, the
salary should be rednced.

The amendment was

Mr. DAWES., In theamemlment which was adopted on the one hun-
dred and ~-third line I move to insert, after the words *‘ per day,”
the words ““in lien of all other allowanee of expenses except actual and
necessary cost of transportation;’’ so as to read:

um.l ine ldenl-ll ex—

For cmrll{ ncies nf‘%tﬁmrﬁ% im:l;nl t.i;n\ﬁ{i;
penses o ian agents er o nelu s
whose traveling and in incidental m 1 not exceed ?:; nr

all other allowance of expenses, except at.'tu.ul and aumry uout D!‘ trnspor-
tation, &o.

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. ] understood that the $1 a day was
to include all expenses.

Mr. DAWES, That was designed to pay for a man’s keep and all
incidentals, except his car-fare; but he co not rideall day on the ears
for $4 to begin with, and he would not have anything to live on after
he got to his j ourney s end.

DAV of West Virginia. 1 understand very well, as my friend

that & man can not ride all day at $4 on a car, but I can un-

durstnnd how he may stay thirty days at one place at $4 a day and then

have enough to ride all day on the cars, even if he paid for ear-fare four
or five or five or six times more than $4.

1{; DAW’I‘E]1 It only1 go;rdmlts the Indian lz_ﬂic:. to allow, in mllfdinon
to keeping, his actua necessary cost of transportation. 18 18

to pay car-fave besides, then lgmto be allowed the actual cost.

Mr DAVIS, of West Virginia. Does the Senator nnderstand that
$4 a day is to be paid for board, whether the man travels or not? If
hem%dhﬂre or elsewhere, is he to get $1 a day and traveling ex-

lI.r DAWES. Hawonly toget that when he is traveling.  Theobject
of the amendment is, instead of requiring him to keep a running aceount
all of the time, o commute the whole t! into$4 a day. It is sup-

thntpeﬂm $3 a day would keep him at hotels and he would

ve ft talsofhmmvelntlol!m ltiso:ﬂytobepaid
whilehels traveling. If the Senator thinks it too much, of course I
shall not oppose any reduction which the Senator's exp(-ricncc may

2 DAVIE, of West Yu'glma My colleague on the committee and
deésire the same thing, I know. I only wish to ascertain whether
this $4 is to be paid the agent.whether he is traveling er not, whether
when he islocated at hisown home or in thiscity or elsewhere he istoget
$4a day onanav or only $4 a day when actually on traveling duty
i tof ? Ifltmﬂeachande'verydsy,lﬁiatoomuch

valh¥ expenses.
Mr DAWEE. have no objection to having it fixed in the way the

Benator
Mr. DA of West Virginia. I suggest to the Senator fo put itin

his own Innguage. I think $4 a day on an average is sufficient.

Mr. DAWES. The words ‘‘traveling and ” have been stricken out,

I nnd?erstand. If they be restored would not that meet the Senator’s
t

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think it would.

Mr. DAWES, I ask unanimous consent to restore in the amendment
the words ‘‘ traveling and.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words have not heen stricken
out, the Chief Clerk informs the Chair.
ery well.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Massechusetts:

The amendment was to.

Mr. PLUMB. In line 1068, after the word “‘sun 5! 1 move to
strike out the word *‘and,” and after the word * ucation,' in line
1069, to insert the words “andhnnapomm ;77 80 a8 to read:

And
mnfma:g sum shall be d"h““ﬁﬂ upon the basis nf“%omnot exceeding

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question is on a to the
amendment of the Sexistor ﬁ'oP:xNme 5 s

Mr. PLUMB. Yesterday the Senate voted to increase the amount
for each scholar.

Mr. DAWES. I was going to say that having done that I think the
words the Senator proposes ought to go in.

Mr, PLUMB. Yes; I am convinced they ought to have gone in be-
fore the amendment was adopted, and that the amendment ought not
to have been adopted. Yesterday, in spite of the fact that the super-
intendent of this school said he could get along with $200 to each
scholar, the Senate del.\b(fmtely increased the amount fo $235 each,
thembymmsmg cost of each scholar $35 per annum and dimin-
ishing the number to be tanght at t.heCur!inle school, because the gross
amount appropriated was not

Mr. LOGAN, At what school ?

Mr. PLUMB. At Carlisle, Pennsylvania.

Mr. LOGAN. How much?

Mr. PLUMB. Two hundred and thirty-five dollars a scholar.

Mr. LOGAN. They do not want it.

Mr. PLUMB. That is what the school superintendent says, but they
are bound to have it, it seems, anyhow.

I have in my hand the account of the expenses of that school during
the last fiscal year, and I call attention to the fact that the large ma-
Jjority of the sapplies for that school, amounting to $50,000 per annum,
were purchased last year without advertisement at aill. A good deal
has heen said here by those who have advocated this school
as the school par execllence of the United States for Indian purposes
about the necessity of’ some kind of execntive supervision and respon-
sibility in regard to the purchase of supplies; and here I have a state-
ment from the Indian Burean of the supplies purchased for this school
showing that over $50,000 of the amount iated last year was

L "b ¥

expended by this superintendent for the pnre! of suppl.ies for which
no advertisement was ever invited.

I donot say, nor do I mean to be understood as sa that I question
either the integrity of the superintendent of that or his jndgment

in the purchase of supplies,  On the contrary, I have no doubt of either;
but I have noficed that it is the disposition or tendency of every person

in the employ of the Government aswell as ev here else to ify
his office; aml that person thinks, as do all the superintendents of In-
dian 4:.-1100]3 that the edncation of the Indians is the principal thing
that the (xovernmmt for the time being, is engaged in, and natumlly

feels to some extent resentful over any legislative

If we can not have the Carlisle school come under the rules and rega-
latmn.s that ply to the purchase of supplies for the maintenance of

Iy, and for the furnishing of food and other supplies

ihmugh Imlmn agents, and =0 on, then I think it is time we should know
it; and when, in addition to that, the Senate will deliberately vote to
increase by about 20 per cent. the amount which the superintendent
says is necessary, it seems to me fo be a culminating of the idea that
there can not he too much extravagance in this branch of the public
service.

It is fime, in my judgment, that something was said about this
mattcr, and about all these matters which are in their nature extrava-

as I believe.

‘Jded a somewhat cordial acquiescence tothe tion to increase
the appmprmtion for school purposes made by th over what it here-
tofore had been, and I did it to some extent agdnﬁt my judgment, be-
cause I had been regarded as the one person who more than an,
person ohjected to Indian education according to the use whicli is (mli-
narily made of the term *‘ education,” because I was willing to add to
the e\'penmﬂ:t that we were carrying on, and because I believe that per-
haps the money spent in education was as well spent as a good deal more
that we were spending in and about the maintenance of the Indians.

But I want to say now that I am satisfied, as I always have been, and
more satisfied now than ever, that we are making a in the edu-
cation we are giving to the fndians a mistake which not only depletes
the Treasury to the cx’oentofnmrlynmi]liondnl]amperannum bata
migtake which besides iz doing iricalculable damage to the Indian him-
sel
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I have here in my hand a list of the Indians who are in Government
em; at the various agencies of the United Btates. It is a very con-
siderable list, and it shows that the Government has been emp]gﬁf,
co far as it could, Indians in the performance of the duties of =
smiths, farmers, carpenters, laborers, and so on about the a es Te-
spectively. Now, I undertake to say that after that list shall have been
added to 25 per cent., we will say, there cannot be legitimately em-
ployed upon the reservations any more In whether they are edn-
cated or not. Yet we are educating Indians, giving them not merely
a common-school education, but something, if anything can be, better,
and sending them back to the agencies with nothing for them to do.
They cannot be blacksmiths unless the Government employs them, be-
cause there is no other employment about the agencies except what the
Government gives; they cannot be carpenters, nor harness-makers, nor
teachers, unless the Government employs them, becanse there is no
other employment there to be had.

They go back, then, to associate with the great body of the Indians from
whom they came, to lose that level which they may have attained or
obtained while they were at school, and to be practically of no useex-
cept as it may be to a certain extent as hostages for the keeping of the
peace. They do not go back to become self-sustaining and self-support-
ing; they go back rather to remain the wards of the United States as
they always have been. I will venture now to say that the influence
of schools in regard to the general average among the Indians of the
United States =o far as it relates to the question of their being able to
S themselves, so far as it makes them able to support themselves,

ill not be ma.teriuil}' augmented by the expenditures of all the money
and ten times the money that we appropriate in this bill.

Some other plan or some modification of the existing plan must be
adopted, and it is no use to keep up Hampton and Carlisle for the pur-
pose of educating people for whom there is no work where they are sent
back to their tribes. Hampton and Carlisle and all the other schools, as
I said yesterday, ought to be made the means whereby so much of the
barbarism, which is native to these people, so much of their lack of
facilities for the doing of the things which are required to be done among
white people, shall be taken off, and they shall then be merged into the
hody of the people of the United States, to engage in those callings for
which they may be fitted in the communities in the States, and not to
g0 back to the tribes themselves.

As a part of the plan, and inrly illustrative of that bentof mind
which has accompanied and followed the legislation of the United States
on the Indian question, I observe that Captain Pratt has been in the
habit of paying the Indians at the Carlisle school wages for the work
they have done. In other words, the Government, as it does upon the
reservati feeds the Indians and then pays them for whatever work
they do besides; and so there has been paid—I do not know that itis
now bei id, but there has been heretofore paid—to the scholars of
that school wages for labor which they have done, they themselves
having the f;?' cultivated in them the idea that the fact that they were
supported, fed, clothed, and educated by the Government carried no

corresponding obligation upon theirpart. In other words, we have got | fully,

to-day a constituency of 250,000 people whom we feed and clothe and
care for in the most complete manner, so that no physical want is left
unsupplied; and yet if one of them is wanted to do anything ke must
be paid for it. is pauperism with a inm, and a pauperism
with a ium which in my judgment will have to be stopped, or
there will be an outery about it which will make it as inconvenient as
we find it now to confront the outside clamor in regard to another phase
of civil-service reform. i
I find also from the statisties that while it is true that for the fiscal
year 1882 the average cost for the care and education of the children
at the Carlisle school was $235.60 net; thatis to say, after subtract-
ing the enormous amount of 84,600 which those three hundred children
carned in the way of manufactures of different kinds at the Forest Grove
school for the same time, the average cost was only $191.34; and while
I do not feel called upon myself to defend an which any member
of the other branch of Congress may have said
question of extravagance in this school at Carlisle, I do feel as though I
ought to say that the comparison between these two schools warranted
that statement wherever made, and it is time that Congress should ad-
dress itself to this question with some sense of its own responsibility,
and not always turn the thing over to the person interested in creating
ihe amount of ity, more especially as he has the bene-
fit, if there be any benefit, of the expenditure of every gingle cent of the
sum we appropriate, without let or hinderance on the part of anybody,
and without being obliged to advertise for bids, and is carrying thison
just as he would if he himself were the only tax-payer in the United
States and were taking the money out of his own pocket for the main-
tenance of the school which was iarly and solely his own.
Upon the general question of the relation which some of these tribes,
by reason of their location upon the reservations the Government has as-
i to them and the probability that they may become at some time
2lf-maintaining, and upon the question as to in what direction the In-
dian is best qualified to maintain himself with his own labor, and in such
way asto free the Government from the responsibility of that maintenance,
I will ask to have inserted in the RECORD, as part of my remarks, a let-

ter which was written to me on the 30th day of last March, which was
pertinent to the debate then occurring in the Senate upon this very ques-
tion, but which I did not then ask to have read, because the debate had
closed about the time the letter was received. Itis writtenby anagent
who has a good reputation in the Department, who has been along time
in the service of the Government, who is regarded as an upright and
practical man, whom I know personally, and whom I believe to be con-
scientious in whatever he says. I think there will be found even in his
letier some curious illustrations of the bent of the human mind in re-
gard to expenditures made on the part of the Government for the ben-
efit of the Indians. In other words, whenever we touch an Indian cem-
mon sense and common judgment and all sense of responsibility give
way to a peculiar kind of humanity which is defiant of all; and at the
same time it has been so managed during the forty or more years we
have been in direct relations with most of the tribes of Indians provided
for in this hill, giving them large subsidies annually out of the Treasury
of the United States, that I venture to say that these Indians have not
made any substantial progress in the direction of becoming self-support-
ing. 'We are supporting them to-day as fully and as comggetely, nearly,
as we ever did. Upon that point of the essential viciousness of what
we do, I desire to call theattention of the Senate to two instances which
are within my know

About 1874 there were taken by force from their liomes in Montana
the Northern Cheyenne Indians to the Indian Territory; that is to say,
the Government took down first about 1,100 of them, and subsequently
in another detachment I think the whole, amounting to about 1,400.
There were, however, some hundreds of them who would not be taken
away, who escaped the vigilance of those persons who were deputed to
get them together and take them down, and those Indians who were
not taken to the Indian Territory finally located on the Fort Keogh
mili: reservation under the of General Miles. Those who
were taken down went down to have the benefit of the treaty which
was made between the tribe and the United States, by which they were
to receive a certain sum of money, amounting to about fifty or sixty
thousand dollars per annum, for cloiﬁ).mg and oiie.r purposes, and receive
in addition fo that the benefit of the benefaction of the Government in
the shape of the purchase of food supplies every year to the amount of
more than $200,000. They are the whom we last year were
advised that if we did not appropriate sufficient to give them three
pounds of beef per week each they would break out and %o on the war-
path and devastate the great settlements. Congress humbly said, ““Do
noht do that and we will give you the beef.” Th(;y are Indlam; il'clu'
whom we are ap iating very large sums of money. Butthe
few hundreds whnprr?:med on the Yellowstoneand wholocated upon the
Fort Keogh military reservation have never been obgerved by the lynx-
eyed Government officials who have been anxiops to get as many of
these wands as possible under the control of the Government, have lived
there from that day to this without receiving one single dollar of money
due to the tribe as annuities; they have received no donation of any
kind or deseription whatever, and yet they have lived aswell, as peace-
, and more so, perhaps, as those whom we have been paying about
$250,000 per annum to sapport.

In the next place, when Sitting Bull's band came over from Canada
and located—

Mr. BECK. I wish the Senator from Kansas would give us what in-
formation he has in reference to what he has said ve to those
Indians at Fort Keogh. When I was there this summer I was told that
these men were not only doing well, but that they were doing the haul-
ing for the fort. They were working; they were receiving their pay;
they were settled on little homes of their own, raising little patches of
potatoes, and absolutely not only self-sustaining, but E.ying np money.

Mr. PLUMB. That only brings the thing down to a later date. I
merely spoke of that which I knew as a member of the Senate and a
member of a committes which investigated the treatment of these In-
dians; and I say now that 25 per cent. of them have received nothing
from the Government, while the other 75 per cent. received all that the
whole tribe should have received, and are receiving it to-day, and are
as wholly dependent to-day as the doy they went on the reservation in
the Indian Territory; while the Indians who have received nothing have
been taking care ufti:emsalves, and, as the Senator from Kentucky now
saysof his own knowledge, have not only taken care of themselves, but
are actually acquiring some property and arriving at a condition of things
where they may some of these days properly assume the dignity of
American citizenship. :

As I 'was proceeding to say, when Sitting Bull came over from Canada
he was located with all his Indians upon the Missouri River, the precise
point I cannot now recall. He remained there for about a year in charge
of the War Department. At the expiration of that time it was directed
that his Indians should be turned over to the Interior Department to
be taken to the Sioux reservation in Dakota. About four hundred of
the two thousand or twenty-five hundred Indians there would not go
and did not go, and in the mean time, while they were located there and
for want of something else to do, and driven by mecessity (which after
all is the mother not only of invention but of effort) to take care of them-

selves, when they came to be taken away the agents of the Do{mtmms
found them there taking care of themselves, enltivating theirlittle plots
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of land in the valley of the Missouri river, and they were not taken to
the Sioux reservation, and they remain there to-day taking cdre of them-
selves and receiving no annuity, no care, no supplies, no anything at
the hands of the Government, while the other two thousand have gone
to the Sioux reservation, and cost this Government about §100 a head
per annum.

I think that just illustrates the difference. Whenever you find an
Indian that the Government has taken hold of, you have found an In-
dian who has been reduced in morals, in evet:.'thing that goes to make

up manhood in an Indian or a white man, and everything that is done
for him goes to deprive him of the faculty, of the energy which con-
tributes to make himself self-supporting. Yon have made him by that

very act a pauper, and the Government to-day is deliberately pauper-
13;?; and dggtmp;rmg the manhood and the womanhood of more than one-
half; I think I may say a large majority, of all the Indians it has got
under its control, by the fact in the first place that it has such control,
and in the next ]aoe by the manner in which that control is exercised.

Weneed a thorough dverhauling of our method of dealing with the
Indians. They have come to believe that all they have to do is to
threaten to go upon the war-path, and that will bring supplies galore,
and that they do not need to do anything. IHere we have the spectacle | men
of the employment by the Government of blacksmiths, teachers, clerks,
millers, engineers, and laborers about the agencies, while the ground is
hmﬂmed with the imposition of more physical labor than could be nsed
if the entire reservation was cultivated, if it could be madeuseof. In
other these men lie around in perfect idleness to which the Gov-
ernment has contributed, which it daily, and weekly, and yearly main-
tains and k up.

Now, the education of Indians that we educate to send back to the tribes
does no practical good to them or those with whom they associate. The
solution of thisIndian question is not to send them back. Itought tobe
said in their behalf that they are largely located on reservations upon
which they cannot makealiving by what we know asagriculture. Those
who go back will find nothing to do. _And yet instead of these
persons out into the ranks of the people of the United States and giving
them emplment as blacksmiths or as laborers or asdomestics, or what
not among the people who are willing to take them and among whom labor
is searce, and using our appropriations and our control over these people
for that purpose, we are edu them to do that which they will never
have opportunity to do and we are sending them back to a people among
whom Yfp(;hey even knew how todo it they could find no possible oceasion
fordoing it.

I wﬂlgsend to the Reporter, to beinserted aspart of my remarks, thelet-
ter of Mr. Miles, the Indian agent to whom I referred.

The letter is as follows:

UXITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE,
. CHEYENNE AND ARAPAHOE AGENCY,

agricultural pursuits. White men, with all
ﬂmiredumtonmdenmhﬂijudim would starve at the effort. This is
mﬁ;‘bﬂm mﬂ“ itsmnﬂbamm-todwﬁnslmﬂdam
le support. 'In mmmresdu competent to per-

form his own labor, while at farming he makes slow progress, even under
favorable circumstances, while in this country to have his efforts prove unfruit-
ful three years out of fowr will prove to our efforts., Yet asn
localizing and fo 1fruitful year, it is necessary that the Gov-
ernment take steps to loeate them in severalty nlong the streams, and at the
same time reserve a large district contiguous thereto.

In 1876 we organized herd” of cattle at this ageney, which had its
beginning trl two or thmﬂ mlves which were earned by schohmof the school in
1877 and subsequent years; the rale of surplus produce of school farm and earn-
ings of the school ehildn:n,asalm some donations from friends of the school, were
invested in young cattle, ‘y heifers; and in this wuy the herd had n.&mmml
such proportions in 1850 that fears were entertained by certain officers in the
military department that there was somethin, rutten" sbou'l. it, and to pre-
vant. ihe # ogporl.unity » this herd was otdered% be issued to the mmp Indians.

frankly and plainly, it would have been much wiser to have driven
thi.nhe of about 1,500 head, a].lgmd.m,to slaughter-pen and butchered them
for the be.ne.ﬂl. of the whole tribe

The lmrd at the time it wasissned wasworth in eash §20,000, nicely graded up;
ust such & herd as no stock or ranchman would sell at any reasonable price.

Ve pruentad to the Department statements of this hen‘.i sgomnguw sonrees
from whence it was derived, increase in numbers, growth, and vnlue. boping to
convince them of the fea.sibilﬂ.y of such an enterprise and the benefits to be
nl.tnl ultimately, but all to no avail. Taking it for grantad ﬂml the De

referred a failure to that of success, and in obedience to orders y
aupc the herd was issued as indicated, and to-day I doubt if one-third of

these cattle are living. My aim was, first, to rld the Government from the e
uf rating the cy schools from sales of matured stock from this xm
Iknowm have been done in therunrendu:gdune 80, 1883;
mg d you, as well as all other men familiar wi pouhﬂliﬁns of mch
erd ow itcould have been done, and I know it myself, taking for my guide

'v;hat- I have seen done by other men by prudent business management on this

Seeoud object was to furnish employment to the boys and young men

ing up in our ugency schools, so that after thf};quit theachmf; t.hayooul

been m\'enl.edfmmlnpsinghnﬂtinmmmp and the * jee string " b M&in—

I.nﬁa as herders in connection with t.his ; and as some of these boymmd
have married, it was my puﬂ:&c:e te them at various eamps or

aeulemmtawtak 'I’.bemnge, and as the herd continued to

inc¢rease the range woul hnve been mﬂmand e\“entualltv my p

to ve to each child thus engaged their utive share of the h;?ow but not
the number to be given was of sufficien ¥ to be an object

and care for them,

Third. While the herd was entirely under the control and mamgamam of the
agent the Indians would respect the herd and w trespasses were commit-
ted on the herd, In this herd we beld a" klmel:down“ argument in favor of
the school, as by showing to the ropany it was evi-
dence which t.heé conld see and uppmdnte while the advantages of a literary
education alone 13 not so apparent. My ol:ﬁed Was to make these schools **in-
dustrial schools,” and I know of no nlherindmstl% be engaged in in this eoun-
try that will compare with that of n herd of ‘We have in this herd fully

demonstrated the practicability of the enterprise and the adaptability of the
young men of the tribes to care for cattle under supervision of a practical man,
and to-dn&lmd this herd been retained, it would have been worth in cash
m.muu; 000, and from this time forward the increase would have been wry

ked, while the expense of holding would have been but little more,
been quite minute in detail, for I know success can be attained thro tho
cattle herd if properly m , and I know of no better way of accomplishing
the o sought, their w.ll‘-m.lppurt\ than to establish the school h :mf ngmln,
,000 (the cash value of the onetaken from them), and a much

ny !m,m, for an agency herd, to be kept onn.su.ih.hle range under the mun

Darlington, Indian 30, 1882,
DeAR Bm Tam i receipt of your letter 23d instant and tel of 2ith instant
and as requested in your letter above referred to I shall endeavor to give reply
as best I ean wﬂhthe I have at my command, In this wa;
In eon on with the heefde&:lmlhavelmt to note that the military were

called upon to feed these Indians for two months last year (Mny and June), con-
-, and coffee. One week's issue of beef during that time cost
be ded edﬁ-umthisyen‘ prhuomil mﬁ:‘?ﬁ:ﬁ?ﬁ% De ogl tt?.

net 8 s.qpro n in g ‘ar Departmen
Fo only call attent.ion to the records of the In-
i u I know nothing of the details.

1 am well aware that the Government is under no treaty obligaxmn. but the
demand resolves itself into a condition of poticy and humanity. And }'ou ve
pertinently ask 0(‘u no doubtthomndaothm do inquire in their own minds), *

7" As to the applieation of the
vnﬂomfhndsamﬁopﬁatedﬂom yurtois:;?.r fmnonlysay that the d tion
1 o

of these funds are enunli undsr the con the Commissioner of Indian Af-
During this .ymm (end.lng J 33. IM) th?a datco:.lh?:d aulhohr;;ym

1] no

* civilization® fum " l'tmds,u wided for in tenth

pro
article of treaty of October, 1507. we havebem furnished in agricultural imple-

men the Omne, two mowers, $03.50; two corn-planters,
andno more, As to the nmtionoﬂhebahmaﬂhls fund (£20, I eanonly
cite you to Indi the record of the different funds is kept. During

ending Jlmem 1881, we did nse some of the “ civilization * fund at

year
ofschm‘lem loyéa. These employés (school)
are sometimes fram flmds"suppo oea‘1 Cheyennes, Kiowas, and Co-
s an at other times from dvi!imlicm“ und at the discretion of the

olot.hingfnnd(ﬂi.m as per same article and treaty, is by no means ade-
quate for the purchase Mwmemhdiansnoga ed toth -

, 88 noted i rasort r last the present fiscal
?nn‘ﬁ. e nt?gln ian_Office gaa pnm a.ndpﬁo'rwnrded tsyt?.i:( e§

.and I presume the excess over $20,000 was E
ficial " or some other fund ﬂthediﬁpomloftho Department. I have frequently
yeara nslltyo&mahaabaen 13 ‘:md L’hoddd wg-l:k taE

m no “ ” L Lo ¥
and ? " have been d ﬁ‘&n 1 )Tlo

ago and none

:ﬁ‘ t of the agent and trol uf one com petent white man‘as boss herder,
th Indian herders under him,

control ean be had over the herd until such time as individuals
or neighborhoods can be established who would extend the proper eare over &
herd to be taken from this agency hewj Of course the
herd would have to be characterized odhruaimssm in the purchnse
of suitable eattle in the first place at 'I.lm west obtainable rates, and put on the
mm at the proper season, and therenﬂ.ev every transaction would have Lo be
just as any other business man would do—sell the matured stock when he
could get a price, and buy young desirable stock fora ranche when oppor-
tunity offered at reasonable rates. Aprivm individnal never thinks of ** giving
himse]fnway“ hy advertising his herds for sale, or that he wishes to buy ona
mn l:l.ute.t bﬁ“w'ﬂ&i&b{’h‘ﬂdm to make a suceess of a herttlolinll tl:ﬁunmm
must be comp. buying, selling, or ng to keep the herd

in trim if it must be contin Wash-

ment of such

en‘lmaz(
t upon the action of sgome one so remote us V'
ington, aud.peﬂ:apsdoﬁ ow whata“ maverick” &, Idonotmeanany dis-
respeet to superiors. I only s'peak of it as a fact in the successful management
of a herd of cattle ; and large discretio werashould be given the agent, and
l.henifhadoeenotmﬂkenmm,il goul.inm to decapitate him. K
I consider that weawedue&ungmchumwhommbem rted, al least
e &mﬂﬂﬁhﬁ“‘“&?ﬁ?ﬁuﬁ“&“’&“ ad ”""m"’ b
p the ve thisadvan e r on of
those educated away from home are learn! l.radea. E:

¥ true of the
es; they are ba-sélnntngwmﬂm the depth of their degradation, and we
h-.vaﬁnque.nl.a plications at our houses, and particularly at our schools, by young
m'p'mmu.lon, telling us they have been “‘sold” to some man whom they
ise and who has an old wife or two, and that they would rather die than live
hlm. ress should legislate on ﬂ:us paint These young men return-
hool 1in ed as teamsters and labor-
ené,mmherdm,uhou]dmhnhcrdbe ,and I can say tothe credit
of who have been inomagancysehools.andalmretumed from the States,
that they are more prompt and perform the dutiesassigned them better than those

ﬂeshﬁomcamp.
which I have in view, and have taken some action on, and that

h.nhmmtmbythn tmngoodafw“stm
hsvehemuerlamt{j:mi the ety of asking the Department to

cut off all the annuity such aaaa necessary clothing and Impte-

ments, q and blankets for women and child d

ing for men. Let them begin to rely on their own efforts for these things, One

o I shall ask to be d , and that is tobacco, Itsumismaxgen

ghhedlmmsym and if Ing:vlns myﬂ:w'.:rry‘gz

m i
Daw‘tment,ltmsﬂwumypn.rdmme ere is no use attempting to

istoplaoeyoum;menmdghls,ifdaﬂmd , in good families in the States. This
consider one Hmbestmeamtolmprovotbemorulstu&usaﬁhmpeopl 1
have secured a mdhom 'or ono oe man in the family of
an acquaintance at m:ilﬁkacphimforthw years, and 1
have it in prospect to place ot.hemonm During this time
beno metathﬁ(lovmmtmndwiﬂhnwsdmlndmhgumdbe
fed for their work. Should you know of any mxmwhowouldbe
to mhbdp,lmmmwnlwﬂlnndthmtbe I can.

ﬁns ﬁ:ﬂu’ Eovedsgmtbennﬂt
E:tytht:h%!hrmmkmm mm

remunerative tomaterially affect
alh Pations of beet mpioment
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1 think I dislike to feed a Indmnubad omm,sndhn.veﬁ-iedns

hnrdt.ufmniahthemwﬂhem ng to devise some

means to lue&hmunde.r innmloml.h owul!ving-

Inmsl your th asking why beef deficiency wasnot dis-
{hm ear, I can only

t I was not aware there
‘would be ad cymlti.l instan norwoulc{it have been possible to make
suohmdmﬁonmt.hout peace on l.hntmn er. And now to re-
duce to the point ordered honorable most surely result
in trouble, which will beg(h in mds on cattle, as nuted in my telegram to you of
the 'F%h instant. ally

Jery respectfully,

s JOHN D. MILES, Indian Agend.
Hon, . B. PLuMs,
Undted States Senalor, Washington, D. C.

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to call attention to another fact, and that is
that I find that the people whom we are employing among these In-
dians are getting wages ranging from $180 per annum to as high as
$900 per annum; that is to say we are picking out of a tribe of
all of whom are getting rations and subsistence at the hands of the Gov-
ernment, the one, two, three, or half-dozen or dozen whom we can em-
ploy, and paying them higher as a rule, than white men get for
the same service, or ab least as wages as they get, while the great
body of the tribe are not invited to participatein the employmentatall,
but are kept in a state of actual pauperism. I ask that the list of In-
dian employés, which comes from the t, and in wlneh isalso
stated the wages paid, andthecalhngof ¢ person, may also be inserted
in the RECORD as part of my remarks

The document is as follows:

auya o {und A naM) ‘}::i;de?:rtrit ?e—On ml.shml. matro 3150

e n T an-
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tinner, $300; mhbomﬂﬂmh' 2‘ i
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each; 2laborers, §180 each; 2appren-
ticas,meaeh permnn R
—Dna rerder, $360 per annum ; 1laborer, $300; 1 cook,
m l 81?.50 th.
umy—Onelnhomr E no

per mon!
ﬁ"&mss%

Pawnee (I t seamstress, §60 annum; 1 herder, ;
smo. 1 superintendeut, 1 nmtron sm. I.aemnsttma!.&r nud:emea,m

I SCerv-

v

I?d. er month,
k‘;li ldge.—One tencher, $600 per annum; 1 teacher, $480; 1 herd.cr, $600; 1
watchman, 8600, There were employed during the third quarter, 1852, Indians
labmrs, teamsters, &c., whose services amounted to about m There are
now emplo‘yed ten extra herders to eare for the beef herd, at $40 per month each.
u‘riugthsﬁllqniteanumberofﬁﬂg
Territory).—One assistant mrge C
hlack.sm ty $240; 1 assistant engineer, $240 uasisfam mer, $240; 3 lmdm.
n‘:ntim. 11 hsmess—mker, $180; no i service.

mpimﬁmﬂxa%—om ngpmntlﬁe §600 &em mmi 1 ma.lmn. &l{iﬂwr

maonth.
Pueblo (New Merico).—One assistant teacher, $180 per annum; no irregular

80
w,—Onestorekeeper, $400 annum ; 1assistant bl §180; 1 na-
e B S
ap tices Mmh h'mg'ulnrae m month,

mm f aahmgtm 1‘m-dtory) —Ona laborer, 2180 per annum ; 1 herder and
mail carrier §00; no irregular se:

Rosebud ( Dakota Mory}—(}newa&d:mnn and inte , $600 per annum ;
1laborer, L watchma.u,m irregular service, permonl.h

Round Valley (California).—One assistant matron, $60 per annum ; *1 assistant
eook, §60; 4 herders, $150 each; irregular service $30 month,

Sacand Fox (Indian ).—One blacksmith perannum; 1seamstress,
£240; 2cooks, emh 1 t farmer, $240; lbemhe.r.ﬂm llaundrees,w,

r gervice, T mon
Eanuxrm(lrhomr —'l‘w'o sters, $420 each per

i $300; i
§150 each ; rvice averagi month,
heyenne River (Dl:‘bola}.églglght 1a :&t £20 per mggth ﬁh, irregular

pe
iver (Arizona).—One teamster, 8300 per annum; 2 laborers, 50 cents

fbhﬁis Washington Territory).—None,

Cro niana),—One laborer, $450 irregular,

(w‘:sﬂr:uhtﬂalnla < nanaar{su.ntwa!::r‘,lm Hersnl:'l.u? fei::dush'mli&h
mer‘pmhees, $180; & herc'lers. $300; s p:r month, ¢

I;uioota)-—Ono i : moith, annum; 1 assistant
Cal nter. $240; 2 apprentices, aanh: apprentices, each; 5 assistan
mxﬂm - 5 and laborer, $300 éach; no i service.
Flathead (M }.—Ou miduntmﬂ]er.mper annum; 1blacksmith, $800;
e andre mba lm —(}mlaund;em,ﬁm i, e b
| rea Per annum j
scamstress, §60; e T 1 clerk and su-

cook, $60;
perlntendenl §mo 1 isue clerk, $450; 1 blnc‘kmith mo, 1 blacksmith's ap-
:“‘ﬁ’m l.urpante mmm@e‘mm stw.r];hm.
renti r s i
1t 1 harness-maker’

%ler (-] q)lp
{m;nttot- ‘240 1 supertnlendent. I‘F’land:mu). £480; 1 mason's ap muthe.
mmn& Bppmntm §180; 1 superintendent, Ponm, $600; r service, Sﬂé
r mon!
wﬁr’i Belk (l!c tana).—Two herders, §180 each per annum; no irregular
service,
Fort B r Indian service, $81 monl.h.
Fort HaHE )—Oneln.u $120 per mnum.
Fort Peck (Montana).—One , 8600 per ﬁnppmmiees.mmeh 24
laborerson g ﬁrmand work ISOtsench perday; in!guln.rserv

ice, $250 month,
m (.Nabmdu) —Omne laborer and acting interpreter; $300 per annum ;

Gm Roude( n).—One ecarpenter, $500 per annum; 1 blackemith, $500;
i service, r month,
Gﬁeu&yg R assistant teacher, $400 per 1 cook, §215;
ress, s 4 1 miller, m.lmmar.m;lm

$242 per month. 5

Kiowa, aomdw and Wichita (Iudmu :!'m-tloqin—t)m assistant matron, §300

%mmm. L borer, §180; irregularservice,
per mon!

chmaﬁi {Oregon).—One apprentice, §180 per annum ; irregular serviee, $40 per

onth.

Ial’bhﬂ‘a Wisconsin).—Three b 2430 each i 2apprentices,

”?Am.u ,‘rldc(l.ho nNtn:eguhr hreguhrmioesggimw:;l‘:.m :
.—No

Lower Brulé Dakota}—On mmutmas rmm-lmk $300; 1 assist-
ant teach 11 Ial':orer, $240; 2 laborers ﬁmemh-dmp-
ptenlt.lca;i&mm 3 a.pprenttou. 3180 each; 2 hcrdm. 240 each irregular
Bervice,

.I‘f‘ﬂ'kﬂl( U"lorﬂda)}.—%ue‘ t .Mper m-no th‘-

Navajo (New Merico).—None; irregular servi mon

Neah Bay Wmhﬁlg!onﬂrrﬂory ~—One o per annum ; 1assistant

1 coolk, §240; 1 dress, §120; 1 farmer’

4 A 8

ek > £360; 1mm.gter,sm zapprm,ﬂmﬂah
ork (New York) —One special assistant §150 per annum ; irreguiar service,

m pc-r month.

Nez Pereé (Idaho).—One assistant teacher, 8240; 1 laundress, $240; no irregular
service,

Puyallup (Washii Territory).—One assistant teacher, $400 annum; 1
industrial teacher, ;19 ap&nnﬁeee to different trades, each $5 per mom.h
irregular service, 21 per mon

Oakland (Indian Ihmm‘mb‘:;‘rwc herders, $240 each annum ; 1 teacherand

interpreter, §1,000; one teacher, £240; irre; service, month,
o:a’émm Win nebago (N .—One assistant teacher, $320 &p:runm

laundress, $300; 1 th.t-l(l&; 1 carpenter, $320; lalsi.d.nntsawyer. 3&50.

1 bl th‘h‘ﬂ.lmrpenterm 1 assistant blacksmith,

carpenter, $120; 1 assistant farm m& llabmrmdacﬁngi wrpwm

! Osage (Indian mﬂﬁ;) e 1 T Annum ; §180 each

1 teacher, $480; 1 carpenter, $720 Em ksmiigle $$540; 1 enghwer, ; 1 aesist-

; 3herders,

$150 eaeh ﬁl. 1assistant butcher, m Insaistant.bumher,m. service, §6
per mon

Sh and B Wyoming).—Two laborers, §180 each annum. Also

about 120 trelghﬁers whc:( hauled about twenty days each during July, August,

%ptember, October at the rate of $40 per month, during l.im e actually em-
0 .

Siletz £360 1 assistant teacher, £300; 1
hmam‘o.”‘”“m’ Tikramor, $900; 1 teamater, $400; 1 cirpenter, $i00; 1mn' carrier,
£312; 1 shoemalker, $150; trmrmvi Wﬂ'permonth.
et T i e, S e

$96 each ; 10 district farmers, i1 &rmer md m’dn nt, 1 en'

neer, $500; 1 blncksmith, $500; o
; 1apprentice, §144; 1apprentice, 1nppmmiee, I.rmzuluaer\-iae.fzm

per month,

Wash on'rerrllarg .—One earpenter, $100 per annum ; 1 blacksmith,
lmu;s .—.-( ti ) t matron, §120; 1 , §120; nn{rmgularmv
ce.,

Bouthern Ute (Colorade).—No regular; irregular service, $41 month,
Skmding&u& ) Mm]—()n e assistant iﬁ:ﬂ 1
,Mw ,§150 each; 6 apprentices, $60 each; lr:egnlurserv‘lee.&m
mo
pe;hh!a: { Walhfngion Territory).—One farmer, $100 per annum ; 1sawyer, §#00; no
Tuloxiur California),—One herder, $300 per no irregular service,
Uniqm (Ind oreg'nla.r Iunervioetl r month.
evm}a) per annum ; pfhburer,i).‘!] no
i rse ce.
3 | intendent farmer,

P

nrm Springs (Ore%n) —One miuer. 8’00,.“.
Wemlﬂnmm) —Onaueiutantelerk nmmn lmuon,m l

cook, $200; 2:;:01?, ; 2laun
sters, $400 ea mill overseer, §180; tn?:rmiw. rmon
Yainm(ﬂ’aﬁiugion Terrilo —Oneooo $200 per annum ; fe -
b th, $000; 1 engineer, ; no irregular service.
Territory).—' mﬂam h perannum ; 1assistant1en-
ﬁ)ﬁr lhxmnith,#lso lu.rpenh:r ,landmtinshops.m lhetder
‘assistant herder, $300 ers, $300 each ; 1

mr.sa-b ter, $500; 1oarpeuzer'us€£:muoeosd -
mh.h‘s lppnntiee, bm:ﬂh'a apprentice, §300; 1 eksmith's appren-
tice, §180; no irmgnhrse ;
H. PRICE, Commissioner,

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I may be permitted to express my
surprise at theremarks of the Senator from Kanaas Mr. PLUMB i‘or I
supposed that the attitude of this hill foward the education of
dians met his hearty approval, as well as the other provisions ofthe
bill. After it has been gone throngh with by the committee, reported
to the Senate, and adopted by the te, the Senator has found occa-
sion to eriticise its provisions in a manner that I wish had been mani-
fested at an earlier stage of the bill.

Mr. PLUMB. I criticised the system of which the bill is aipart and
an inevitable as Jong as the system remains.

Mr. DA Now, Mr. President, so far as the school at Carlisle
is concerned, the first objection of the Senator to its managemant is
that its supplies have w in open market, and not under
the ordinary rule of adwv. ent for bids. Iam i ed that that
existed only when the school was supported from the eivilization fund,
as it is called, which had no provision attached to it that required any
advertisement; but for the last year, since it has depended upon appro-
priations by Congress, the supplies have been purchased under contracts
after bids, preeisely like all the other supplies of all other departments
of the Indian service.

The next criticism by the Senator of the Carlisle school is that it treats
Indians in a fancy education, as he callsit. Now, sir, I wish the Sen-
ator would visit Carlisle; I wish the Senator would become as familiar

t | as possible with the detmls of that school in its methods and in its re-

sults, and I am quite sure that when that time comes we shall hear no
more from that Senator in reference to the fanciful character of this edu-
cation. Whatever may be his opinion of its usefulness, whatever may
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be his of the ultimate success of the attempt at Carlisle, the Sen-
afor will be satisfied that its failure, if it fails at all, will be a failure in
an attempt to apply the plainest and simplest methods of practical every-
day education for the service into which an Indian can possibly enter
at that school.

The Senator speaks of paying the Indians at that school for their
services. 'What they earn at the school goes in as a part of the method
of defraying its expenses. Let me read from the Indian Commission-
er's what those scholars in this last year, the third year only of
its establishment, have accomplished in what T thought was ‘‘practical
edncation,” but which seems to the Senator better termed fanciful.
The Commissioner says:

in
At Carlislé and Hampton the apprentices in the varions shm“u not rg&ﬂg{

attended to the large amount of repairing, building, and furn
the schools, but have manufactured for use at the various Indian cies 253

soﬂdnnﬂa'hmm and1b 4 2,000 pairs shoes, and 1: articles of
tinware, and the 15 E‘:m been mﬂ witgalhe value of these articles at

:heoonl;;ntpﬂm Eid therei;(.;r by I.ha;ndim: Office, "}‘he alfg:mnl.lm to t.'hte
rades blacksm: on T, n shoemaker, tinsm wheelwrigh
tailor, msﬁ?:r baker have numbered 183, The energies of

the rest of the I:-Bys were devoted to farm work.

Instead of paying for these double sets of harness and these wagons
and buggies and this tinware and these shoes to eontractorsin the conn-
try, that sum has been paid in to the support of a school devoted to the
fitting of Indian boys and girls for practical life; and this last year, the
end of the first three years, there have gone out, I think, about fifty
educated in these schools, and mmm& and those nnder him have
taken them and sent them out in business; have put them to doing the
work which we are required by treaty to do at the different agencies.
Where a blacksmith is required by treaty an Indian young man, taught
to be a blacksmith at this school, has gone and taken the place of the
whife man who has worked in & manmer so nnsatisfactory to the Sena-
tor from Kansas. The tailor has gone there to make the clothes and
repair the clothes that we are obliged by treaty to furnish to the In-
dians; and so shoes have gone out there for them. And yet the Senator
thinks that no cal good can come of maintaining such schools as
these. If y the profit and loss in dollars and cents were counted
you would find that it is a matter of economy to pay an Indian for doing
work for the Indians the same price that you pay a white man; for
every intelligent Indian laborer that goes out among the Indians is a
silent teacher by his example; he exerts an influence upon all the In-
«lians around him and teaches by his better condition of life and mode
of life every Indian who sees him at his work that there isa better way
for them to support themselves than to rely upon the Govérnment for
their sustenance. Every Indian scholar at these schools thus taught is
a pledge not only of that we hold from the Indian tribes whenee
the boy or the girl comes, but he or she goes back in due time to earry
these influences among the Indians,

The Senator has given an example of the Northern Cheyennes and
others that he has observed to be profited by misdirected effort
heretofore in the line of education. I doubt not it is true; I haveseen
something of it m not 8o much as the Senator; but we favor these
schools because it has been made manifest to the committee, and I sup-
posed to the Senator himself, that these schools were what those schools

economical efforts in the line of

and

mmwmm-mk. After the awful massacre that
the Sionx in Minnesota a few years ago, twenty-three of
them were taken as prisoners of war with their hands bloody with the
murder of the white citizens of Minnesota, and sent as prisonérs of war

under an officer down to the Dry To and condemned to in-
definite im ent there with that officer as their gnard. There
they staid in idleness year after year until that officer, by per-

mission of the Department, of his own mere will, volunteered to put
them at such work as he counld persnade them to perfo
citizens that dwelt in that vicinity. What has come of that experi-
ment? Those twenty-three prisoners of war have come to be not only
intelligent and profitable laborers, but have become so educated in the
practical affairs of life that they have come up with the permission of
‘the Government;, relieved of their imprisonment, and are found at Hamp-
ton and Carlisle teachers of their fellow-Indians, and some have gone
back to the fribeto tell those Indians whom they left behind of a better
ngm them to spend their time and their efforts than that of hunting

killing their fellow-men. They have become active, energetie, and
worthy men through the instrumentality of these schools.

Sir, there is upon this country, pressing near at hand, a problem in
reference to the Indians that it must meet by some other process than
either of the old methods or by contenting ourselves with tinding fanlt
with the efforts which are being made to elevate into practical life the
savage in this country. The reservations, like the game, are disappear-
ing ; the railroads are cutting them through and through. We have
decided that what Congress shall consider the requirements of eminent

domain will justify the leading of railroads through every part of the
Indian Territory. There is no longer a foot of pmteetu‘i%hestw
or otherwise from that irresistible match of the forces of ef

that is sweeping over every acre that has been set apart heretofore for
the Indian. He is to be—and there isno other way—a part of the body-
politic ; two hundred mdﬂﬁythmﬁmmiﬁupm ns sooner
than we are prepared for them, the old without education, without
knowledge of the methods of sustaining tlmmsel;& with no habits of
earning a livelihood, brought up to depend npon daily food handed out
to them by the Government as rations are dealt out to soldiers ; and
what are we to do with them? To n of the young of these
tribes, what are we to do with the e Theygavegottnbe
made subject to our laws, and not one in a hundred of them can
:'gg::; the language in which the laws they are required to obey are

They are to g in and out of our courts and submit themselves, their
rights, and their liberties to the decision of a tribunal they know no
more the meaning of than they do of their own insane and bloody in-
stinets. They are to be taken care of when their reservations are gone;
and if we shrink from the effort to put the rising generation upon a
footing where they will not only be able to take care of themselves, but
will also be able to aid in taking care of that generation which is too
old to be taught new ways and new methods, we are sh ted, in
my opinion, and derelictin duty. The Secretary of the Interior, lately
entering npon the duties of that Department so ly comprizged of
the treatment of the Indians, has grown by study and by actual contact
with the Indian question in all its phases into a comprehension of this
problem, and the eonviction that the only solution of it is to introduce
with all the rapidity possible into the young Indian mind everywhere
and by every possible means the ideas and the hopes and the resolu-
tions out of which comes a citizen, and upon that basis he builds the
only hope he entertains of being able to relieve this Government of the
condition, so near at hand, of having two hundred and fifty or more
thousands of adult Indians to take care of withont even public domain
enough to corral them.

8ir, I hope the Senator from Kansas will give over the criticism of
these efforts at the edueation of the Indian which have resulted in such
encouraging su which have awakened in the public mind so gen-
erally an earnest effort to co-operate with and stay up the arm of the
Government in this sensible, rational, wise, and I hope the Senator will
permit me to add this humane effort to not only do justice to those tribes
who have such an account against us, but to prepare for our own self-
defense and protection in the dealing with them in the near future.

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, what is the amendment proposed? 1
desire to have it read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read.

The ACTING SECRETARY. Inline 1068, page 44, it ismoved to strike
out “‘and,” and after ‘‘eduncation,’’ in line 1069, to insert ‘‘and trans-
portation;”” so that the clanse will read:

And said sum shall be disbursed the basis of an allowanee not exceeding

§225 for the support, education, and transportation of each scholar.

Mr. DAWES. There is no objection to that amendment.

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to ask a question. Why is it that the §35 is

of | added to the $200 for each scholar at this school when there was no es-

timate for it, when the superintendent of the school did not desire it?
I merely wish to know why that is done. I am in favor of gi ap-
propriations that are proper for educating anybody who needs it, but I
do not see why weshould a more than the Indian Office or the
superintendent of the school desires, and force him to take money to
spend when there i8 no necessity for it. I cannot nnderstand that.

Mr. DAWES. The Indian Office did not estimate anything.

Mr. LOGAN. WhenI say the Indian Office, I mean that the estimate
certainly comes from them.

Mr. DAWES. I know it.

Mr. LOGAN. The $35 is additional to the $200 estimated.

Mr. DAWES. I have not looked atthe Book of Estimates, but I do
not understand that anybody estimated a limitation. Thereis a reason
why it is supposed necessary to make this sum larger at Carlisle than at
Forest Grove. The Senator alluded to the diflerence in cost. Last
yvear it cost this institution $235 and Forest Grove only $§197. The
reason of the difference is that Forest Grove is situated in a country
where the grain that they live on and the beefthat they eat and all their
provisions are at the door and are obtainable at the cheapest ble
rate. It is not so at Carlisle. Forest Grove has had the benefit of the
benevolent people of the country taking the scholars there at their own
expense, and doing very many other things to relieve them. I amnot
certain but that, as the Senator from Kansas says, it wonld be possi-
ble for Captain Pratt to get along with $200 per scholar, and therefore
I am not so strenuous about the increase. I donot think it vital to the
interests of the echool that the amendment shonld prevail, but I de-
sire that the institution should not be crippled. I look upon him as o
rare man in a rare work, and until your finger can be put upon a dollar
unwisely expended by him, not economically expended, I would give
him the $235 a scholar. But still, as he says in his letter, he is not to

give up the work which he has so near at heart by any undne restric-
tion put upon him.
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Mr. LOGAN. I certainly do not rise to eriticise the action of the
committee, as I am myself a member of the committee. I rise merely
to ask a question. I ask, why the necessity of adding this $35, when
in the committee the matter was th hly examined, and we did not
-agree to any such thing, but thought $200 was sufficient? That was
what I rose to ask.

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a-question for my own informa-
tion if it does not interfere with him?  °

Mr. LOGAN. Not at all. =

Mr. HOAR. The bill appropriates a certain sum for Indian educa-
tion, and this is not an increase of the sum, but is an increase of the
possibility of sending a icular number of scholars. Suppose, forin-
stance, he can do it for $150?

Mr. LOGAN. I have never known them to do it for less than was
allowed.

Mr. HOAR. The point of my question is this: If you authorize $235
apiece to be spent for a certain number of boys, that might be true;
but suppose you say to Captain Pratt, we will give you $100,000 or
$10,000 to so expend, but not more than $225 or not more than $200
for each scholar, the only question is how many more scholars he gets,
not how much more money he gets.

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that, and I will answer the question.
If you appropriate in gross and allow him to expend if, but restrict him,
it is a restriction of the spending of money when you appropriate it in

but the restriction was $200, and it has been increased to $235.
e committee did not understand that there was more than $200 re-
unired.
3 Mr. DAWES. I will answer the Senator’s question.

Mr. LOGAN. Ina moment. I willsay tothe Senator that I am as
much in favor of educating the Indians as anybody. I advocated it
long before my friend became so engrossed and interested in this matter,
and I am willing to advocate it again in a proper way; but I do not see
the necessity of appropriating more money for the education
of the Indians than is absolutely necessary.

It will not do to say that it is going to cost as much to educate an

Indian as to educate a white man. If you put him in a school and feed
him on ice-cream it will; but when you bring an Indian from the plains,
who never had a suif of clothes on in his life till you took him, who
never slept in a bed, who never had a floor in his house and never lived
in a house in his life, and then undertake to make a civilized white man
of him in the first thirty days, and use him as you do, I say it is all non-
sense and is unnecessary.
- If the $235 is absolutely necessary I am willing to give it; but Ido
not think it is. I have not been to Carlisle, but I have inquired of peo-
ple who have been there as to the manner in which the Indian boys
there are treated, and I think they are treated exceedingly well, and
by the citizens a good deal better than white people are sometimes
treated. SoIhave been told. They did not go there ing to wear
bouquets in their coats, when they had never worn a coat before; and still
they do that. They are flattered. I want them to be educated, and I
want them to be absorbed in the white people as good citizens, but I
want it to be done in a proper way.

‘While I am up I will make one or two suggestions about the educa-
tion of Indians. Whether it be of any advantage or not for me to do
80, it will relieve my mind.

I am not in favor of sending teachers to the Indian tribes to educate
them among their tribes. I do believe in these schools to educate In-
dians and make shoemakers, blacksmiths, carpenters, and mechanics
of them, I think that is well enough, but I would go further than the
Senator would. I would put them into the Army. When they are
educated and turned into the world, if they wished to join the Army
T would give them permission to do so. I think they would make good
soldiers, and I think that is the best place for many of them after you
educate them.

Tt will not do to tell me that it will benefit the Indians, after you edu-
cate them, to send them back to their tribes, where they live in hogans
and do not live in houses, and where they do not cultivate the soil, for
I do not believe it. I traveled this summer and fall among quite a
number of Indian tribes. Without mentioning the tribes or mentioning
the I will give you what I saw.

At one place where the Indians had been sustaining themselves for two
hundred years peaceably and quietly, who have never had an outbreak
since history has known them, I found a school-house, with school-books
and school furniture all piled up in one corner of the room. School had
been taught there, they told me, and so the white man said, for four years.
ik t:tlt:lmlned fu:)t']r.l two days thmlzgh th.nbt ?Fﬁ:?l tow%t]:i find an Indian who
could speak the English language, bu id not & man, woman, or
child who could speak three words. The Government had been paying
for the education of those people for four years, I did not find any
scholars at the school, and I did not find the teacher there. He had been
gone for eight months. I found a church-bell sitting in the middle of
the house, in the middle of the floor of the school, that cost $200, and
there was no church. I suppose the idea was to buy a bell first and then
_build a church to it, on the principle of the man who found a hoop and
concluded it was a good thing to keep because he could use it towards
making a barrel.
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I saw another tribe of Indians who are 18,000 strong. Not one of
those Indians ever lived inside of a house, nnless he was captured and
taken inside of a fort. They live in brush, what they call hogans, on the
ground; they sleep on skins, live on melons and corn, and raise sheep,
and they are a rich tribe of Indians. At that Indian reservation there
was a school-house, built, I suppose, with Government money, out of
hewn stone, as large as any of the large first-class school-houses in the
city of Washington. In that school-house they had recitation-reoms,
they had the finest school furniture, all kinds of books, and large maps
hung upon the wall. They had a dormitory for the sleeping of Indians
that would accommodate 200, and yet there was not a scholar at that
school, but the books were piled up all around in the corners of that
school-house. I saw that.

I asked the Indian agent, What necessity is there, for the purpose
of educating Indians who never wore a suit of clothes in their lives, or
a hat, or coat, or anything but m ins, until they were twelve or
fourteen years old, to have a house like this, an immense stone house,
with all this fine furniture, as fine as you would find in any of the
academies in this country ? I do not believe in that system.

Mr. DAWES. Let me say to the Senator that at that place that
school-house was erected by officers of the Army, and there does not
appear to have been a dollar of money expended there charged to the
Government for educational purposes.

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow me to beg his pardon, I will
say that he is mistaken. It was erected by the Indian agent, because
he told me so himself, and told me what it cost.

A;.{r. DAWES. Those Indians were in charge of an officer of the
y. -
Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; they were in charge of an Indian agent.

Now, let me go a little further. Iagree with the Senator in reference
to education, but I want it to be practical education. Iinsist thatthe
attempt to educate Indians, whether at a reservation, in a house like
that, with that class of furniture, with desks, with a dormitory for In-
dians who had gone naked until they were fourteen years old, and slept
on the dirt, and never in a house, is simple nonsense.

Mr. DAWES. I agree with you.

Mr. LOGAN. Itissimple nonsense and an absurdity. I told this
Indian agent if I had the power I would turn him out that minute for
expending the Government money in that way. _He was turned outin
a few weeks. I do not know whether anything I said had ing to
do with it; I do not suppose it had; but I would tum out an Indian
agent in five minutes who would spend the Government money in any
such manner as the Government money was spent there.

Now let me go a little further. I talked with the chief of that tribe,
and that old chief, who is 76 years old, told me—whether he told the
truth or not I do not know—that the only children who had gone to
that school were one or two of his that he sent there and one that an-
other chief had sent there, and that not one of them ever staid there over
three weeks. He said his child staid three weeks and he had to take
it away; why it is not necessary for me to mention and I will not men-
tion. He said that the school did the children no good; they did not
live in houses; they did not understand that sort of thing; it spoiled
the children, and when they came back to the dirt they were dissatis-
fied. That seemed like a sensible thing to me. He said he wanted his
children to learn to work, to learn to make shoes, to learn to keep house,
and he said he wanted his tribe to learn to live in houses, but there
was a prejudice against that, and he told me the reason. He said that
his tribe believed that where a person died in a house the family could '
not live there afterward, and if they did they would all die; and hence
they would not live in houses; and they were expensive to build; and
therefore they lived in brush hogan::f because whenever a person was
sick and died in those places they left and made another one.

Not only that; they are a nomadic tribe. They raise sheep and travel
all over that country following their h and they take these brush
houses, if you may give that name to the hogans, live in them a few
days, and go and bu.ﬁzi others. That was the condition and habit of those

So I say to my friend from Massachusetts that if he wants to educate
any of the youth of that tribe, bring them away from the tribe and put
them in a school somewhere else, and then put them into some business
where ;.:? can become citizens and become of some advantage to them-
selves of advantage to the people; but it is all nonsense after edu-
cating any of these Indians to send them back to that tribe expecting
that they will educate the tribe, for they will net do it.

There are many other things in connection with that tribe of Indians
that I could mention which I will not, because I do not want to stand
here and criticise the action of lmybodﬁ if I can help it; but one other
thing I will mention, and then I be through as far as that is
concerned.

Ivisited some ten tribes of Indians ; T havespokenof two; I will speak
of one more, the last tribe that I shall refer to, without mentioning the
name. I went to the Indian , and there I found a school-house.
The school-house was twelve miles away from the Indian agency, so
that the children either had to go and board there with the t or
had to travel twelve miles to the school. They refused to do either ; and
yet this Government has paid teachers, and the hooks show that they
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. taught seventy-five scholars. The chief of that tribe is a very intelli-
gent man, thongh he could not speak English, and I had to use an inter-
preter, and through him he told me they never had had five scholars at
any one day in that school, and they got a few old women and their
children to go in there at different times and stay for about an hour and
look over the pictures, and then they charged themall asscholars. I be-
lieve he stated the truth.

More than that, I found there was a charge for a farm and I stepped
off the farm myself and it was just ninety steps square and there were
just three rows of corn in that farm about that high. [Indicating.]
That is the Government farm that the Government pays for. That
agent showed me a barrel of sugar that was sent to those Indians and
he took thirty-five pounds of stone out of one barrel, and I saw it
weighed myself. There are many other things I could speak of in this
eonnection, but this was for children sent there to be educated, as I was
told, to feed them while they were boarding there, paid for out of the
civilization fund, as he told me, though I do not know what fund it

“came ont of.

Therefore I say I am opposed to this thing of throwing the Govern-
ment money away by sending schools out among the tribes, unless you
find a tribe of Indians who want them and you send teachers who will
deal honestly with the Government. Then if they have scholars to be
brought in and educated, I have no objection. I believe the Indians
are capable of being educated; I believe some of them can be educated,
and that great good can be done to them; but there are many ways of
educating Indians. My idea would be to give the Indians sheep or
cattle; make herders of them, and let them learn pastoral pursnits first.
Let them learn to live in houses. One step that I wéuld suggest would
be for the women to learn housekeeping. Let the boys learn such

as were stated a while ago; let them learn to labor. When they
become civilized let them gs into the Army, if they desire. Let them
perform duties of this kind. Among some of the tribes I visited there
are plenty of them who make good laborers. I saw some of them at
Fort Wingate myself making brick and putting them up in houses and
doing as good work as white men. I falked with the commanding
officer there, and he said they would make just as good soldiers as white
~men. These Indians were quiet and le and civilized to the ex-
tent that they were brick-makers, and some of them dre the best saddle-
makers in the whole country, making the saddlesused in that country.

Give them some employment of that kind and you may civilize them
in that way, butz‘on can not civilize them by undertaking in the first
thirty or ninety days to make civilized men of them and give them a
good education. You can not do it, in my judgment. This does not
apply to any icular party or set of men. In all our dealings with
the Indian tribes since this Government has had control of them there
has been trouble in connection with them. My judgment is that the
Government has dealt unwisely with the Indians. It hasdriven them
from one reservation to another. When they were satisfied on a reser-
vation where they have been born and raised they have been ch
to some other spot. I know of one reservation myself to which Indians
were ordered to move, and I was told by the Indian agent that there
‘was not water enough on that agency to give the Indians one drink; yet
they were ordered to be placed there. e Indians refused fo go, and
they did exactly right. I would not have gone there.

‘We have got to deal justly with the Indians; at least we ought to do
it. I would take their arms away from them. They have no need of
arms; there is no game in that country for them to hunt. The deer is
all gonei the antelope and the buffalo are gone; a few bears are left, but
the Indians who are most civilized will not eat bear meat; they will
not kill a bear; they have a prejudice against that kind of meat. There
is no hunting-ground and no game for the Indian in any of the Terri-
tories that they occupy to-day that amounts to anything, except among
a few of the tribes. I would dispossess them of theira so that they
could not go on bloody raids against the white men, and I would send
the white man to the penitentiary who would sell to an Indian the arms
used for the purpose of killing his neighbor or his friend. I would make
the punishment apply to white men as well as to Indians. I would
citizenize the Indian as fast as it could be done and absorb him into the
communities, and let him perform laborand work such as he is capable
and competent of doing.

Mr. President, we talk about being Christians and civilized people.
I hope we are. We undertake to civilize the Indian. The very mo-
ment we get him up to the point where he can take care of himself,
what dowe do? A bill was passed last Congress through these bodies—
and I may have voted for it; I do not know; it may have been called
up without any notice; I do not remember anything about it, except I
recollect asking one of the Senators in reference to it one day; I did
not suppose it was passed—and is a law now upon our statute-book,

that deprives any Indian of the right of keepinga store or selling goods
to his own tribe. I say that is a brutality and a barbarism.

Mr, SAUNDERS. The Senator is mistaken as to the law applying
to Indians; the prohibition is as to the half-breeds.

Mr. LOGAN. Very well, suppose it applies to & halfbreed. Will
some man tell me why a man because he is a half-breed Indian shall
not have the privileges of an Indian?

Mr. SAUNDERS. The Senator is mistaken about thebill. The bill

to which he refers does not previde that those persons shall not trade,
but that they shall not trade without getting a license the same as a
white man. That is all. The bill was amended after the Senator saw
it ﬂhab]y; but that is the condition of the bill. It has been decided
in fact under that that the Department can appoint a half-breed as a
trader, and it has been done within the last few days.

Mr. LOGAN. Yetthe law prohibited them from being appointed as
traders and prohibited theni from trading with the Indians, That was
the bill. The Senator says it was amended so as to prevent them un-
less they took out a license. Now, yon bring an Indian here and edu-
cate him and say you are going to-send him back to his tribe, and when
you send him back to his tribe if he wants to sell tobacco, or snuff, or
cigars, or sugar, or coffee, or anything to the Indians he cannot do so;
that business you give to the licensed Indian trader. That is civilizing
the Indian with a vengeance! Idonot believe in thatkind of civilizing,
If the Indians are to be civilized, let a man who is capable of trading
with them, though he be an Indian, go there and set up a store if he
wants to and trade with his own people, the same as the Senator has a
right to do with his e in the town that he lives in.

Mr. President, that isall I care to say in reference to this question.
I am for this bill and I am for the advancement of the Indian; but I do-
not want to see the Government all the time appealed to to throw money
away for the purpose of doing that which you can not do. Do that
which you can do for the advancement of the Indians, and I will goas
far as any man in the Senate or elsewhere for that purpose.

I desire to offer, before the bill is acted on, an amendment which I
will send to the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. 'There is an amendment now pending.

Mr. LOGAN. I do not mean to offer it now, but to offer it as a sec-
tion before the bill is through.

Mr. SAUNDERS. I think the bill referred to by the Senator from
Illinois is right. I voted for it. The Senator seems to doubt whether
he voted for it or not.

Mr. LOGAN. I said I did not knew. Perhaps I did vote for it.

Mr. SAUNDERS. I did, and for the reason that if a half-breed had
a right to trade in that country in a different way from the white man.
it would encourage the business of raising half-breeds among the In-
dians, a thing which I thought the Congress of the United States ought
not to encourage; and hence I proposed that the half-breeds should go-

the same ordeal that a white man does before being a trader
and that he should be required to give bond for the faithful perform-
ance of his duty, for properly ol the orders of the agent at the
agency the same as a white man; I think that was right. I want it
understood that I favored that.

Now, while I am on the floor I will venture to say that I agree with.
very much and with the most that has been said by the Benator from
Illinois. I believe we have made a mistake by undertaking to teach
the Indians letters in place of labor. We ought to have commenced at
the other end and taught them how to work, how to work out their
living, and gradually brought them into letters and attempted to make

good scholars of them. If there is any one subject that I ought to

know something about more than some other people from other parts of
the country, it is the Indian subject. I have been with them and
about them and near to them all the days of my business life, and I
am convinced that the course now being pursued, if properly carried out,
will in the end result in good to the Indians and in no harm to the
whites. The Indians must be taught how to take care of stock, how
to take care of their farms, and for that reason I broughtin an amend-
ment last session setting apart a school-house that belongs to the Gov-

ernment of the United States, in my own State, for the purpose of

teaching Indians. I stated at that time that it should not be erected
in the neighborhood where the Indians themselves lived. You want
to take them, as the Senator from Illinois said, away from their homes;
you want to take them some distance, where they will not be surrounded.
by their people, because their parents and others around the camp will
not allow them to speak our language.

‘What we are to do and what we are proposing to do before we:
can get through this bill is to amend it so as to allow a little larger pur-
chase of land for the purpose of cultivating the soil, to teach the Indians
how to raise their own provisions, or at least their vegetables, and in
this way train them up, aid them in saving something to the Govern-
ment, and aid them in learning how to do this work for themselves,

I am not one of those who believe we want to send all the Indians to
the eastern schools and give them all book-learning. Give them a
trade; teach them to manufacture goods, to manufacture woodenware
and willowware and the like. They can do it just as well as any other
people. They are rather an industrious people so far as the women are-
concerned; they labor and make moceasins and certain things for sale,
and do the work better or at least as well as any white people can do it.
If you encourage their men in the same way, lead them out, give them

, let them call it their own, divide up the land and give it to
them in severalty, so that they may have a title the same as we have,
you will give them encouragement that they have never heretofore had
in this country.

Ispeak&?gwhst I know on this subject. I have visited some of
the Indians in my own State, and they say, ‘‘ Why can we not have a
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title to our land the same as you white people have; you do not give it
to us; you do not encourageuns.” Iam to know that one step has
been taken in the bill passed by the Senate ashort time ago for the
purpose of dividing out the lands of these people. T believe that is
right. Then, I know farther that these same Indians are now being
trained in the arts of farming, so that they are selling grain. Not only
that, but they do not allow people to come in now and buy their grain
at the agency and compel them to take whatever price the agent may
give them. I saw them myself hauling wheat to Sioux City, some dis-
tance from their own homes, which they had raised themselves, and
they were taking it to market the same as white men. When that
kind of thing is done, when that kind of encouragement is given to the
Indians, you will find a different state of affairs from what they have
heretofore had; and I am in favor of that.

Mr. LOGAN. I have now the two laws, and I desire to call the Sen-
ator’s attention to the laws as they exist with the repealing act which
1 see he introduced at the last session of Congress. Prior to the act
that he introduced and which was passed the law was this:

Any person other than an Indian who shall attempt to reside in the Indian
country as a trader, or to introduce goods, or to trade therein without such license,
shall forfeit all merchandise offered for sale to the Indians, or found in his pos-
session, and shall moreaver be linble to a penalty of $500.

The section preceding that is the section authorizing Indian traders.
This section otp the statutes, section 2133 of the Revised Statutes, pro-
vided that the Indians might trade with one another, and that a Ii-
censed trader should not be interfered with. We thought then it was
something of civilization after we had educated an Indian to let him
trade with his own tribe, and that was thelaw. Whatisthelaw now?

That section 2133 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the same

is hereby, amended so that it shall read:
“.\n{ person other than an Indian of the full blood who shall attempt to reside

in the an country, or on any Indian on, As & r, or to uce
zoods, or to trade therein, without such license, shail forfeit all merchandise of-
fered for sale to the Indians or found in his possession, and shall moreover be
liable to a penalty of $500.”

That is the law of July 31,1882. Whatis the object of that? Some
of the half-breed Indians who have been educated and are competent
and capable of selling goods undertook to trade with some of the tribe
towhichtheybelnnge;}z and I suppose that interfered with some licensed
trader, and, because of that interference, must interpose and
say that no having Indian blood, ex a full-blooded Indian,
shall trade with Indians under a ty of $500 fine. I say that act
in itself is against civilization and is a barbarous act, whether I voted
for it or not.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Do you understand that that act prohibits a half-
breed from trading under any circumstances?

Mr, LOGAN. I do, unless he gets a trader’s license.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Exactly.

Mr. LOGAN. Thenhebecomesa trader; but there is not a half-breed
trader unless one has been appointed; and unless he is appointed as a
trader having exclusive privileges he can not sell a plug of tobacco to an

Mr. SAUNDERS. That was the very object of the bill.

Mr. LOGAN. Ah, Iseeit was. The object of the bill was to keep
the Indians from trading with one another.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Not at all.

Mr. LOGAN. And of putting it in the hands of the traders so that
they would have the whole thing.

Mr. BAUNDERS. The question is whether you call a half-breed an
Indian or a white man. ]

Mr. LOGAN. I do not call him a white man any more than I would
call a mulatto a white man.

Mr, SAUNDERS. They do not call him an Indian, so that I suppose
he is an outcast. The very object that a half-breed should go through
the same ordeal as a white man before being allowed to trade with
Indians. They ought to have no privileges a white man does not have.

Mr, LOGAN. Among their own tribes I think they ought.

Mr. SAUNDERS. If you call a half-breed an Indian, that isall right.

Mr. LOGAN. Where will they go? They are not white people. I
do not want to continue a discussion with the Senator from Nebraska;
but I say that under the theory that you are trying to civilize the Indian,
to educate him so that he can do business with others, and then to pro-
hibit & man because he has Indian blood in him from trading with his
own tribe, is barbarism, and not civilization.

Mr. BECK. I do not desire to discuss this proposition, but I desire
to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if the amendments of the com-
mittee which have been adopted are now amendable? I havean amend-
ment to offer to an amendment offered by the committee, Would that
be in order now?

Mr. DAWES. Not yet.

Mr. BECK. I do not desire to say anything on what is now pending.

Mr. DAWES. Let us have a vote, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VOORHEES in the chair). The

estion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas

Mr. PLuMB].
Mr. DA I have no objection to that.
The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BECK. I desire to offer an amendment to an amendment of the
committee.

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to offer one that was
omitted by mistake?

Mr. BECK. Of course. I thought the Senator was through.

Mr. DAWES. On the thirty-third page, after line 786, I move to in-
sert:

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to complete the n
Sioux Indians for such modification of existing treaties ents with
said Indians as may be deemed desirable by said Indians and the Secretary of
the Interior, in accordance with the provisions of the sundry eivil act, approved
Aungust 7, 18&)&5.«0, or so much thereof as may be necessary, and to be imme-
diately available.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BECK. The amendment I propose is, on page 15, at the end of
line 353, to strike out the words ‘‘a more suitable location on their res-
ervation’’ and insert ‘‘the vicinity of Fort Custer.” The clanse now
Teads:

For this amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to furnish flour and
meat, and such articles as from time to time the condition and necessities of the
Indians may require, $48,000, and of this sum $10,000, or so much thereof as may
be necessary, may be expended for the removal of the Crow agency to a more
suitable loeation on their reservation, and for the erection of necessary agency
and other buildings.

My motion is to strike out ‘‘a more suitable location on their reserva-
tion’ and to insert ‘‘to the vicinity of Fort Custer,” and I desire to
say a few words in regard to this amendment.

I said yesterday that I had occasion last summer to pass through the
Crow reservation, and was there for some length of time and conversed
with very many intelligent Indians and with the officers of the fort;

who seemed to take more interest in the Indians than anybody
else; and this was the information I had from their present agent in a
few words; I received it this morning:

tiations with the

Their agency—
The Crow agency—
is badly 1 The land there is poor; the spring is a month later and the

ocated.

winter a month earlierthan here. Thesnow there is in winter deep ; here there
is very little snow and very little wind in wint tensive and i
mw-miuunowbelnﬁputm\épatthe when it is w

will not live there and could not live by farming if they desired to do so.
Thetrea‘:??anowst.hemto select their lands for cultivation, but the burean
will not allow the farming implements to be given to those who select outside a
radius of 20 miles, Forromthe eﬂgronthemgllem

expended in surveys. This is all wrong. The bureau knows the
would not consent to such a use of their money eould they help it.

That, together with a good many valuable suggestions I received from
a distingunished officer to whom I wrote. Neither the Indian agency
there, nor the Indian Bureaun, nor the t of the Interior have

ever treated this question of the Crows with any sort of care, nor have
they done anything that sensible men would do with to that very
important tribe of Indians. I have no doubt that if the Senator from

Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] and the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLums]
and the Senator from Texas [ Mr. CokE], together with others from the
House, if desired, were authorized to go there and look into this ques-
tion in regard to the Crow Indians, they would not only make a satis-
factory settlement of all the difficulties which now exist with that very
important tribe, but they would make such arrangements as would in
five years not only make them self-sustaining, but the richest body of
agriculturists in the United States, black or white or red, or of any
other color.

These people are highly intelligent. They know that where their-
present agency is they can not live. They can not be made to stay there,
and they know thatif it is left to the Interior Department to locate them
at some other place, they will be located somewhere away from Fort
Custer, where the Indians now desire to have their agency, where they
all are, for they are around the fort all the time. TheretixeBigHom
on one side and the Little Horn on the other. The great valleys are
there, eminently fit for eultivation and for pasturage; and if we want
to do any good to the Indians we shall order the Interior ent
to put their agency at the place where the Indians now want it, where
the lands they want are, and nof leave it to the Department’s discretion
to find some more suitable place when it is shown that they are kept
now at the most unsuitable place possible, and that after report
has proved that it is absolutely unfit. The spring is a month later
than it is at Fort Custer; the winter begins a month earlier where they
now are than it does at IFort Custer. The snows are of such a character
that they can not stay there during the winter. All these difficulties
would be removed by going to the junetion of the Big Horn and Little
Horn, but unless we order it peremptorily in this bill they will not be
taken there. »

I conversed with many of these Indians. They understand their treaty
obligations; they understand their rights just as well as the white man;
and on the point to which I alluded a moment ago, and that I referred
to yesterday, as soon as they found that I was from Washington and
in some authority, their chiefs came to me, the officers of the fort, I
suppose, having told them who I was. They brought their interpre-
ters. informed me that they were told and made to believe that
if they gave 100 feet right of way through their' possessions to the:
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Northern Pacific Railroad for $25,000 it would be paid to them in money,
and paid at once. They gave up the right of way; the railroad was
running, and not a dollar had been paid them; and not a dollar has
been paid yet; and it is proposed to take $12,000 of that $25,000 for
the purpose of surveys instead of paying it to the Indians, as it
onght to have been paid. It ought to have been paid in silver dollars
if we have too many locked up in the vaults. Thatis what they want.
They showed me the schedules they had made out of how it should be
divided. They had among themselves that each man should
have so much; that Old Crow was to have so much of it, and so on.
They had it divided out to a dollar, carefully, properly, and rightfully;
and they expected to have it this fall.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Kentucky sus-
pend for a moment until the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished
business, it now 2 o‘clock"

Mr. BECK.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (S. 133) to regulate and im-
prove the civil service of the United States is the unfinished business.

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] to
«consent that that be laid aside informally.

Mr. PENDLETON. I assent to that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Indian appropriation bill con-
tinues under consideration.

Mr. BECK. I will not take long. I am glad this discussion has
sprung up, for a variety of reasons,

Mr. DAWES. I want tosay tothe Senatorin reference to his amend-
ment that that was the very tion of the Secretary of the Interior
at first, but he chose the phraseology we have in the bill at last because
he said it was possible when he got there he might desire to the
location, but he entertained the same views about the location as the
Senator does. .

Mr. BECK. I believe the present Secretary of the Interior desires to
do all he can to aid these Indians. I corresponded with him from that
point while I was there and received a long letter from him, which I
sent back to the chief, andthalmlinnsseemedtobevamuch grati-
fied to see what he was desirous of doing——

Mr. DAWES. Suppose the Senator puts in ‘‘ as near as practicable,”
or something like that, so that if the that he desires
go:;lnm them a little away from there he may not be d down too

lﬁ.yBECK. Very well. I do not desire to embarrass the present

, but only to insure the bri about of this result.

I desire to read a letter which I have received. I had not time to
read it to the Senator from Massachusetts this morning. It was writ-
ten, after consultation with me, by the commander of the fort there,
who did not care to be mixed up with Indian affairs but was perfectly
willing to?nswu'meanjithmg I asked. I believe I will read his let-
ter now. It is not very but it is very important, as bearing on
this whole Crow question, w! on%mh think we canp:ettlet;ww

Mr. DAWES. Suppose the Senator has it inserted in the RECORD.

Mr. BECK. I canread itin five minutes, I think. Thisis from Gen-
eral Hatch, well known to many gentlemen here as being a very intelli-
gent officer and certainly one who is very careful in regard to Indian
affairs and takes a great interest in the Indian’s welfare:

ForT (}l:rs'rn MoNTANA, December 11, 1882,

DeAr Sir: In accordance with your n made Ehen here, I s-lvem

writing my views as to the treament l.hut.
ward civilization of lhe Crow Indians,
It should be borne in mind that they have never been and are not now pau-

pers. They have until now mp&:rted themselves by hunting, eating the meat
of their e, and mpplm er wants by the sale of skins and robes. The
failure of the fmﬂ'alo has em for the past few months to hunt smaller game,

which in its turn is now giving out.

. Many of the , realizing the !.ltuution, anxiously desire to change their
method of life, lndwithallttlemistnn given promp L!ymuldbeinduoedtu

adopt more civilized methods of [port Isay gwcn pmmgu because it
would be a eruel wrong to mke a peop ho have still the pride ofmen, pau-
pers before giving them the assistance by treaty.

Aside from justice to the Indians, of the Gover d
that the Crows shall not be redl.wad to utter verty. Although they l:uwe al-
ways been frienchy, we can not e g)osit qniet witl:l lfeir children ery-
ing for food inthe lmmedjnteviulnityof of cattle einter-
ests of Wyoming and Montana depend on the good oonducl. of these
Hunger and d.esfitutdon nmy lead to cattle-stealing, retaliations follow, and then
war.n&nvnst of pmpertymdperhﬂ life,

Owing to the disappearance of the buffalo Indians will have hereafter but
little use for the large number of horses owned by them. In fact,the horses are
now a source of constant anxiety, as they are being stolen by white men and
Indians of other tribes.

In frequent conversations I have advised the Indians to sell the most of their

and cows with the proceeds. Some desire to follow the advice,
and I have asked to arrange an exchange, but of course referred the
mto the agent. I would recommend that he be directed to transact th
Iot them and see that they receive fair pay for the horm and m uot
the p of cows. I would also d t!
bar of oowaa.ntl yearling heifers be purchased and given to l.lmsa who will pmha-
bly care for them.
n an advanece towards civilization the Indians must for a time depend mainly
n pasto but an effort in an agricultural direction should also be made.
For this they, unlike the plains Indians, appem- to be prepared. Many of them
are selectit:gn in severalty in acco with the terms of their treaty, and
only need neouragement of the Indian Bureau and the little assistance in
the way n.l'fnrm implements and seeds promised in the treaty to those who
desire lo cultivate land. In aselaed«ion of land they show an unexpected
.npﬁbude. mlling gcneru.lly ons.
of an of the Big Horn and

yet made are in the vall
l..i.tt:e Big Horn, ’Dhm valleys, both for agricultural an pa.stoml pursuits, are

much the best in their reservation, and m‘e, as you know, very beautiful. They
have always been a favorite hunting and camping groun nd.
That portion of the reservation lying west of Pryor Creek the Imllana do not

cnm for, now that it contains no e. The site of the cularly
istasteful to them. With allthe E uoementa of food nntagmng

oﬂ'emd to those who will stay there, few than is v to get
their annuities. There are some good and some fancled reasons for their disl e
of that particular place. The poor, th.insail short summers, long winte
Snow, are certainly T‘md Its 1thful isalso urged by the In
'This is noteorrm, ut as itis believed by them, itisa reason. The Crows never
m.g l{ go there, except for their annuities, and tell me they will not live
ey will live here, Thefew who live there are the least enterprising and
e part of the nation, the paupers of the tribe,

It is useless to expect material advancement unless the agent, a gentleman
who I believe, the interests of the Indians at heart, livesnearer than one hun-
dred nn I.wuntile ve miles from the peogla he is expw&ed to improve and con-
trol. I woul refore stmnily urge the immediate removal of the agency to
some point either in the Big Horn or the Little Big Horn Valleys, there being
beautiful sites well adapted to the purpose, The e agency can not under any cir-
cumstancesremainlong whereit now is; every day'sdelay in moving it issomuch
time lost, and every dollar spent there is worse than wasted. It is believed there
is vnst mineral wealth in the unceded portion of the Crow reservation*lying

est of Pryor Creek. The opening of the Clark’s Fork mines will soon bring
ho:das of skilled prospectors, who can not be ]:vrvvenwd giving the co I.r{
thorough examination. Experience elsewhere shown that when found the
white man will have those mines, If the agency is moved now, the Indi.n.nn will
soon cease to visit that section of their country, and if faith is kept th them in
the matter of the sales they have already , they will be to sell the
land by the time it is needed. The a to me a fact I had better
mention here. The Indians do not see mﬁ benefit from the sales they have
made and think themselves defrauded. Although §30,000 a year was promised
them for the land in the weﬁemﬂ of the reservation ceded by them, they
yet see no results from the sale, do see that the supplies furnished are smaller
than they were before the sale. I do not mean to eﬁnrge the bumu with any
wrong, but think a mistake is being made in red t of food i
to the tribe _]ust at the time the butfalo have failed aud be.l'nro steps have been
taken to teach them to maintain themselves by other methods than hunting.

I sum up my recommendations as follows:

Ril"irst Immediate removal of the agency to some point east of the Big Horn

[Ver,

Second. The selection of the land in severalty in accordance with the terms of

the treaty.
Third. Pum enimplemmh and seeds promised by treaty to those de-
80

sirlngt.o cultival
n numbernzfmwn, bulls, and yearling heifers. lelshfm'nen-
t, of their h for cows, the business

managed
Sixth. No reduction o??:od for two years, except to those who will not work.
Beventh. The applyin o money obtained by the sale of their lands to tha
erection of houses and oﬁmr improvements, This, I u
romised at the council when t.he Indians to the sale aftha western po.r-
on of their reserve. improvements should be such as the Indians can un-
derstand. I do not think any part of their money should be ed in sur-
Veys. lfmmyammndeﬂwﬁ:hou]dbeattheexpenmoﬂhﬂ vernment,
hth. The purchase of the land lying west of Pryor Creek, the money to be
ap# ed to the material i.m%: rovement pf thu adult population.
ou are at liberty to f this letter as you see fit; but I would
htieMrS(:axxmread theﬁmatoa;m
am, Senator, very regpw!-l'ul]}', your obedient servant,
JOHN P. HATCH

ChLamIMBHq Gen., U. 8. A.
Hon, J. B. BECE, United States Senate,

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator to change his amendment to
the language of that letter: ‘‘to some point east of the Big Horn."'

Mr. BECK. I prefer it in that way.

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will put it in that form I shall not
object to it.

Mr. BECK. I want tosay just one other word. 1 know from per-
sonal observation and from consultation, both with the Indian chiefs
and with the officers, that this whole Crow problem can be settled by
the suggestions contained therein; and if some such bill as I referred
to- | to yesterday as passed by the Senate at the last session, at the instance
of the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from become
a law, they will soon become useful producers. This is what is said
about the Crows in the report for 1881:

Our last census shows the following : Men, 960; boys, T70; women, 1,100; girls,
670; total, 3,500 souls,

They had then a reservation embracing near 8,000,000 acres of land;
it has been reduced to 6,500,000—
extending from the one hundred and seventh meridian to near the one hundred
and eleventh on the west, and includes all that portion of the Territory lying be-
tween the Yellowstone River and the Wyoming line. The Yellowstone
of the Mountains extends almost along the entire southern bo of
the on. Between the mountains and the river the face of the country
is hilly and broken, but is covered with excellent bunch grusawhid:, with nu-
merous streams of pure cold water, makes it one of the most
mgiom in the West. There are numerous fertile all of which can be
Fa by the st which through them, and which produce bounti-

unyl:;lt snogw‘::;;uthi% &ﬂhdﬁg o?‘tl:l?emﬂ:lgh mo:rnedjeg aﬁmﬁinmg in
fggr!'ell;\gmne in their mad rush to join the Father of Waters.

They have 14,000 horses; they have 600 cattle and a number of other
things. I saw myself over 8,000 ponies. There is a whole tribe of a
thousand male Indians going north of the Yellowstone to hunt the buf-
falo, the last hunt they ever expected to have. They are only allowed
now meat for about four months in the year and flour and meal for about
six weeks. They know they will have to sell their ponies; they will
have to buy cattle, and they want to do it. They desire to be settled
in severalty along these valleys in accordance with their treaty. They
ha.ve staked out the land they desire, each chief having the families

Ymm to his immediate poxtlon of the tribe with him. I snw
ocalities, I saw the ditches they were making for m}%atmn,

they can irrigate anything with the Horn and Little Horn Rivers

in that neighborhood. Their women will raise their potatoes and raise

plements
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enough food to eat. The men say, ““ If we can herd ponies, surely we
can herd cattle; but we can not do anything until the treaty stipula-
tions are complied with and we are allowed to have our land.” They
complain that the United States requires them to settle away in the
western part of their reservation, where, as General Hatch says, the
summer is too short to raise anything, the winter a month earlier and
spring a month later than at Custer, and there is no possibility of rais-
ing anything in that vicinity except along the Big Horn and Little
Horn, where the land is already staked out, the finest grass land in the
world, and irrigated, as they can do it, with no expense, capable of
producing anything.

This is what I desire. Why wait after the buffalo are gone and they
can no longer make a living, until they have to sell their ponies and
become vagabonds on the face of the earth and get into troubles with the
whites and then have an Indian war? These men said to me, “We
have no desire to have trouble with the whites; we cannot afford it; we
have 6,500,000 acres of land, one-third of which, at least 2,000,000 of
actes, is as good land as there is in the Northwest, almost the very best.”
There are not over a thousand families—in all only 980 men. That
would be 2,000 acres for each family. They only want 160 acres each,
and they are willing to sell the remainder of it at anything like a fair
price. But they want it done now while they have yet their 10,000
gonim, and they can sell them from $60 to $20 apiece, and some as highas

100, and convert them into cattle, and herd the cattle, and have homes
of their own and be self-sustaining. If that is not done then trouble
will come, because starving savage men will, of course, commit outrages.

‘We have been going on under this system without looking to any of
these things. As I said yesterday, this Indian appropriation bill (and
it is no fault of the Committee on Appropriations that it is so) is a bur-
lesque upon common sense. I am glad the Senator from Illinois [Mr.
LoGAN] spokeof itas he did. Ten years ago, whileI was in the House
of tatives, I was on the Committee on Appropriations under
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES], when we refused fo carry
out those treaties. I was on the sub-committee appointed by him, and
we investi the whole subject of Indian affairs, and all that was
said by the Senator from Illinois was proven to be true in regard to the
treatment of the Indians. We are going on now, and they are becom-
ing poorer and poorer, for the longer you make them paupers, the longer
you support them, the poorer they will get, the worse they will be, and
the more trouble you will have with them after a while.

Now is the time to make a It was for that reason I had the
letter read, and it was for thatreason I called attention yesterday to the
bill that was passed by the Senate at the last session, so that we may
take hold in a sensible way of the Indian question settle those men
upon lands of their own, giving them some inducement to work, con-
verting their now useless ponies into valuable cattle. Thus youn will
settle the question forever and leave them the richest tribe of Indians,
yes, the richest agricultural body of men on this continent. But to
postpone it for a year or two goingalong in the same way we are doin
now, keeping their agentsin a place where they can not go and they teﬁ
them they shall not have land unless they take it within twenty miles
of the agency, and starving them when attempt to do it, puttin
up costly buildings there of no sort of use to them, you mightasweﬁ
th.r:!wg the money away. The Indians become worse and worse by your
so doing.

We made the mistake years ago in not transferring this whole business
to the Military Department of this Government. We have a lot of In-
dian agents scattered over the country whose interest it is to make all
they can as soon as they can and get away as fast as possible. "Wehave
improved the service very much of late years, it is true, but the viceis
in the system, in the divided authority, and we shall never have it done
satisfactorily until we can give the Indians the lands to themselves and
the right to do with their own what the white man would do. Ihave

id all ) say. I wanted to call attention to the importance of
this thing. -Iwill modify the language of my amendment as suggested
by the Senator from Massachusetts. I did not hear exactly what lan-
guage he desired. All I want is to have the agency removed.

_ Mr. DAWES. If theSenator will use the language of General Hatch
in his letter, then I think it will be safe enough.

Mr. BECK. Recommending the removal of the Crow agency ?

Mr. DAWES. To some point east of the Big Horn River, he says,
does he not ?

tM_l-. BECK. Yes; the Big Horn and the Little Horn come together
at Custer.

Mr. DAWES. I do not know ing about the locality.

M:: BECK. Isay ‘“to the vicinity of Fort Custer’”’ in my amend-
ment.

Mr. DAWES. Somewhere in the vicinity of Fort Custer. I think
there would be no question about it.

Mr. BECK. That is where it ought to be.

Mr. DAWES. Then let the amendment be adopted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmefnt will be read.

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. After the word ‘‘to,” in line
353, it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘a more suitable location on
their reservation’’ and to insert * the vicinity of Fort Custer.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he is through
with the committee amendments ?

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir.

Mr. CALL. I have an amendment which I desire to offer to the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by theSena—
tor from Florida will be read.

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, between lines
591 to 595, inclusive, as follows:

For 5 per cent. interest on §250,000, to be paid as annuity (they having joined
their brethren west), per eighth artlicle of treaty of August 7, 1856, $12,500;

‘And in lien thereof to insert:

That the amount of money named in the treaty between the United States and
the Seminole and Creelk In: ians of Florida to be paid to the partof the Seminole

tribe remaining in Florida, is hereby ap) riated for the support of that partof
the tribe now ing in Florida, and for the support of common schools and
the enco! t of the said Indians in agrienlture; and the sum shall be paid

uragemen 1 1
e e eeaportn pos CopHA of Skl ot and. such of the Seminsies
ns have removed from Fl‘o:-ids gince the treaty their proportion of said sum of
money.

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I hope there will be no objection on the
part of the Senator from Massachusetts, in charge of the bill, or of any
other Senator, to thisamendment. Thestatement in the appropriation
bill that these Florida Indians have gone West is not true. It has been
reiterated here year after year, and yet it has been notoriously untrue.
There never was the least foundation for that statement.

The Indians referred to in the treaty, and for whose benefit the appro-
pll;ila.t.ion of $250,000 was made, sf’ets;ﬂltl‘:agmd&m%e{hm a peace-
able people. The stipulations of the 80 as are con-
cerned, have been obeyed; they have surrendered their and they -
mTtﬁ‘;sm withotgzhomea. ted for th of be pplied

is mone, t was appropria jor the purpose ing appli
per capita, asytheima. states, for the benefit of these Indians has year
after year been applied to those in theWest. Year after year Congress
has been reiterating a falsehood without the least foundation in
appropriating the money upon the allegation that these Indians
West.

I asked the attention of Congress at the last session to it, and after
considerable discussion the amendment was agreed to and the sum of
$5,000, with the consent of the Senator from Massachusetts, then, as
now, in charge of the bill, was paid out of that appropriation for the
benefit of the Indians in Florida. There is no reason whatever, and

there can be no argument, to justify the appropriation of this money
(which the treaty provided should be paid per capita) to the benefit of

the Indians in the West, when it was designed for those who are in
Florida.

I hope there will be no objection to the amendment, sir.

Mr. DAWES. I should like to hear the amendment read.

The Acting Secretary again read the amendment.

Mr. DAW. I inquire of the Senator if that is the same phrase-
ology that was used in the act of last year? :

Mr. CALL. I think it is, with the exception that there is a verbal
error in the amendment as now printed. It should read ‘‘that the
interest on the amount of money named in the treaty,’’ &e.

Mr. DAWES. Did it take the place or was it in addition last year
to the paragraph which the Senator now proposes to strike out?

Mr. CALL. I can not say exactly whether it was a substitute for it
or not.

Mr. DAWES. What the Senator proposed last year I thought was
just and right. I am not quite certain that he proposes the same
amendment this year.

Mr. CALL. I'willstate to the Senate that I got this amendment from
the RECORD. 'Whether in the subsequent progress of the discussion the
exact words were retained, I do not know. This is the amendment I
offered at that time. I think it is the same as the provision which be-
came the law.

Mr. DAWES. My particular inquiry is whether this paragraph was
stricken out and that substituted for it?

Mr. CALL. Letmesee. Iwilllook a littlemorecarefully. I find
the following in the RECORD as the amendment which was agreed to by
the Senate:

For the Seminole Indians in Florida §5,000 be, and the same is, mropriﬂed for
the establishment of schools, for the purchase of land, agricult implements,
and seeds, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior.

Mr. DAWES. Did it leave in this paragraph?

Mr. CALL. I will accept the Senator’s ion.

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will put it in the-words of the amend-
ment agreed to last year I shall not object to it.

Mr. CALL. Very well.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts
desire the amendment reported as it is proposed to modify it? 4

Mr. DAWES. No; if the Senator will say he has put it as he did
last year.

Mr. CALL. I have.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and the
amendment as proposed will be agreed to. .

Mr. LOGANP 1 ask for the reading of my amendment, and for action
upon it if there is no objection to it. ~If thereisT shall withdraw it
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen-
ator from Illinois will be read.

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following as an
additional section to the bill:

8Egc. 9. That any dil.bmsing or other officer of t.he United Sta&es or other per—
son, who shall knowin present or cause to be
munt, or claim to any of mroftlm United States for apgr:val tedpnyment orfbr
urpose of nga o tin any account
the p securi redit i with Unil %
o any mua;lﬂ::nlmug to the Indian service, which shall contain any materia
of fact in regard to theamount due or paid, the name or char-
acter of the article furnished or received, or of the service renrlemad or to the
date of purchase, delivery, or performmoe of service, or in any otber pu'l.wular

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (8.

2080) granting a pension to George Foster.
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following
message from the President of the United States; which was referred to
the Committee on Approptiations, and ordered to be printed :

To the Senate and House of Represenlatives :
I transmit herewith for the consideration of Col

the SBecretary of War upon the subject of abandom
renewing his former recommendation for such legislation as will provide for the

a communication from
military reservations, and

shall not be entitled to payment or credit for any part of said 1 of military sites that longer needed I‘ milita
e Al andd It sty moisy seodls shall Do wivem ot rodstvod o LS Ds, 1 ok o HESTER TR,
United States may recharge the same to the officer or person receiving the credit ExecuTIvE MANsI10N, December 19, 1882,
or payment, and recover the amount from either or from both, in the same man- 7
m&mdebb due t‘qlr“g nited Stati?s m c;_ﬁlectﬁg l!m’rmdsd,l . :l;vf:re a.dl: The PRESIDENT tempore 1aid before the Senate a communication
conl more one voucher oTego apply o s : :
~vouchers as contain the misrepresentation: And provided 3 ,:Er That the offi- from the Secretary of the Nav.y = “’ply to the resolution of December

.cers and persons by and between whom thebusinmistmm shall be pre-
sumed to know Hm facts in relation to the matter set forth in the voucher, ac-
count, or claim : And provided further, That the foregoing shall be in additionto
thx;ﬁenalt.ies now Prescrlbed by law and in no way to affect p: under
e law for like offenses. That where icable this section shall be
pﬂnk:f on the blank forms of vouchers provi for general use.

Mr. DAWES. T have no objection to the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the
amendment, and it will be considered as agreed to. It is agreed to.

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] has modified
‘his amendment, I understand.

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In line 592, after the word

““anmuity,”’ it is proposed to strike ont the words in parenthesis *‘ they
having joined their brethren West."

Mr. DAWES. Heproposes to add, ‘“‘and of this sum $5,000 shall be
paid,’’ &ec. The Senator has the phmseolog} there.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment has already pros-
pectively been agreed to.

Mr. DAWES. But the Senator has a better form, which he is satis-
fied with himself, and I would rather haveit adopbed. 1 haveno doubt
the Senate will take it by unanimous consent in place of the one which
wvas adopted. Has the Senator completed his amendment?

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported as

modified.
The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. And at the end of line 595

it is proposed to insert:

And of this sum 5,000 is for the Seminole Indians in Florida for
the establishment of Bohools, for the Qnmhua of land, agricultural implements,
and seeds, to be exy d under the ion of the éiecmhry of the Interior,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed to as
modified, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended.

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on coneurring in the
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. Shall the question
bé taken on concurring in the amendments in gross or separately ?

Mr. DAWES and Mr. GARLAND. In gross.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hearing no objection, the
question will be taken upon the amendments in gross.

The amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to he
read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to take up House bill No.

Mr. PENDLETON. I ask thatthe unfinished bu.smemhe laid before
the Senate.

Mr. SBHERMAN. I move to postpone the unfinished business.

Mr. PENDLETON. I hope the Senator will ask unanimous consent
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside without lmmg
its place.

Mr. SBHERMAN. I will to that course, if there is no ohjection.

The PRESIDING omcr.ﬁ At the snggestion of the Senator from
Ohio [Mr. PENDLETOX ] the unfinished business was laid before the Sen-
ate at 2 o’clock, and then was temporarily postponed to consider the In-
dian appropriation bill, and the Chair will be disposed to rule that it
has the right of way.

Mr. SHERMAN. I askmy colleague toallow it to stand aside, with
a view to consid the ‘bl].l I have indicated.

Mr. PENDLETO!. If that be the unanimous consent of the Sen-
ate exceptas to myaelf I shall not interpose an objection that the unfin-
ished business may go over without losing its place.

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no desire to interfere with that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hearing no objection, that
will be the understanding.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON,

its Clerk, announced that the House had }maed a joint resolution (H

Res. 303) respecting the administration in Tunis; in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate,

16 1882, requesting mformstmn relative to of officers of the

vy concerning the Revenue-Marine Service, the Life-Saving Service of
t]m , and the Marine-Hospital Service; which was referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed.

HOLIDAY RECESS,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VOORHEES in thechair). The Chair
Jays before the Senate a concurrent resolution from the House of
sentatives, which in the absence of any other suggestion will be referred
to the Committeg on Appropriations.

The resolution was read as fallows

Resolved by the House Senate concurring), That when the
two Hounses at“ourn on y the ﬂd indant, they stand n.tﬁoumed. until Tues-
day,theﬂddnyof.]anmy at 12 m.

Mr. SHERMAN. Let that lie over until to-morrow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair observed that in the ab-
sence of any other suggestion it would be referred to the Committee on
Appropriations.

Mr, ALLISON. I think under the circumstances the resolution had
better go to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. SHERMAN. T do not care which; let it be referred to either com-
mittee.

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hardly agree with my friend from
Towa. Similarresolutions havealways gone to the Committee on Appro-

priations.
Mr. ALLISON. I know that is the general custom, but I think as
far as appropriations are concerned we can get on. The important

question is now for the Finance Committee,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa make a
motion to that effect ?
Mr. ALLISON. If my colleagne on the Committee on Appropria-

tions desires the resolution to go o that committee I shall not interpose.
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The of the Committee on
Appropnauonamn consult with the Finance Committee. Ithinkhehad
better take charge of it himself, as it is the usual reference.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will bereferred to the
Committee on Appropriations.
REBATE OF TOBACCO TAX

Mr. MCPHERSON submitted the following resolution ; which was
referred to the Committee on Finance:

‘Whereas the agitation of the question of reducing or abolishing the internal-
revenue tax on tobacco and cigars has greatly injured and continues to injure the

trlde in store artioles} and
a declarat the Senate indicating as nearly as may be what the
gnlk!y of Co will be n the matter of allowfn%a rebur;of taxeson stucl:on
d in case the internal-revenue law shall by this s to
reduce or abolish the taxon tobacco, snuff, and cigars, Iallpnvmtthedmm to
the trade mentioned: Therefore,
Baolvad. T'hutittsthe mdthemmmcm the internal-revenue law
d or abolish the tax on tobueeo, cigars, and snuff, or
either visilm uhuuld be made for allowing a rebate of tlxzmd on stock on
the time such law goes into effect : , Such stock is stamped and
in unbmken packages.

BONDED PERIOD FOR DISTILLED SPIRITS,

11‘\11'. SHERMAN. Inow ask that the bill to which I referred be
taken up.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the
bill (H. R. 5606) to amend the laws relating to the entry of distilled
spirits in distillery and special bonded warehouses, and the withdrawal
of the same therefrom.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an amend-
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert:

That the time within which distilled spirits heretofore entered for deposit in
distillery warehouses are required to be withdrawn therefrom pursuant to the”
condition of any warehousing bond, taken u the entry of auch spirits into
such warehouse, shall be extended for a od of two years beyond the time
limited in such bond; but such extenainn shall not be mude in any ease unless
there shall be indorsed upon or append the warel 1z bond, at or before
the maturity thereof, a written request for such extension, and an acknowledg-
ment of t.hnir liabilit; undertha terms of said bond, for the period for which the
axl.eru:hm wd‘ as if the same were inserted in the body of said bond

the gal nnd ‘sureties on said bond, to be duly executed and acknowl
of them before a oolle:swr or &epu& collector of internal revenue,
or some other officer authorized law to take acknowledgment of deeds:

Provided, That the sureties on said bond are at the time of such request satisfac-
tory to the collector, and, if not satisfactory, or if the sureties shsll fail or refuse
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to make the request and acknowl nt aforesaid, that a new warehousin,
bond, with sureties hggmllecwr,ahailhegim:Aad
JSurther, That no additional allowance for leakage shall be made beyond limit
now allowed by law. d .

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not know that it is necessary
to explain this bill further than appears on its face; but perhaps it is
due to the subject-matter that I should state the reasons why it is be-
fore ns. ,

At the last session of Congress the House of Representatives passed
4 bill which changed very materially the mode of dealing with spirits
in distillery warehouses, which contained many new provisions and
provisions which were very distasteful to the Senate. It was referred
to the Committee on Finance, and varions amendments were reported,
and finally it was indefinitely ned. The other day the Senator
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] moved to recommit the bill, with a
view to giving absolute relief, relief demanded, I think, in all of
the country, to relieve the trade from the burden of the situation; and
this amended bill was upon by the committee, I may say unan-
imonusly, although probably in some terms it was not agreed to unani-
mously, with a view to give such relief as was practicable under the

i ces without any in the existing law, except that
it extends for two years the period for withdrawing whisky in bond
from the distillery warehouse, and gives to that extent a eredit of two
years’ further time to pay the tax on whisky now in distillery ware-
house. It does not change the present law in respect to warehousing
spirits; and all the other provisions of the bill except those contained
in the substitute which has been read have been stricken out.

The necessity for the measure is shown by the fact that unless this
bill probably unless it before the holidays, all the persons
who hold whisky in bond will be compelled to pay the taxes to the
amount of at least a million dollars a month in anticipation of future
<demands, and in my judgment, and according to the opinion of all those
who made representations upon the subject, it will absolutely bankrupt
a great number of persons who hold spirits in bond.

The demand for this relief comes from all parts of the country and
from various classes of business men. I do not know that it is neces-
sary for me to state further than that, except that the effect of the law
a8 it now stands would compel the withdrawal of whisky not needed
for consumption at the rate of more than a million gallons a month for
the next six months, and Isay this would be a very severe and grievous
burden upon that hranch of trade.

No loss will be incurred by the United States by this postponement.
The holders of this whisky are compelled to renew their and it
will be necessary to give additional security. The only question the
Committee on Finance had on the subject was whether we shounld not
exact interest for this mement; but a majority of the committee
thought that on the whole it would be better to extend the relief with-
out exacting interest for the postponement. That is a question which
may LFmﬂibly be presented to the Senate. I do not know that it will;
but if it is presented that will be the only question of controversy in
regard to the matter that I know of.

Mr, MORRILL. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio whether, if it
shall be found at any time after the bond has been nmeg?ﬂ that it is
insufficient, there is any power to demand an additional bond ?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir,

Mr. MORRILL. I do not think there is.

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator’s colleague [Mr. EpMuNDs] looked
atthe law, and he said to me he had no doubt at all that the present pro-
visions of law are sufficient; and I have no doubt of it. The present
mmoﬂm I[’.‘ﬂt‘-he (Jcn:::.m131111:&91":1'“"ge of bond(;f Inmtemsl Revenue to require new

or to e a in to in ware-
houses under the internal-revenue laws. Itis ::ybroad as could be
framed; and the Senator from Vermont who looked at it said he had no
doubt that the ’I%'eeunt provisions of law applied to these bonds as well
as to others, e bonds will have to be renewed, and the substitute
provides for a renewal of the bonds to the satisfaction of the Commis-
sioner of Internal Revenue and the collector of the district.

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the Senator whether it is the inten-
tion of the committee, from time to time as the time approaches for tak-
ing whisky out of bond, to recommend the continuance of the bonded
period for two years or three years or four years?

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I understand that this is all the relief that
will be granted.

Mr. CONGER. It was so0 said before.

Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary, the necessity for this relief has
grown out of the passage of a law, which I think onght not to have been
passed, with due deference to Congress at the time, extending for three
years the payment of the tax on whisky in distillery warehouses. That
fact induced the enormous overproduction of whisky, so that now there
are on hand in distillery warehouses 80,000,000 gallons of a class of
whisky that probably will not be consumed in five or six years. But
this relief was deemed to be n ,and it is all the relief that I sup-
pose the Senate will be willing to give. The House was willing to go
much further.

Mr. CONGER. The Senator will remember that that law at the
time imposed interest upon the amount; but just as quick as the law
wvas passed efforts were made to change that portion of the law and

relieve from the payment of any interest. As it is now there is no in-
terest paid to the Government on this indebtedness due to the Govern-
ment. All whisky destroyed by this delay, by fires, a considerable
portion of it by wastage, the Government loses the tax on.

Mr. SHERMAN. Not by wastage?

Mr. CONGER. To a certain amount, of course—natural wastage.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will simply say to my friend from Michigan
that so far as the leakage, as it is called, the is concerned, the
};i]l as reported from the committee prevents any further allowance for

Mr, MORRILL. After three years.

Mr. SHERMAN. After the expiration of three years. That is the
entire provision. There is nothing in the bill except an extension for
two years for the withdrawal from the distillery warehouse of spirits
now in bond. It does not apply to future distillation. I would like
very much indeed if we could go back to the old law, but I suppose that
is impracticable. This is a relief measure, imperatively demanded I
think by business interests all over the country.

Mr. CONGER. I think thisis the only case of taxes due the United
States where Congress in successive years permits the extension of time
for paying the taxes. Itis admitted that the result of that has beenan
overproduction of spirits. This proposed law will encourage another
overproduction of spirits. It may remedy a seeming evil or a threat-
ened evil, but the result undoubtedly will be to make it an absolute
necessity again, at the end of two years or before that time, to extend
the time further and forther. The consequence will be, whether it is
intended or not, to continue the period to such time as the Government
will not think it necessary longer to receive any tax for whisky, and the
tax on all whisky, singled out at the expense of the Government, will
be remitted in every respect.

There is no other industry in the United States, no other portion
of our taxes or tax-paying people who are thus benefited. It is all
done for whisky, to encourage overproduction, as it has done and will
do continually, and as the Senator himself says was done under the
operation of the last extension, the three years’ extension. Some of
this whisky has been kept in bond five years, six years.

Mr. SHERMAN. No.

Mr. CONGER. It may have been. It hashad time to have all that
delieate seasoning which makes it so palatable, so desirable, when
thrown into the market. It was the argument for it, as I understood,
with those who had a taste upon that subject that the seasoning of time
gave a delicate flavor which made the Bourbon so desirable.

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is mistaken in one thing. I appre-
ciate his argument, but he is mistaken in regard to the fact that this
whisky has been in bond under the present law more than three years.
The old law required it to be taken out at the end of one year, and the
subsequent law which was passed, and which I do not think was a wise
law, extended the period to three years.

Mr. CONGER. Beyond three,

Mr. SHERMAN. No, not beyond that time; only for three years
from the date of entry into the distillery warehouse. But that isnota
question now beforeIu.s. 3 : .

This measure, as I said, does not apply to any whisky hereafter dis-
tilled. The pressure can not be mndayaguinu n the same ground,
because the law stands as it has stood now for the last three or four years,
allowing all persons to put their whisky in distillery warehouses for
three years. That law is not changed; but as by the influence of that
law there was an enormous ovi uction of whisky, so that the quan-
tity in distillery warehouses has risen to the enormous amount of
80,000,000 gallons, to require that 80,000,000 gallons now to be with-
drawn at the maturity of the bonds, after a term of three years, is prac-
tically the bankruptcy of a great number of persons, from which no good
cin come—nothing but evil. I certainly do not wish to precipitate such
a state of affairs.

Although I was as much opposed to the bill passed by the House at
the last session as any one could be, and oppose it here; yet I feel now,
every one must feel, I believe the committee was unanimous on the
subject, that the condition of the trade is such that some relief shounld
be granted. The only question was what relief we could grant without
setting a bad example or without injury to the public service and the

ublic revenue. Itwas that for thaton hand which is now matur-
ing, which otherwise would-have to be withdrawn by t{:;gaymsnt of the
tax, we should give the trade this reasonable relief, that is all we

propose.

Mr, CONGER. The Senator agrees with what I have said that the
other law was very injurious in its effect. This measure does not pro-
vide, as it is said, that whisky distilled hereafter shall have the benefit
of the law; and it does not need it. Those making it have three years
under the present law. But who doubts that at the end of the two
years all who have spirits in bond will come, as they have always come
heretofore and as they come now, and ask for a further extension? Who
doubts that the effect of this measure will be to increase the manufaet-
ure of this article and make the necessity, unless there wonld be bank-
ruptey and ruin, as great two years hence as it is now ?

1 am willing to vote for any measure which will relieve from injury
any portion of the people, but I am not willing to vote for a measure
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which now as heretofore will increase the danger and make it a suhject
more difficult to deal with, and when no other branch of industry in
the United States begins to receive such favors as a postponement of the

t of its taxes when due, as this whisky interest does. I haveno
doubt that it is strong enough to have the measure carried here, but I
can not believe that it has been or will be best even to the manufact-
urers of spirits.

Mr, INGALLS. I move to amend the substitute reported by the
committee by adding the following additional proviso:

Provided further, That from and after the expiration of three years from the
entry of any distilled spirifs into warehouse, interest at the rate of 5 per cent.
per annnm upon the tax now im by law shall be collected and paid u
all distilled spirits, to be computed to the time of the withdrawal of su ed
spirits in bond. But no fraction of a month shall be computed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to thesubstitute reported from
the Committee on Finance.

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Ohio has omitted in his explana-
tion of the necessity of this bill one important element upon which I
desire information, and that is what effect the bill, if[maaeg?will have

the revenues of the country for the next two years?

I understand that on the 30th day of June, 1882, there were in round
numbers 90,000,000 gallons of whisky inbond. Since that time it isesti-
mated that about 5,000,000 gallons have been withdrawn. Of the en-
tire amount, about 60,000,000 gallons are held in Kentucky alone. So
the statement of the Senator from Ohio that this bill is intended to affect
producers in all portions of the country does not seem strictly to be
borne out by the facts, if they are as I understand them.

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me to mention the fact as
stated by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue?

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir; for I desire to get at the information ex-

actly on this point.
Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator is correct in stating that about ninety
million gallons, or alittle less than that, were in bond on the 1st of July

last. is also correct in stating that about fifty or sixty million gallons
of this amount are held in Kentucky, but it is owned in all the States of
the Union. This whisky. is sold in bond and the warehouse certificates
transferred from hand to hand. The Commissioner of Internal Rev-
enue is able to state how much of the amount of 60,000,000 gallons
held in Kentucky is owned elsewhere. It is owned in almost every
State of the Union, in all the commercial Statesat any rate. Upon the
warehouse receipts loans have been made, and the ownership is very
generally dist-u"ll:nt.ad throughout the United States.

Mr. INGALLS. It has not been disposed of in other States of the
Union for consumption if it is still held in warehouse.

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it cannot be held anywhere but in Kentucky,
although it may be owned all over the country.

Mr. INGALLS. Bo that as a matter of fact two-thirds of this entire
product is to-day held in Kentucky, that is, in the warehouses of Ken-
ta

Str]t BAYARD. The Senator does not mean that it isowned in Ken-
tucky ?

Mr. INGALLS. How much is owned in Kentucky we do not know,
because that is a matter that rests, so far as knowledge is concerned,
with the original producers of the whisky, those who put it in bond,
put it in warehouses, in the first place. How much they have sold we
do not know.

Mr. BAYARD. They can not tell, because it may have changed
hands several times.

Mr. INGALLS. That is very true.

Mr. BAYARD. I will say to my friend from Kansas that as to the
applications for relief under the pressure to pay this tax, they come
from other quarters than Kentucky quite as much as from there. .

Mr. INGALLS. But the pressure for this extension must come from
those who have a speculative interest in the whisky, because it is held
still in the warehouse and not withdrawn for consumption. There-
fore, no matter whether this product is owned in Kentucky largely or
not, the bill is for the benefit of the producers and the speculators in
whisky, and not for the benefit of those who desire it for consumption.

Mr. BAYARD. May I interrupt the Senator ?

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly.

Mr. BAYARD. I think the operation of the law goes much further
than the Senator supposes. As the law now stands, at the expiration
of three years from the time that any of these distilled spirits were
&aﬂ in bonded warehouses they must be taken out, put upon the mar-

and offered for sale and consumption. There has been a great over-
production. It is understood that the supply probably for five yearsis
now in bond. If that shall be forced upon the market, it necessarily
must break it, and it must break the fortunes of those who are con-
cerned in this trade. So far you will affect the present holders, those
whom the Senator has termed the speculative owners, but behind them
and affected with them are those who are compelled to continue the
manufacture of this article.

Let me suggest to the Senator that, as I considered last year and as
I consider now, more important to the distiller than any profit he

ly could make upon the production of whisky are his contracts
the feeding of stock froe the results of the distilleries. I said here

?iymago_thntthqﬁoodcé’neaﬁonp;d thedciaiﬁlfglineg:ﬁdmoffood, in
ve stock, in beef, in pork, are quite as mu volved in a proper deal-
ing with this subject as the business of distillation. i

Congress should not permit any branch of commercial business in this
country, any important business in this country, to suffer; and I hold
that the importance of the distilling business is proven by the enormous
figures to which the production has risen, and which has just now been
stated by the Senator from Kansas when he says that 90,000,000 gal-
lons of distilled spirits are in bond, upon which the Government has an
interest of five-sixths of the value of the whole; that is to say, it has a
value of 90 cents per gallon as against 50 cents in the cost of production.
It will be killing the that lays the golden egg if for want of lib-
eral and judicious legislation you shall break down these men whose
product brings to the revenue this enormous sum of money.

I do not think that the effect of this measure is at all to be limited
by the inconvenience or the loss that the failure to pass it may bring to-
those who are speculators in the present stock of manufactured spirits,
but that it reaches far beyond that and touches the farmer, the butcher,
the provision-dealer, and the distiller who is not the owner of the dis-
tilled spirits now in bond. I believe, so far as the fact goes, it would
be safe to say—although I can not give the precise data for the asser-
tion—that a very small portion of the distilled spirits in bond is the
property of those who distilled them, but they have been sold to others
whom the Senator desi asspeculative owners. I am sorry to have
interrupted the Senator so long.

Mr. INGALLS. My ent did not go, and was not intended to-
g0, to the extent of saying that this bill ought not to pass, but I desire
to call the attention of the Benate to the one proposition, that here is &
product in the warehouses of the Government in which the Government
has an interest somewhere between seventy and eighty million dollars
by way of taxation that will be falling due within the next year and a
half or two years at the outside. I wish the Senator from Ohio to state
what will be the probable effect upon the revenues of the country for the
current and next ensuing year in case this bill should become a law.

Mr. SHERMAN. Would the Senator like to have me answer him

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir, I should like an answer now.

Mr. SHERMAN. My answer is that if this whisky is forced upon:
the market under the terms of the law, as it would be without the
passage of this bill, the whisky would be withdrawn and the taxes would
be paid, but that would take the place of other whisky, perhaps a dif-
ferent kind of whisky, which would naturally be withdrawn and be forced
upon the market, and other whisky, as the high wines which are now
being produced, and the whiskies of Ohio and Ilinois, would probably
be compelled fo be held by the owners of those whiskies until this
stock forced upon the market should be exhausted. 8o, I donot think
the revenues would be materially affected. Only a certain number of

ons can be consumed from year to year, according to the evidence.
f this is forced into market other whiskies will not be taken out of
warehouse, -

Mr. INGALLS. If it is forced into market the Government will
realize this tax on it, and, therefore, so much will go into the Treasury.

Mr. SHERMAN. But the Government will not derive its tax in the
ordinary way from other whisky which would be held in warehouse,
and which otherwise would be brought out. Let me explain a little
further. There are two classes of whisky. One is the Bourbon, or the

e whisky, which is the most ive and the most valuable.

Mr. INGALLS. I am not familiar with either class myself.

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose not. The other is the high wines, &
whisky that is generally withdrawn from Government warehouses with-
in a year, and which would be withdrawn under any law. The result
of a failure to give relief in this case would be to compel the forced sale
of the higher es of Bourbon and other whisky in market and com-
pel the retention in the Government warehouses of what are called the
high wines or other classes of whisky.

Mr. INGALLS. That would be a benefit to the community, becanse
they would get a better class of whisky for less money and not be com-
pelled to drink the raw whisky fresh from the still.

Mr. SHERMAN. After all, the only question is whether it is bene-
ficial to the Government of the United States and the people of the
United States to sacrifice a class of men engaged in what is a lawful
business, and from which we derive an enormous sum of money. It
was that consideration which induced the committee to give this relief.

As to the question of interest that is a very proper one to be debated.
It is very doubtful whether, receiving the benefit of this delay, the own-
ers of the spirits should not pay interest; buta majority of the commit-
tee thought, on the whole, that as the relief was to be granted and the
Government lost nothing by it, we would not charge any interest; but
that is a question for the Senate to determine.

Mr. INGALLS. The statement made by the Senator from Ohio em-
phasizes the importance of the amendment that I have offered. By his
own admission this bill is one that is demanded not by the interests of
the Government, not by the interests of the consumer, but in order to.
protect a certain class of producers from the consequences of their own
mistaken judgment or policy. They have, as he says, overproduced
whisky to such an extent that they have now about 90,000,000 gallons.
in bond above the demand for consumption. Therefore they are ask-
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ing a special privilege not extended to other tax-payers, and resulting
Egmtheir O\Ennwﬁofjudgmmt; and I say there is no good reason
why they should not be compelled to pay a reasonable compensation to
the Government for the time it gives them to pay this tax.

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—

Mr. INGALLS. I will yield in a moment. There is one other con-
sideration which I think is very material as a question of justice. I
understand that there are producers of whisky who have paid the tax
on their production, and it eertainly would place them at a great disad-
vantage if those who have not paid their tax were allowed to retain
their product in the warehouse without the payment of any interest or
other compensation to the Government for the privilege. Now I will
hear the Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. PLATT. I do not understand that this is professed to be a meas-
ure for the relief of the producer, because at least nine-tenths, or cer-
tainly a very proportion of the whisky now in bond has passed out
of the hands of the producers and into the hands of speculators.

Mr. SHERMAN. And owners.

Mr. INGALLS. If not for the benefit of the producers it is for the
advantage of speculative purchasers, and not for the benefit of the Gov-
ernment or those who desire the product for the purpose of consumption.

Mr, BECK. Mr. President, I desire the Senator from Kansas to un-
derstand one fact that perhaps he would not be expected to be as famil-
iar with as some of us who have been on the Finance Committee, and
have had to look at such questions a little more closely. It is true, as
he said, that there are nearly 60,000,000 gallons of whisky now in bond
in the State of Kentucky. Why? Because it was produced there and
under the law can not be removed from the distillery warehouse until
the tax is paid. DBut it is equally true, as is shown by the reports of
the Commissioner in tables which I have not before me, but have ex-
amined, that there is not, perhaps, 10 per cent., certainly not 12 per
cent., of all that whisky which is held in bond in Kentucky owned by
Kentucky distillers. There is more of it owned in the city of Cincin-
nati alone than there is in all Kentucky. There is more owned in the
city of New York and in Boston. The Commissioner has the informa-
tion as to all sales assoon as they are made, and he has made out carefully
prepared tables which I have seen and examined (I wish I had them
now), telling exactly where it is all held, for it is all known to him.

Therefore, this is not a bill in any regard specially in the interest of
Kentucky distillers. On the contrary, under the existing three years'
law, whatever the Kentucky distiller produces hereafter will be in com-
petition with this whisky for which an extension is given for two years;
so that to that extent it is an injury to him.

But it is a fact as well that there is this large overproduction, and if
the holders of the spirits fail, as many of them will if they have to pay
the tax soon, many very important men, as we have been advised,.o
course they will not be able to buy any more, and the distiller had bet-
ter cease making whisky than to take any part in breaking a man who
has bought from him and failed. The whole object is to give relief to
the men who are now holding this whisky in bond to the extent of allow-
ing them two years more.

The Senator from Ohio very well said that the Government revenue
is not affected at all. It may get a little more revenue from this par-
ticular class of whisky if it is taken out of bond now, but it will ‘get
Jjust that much less from some other class; for the amount on which tax
is paid is lated by consumption, as is shown by the amount now
held, and just as fast as consumption goes on, the tax is paid in some
form or other.

Mr. BAYARD. The tax will not be.affected.

Mr. BECK. The tax will not be affected at all by this measure; but
a great many very important business men all over the country, from
Boston to Ban Francisco, will perhaps be saved from bankruptey. I
do not think the Government desires, especially when it will not be
E}ured, to bankrupt any of its citizens by forcing into market their goods
: ore they can sell them. That is all there is of it; no more and no

ess.

Why should the Government want to charge interest for granting re-
lief of this sort, when these men will take this whisky ont just as soon
as they can? It is to their interest to sell it just the moment consnmp-
tion demands it. At the earliest possible day it will be taken out. It
will not be held an hour longer than they can sell it. As the whole
theory of taxation is to tax consumption and not to place a tax upon
production, when this relief was sought the committee, I believe, unani-
mously thought it was the proper thing to grant it without requiring
interest to be paid upon the tax withheld.

Mr. MORRILL. I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to
an amendment that I suggest to him in the proposition he has made.
I was abont to offer an amendment accomplishing the same object. He
has taken the old amendment, and in the second line it ought to read
‘‘gpirits now in warehouse,” instead of ‘“‘spirits into warehouse.” I

, therefore, to alter the amendment in that way.

Mr. INGALLS. I thought the Senator intended to offer an amend-
ment about the bond or I should not have offered the amendment I have
proposed. I am aware of his great familiarity with the subject, and I
very tordially accept his suggestion and ask that my amendment may
‘be modified as indicated by him.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified.

Mr. MORRILL. While it is true, very likely, that the distillers of
Kentucky do not own a very large amount of this whisky, yet the
bankers of Kentucky and of Ohio are interested. I have received, Isup-
pose, more than filty telegrams from the banks of Kentucky, and of Cin-
cinnati and other places in Ohio, urging the of this bill. There
is undoubtedly a great apprehension on the part of these bankers that
their security will be injured unless the bill shall pass.

I do not desire to speak against the passage of the bill, although I
think the bill is destined at the expiration of two years to present a
similar difficulty and probably require the same remedy.

The owners of these spirits have had the benefit of retaining their
goods in warchouses for three years without interest. They ask for two
years more. Everybody knows that every gallon of these spirits when
it comes out after five years’ retention in the warehouse will bring from
$2 to $4 a gallon; it doubles right up; and if the owners of the spirits
are to have the benefit of theincreased value of the spirits, they ought
to be willing to pay 5 per cent. interest for the last two years, at all
events, not having paid any interest on the tax for the first three years.

Mr. BECK. The overstocked condition of the market has made those
goods worth less than they were eighteen months ago. What would
be the case in a natural market is not the case in an overstocked market.
They are having a less value and they are shrinking all the time, and
the holders are getting no allowance for the shri

Mr. BAYARD. Is it not obvious that by adding interest to this tax
you will simply increase the cost of the article to the consumer? The
purchaser may pay it at first in order to get the whisky out of bond,
but whoever buys it, no matter for what purpose, artistic, mechanical,
or bibulous, will have to pay the increased cost of the tax.

I reported a bill to the Senate about a year ago and this amendment
was contained in it. The object - then was to make the provision per-
manent, to give five years instead of three for all time. The present
ach is a mere act of temporary relief.

The Senate tinderstand, I trust, that the overproduction of distillation
in this country was caused almost entirely by the drought of the fall of
1880 and 1881. [Forage, fodder, grass, herbage of every description was
80 lessened that in order to keep up the supply of beef cattle other
means of feeding had to be resorted to than the ordinary pasturage.
Men embarked in distillation, with contracts to feed stock. Those
contracts were not capable of being e from week to week or month
to month; they had to embrace an entire and a prolonged season in
order to get stock into condition for market. Therefore, after a man
commenced distilling and found he was distilling at a loss, or found
that he was making a superfluous amount of whisky, he nevertheless
was compelled by his contract with the owner of the stock and the pro-

i | vision-dealer to keep up the distillation, although it brought him loss,

so as to keep himself whole in his contract for feeding the stock.

There is the history of this thing. I went through it with some pains
and care a year ago, and I am perfectly satisfied of the facts whereof I
now speak. That is all there is of it.

Before the people of this country there seems to be a general conces-
sion that taxesshould be lowered, and that they should not be increased.
The proposition of the Senator from Ohio, as authorized Ieg the Commit-~
tee on Finance, leaves the tax precisely where it was. Not one gallon
of this commodity can enter into consumption but pays the full tax pre-
scribed by law. Why, then, should you add to that either 5 or 10 per
cent., as the case may be, by the amendment offered by the Senator from
Kansas? I shall vote against it, becanse I think that the remedy now
suggested is a very moderate, reasonable, and proper remedy.

I want to say to the Senate that the overproduction and the condition
of the laws of Co compelled the exportation of a very large body
of alcohol to the European markets in g:ooam of the furil:y:gn demand.
The uence was that a sum of money—six or seven hundred thou-
sand dollars—the precise amount of which is so well known to the hon-
orable Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. WiNDoM], was subseribed and paid
in money by the distillers to those who engaged in the alcohelic exporta~
tion trade for the purpose of preventing this very surplus in the Amer-
ican market and allowing the loss upon the production to take place in
Europe rather than have it break down the market in this country.

One other result came from that course. The Government lost its
tax upon every gallon so exported, and the condition of production and
the condition of law that combined to force abroad this large and un-
usual and superabundant amount to the foreign market cost the people
of the United States very nearly $1 for every gallon that went, and I
i]:jnk our exportation in that year amounted to about 16,000,000 gal-

S,

I think this whole business should be treated only and solely with
a view to its economic features, and not to introduce into it any politi-
cal or moral consideration. It is a question to be dealt with, and I
propose to deal with this branch of manufactures in this country with
the same sense of justice, the same sense of personal respect to those
engaged and to their business, that I would to any other. I here aver
that the measure brought in by the Senator from Ohio is a moderate,
just, and proper exercise of Congressional power.

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I have no disposition whatever to
obstruct the passage of any fair and proper bill upon this subject. I
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would treat it precisely as the Senator from Delaware says he would, as
-an economic question. y

But I rose mainly for the purpose of asking the Committee on Fi-
nance why it is, with the admission on their part distinetly made that
the present evils, the existing troubles, on this subject were caused by
the act which authorized a three- ! bond, that they do not now seek
to correct the canse, which will continue to produce the same difficulties
in the future? In other words, while granting the relief of two years’
extension for whisky now in bond, why is not some effort made to re-
move the cause of existing troubles by reducing the time for whisky to
‘be made hereafter to remain in warehouse? Under the law which per-
mitted whisky to remain in bond one year there were no serious diffi-
culties, but I believe nearly all agree that when that time was extended
1o three years the manufacturers and traders began to pilenp this produet
in the warehouses until it has reached its present dangerous condition.

1 shall not object tothe provisionsof the bill now pending, provided an
amendment can be added which will limit the time for warehousing
whiskies produced hereafter to one year, thus bringing back the old law,
under which the business went on safely and prosperously, and thereby
remove the dangers which threaten us in future.

I say to the Senate distinctly—and I believe that the committee them-
selvesagree to it—thatif the three-years’ law remains, when the two years’
extension now proposed to be granted shall have expired you will find
yourselvesin precisely the condition that youare in to-day, and there will
‘be a demand for farther extension.

In urﬁmg this provision I do simply what Ibelievealargemajority of
those who are engaged in the manuiacture and saleof whiskies in this
country wantdone. Iwillread apetitionsigned by all theleading whole-
sale liguor dealers in my State urging precisely this provision:

To the honorable the members of the Senate and the
House of Representatives in Congress assembled :

Whereas it is a well-known fact that our business is suffering and is in great
-da of extreme prostration and financial failures from excessive overpro-
dnm of whisky, &ebonded warehouses-in the States of Kentucky, Pennsyl-
vania, land, and West Virginia containing at this time over 77,000,000 gai-

and the State of Kentucky alone over 62,000,000 gallons; and

ercas this enormous stock of whisky be chiefly owned by the whole-
sale dealers throughout this country, and there being no hope or prospect that
the whisky now in bond can be sold for c« ption or di d of, except at a
sacrifice, in less time than six years from the time of original wareho i and

‘Whereas the Government of the United States will not recognize the holder
of a warehouse ce: as the actual owner of the bonded whisky, but will
deliver it up to the distiller at any time on the payment of the tax, notwithstand-
in&&ny ou ding warehouse receipts; and i

we fully r ize that this overproduction of whiskies was caused
by the law extendin%tho time during which spirits were allowed to remain in
bond before pa{mcn of tax; and, furthermore, that if the tax will be required
d on all the bonded whisky now on hand at the expiration of the bonded
by law, no one can forsee the serious consequences sure to
that it is the duty and re of Congress to grant every
1 relief and prevent financial distress or panicin every
branch of business without injury to the Government : Therefore,

Be it resolved, That we, the undersigned wholesale dealers and manufacturers,
M&epeﬁﬁnn WMt all whiskies now in bond or remaining at the
time of of the act shall be allowed to remain in bond for a period of
five years from the date of first entry ; and in order to prevent overproduection,

peculation, and like emb s to the trade in the future we also earnestly

request and petition that all spirits distilled or manufactured hereafter
shall be deposited hmz?{hlzonded warehouses, conditional that the tax shall
‘be paid thereon at or before end of one year after the goods are placed in
J. C. OSWALD & CO.,

Wholesale Ti , Minneapolis, Minnesota,
. KNOW. b

A,
TWhol. 'ngon.lﬂ polis, Mi; f
Tﬂolcsmlcl iqn BR{L\?l\,;mpd, is, Minnesota
ors, Min iz, Min -
B.TUIIL & CO.

. SCHMIDT & CO

o)
Wh Saint Paul, Minnesole.
wﬁ. THEOBALD, '

wors, Saint Pm;f, Minnesola.
D. ERLE & CO.,

Wholesale liquors, Saint Paui, Minnesota.
BOWLIN & McGEEHEN,

Wholesale [ Baint Paul, Minnesota.
JOSEPH ELLES,

Wholesale !Elmb&rfm I&fago Minnessta.

Saint Paul, Minnesota.

e | Y
‘WM. DIEDRICH,
Wholesale [ rs, Saint Pawl, Minnesola.
N. E. BOLOMON,
Wholesale li Saint Paul, Minnesola,

M. J. MORAWETZ,

Wholesale liguors, Minneapolis, Minnesola.
JOHN P. RANK,
Wholesale liquors, Minneapolis, Mi .
The gentlemen who signed this petition represent very much the
largest proportion of the whisky interests of this country. In transmit-
ting the petition to me a gentleman, who is perhaps more largely inter-
ested than any one else northwest of Chicago, says:

It contains the signature of every wholesale liquor-dealer in SBaint Paul and
Minneapolis, and we utterthe sentiment of every whisky man in the United States

except the distillers. 'We do not ask for a reduction of the tax, but ask to have
the bonded period extended on whisky now in bond to five years from the date
S50 tiiag the it s s fee oo atnl o sresmie
that the bonded period for whisky to be made shall be only one year,

I cannot understand why it is that the Finance Committee bring in
but one proposition; and leave all the evils to be anticipated in the
foture which have grown out of the emstms law. If we propose to
grant relief from the present distress and di ty, why not consider
the cause and correct it, especially when it is asked for by a very large
portion of the men who are interested in this product ?

I know that there is a certain class of manufacturers in one or two
States who would not favor the ition of the petitioners whose
petition I have read, but they man ure much the smallest portion
of the produet; they pay much the smallest portion of the tax; and while
you are giving them relief I ask that you pay some heed to the wishes
of those other gentlemen representing the larger interest, who say that
if this law is to continue it will produce, as it hasin the over-
production, speculation, and loss to them. While we are doing a favor
to one side let us do justice to the other side of this question also. I
propose at the proper time to offer this amendment as an additional sec-
tion: :

That the time within which distilled spirits produced or manufactured after
the of this act are required to be withdrawn from distillery warchouses
shall be limited to one year from the time such spirits shall be entered for de-
posit in distillery warehouses.

As to the question of 5 cent. interest I care very little about it
one way or the other, but I do care a great deal, and those gentlemen
who represent this large interest also care a great deal, about a law
which shall relieve us from the same difficulties and dangers in the fu-
ture from which we are now suffering,

Mr, SAULSBURY. I desireto the attention of the Senator from
Ohio, who I believe has charge of the bill, to the provision on page19.
Under the provisions of this proposed act any one contin in the
business of the distillation of liguors is required to file a statement of
the amount which he has then in warehouse or which he expects to
{mve placed in the warehouse; but the bill provides, on page 19, as fol-

OWS:
Provided, That any distiller having spirits in warehouse at the time of the pas-
of this act for which warehouse bonds have been given, may, as to such
;ﬁm, at his option, omit to file the statement and give the bond required by this
act, but in such case the wareho bonds al given for such spirits shall
remain in full foree, and the principal and sureties on said bond shall be held to
full compliance with the conditions of the same.

The question which I desire to ask is whether you can extend the
time to the distillers who are placed under warehousing bonds, their
spirits being in warehouse, and still hold the sureties on those bonds
liable for the payment of the tax?

Mr. SHER I desire fo inform the Senator from Delaware that
he has fallen into a misapprehension in to this matter, and very
naturally so, from the appearance of the printed bill. The amend-
ments from which he reads are part of the old bill, or the amendments
pending to the bill at thelastsession. The only proposition now before
the Senate is on the last page or two. The clause which he read is not
in the proposition that is now before the Senate.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I read it here in this bill.

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; it is printed in Italics, but that is an
amendment which was pending at the last session. The only part of
the bill now pending before the Senate is a single section on pages 29
and 30. T agree with the Senator, and as to that particular point it is
cured by the section which is now pe.ndinf; that is, there must be a new
bond filed by any one availing himself of the provisions of this section.

M. SA.UIYBBU'RY. I did not know but what that provision was
still under consideration.

Mr. SHERMAN. No; if the Senator will look at pages 29 and 30 he
will see all that is in the bill now before us.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should think you could extend the liabilities
of the sureties, but if you should give the party himself an extension of
time the bond would have to be renewed.

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will find on ] 30 that all these
bonds have to be renewed, and with the consent of each surety and all
the sureties, so that there is no question aboutf the sufficiency of the

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS].

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the yeasand nays on the amendment pro-
posed by the Senator from Kansas, 5

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. ALLISON. Before a vote is taken on this amendment I should
like to know something of what is to befall the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Minnesota [ Mr. WINDOM ];. because it is perfectly manifest to
me that if we are to fix a policy for the future with reference to whisky
that shall go into bond to-morrow we ought to compel those who now
hold the whisky in bond to pay interest. If the amendment of the
Senator from Minnesota is to be adopted I shall vote surely for the
amendment snggested by the Senator from Kansas.

Mr, SHERMAN. That subject will be discussed; and I suggest to
the Senator to wait until the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota
is pending.
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Mr. ALLISON. One ought to depend upon the other. The whole

question ought to be considered together.

Mr. BROWN. Let the pending amendment be reported.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] will be read. :

The PRINCTPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed to add at the
-end of the substitute reported from the Committee on Finance the fol-
lowing additional proviso:

Provided further, That from and after the expiration of three years from the
entry of any distilled spirits now in warehouse interest at the rate of 5percent.
per annum upon the tax now imposed by law shall be collected and paid upon
all distilled spirits, to be computed to the time of the withdrawnl of such distilled
spirits in bond. But no of a month shall be computed.

Mr. INGALLS. Has that been modified as suggested by the Sena-
tor from Vermont ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Vermont can answer.

Mr. MORRILL. I think it has.

The ACTING SECRETARY. The amendment redds: °

That from and after the expiration of three yenrs from the entry of any distilled
epirits now in warchouse, &o.

Mr. INGALLS. That is right.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called on the ques-
tion of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas.

The Prinecipal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. .

Mr. BARROW (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLair]. If he were present, I
should vote “naNy."

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], who is detained from the Sen-
ate. If he were here I should vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. MILLER, of California (when'his name was called).
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY].

Mr. VANCE (when his name was ‘called). On this question I am
paired with the Senator from Lonisiana [Mr. KELLoGG]. If he were
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. MILLER, of New York.

I am

I am paired with the Senator from

Maryland [Mr. GROOME].
e result was announced—yeas 39, nays 17; as follows:
YEAS—30,
Aldrich, Ferry, Lapham, Plumb,
Anthony, Frye, m‘.
Brown, George, y Ro s
. of Pa., Hnle, s ey
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Mahone, Saunders,
Chilcott, Hawley, Sewell,
Cockrell, Hoar Mitchell, Vest, |
Coke, . Morgan, Wi 3
Conger, Jackson, Morrill, Windom,
Dawes, Lamar, Platt,
NAYS—17.
Allison, Davisaof W. Va.,, Jonas, Voorhees,
Bayard, Gorman, Pendleton, Williams,
Beck, Grover, Ransom,
-Call, Harris, Sherman,
Camden, Johnston, Slater,
ABSENT—20.
Barrow, Fair, Hill, Miller of Cal.,
Blair, Farley, Jones of Florida, Miller of N. Y.,
Butler, Garland, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer,
Davis of I11., Groome, Kellogg, Vanoe,
Edmunds, Hampton, McPherson, Van Wyck.

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

; Mr. WINDOM. I now move to add as an additional section the fol-
owing:

SEc. 2. That the time within which distilled spirits produced or ed
after the e of this nmmmt}mmulredmbewithdmwnﬁomdbﬁllerym-
hmzsesshallbeil.mtmdtomyw the time such spirits shall be entered for
deposit in distillery warehouses.

Mr. SHERMAN. As I said, I feel somewhat embarrassed from the
fact that in principle I helieve that that would be a wise provision of
law; but to accompany this bill with a provision of that kind it seems
to me is unfair and unjust. When the law was I think in 1878,
extending the period for the storing of whisky in bond, I felt convinced
then that it was an unwise law, and opposed it so far as I could officially,
not being then a member of the Senate, but an executive officer. But
it seems to me now to change the law suddenly, a law which is believed
by a large portion of this trade to be necessary for the production of the
class of whiskies they produce, and to make that a condition upon a
bill intended for a temporary purpose for the relief of the trade, would
be unfiir and unjust. I may vote for a provision of this kind in another
bill when it comes before us, either in a tax bill or in any bill regulat-
ing the tax on the manufacture of spirits; but to attach it to this bill
is practically a defeat of the object of the bill. I think it is unjust and
anwise. It is a rider, the purpose and effect of which will be to defeat
the measure. Asa matter of course there is a great controversy between
the manufacturers of these two grades of whisky. The one is valuable
-only as it grows old; the other is about as valuable thirty days after it
is made as it ever will be or ever can be.

It may be true that the persons making high wines have sent peti-

s

tions to us for this change in the law, and it would bein their interest,
because they would notstore in a Government warehouse for one year,
or for three years, or for six months if they eould help it. Their whis-
kies seek an immediate market and enter into consumption. They do
not improve by age. They are called high wines, of which alcohol is
made, and a large portion is exported. The provision in the present
law giving three years for the it in distillery warehouse was made
for a different class of whiskies; and to suddenly legislate in a way to
affect injuriously that interest it seems to me is unjust and I can not
vote for it. Although the class of whiskies that is not usually stored
for any length of time is the class which is made by the people of Ohio,
those who are engaged in that business, and the whiskies that are made
which require age to be valuable are made in Kentucky and other States
where Bourbon and rye whiskies are made, still I would not think it
just or right to take advantage of this pending bill, which is intended
for the relief of people all over the country, in order to make a sndden
revolutionary change in a law which has been passed by Congress and
has been debated over and over again.

It seems to me we ought not to legislate in that way. We ought not:
to adopt so important & principle, which would strike at-the interests
of large classes of our fellow-citizens, without having at least a chance
for discussion, without their being warned of the probability of the pas-
sage of such a law. I can see myself that in large numbers of distil-
leries which are now in operation under existing law, with stock on
hand, with cattle and hogs feeding, and in the height of their business, a
business which ean not suddenly be stopped, to make such a provision
as this by law would be so unjust to them that it would seem to be a
greater hardship even than we seek to relieve those who now hold the
stock on hand from. It would be unjust.

My friend from Minnesota [Mr. Winpom], who must be familiar
with the operation of this law, must feel how harsh and severe this will
operate at once on those who are manufacturing whisky and can not
stop. Even he will feel that this is not an appropriate time. This is
a sudden, unforeseen movement, not contemplated or expected by a
great multitude of people engaged in alawful trade, whatever you may
think about the product they make. It seems to me it is taking snap
judgment upon them. It would be utter ruin to them, because they
must go on and manufacture now; they are in the height of the season
and they must go on; and yet if they are compelled within one year
from this time to pay the tax on the whisky they are now producing,
from this day forth the result will be at once to clamp their trade, to
stop their business, and perhapsto destroy a grest deal more than even
the whisky on hand or the whisky being made, because they have their
stock on hand and it must be fed.

It seems to me it is an unjust provision, and I can not vote for it,
although in principle I think it is right; and I believe that if we had a
bill before us to-day upon this subject and these people had had fair
notice so that they could be heard and heeded if necessary, I should be
willing to vote for a provision of this kind, but I can not do it as an
amendment to this bill.

Let me say to Senators that this whisky is held in every State of this
Union east of the Mississippi River. There is a very and full
statement made of the places where it is held. Itis heldin New Eng-
land, in New York, and in every one of the States; largely, it is true,
by corporations, especially by banks. Money has been loaned upon the
warehouse certificates. Theimportant question before usnow is whether
we ghall give relief to the owners or holders of this whisky. If wedo
not give relief they are bankrupt. Who gainshy it? The United States
does not; it gets no more revenue; it holds on to the whisky. Sir, a
less calamity than that has started many a panic in this country. It
is not wise for us to suddenly injure a business in which men are lawfully
engaged. Senators ought to be extremely careful lest they contribute
to suchacalamity. They may not likeit and it is very common, I have
heard the remark made here, **Why relieve whisky? “Whisky is a bad
thing anyway ; better burn it, better destroy it, better let it go; men
who are engaged in buying and selling whisky are tors,”” and so
forth and so on. It is a lawful trade nevertheless ; a trade that at this
moment the Government has an immense interest in. It is interested
to the extent of 90 cents a gallon on 80,000,000 gallons, over $70,000,000.
The men making whisky are engaged in this occupation, and yon now
suddenly by this proposed section on a bill which has no relation to it
propose to change a law which was passed with deliberation by Congress
by overwhelming majorities, right in the mid of the winter, when these
men are producing their goods.

Sir, it is unjust and wrong, and I can not vote for it, and I trust the
Senate now having adopted the provision in regard to interest, the jus-
tice of which I ean not deny, although I thought it would be better to
pass the bill without that provision, yet now having given these parties
relief on the payment of 5 per cent. interest, a higher rate of interest
than the Government pays for its own money, and under severe restric-
tion as to bonds—having given them that relief, let us not accompany
it with a blow aimed in the dark and suddenly against hundreds of
distillers now engaged in business, whose whole fortunes are involved
E:obably in the passage of this very amendment. If this amendment

adopted, not a gallon of whisky can be made in the Kentucky dis-
tilleries with profit or with any hope of profit. If within one year from
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this time th;.ir must with their new goods enter into competition with
the goods which have been stored for three or four years, it is utter de-
struction to them, and the result will be an immediate clamping and
destruction of their business.

Why do that? If the Senator is right, and T believe he is, upon the
prineiple of his amendment, why not wait until the tariff bill or the
tax bill comes up? The tax bill will present a very proper occasion to
raise the question. It may be debated and discussed then, and the
Kentucky distillers may have a chance to be heard. Why not give
them that chance? Why put riders on this bill suddenly which would
be destructive to them, plainly destructive, so destruetive as to para-
lyze at once their whole industry ?

8ir, I can not bring my mind to consent toit. Iam willing to vote for
this propesition at the proper time. I would vote for it as an amend-
ment to a bill after due notice had been given and we could hear what
these men have to say in regard to it. Congress the existing
provision of law after full and long debate. 'Why repeal it so suddenly
here without notice, so that no one interested in this question has had
an opportunity to give his reasons to the contrary? Itisnot justtodo
it. I trust, therefore, the Senate will not, however plausible this amend-
ment may be, adopt it, but rather pass the bill as it is, which willbe a
measure of great relief to men engaged in a lawful business.

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, when the question of interest was dis-
cussed a moment ago, in answer to a suggestion of the Senator from
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] about this being & Kentucky interest, I said I
thonght I had tables to show where all the whisky held in Kentucky
was owned. I have found one applicable to twenty of the largest dis-
tilleries in Kentucky, covering 20,840,740 gallons, but not a complete
one, a8 I thought I had, and I believe I have it somewhere. 1 will pre-
sent this, however:

Table showing residence of the owners of whiskies now in the disiillery bonded
warchouses of twenty distilleries in Kentucky, ing two in the second,
Jourteen in the fifth, one in the sixth, two in the seventh, and one in the
eighth collection district.

Gall

Residence of owners. Packages. ed.im:m
i 235 12,045
California. 3,768 147,106
Colorad 3,430 161,210

C t 405 19,
Georgi 745 5,015
Illinois 44,294 | 2,071,818
Indiana 9,767 459,049
Towa. 8,620 405, 140
R A% | iZ
FE A A A L R R LU e 1l 330 15,511
Mi husett 27,943 | 1,313,321
Michig 4,058 190,726
Mi TR 6,000 987 43
Miss 63,600 | 2,993,430
M 8| i
Mississippi 47 2,200
New York 69,224 | 3,253 528
N ka 2,902 108, 494
Ohio. 98, 206 4,619,912
Pennsylvani 2,135 100, 345
Rhode Island 1,440 67, 630
T 2,607 122,529
...... 6,960 327,120

Nhginie 200 9,
g}m Vi 1, g 58, 085
Dakota s hows
Mont 163 21,761
Utah 10 470
Wyoming 450 21, 150
50 2, 350
AP R S 4,600 316, 200
Total 443,420 | 20, 840, 740

This shows that Ohio in fact holds in twenty of the  distilleries
in Kentucky 40 per cent. more whisky than all the people of Kentucky
m. New York holds more, and Massachusetts nearly as much as we

One word as to the amendment offered by the Senator from Minne-
sota. That amendment means this, and it means nothing more: that
you will now, without a hearing, without a suggestion that anybody is
:gplying for any such law, strike down all the distilleries in Kentucky,

the distilleries in Pennsylvania, everywhere where whisky is made
that is held in bond for improvement, and that at the season of, the year
‘when thedistillers have hought their supplies for another year, have their
cattle on hand, and their on hand, and everything in operation.
‘With 80,000,000 gallons now in bond, and the consumption of that char-
acter of whisky amounting to 15,000,000 gallons a year—for that is all
it amounts to—six years’ ly on hand, if the distiller be told now
that he shall not have thesﬂe years that he has had by law for the
last four years to warehouse his product, but shall be compelled to pay
his tax in one year on all the whisky that he makes, it is the closing of

every distillery in the United States that makes that character of whisky
from this on; the sacrifice of all the stock have on hand; the
ing of all the catfle, of all the hogs ufev&jngconnectedwith
their business, and the millions of dollars of property they have put
into it; and it will be a sacrifice of the revenue of the Government.

Mr. FRYE. Would not that be a magnificent operation for these spec-
ulators who come in now and ask the extension of two years?

Mr. BECK. Isu that is what the Senator from Minnesota de-
sires, to make a cent speculation for these speculators and to shut
down all the distilleries of Kentucky and give the speculators an ahso-
lute monopoly. I suppose the thoroughinvestigation he made last sum-
mer made him very much in love with those gentlemen, whom he de-
nounced so loudly and reported about so favorably after he had looked
into their management.

Is it proposed now, when nobody asks for it, to strike down an indus- -
try that has paid to this Government $390,000,000 in the last twelve
years, nearly as much as youn have reduced your national debt? Men
have invested millions in this business. I say so because there is one
distillery—I will name one in the city of Louisville—where the cost of
the distillery premises alone and the buildings upon it was $1,150,000,
and thereare plenty more varying from $150,000 to $250,000, that would
not be worth anything more than the brick and the timber the very
moment this amendment was adopted and became the law. You would
bankrupt ten times as many men by this amendment if it be passed
now as you would give relief to by the bill proposed by the Senator
from Ohio.

‘We have an internal-revenue and tariff’ bill before the Senate which
we are considering every day in the Finance Committee. When that
bill comes before the Senate, as it will very soon, if the Senator from
Ohio and the Senator from Minnesota think this a proper amendment to
propose to it, let it be proposed. Let the men who own these distilleries
come and show the stock they have on hand, show the ruin with which
the proposition is fraught, show the stock they are now feeding, show
the injury that will be done to them, and when that bill comes up give
them a fair hearing. But on a bill seeking to give relief, seeking to
prevent men becoming bankrupt, for that is the bill the Senator from
Ohio proposes now, to bankrupt without notice ten times as many men
as this bill proposes to relieve—men who have believed that they were
under the protection of the Government, carrying on a legitimate busi-
ness, and who have made all their arrangements to carry on that business
at an enormous expense in every form, in the supply of grain for the
year’s work and in the supply of cattle and in the supply of hogs and
everything necessary to carry it on, and the employment of men—to stop
them at once in midwinter, is a proposition that I think will not be -

seriously entertained. .

Mr. \%INDOM. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER-
MAN | and the Senator from ‘Kentucky [Mr. BeEck] both do me injus-
tice in the object I have in view in ing this amendment.

The Senator from Ohio says its purpose and object is to defeat the
bill. I announced when on the floor a few moments ago thatel had no
such purpose. I am perfectly willing to vote for any fair measure of
relief, as I stated then.

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not think I stated it that strongly.

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator used the word ‘‘p L]

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdrasw it. I certainly did not intend to im-
pute any wrong purpose to the Senator. I and I repeat, that the
effect of the amendment would be to do what I said. If I said more
than that, I am sorry for it.

Mr. WINDOM. Idid not rise to criticise it; I referred to it only for
the purpose of giving the Senator an opportunity of sa; that he did
not intend it, becanse I have no such purpose. What the effect may be
is a matter of argument.

‘When the Senator from Kentucky says that I want to see this done
in order to break up the distillers and get up a big speculation among
the whisky owners, he does me an injustice. I had not thought of it.
The Senator from Kentucky knows a great deal more about whisky spec-
ulation than I do, for he uses it. It had not entered my head until he
made that suggestion.

It seemed to me as the Senator from Ohio discussed this question
that the two ends of his argument, the begi and the close, did not
hang together very well. At the outset he told us that he believed
the amendment I had offered was right in principle and that he would
vote for it on the tax bill or the tariff'bill or some other proper bill that
should come up hereafter, while at the close of his discussion of this
question he proceeded to show that this amendment would work de-
struction to a great interest, was unjust, unfair, and all that. I cannot
see why it would be any wo?, why it would do any greater damage,
on this bill than if it were offered on the tax bill, which may come up
in & week or two. I can not see how it would injure the distiller any
more under one bill than under the other, if it injures him at all.

The Senator from Kentucky says the tax bill will be before us in &
short time, and then there will be an opportunity to present my propo-
sition. Let me say to both those Senators, if the tax bill was coming
on so soon why was it that this whole bill (which would be very ap-
propriate in a tax bill) was not left until that time came?

The Senator from Ohio says that there area million dollars permonth to
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be paid or a million of gallons withdrawn. That is not much more than
the annual average consumption; so that during the next two months,
if a million or two should be withdrawn it can not do any very great
harm to anybody, for the demand isabout equal to a million a month,
-as T remember it, though I have not refreshed my recollection recently.

Mr. President, there are three parties interested in this bill. The
Government of the United States isone, thedistillersofand traders in the
whiskies provided for known as Bourbon whiskies are another, and the
distillers of and traders in the high wines are a third class. This third
class is quite as large or larger. I think it manufactures a much larger
proportion of the whisky of the country than does the Bourbon distiller
and trader. The bill simply selects one of the three classes interested
in this question and p: to confer upon them great benefits and to
the injury of the others. It is to the injury of the Government to some
extent in the fact that it proposes to postpone the payment of the tax.
I might consent fo that under the provisions of the bill with proper
restrictions to guard it, and save us against such difficulties in the fu-
ture; but the bill of the committee proposes no such thing. It simply
says we will confer on this class of people the benefit of a two.years’ ex-
tension, even though it may be e at the expense of the Government,
and we will do it notwithstanding the other half of the distilling inter-
est of the country or two-thirds of it (which I think is nearer the truth
than half) are here to-day protesting against it.

The Senavor from Kentucky says that this comes without notice, that
it is sprung upon us suddenly. The Senator from Ohio says it is astroke
in the dark without any notice, withont any intimation. I have read
you here a petition, which I judge from the mode in which it was gotten
ap has been circulated pretty largely over the country. 1know that the
aen interested in this business in m{{State have sent tomea copy of it
and sent the original petition to the House of Representatives. I know
the men and I know they are among the best men of the State, men
of high standing, of ex t character, men who tell us that their
business will be damaged and that the whole business of the north-
western distillers will be if this bill goes through without the
amendment which I have proposed. They use as strong language with
reference to it as they do with reference to that part which the com-
mittee has reported. The is the same. In both cases they
gay they ** earnestly petition’” Co: to grant the two years' exten-
sion, and ‘‘ we also earnestly request and petition Congress’’ to grant
the other provision which I have introduced.

The Senators tell us that this is suddenly sprung without any notice.
Mr. President, this matter has been discussed all over the country.
Both sides of this interest understand perfectly well this proposition.
The side that is taken care of by the bill now pending in the Senate
has been heard. The gentlemen whose interest will be damaged, who
xepresent the other side of the whisky guestion—and I am not now
talking of the moral question at all, but wholly as a business and eco-
momical guestion—say that their business is damaged by the vast acca-
mulations which have been piled up in warehouses during the past
three or four ﬁrs; and they say to you: We are willing that the other
interest shall have this relief if it is recessary, but at the same time if
you grant them the relief they ask, grant us the protection which we
also ask for our business.

The bill singles out one of the three interests, ignores the interest of
the Government, repudiates the interest of the other branch of whisky
distillers, and says simply: We will give relief to the one, no matter
what it costs to the Government and to the other people engaged in the
same business,

Mr. President, I have no desire to defeat this bill. I see the difficul-
ties which are presented; I see also the difficulties which are to be pre-
sented in the future; but I say thaton this bill and now is the time and
place to consider both of these questions. The gentlemen for whose
relief the bill is introduced have been heard, and I ask you now that
the others be heard also; and that if you grant them the relief asked
for, which I shall not object to provided we remove the difficulty in the
future, by my amendment.,blet us also protect the Government and the
other interest by the same bill. It is just and right; it is not a rider;
it is not introduced for any purpose of defeating the bill. Give usthis
amendment, which will fairly protect all interests, and Ishall make no
ob"&‘ection whatever to the bill.

he Senator from Kentucky says nobody has asked for my amend-
ment. I presume the petitioners, representing more than one-half of
those interested, do not address themselves to him. I know that heis
a fair-minded man, who would want to do justice to all parties con-
cerned; but I tell him there is an interest quite as large as that which
he represents which will be ed by this bill if it is passed; and
the Government will be ed also. You will find, as I said when
on my feet before, that you will only add to or aggravate the evil in the
future by passing this. You made it bad enough when you said the time
should be three years instead of one year. You now propose to make
it five years, and it will aggravate and make still worse the evil under
which they are now suffering.

Mr. President, the right way to do this thing is to grant proper re-
lief at the present time, and at the same time grant proper protection
both to the Government and to the other interest.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not know that I can add anything to what

has been said by my colleague and the Senator from Ohio. I
think that the tor from Minnesota is entirely mistaken when he
says the distillers in the Northwest are opposed to this extension. I
know that they have held a meeting, and that their president has been
in Washington city urging this very thing. I know that the only diffi-
culty or difference between them has been that the holders have generally
wanted an extension for the whisky already in bond for five years, and
the distillers have wanted it also for five years; and a compromise took
place between them and they unanimously recommended that the bill
as now reported by the committee should pass. I can say to you, sir,
that I can not see for my life how a maker of high wines is to be dam-
aged by the holding of the fine whiskies in bond until they are fit to
dmrin k.ct. It takes them that long out of competition with their own
it By

® I know that this amendment offered by the Senator from Minnesota
will amount to a confiscation of all the property invested now in the
distillation of spirits of the finest quality. It will bankrupt every man
engaged in the business. If the Senator has no sympathy, no compas-
sion for the men who have invested millions of their property in this
industry, which has paid into the Treasury of the Government more
money than the amount of the public debt that has been paid off since
the war—if he has no mercy on them, and no regard for them, pray let
him have some compassion upon his constituents. So of othe:r]kenstom
Do not force them to drink whisky before it is fit to drink; do not force
them to drink mean whisky and high wines not fit to drink at all.

This amendment will stop every distillery. It is an amendment in
the interest of the specnlators who now hold this whisky. Iam in
favor of giving them the relief which the committee has
They ought to have it. I did not think that any interest onght to be
charged for the extension. I was not willing to see my Government
become a partner of the whisky holder and profit by this extension. I
want the Government to get its revennes on the amount of whisky that
Eomintoeonsnmption, no more and no less, and if these whiskies are

ept in bond other whiskies will take theirplace if the demand requires
it. You can not sell more than a certain amount.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
offered by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WiNDoM].

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read, please.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read.

The Acting Secretary read the amendment, as follows:

Tt e Sps i eh sl ot St
Migo& mme;grmthe&mmhwﬁm be entered for deposit
in distillery warehouses,

Mr. WINDOM called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered.

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Michigan [Mr. FERRY].

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. RANSOM. My colleague [Mr. VANCE] is paired on this ques-
tion with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG]. My colleague
if here wounld vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. CAMDEN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], who has gone away
to attend the funeral of Representative Orth. I therefore withdraw
my vote.

Mr. BARROW. I am paired on this vote with the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR].

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 33; as follows:

YEAS—17.
Brown, Hale, McMillan, Sewell,
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Mahone, Windom.
Dawes, Ingalls Platt, '
Edmunds, n{“ﬁl,’ Rollins,
NAYS-33.
Allison, George, Lapham,
Bayard Gorman, Slater,
3 Groome, MePherson, V ;
Call, Harris, Miller of N. Y., Vi
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Mitchell, Walker,
Chilcott, Jackson, Pendleton, Williams,
Coke, i goh N Ransom,
onas,
G-arland. I‘m, W}‘ ]
ABSENT-—26.
Aldrich, Davis of W. Va., Hill, Plumb,
Anthony, Fair, Jones of Florida, Saunders,
Barrow, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer,
Blair, Ferry, Kellogg, Vance,
: 4 Miller of Cal., Van Wyck.
Camden, Grover, Morgan,
Davis of I1., Hampton, Morrill,

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WINDOM. I think I have an amendment now which will meet
the objection of both the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Ken-
tucky. I offer it to come in as a new section:

That the time within which distilled spirits whichshall be produced or manu-
factured after six months from the of this act are required to be with-
drawn from distillery wareh shall limited to one year from the time
such spirits shall be entered for deposit in said warchouses.

- Poa, s
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‘The objection made to the amendment which I proposed before was
that it was a snap j ent, that there were stocks on hand, a
large number of hogs, ecattle, &c., and that it would be unjust and harsh
to put an immediate stop to this. Now I propose to give them six
months’ notice.

Mr. MORRILL. Put it July 1, 1883.

Mr. WINDOM. I will modify it by making it “‘after July 1, 1883.7
I propose now to modify it so as to give an ample opportunity to work
off all this stock and to let the business adjust itself to the new law.
If the Senate desire to put a stop to this thing at all; if they desire
that when these two years expire we shall be in a better condition than
we are now, it does strike me that this is an opportunity to do it. So
long as the cause of the evil exists the evil itself will exist. Everybody
says it is an overmanufacture. Now let us give them notice until the
1st of July to work off the stock on hand, and then let ns have the old
law restored under which there was no difficulty.

Mr. SHERMAN. The same answer can be made that was made
before. This is an incongruous, matter introduced in this bill having
and intending to have the effect of dividing the friends of the bill. I
therefore will not vote for it. If the Senator desires to make radical
changes in our mode of collecting the whisky tax he can do it readily
in & bill that may soon come before us, a bill where such a provision
would be pertinent. This bill is confined to a single matter of imme-
diate relief to those who hold whisky in bond, and it should not be
extended to another subject-matter. This matter has never been con-
sidered by the committee, never been discussed there in all its bearings.
I think it is unjust and unfair to endeavor to defeat a bill of this kind
or to offer a proposition which has the effect of defeating a hill of this
kind in this way.

Mr. WINDOM. How can it defeat the bill? I do not understand.

Mr. SHERMAN. It would cause all those whose sense of justice re-
volts at a sudden change of the law without the parties being heard
to vote against the bill. This is a bill for relief—

Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator proposes to put it back, however——

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot propose to put it back.

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator said that he wounld not object to put-
‘ting it on the tax bill. Would he rather have votes against the tax
bill and the defeat of that bill? I think it is the same thing.

Mr. SHERMAN. Thisis a single bill for the relief of our constitu-
ents, mot only mine but men in all the States of this Union. It is plain
and simple. No one has spoken against the ohject of the bill. There
is no controversy aboutit. Not a Senator has denied that it is necessary
to pass some such bill as this. It is reported with entire unanimity
from the Committee on Finance, the only difference being as to the
question of interest. The Senate has settled that question. Now, is it
right to put in an i us matter that has no relation to this par-
ticular subject merely to enable this proposition, which I think will
receive the sanction of the Senate without much division, to carry some
other proposition that is disputed and contested, ially when, as is
shown in the debate, the passage of this would probably cause more
disturbance, more discontent, more controversy in the whisky traffic
than any measure that could be proposed? The Senate only three or
four years ago by a large vote carried the very proposition that the Sen-
ator now seeks to . Why attach this subject to this bill?

Mr. WINDOM. use the Senator has himself shown that that
bill was the cause of all the trouble.

Mr. SHERMAN. It was not the cause of all the trouble. Why not
extend this relief and pass the bill in a proper way? I heg Senators
who are really in favor of ing this relief to remember that the effect
of this amendment attached to this bill will be to defeat what is ameas-
ure of relief demanded, I think, by the sense of justice of almost every
Senator who has heard the debate.

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, it has been said here several times,
and the country might believe it after the reiteration, that some of these
amendments are sprung upon the Senate and the country without any
notice and without any preparation for discussion or argument upon
them. Now, sir, it is a remarkable fact that as to this bill the first and
only notice we have ever had of it was this morning.

Mr. SHERMAN. It has heen pending for some time.

Mr. CONGER. It has not been pending here twenty-four hours. It
was reported yesterday and is in print this morning. The Senator from
Ohio reported this bill on the 18th of December, as appears on the face
of the printed bill. Now, what has been done? On the 4th of April
last a bill of fifteen pages was introduced into the Senate and it dragged
its 1 along here, with allusions to it made so timidly by those who
wanted to bring it up, lest they should have some responsibility for in-
troducing it, a worse bill, I admit, than this, until on May 16 an amend-
ment of fourteen was reported as a substitute for it by the Sen-
ator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. They are hoth printed with this
same bill. On June 15 it was called up and considered, and it had no
father, no sponsor. Almost without opposition, after it was considered,
it was indefinitely by this body.

- glny June 19 thenm m%t_}'lc;a: entered to reconsider the vote irx;gheﬁ-
peik puztponing N motion II.OMY dared press or er
or be responsible for. In all the Senate no man was boldpenough to do
more than ask the Benate to reconsider its vote of indefinite postpone-

ment; and so it slipped until December 16, when it was recommitted to-
the Committee on Finance. This morning we have the result of all
this, a bill simmered down fo a page of provisions, and gentlemen say
it must not be amended becanse the amendments are new2-have not
been discussed; and yet there is not a provision in this little short bill
which co: exactly with any of the provisions of the two other
bills. It does not hurt anything to have a new proposition come on a
whisky bill at any time, in my judgment.

I have learned things to-day from the diseussion here which I have
been very glad to learn. I have learned here that all the people of the
United States areasked to extend the time for the payment of $70,000,000
tax on whisky, and the Senator from Delaware gives as one of the prin-
cipal reasons for that extension that the country may be filled up with
distillery-fed beef and distillery-fed pork, that we may not stop the dis-
tillery-beef-making process, the slop beef and the slop pork of the coun-
try. That is not a very forcible argument to address to a person rep-
resenting the beef-growers and the swine-growers of my State. They
have not an overanxiety to have the market filled up with swill beef
and swill pork; and the gentleman mistook the argument if the object
was to induce those of us who represent an agricultural portion of the
United States where they raise beef and pork, and feed them grass and
grain, not the filthy slop from the distillery but good pure food, secur-
ing good healthy beef, good healthy pork, to vote for such a bill. The
people of almost all-the United States, from Texas to the lakes, offer
good, healthy meat in the markets of the United States, and we are asked
to give a bonus of $70,000,000 or withhold the payment of $70,000,000-
of taxes into the Treasury, when all other persons have to pay their
taxes or lose their property; and one of the strong reasons which the
Senator from Delaware has found out is that to require payment will
stop the production of swill-fed beef and swill-fed pork, and prevent
their coming into the market in competition with the healthy beef and
pork of all the other States. I think there are but, three States in all
this Union that attempt to impose upon the good Christian people of
this land swill-fed beef aggegork in competition with Michigan beef and
Montana beef and Towa and Pennsylvania beef and Texas beef.

The arrow went a little too far beyond the mark. The swill-fed beef
arrow and the swill-fed pork arrow aroused my opposition to the pro-
visions of this bill to just the extent that all the people I represent are
interested in the market being open to good, healthy beef and pork. It
isamnimrymmnre,ithasgotdownwtﬁat, I am happy to find
that I can discuss a sanitary measure connected with this bill without
at all alluding to the sanitary effect of drinking spirits. I have got it
away from the human part of creation; it has come to the bovine part
and the porkine part—the unhealthiness of this traffic and of this busi-
ness upon the animal creation. So nobody can accuse me of being
fanatical or extravagant in what I may feefa particular desire to say
on a proper occasion about the evil of manufacturing so much whisky
for the country.

I rest for this time upon presenting to the representatives of an agri-
cultural people and fo the people of the whole country the evil which
this bill brings upon the health of the conntry by fostering and encour-
aging the production of unhealthy meat. I suppose I shall be passed
by with as little attention as the argument of the Senator from Dela-
ware on the swill-fed side of the question was. I do not think it af-
fected anyhody except to arouse a little feeling on the part of those who
represent the true agricultural interest of the people, to arouse a little
feeling that it is not a good argument here to pass such bills as make
;101‘0 swill-fed heef in the market and more swill-fed pork in the mar-

et.

My people donot desire the market filled with that kind of provisions.
They want a market for good beef, and for healthy pork free from the
diseases that have been shown for years to accompany that fed on the
production of the distilleries, whether in the shape of meat or of milk.
1 should like to have some of these Kentucky gentlemen from the blue-
ﬁ ion answer to their constituents why they will bring in this

ind of beef and pork to deteriorate the value of the best beef in the
world, perhaps, raised in the blue-grass region.
Mr. WILLIAMS. 7ill the Senator right there allow me to make o
little statement for his information?

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am o raiser and a grazer, and I know that the
distillery-fed cattle bring more cents per pound than the corn-fed cattle
and are better beef.

Mr. CONGER. De gustibus non est disputandum, I have heard. I do
not know but that I might learn to like the flavor of the delicate ma-
terial in beef, but in pork I never tried it. I do not know how that
may be. It may be better, or it may be asubstitute. I can not tell
how this invisible spirit of evil gets into corn and is got out of corn,
how it works itself in some way to be better in the liguid form than it
is where nature leaves it in its solid form, grain, to be eaten, to be used
for bread, the staff of life; and how that invisible spirit of evil can
work itself into beef through the distillery, and into pork through
the distillery, and make itself in demand at more per pound in beef
and pork than the clean, healthy, grass-fed, corn-fed beef and pork of
the country, I cannot imagine.” What kind of taste must men have
and how have they brought those tastes to that kind of a test that slop-
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fed beef shall receive from them more money per pound than the pure,
healthy beef of the mountain and plain?

I have heard it said that men who could not eat corn could worry
down a little if it was worked over into whisky. [Laughter.] It
may be that men-who cannot endure beef might manage to dispose of a
portion of a roast if it had this evil spirit of whisky some way or other
passed through the distillery into the cattle and remaining inherent
there. I leave it to the chemists and to the philosophers, I leave it to
those who say swill-fed beef is the best, to tell by what invisible and
insensible process the whisky of the grain shall work out into the cattle
s0 as to make the beef more valuable. I canunderstand how the liguid
can be sold by the quart, but I can not understand how that same
liguid worked into beef should sell for more by the pound.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the Senator address his question to me?

Mr. CONGER. Well, it is a general question that I should put, to
receive an answer, to all who are familiar with the subject so that I may
receive some light upon it. .

Mr. W . 1 have only this to say, that I do not understand
the philosophy of the case, but I know the fact, and I can only suppose
that it is by taking the intoxicating quality out of the corn that the
beef is made better by the slop. %La.u hter. .

Mr. CONGER. What I have earg, wi t pretending to know
much about it, is that it is impossible, even with the strychnine and
all kinds of poisons put into the mash, to get a large percentage of the
spirit out of the corn. Now, it is said (and if my friend from Kentuclky
says it is not so I yield to his superior knowlegge of the subject) that
there still remains in the mash, after all the whisky that can be got out
by the ordinary processes and by all the convulsions which strychnine
can give to the mash, alﬁpemtageofthewhisky that goes to the
cattle and to the hogs. t is the theory npon which I am talking
and upon which I desire some light.

I do not know that the amount of spirits in the slop would be so great
as to make the food better or worse; I can not tell about that part of
the thing; but the examination of medical men, published in the papers
for years, a critical, careful analysis of the products of swill-fed cattle
in the shape of milk, has shown that milk from such cattle is injurious
to health and detrimental to all the interests of those who useit. Why
should it not remain in the beef? Why should it not remain in the
pork? *Does it breed those swarming, crawling, hideous things that
bring death in the pork when eaten? They are in the mash; do they
stay in the cattle? The strychnine does not kill them. I submit to
anybody who has any i knowledge on this subject whether

strychnine used in distilling and the other vile compounds add any-
thing to the desire he would have for the use of strychnine-fed beef and
pork. That is the thing.

But I want to of another subject. It is admitted by the Sen-
ator from Ohio, who complained that this amendment was forced on the
Senate, and who himself has his printed bill here with a new clause,
which is the whole of the bill printed yesterday and presented this morn-
ing, that if this bill is passed there is nothing to prevent the recurrence
of the same overproduction of whisky, and a demand at the end of two
years and an increased demand for this kind of relief. My friend is a
statesman; these evils are growing slowly and gradually from year to
year until they demand even hissupport of a measure which he believes
to be wrong. Why in this bill did he not put in some provision against
overproduction? Not a thing, not a word, nothing'to limit the amount
that may be put in bond to even the eighty or ninety millions of ns
in bond now there. 'Why not say at least that the aggregate shonld never
exceed whatitisnow? I submit that was a very proper subject for the
committee to inquire about. -

The very amendment that has been voted down, all admit, would
tend to prevent the overproduction of whisky; and yet this body voted
it down. Onlyseventeen men here of all this Senate are willing to pre-
vent the recurrence of what all admit is now and will continue to be a
great and growing evil.

I do not ask any amendment of this bill to make it agreeable to me.
I shall vote against it with almost any amendment upon it, but Ishould
like to have the Senator from Ohio who has introduced this morning
this bill and called it up withont giving us any time to consider it,
without much of any time for discussion—I would like him and the
Committee on Finance of the Senate to provide some way against the
recurrence within the next two years in a magnified form of the same
evil which we were called to meet three years ago, and we are called to
meet it now. 3

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Minnesota, which will be again read for
information as modified.

The ActiNG SECRETARY. The proposed amendmént is to add:

8gc, —, That the time within which distilled spirits which shall be produced
or manufactured after July 1, 1883, are required to be withdrawn from distillery
warchouses shall be limited to one year from the time such spirits shall be entered
for d it in said warel

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the yeas and nays. :

Mr. HALE. M. President, there is to me something remarkable
about the sensitiveness of the men who are interested in this bill and
those who advocate it here. The Senator from Ohiowho has it in charge

wants no amendment added, but says that this is a single measure for re-
lief'and that we should not be allowed to go further, and that the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota and just read is incon-
gruous and therefore should be thrown out. ‘Where the in ity is
puzzles me to find out. The bill itself deals simply with the question of
extending relief to the whisky interest by giving it more time to hold
spirits in bond.

It is said that it troubles them; that there will be failures and suffer-
ing and paralysisand prostration if that time is not given. Everybody
knows that this is an old scheme; it is an old expedient tried time and
again here, and, as is admitted by Senators, likely to occur again. The
Senator from Minnesota proposes an amendment that will cure all that
and in the future leave the law as it was formerly at a fixed time, giving
ample notice of that time, so that we shall not be continunally troubled
by the whisky interest clamoring at our doors for special relief.

I shall vote most heartily and earnestly for the amendment, in order
1o put this interest out of the way, so that it shall not be continually com-
ing here and thundering as it does for help and support. How it is that
to-day, with the things that ought to be dominating in interest before
the Senate, thismeasure has got the right of way, I do not know. The
civil-service bill is all ready for action and hangs suspended in mid-air,
but it is dropped; appropriation bills that are ready to be passed are
left in the lurch; and the whisky bill for the relief of the whisky inter-
est dominates everything else, comes to the front, and has the right of
way, and we are asked not even to be allowed to amend it so that here-
after we shall not be troubled in this way.

I know of no other interest that secures such hold and that gets the
right of way as this. American shipping needs some protection and
some relief, but it has the go-by and nobody pays any attention to it.
Certain classes of the soldiery of the country demand legislation for their
relief. There isnobody here to crowd out appropriation bills and eivil-
service-reform billsin orderto get the ear of the Senate and of the country
for them. But when the whisky interest demands legislation for its
relief, then it has the right of way, and if any Senator ventures to offer
an amendment that cure this evil he is told that it is ous
and has no business here, and that we must confine ourselves to the bill
itself. As I have said, for one I shall vote most heartily for the amend-
ment of the Senator from Minnesota.

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], I
suppose, proposes to dispose of this bill as he tried to dispose of the reso-
lution relating to civil-service reform by his amendment to the resolu-
tion I offered. It is a good way to kill the bill. If the Senate is not
in favor of relief, it can vote down the bill. I tried to presentasimple
P ition for civil-service reform that he is so anxious about; but he
took care to kill it in very much the same way that he proposes to kill
this bill. He and the Senator from Minnesota are trying to kill this
Jjust about as fairly—

Mr, HALE. I wish the Senator from Kentucky would explain to the
Senate how it is that this amendment offered by the Senator from Min-
nesota, if the bill pass with the amendment attached to it, in any way
kills the purpose of this bill in affording relief now. I have not had
any explanation given by anybody who has talked on that side of the
question. The Senator from Minnesota, from what he said, evidently
isin the dark. I know that other Senators feel as I doabout it. 'Where
“tjslctl };sl.mt- this amendment touches and makes any infirmity in the bill
i ?

Mr..BECK. Because this amendment limiting the right to hold in
bond for one year even on six months’ notice is, as the Senator from Min-
nesota knows, if' the Senator from Maine does not, a virtual confisca-
tion, without ing, of all the distillery property in the United States
engaged in that business. If the Senator from Maine desires to be
heard and to show any good reason why that should be done, he can do it
on another bill before the Senate, and then he can be answered by men
who do understand the case and who will show to the counfry and the
Senate that the proposition never ought to be entertained. Now, it is
sought to be forced through when men are secking relief from bank-
ruptey, either to embarrass the action there or to take advantage of men
who cannot be heard. I might as well move as an amendment to this
bill a proposition to make ships free, cotton free, cotton-ties
free, barb-wire fence free, salt and coal as to bring this in here.
Either give the relief these people ask or vote it down, and give men
whose property you seek to confiscate an opportunity to be heard be-
fore the committee on the bill pending andogmr what they have got to
say against it. That is the whole proposition.

Mr. INGALLS. How does the proposed amendment confiscate the
property of all the distillers in the country?

Mr. BECK. Becausewhen men are allowed now to hold for five years
80,000,000 of gallons on hand when the annual consumption is only
15,000,000, the distillers who make from this time on will in one year
have their doors closed for five years, and in five years the distilleries
will rot down. T suppose thatis a fact, isitnot? Will any man make
liquor in one year when 15,000,000 is the average consumption and
fhemm&doaoﬂo,ﬂﬂﬂgﬂlmmhand? Can he make anything? Can he
ex to do it ?

. INGALLS. The distilleries that manufactured the 15,000,000
necessary for consumption will not be confiscated.
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Mr. BECK. The very reason of the relief now is because the pro-
duction has exceeded the consnmption.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Maine wants to know how it is
that appmlﬁmhon bills are thrust aside by this bill. The only appro-
priation bill that is ready for the consideration of the Senate is the con-
‘sular and diplomatic bill. It was my purpose to call up that bill to-day;
but for a moment I was in the cloak-room and the Senator from Ohio
[Mr. SHERMAN] secured the floor, saying to me that this bill would
-occupy only a brief space of time in the Senate. Therefore I yielded to
‘him. I believe he said it would create no debate, and on that assurance
I yielded to him for the consideration of this measure. I do not think
the consular and diplomatic bill will occupy a great deal of the time of
‘the Senate, and therefore I do not consider that it is a great strain on
the appropriation bills to consider this question.

Now I desire to say a word or two on the proposition before the Sen-
ate. I agreed in the Committee on Finance to report this bill without
amendment, believing as I did that it was not an unwise thing to place

-an interest clause upon it, but the interest clause amounting to a very
-small sum, I waived it in committee and voted against itin the Cham-
‘ber. There are some things, however, which have been disclosed in
this debate that almost make me doubt the ground on which I stand.

The object of this proposition was to relieve the market from the

80,000,000 gallons of Bonrbon whiskies, or whiskies of that grade, that
are now manufactured and in bonded warehouse. The Senator from
‘Kentucky [Mr. BECK] properly states that the consumption of this
class of whisky is about 15,000,000 gallons per annum, or taking a rea-
‘sonable consumption it would certainly not exceed 20 000,000 gallons.
‘Therefore the amount of whisky now in bond is equal to 'the consumpti
for four years; so that if there were no whisky distilled for the next
four years there would still be a sufficient quantity of this Kentucky
whisky to su AE]:.l_jr the market.

Mr. ING

Mr. ALLISON. Of this grade, I mean. When the Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. WiNDox] introduced his amendment providing that
all whiskies hereafter manufactured shall only continue in bond one
year, then we are told what I did not know, I confess, before, that the
distilleries that manufictured thisclass of whlskyare to continue to man-
ufacture whisky. If they are to continue to manufacture whisky, and
ﬁthem is to be no stoppage, I want to know how we are to get rid of

eat excess of distilled spirits on hand at this date? That is what
t'mu les me ; and I want the Senator from Kentucky to explain to me
if the distilleries in his State are to continue to manufacture this kind
of whisky to the extent of twenty millions a year, how we are ever to
-get 1id of this excess of Kentucky w: , because that is the thing
“fhat troubles me. - That is a fact that has been disclosed in this debate
which I did not understand fully before. I supposed that this relief
wasto begranted, that the distilleries for the time being were tobe closed
until the excess of this higher class and e of whiskies shonld be
da?osed of in the market ; butif the distilleries are to go on day b;
and month by month, I do not see how we are ever to rid o
question unless we take it and handle it in some radical form as is suﬂ-

by the Senator from Minnesota.

Mr. BECK. I can answer r.!?h.:;;, I think. The ;fmrplusonh:mdm

.owned largely by dealers, very ely; nine-tenths of it

Mr. INGALLS. Largely by dindeny

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir; of course it is.

Mr. INGALLS. I thought it was held largely by speculators who
had pawned the certificates on which the bank advanced money.

Mr. BECK. I embracein the word ‘‘dealers’ all who buy from the
distillers. You may designate them by any term you choose. Those
people have largely overpurchased, that is evident by the amount of
whisky in bond. The consumption is 70,000,000 a year of high wines,
and the balance is in bond. In 1879 and 1850 those who are now seek-
ing relief and who are supposed to be on the verge of bankruptcy (as
we know from statements made before the committee that many of
them are; I do not care about calling the names of those who ap;
before the committee from Cincinnati and elsewhere) p more
than the country demanded, just as has been done in a great many
articles before. We all know what caused the panic in 1873; we know
what has been the effect of overproduction in many articles.

The Kentucky distiller, the iller who makes fine whiskies, of
course will not make unless he can sell. Men who have largely over-
bought will not be caught twice doing the same thing. The produc-
tion is reduced very greatly now, to less than 30 per cent. of what it
was two years ago, because of this overproduction. Still, if they are
allowed the three years the law now gives them they can keep their
distilleries open and they can keep feeding their stock as they are doing,
many to a limited extent, and the two years' extension bridges over
most of the time for the stock now on hand, and the younger grades of
whisky will be bought by men who know that in four or five years
the surplus now on hand will be exhausted. Allowing the three years
now permitted, the younger whisky they will make next year and the
year after will not be forced on the market until after the present surplus
s exha because it will be four or five years before it can be nused; it
will be bought by men to a limited extent, will be manufactured to a
limited extent. If, however, you make the 'time one vear peremptorily,

LS. That is, if no more whisky of this grade were made.

you close them all up, and you stop hereafter all revenne from that
class of whisky. That is the whole effect of it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Wixpon].

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays on that.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. LOGAN. 1 should like to get from the Senator from Kentucky,
the Senator from Towa, or any other Senator a little information on
this suhject. I do not want to vote against the interest of these men
merely becanse they manufacture whisky. I do not want to be gov-
erned by any notions I may have or may not have on the subject of
temperance in respect to this interest; but as I understand the law
three years are allowed now. This i is an extension of the time, becanse
of an overproduction, for two years longer. Is that correct?

Mr. BECK. An extension of the time for the goods on hand.

Mr. LOGAN. The proposition of the Senator from Minnesota is to
restrict all manufactures of whisky hereafter to one year in bonded
warchouse. That reduces the three years to one year, as I understand
it. Is that not the proposition ?

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is just as the law was originally.

Mr. LOGAN. I merely wantto get at the point. If that is the prop-
osition T am it for the reason I shall state. The manufacture of
that article, as we understand it, requires a very large amount of cap-
ital, first to make what is commonly called the plant. It certainly re-
qu.u'es an immense amount of capital to the tax before you can put
the whisky on the market. This extension of time is given to afford
an opportunity to the manufacturer of thisarticle to work off the article

ption | as he pays the tax on it.

Under the law in refefence to foreign articles imported into this coun-
try an article imported lies in bond in the warehouse or in the custom-
house; and the party has the right to export that article and send it to
some other country, and so work it off without paying any tax what-
ever. It isallowed to lie in bond in the custom-house until he has an
opportunity to dispose of it; at least a time is fixed—

Mr. BECK. Three years.

Mr. LOGAN. Three years in which he has an opportunity fo work
off the article. Now, it does seem to me that where we give persons im-
porting goods into this country that time to work them off without re-

quiring an immense capital to pay the tax at the time and keep it on
hand in bulk till they sell it, we ought at least to be as liberal to our
own people who manufacture articles. That is the way it seems to
me. I may be wrong about it, but it does seem to me that if I am cor-
rect in this proposition the trune principle to be adopted is to give our
own manufacturers in this country the same opportunity that we give
the manufiacturers in other countries to export to this country when
their articles are to be handled by our people. That looks tome to be
Teasonable.

Mr. HALE. An importer has only one year.

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. You can import any ar-
ticle from England or Germany or anywhere else to-day and put it in
bond, and you can export that article and send it to South America and
sell it there, and you make your money out of it and never be required
to pay any taxes whatever. That is the law as I understand it.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifyou do it within a year.

Mr. LOGAN. The time makes no difference. Therefore I say that
this manufactured article being in excess of the necessities or require-
ments of the country, whatever they may be, it is just as fair to these
people to give them an opportunity to work it off withont requiring
this immense amount of money to pay the tax as it is in the other in-
stance.

If you adopt the amendment introduced by the Senator from Minne-
sota, it will do exactly what the Senator from Kentucky says. Now,
dealers have three years to work off this article; you extend it two years
to the article on hand; then you reduce the three to one and you
force the parties who manufacture hereafter in one year to put their
product on the market at once and get rid of it, and you have a greater
glut in the market than you have to-day. That is the effect of it, and,
as the Senator from Kentucky says, if that amendment is adopted it will
put every distiller into bankruptcy.

‘Whether distilling spirits is a proper thing or not, I am not discuss-
ing. I only discuss the guestion as to the operation of the law as it
at 1 exists and the operation of this amendment as it would exist
if it were adopted and a law on the manufacturers of this article. I
think the effect would be exactly as the Senator from Kentucky says.
It will put into bankruptcy every distillery in the United States in
operation to-day that would be compelled to work off its article within
twelve months when you extend the bonded period two years. You
allow those having spirits in bond to keep them theretwo years and
require the distiller hereafter to work off the whole of his manufacture
promptly. So all now on the market and that to be produced in the
next twelve months would be forced on the market. It would be
worse than to leave the law as it is to-day, in my judgment. For that
reason I shall vote against the amendment.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.).
It is very evident that we can not reach a vote on th.l.s question to-night.
I move that the Senate adjourn.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvaniamoves
that the Senate do now adjourn.

The motion was not agreed to.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say a word and I shall not occupy three
minutes of the time of the Senate.

In the first place I wish to say that I suspect nobody will deny that
all this ial legislation in the interest of any tax-payer is false in
principle, and can not be defended upon any grounds of fair play and
equal taxation. The whisky-tax laws, like all other tax laws external
and internal, when they began, put the whisky men on the same foot-
ing as everybody else, plain and prudent regulations that they could
conform their business to. By and by it was found desirable by the
whisky men, the people engaged in this business, not to pay their taxes
on the production. They were allowed to keep it one year in bond for
disposition. They found it was inconvenient to pay their taxes like
everybody else on the law under which they had acted. Then they got
us to pass the act of 1878, March 28, which, for them in parficular and
nobody e]:;ei extended the time for the payment of their taxes for three
years. As I should read the statute, it would be three years in addi-
tion to the one. My learned coll e, the chairman of the Committee
on Finance, says the true construction is that it was only an extension
of two years, making it three altogether; but to my unsophisticated eye
1 should say it would be four altogether. But no matter about that.

That which was on the face of it apparently exceptional, abnor-
mal, provided that for this delayed payment of taxes there should be
assessed interest at the rate of 5 per cent. The Senate and the House
of Representatives and the President agreed to it. With that provision
they should have an extension of time by paying interest on their taxes.
The next time Congress came around the gentlemen engaged in this oc-

n came here andpersuaded(rﬁzfmm by good reasons or bad ones
to take off the interest provision entirely and to let them delay the pay-
ment of their taxes without any interest at all, because they were going
to be oppressed and ruined if they paid interest. Now, these very same
people under this bill are to have another extension for I have forgotten
the length of time and I donot care what it is—another extension with-
out interest.

‘Where are we going to end, Mr. President, with this kind of legisla-
lation ? Is it not just like the issue of paper money? The Chair will
pardon me, for I know he has peculiar opinions about paper money;
but the more of it you issue that is not redeemable in coin somewhere,
the more you need at the very next occasion to supply the inflation of
prices and the depreciation of money.

Now, we extend this for another year or two, whatever the bill is,
and when the time comes on, what are yougoing to dothen? Are yon
going to stop, or are you going on indefinitely providing that this one
class of tax-payers of the United States shall have a favor that is ex-
tended to no else ?

Mr. President, to be as brief as possible and keep within the time I
have allotted to myself, it appears to me that this bill is false in prin-
ciple. Ifit is to pass, the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota
will have some tendency to bring us back to a solid footing again.

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishall detain the Senate but a few moments in
replying to some observations that have been made in respect to this
bill. What is it? Here is a bill that has been sent to us by the House
of Representatives, the representatives of the people, nearly a year ago,
to relieve an industry which had accumulated $80,000,000 worth of
stock on hand. Under the laws as they exi as it was shown to the
House of Representatives, if these laws were €very person en-

in the manufacture of these spirits, or who was the owner of
them, would be ntterly ruined and destroyed, in all human probability.
There was $30,000,000 worth of whisky on hand, when the ordinary
consumption would be about $20,000,000 per annum.

The House of Representatives after full examination by the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means reported thdt the best solution of this guestion
was to allow people only to pay tax when the goods were entered for
consumption. They put it on the ground that the Government of the
United States, which receives four-fifths of the value of these goods in the
way of taxes, ought to be willing to wait until the holders could find a
market for their goods and sell them. That was the position in which
the bill came to us.

The Senate, however, was dissatisfied with the bill, and the Senate
Committee on Finance reported substantially against it and reported
another proposition, which gave two years’ additional time not only to
the stock on hand but to that which might be manufactured, so as to
allow the manufacturers of whisky to pay the tax any time within five

ears from the date of man allowing them that time to do it.

e did not place them on a better position than every importer of mer-
chandise in the United States. Goods are brounght here and our laws
me that®hey can be retained for three years in Government ware-

After the first year they have to pay taxes, and on the final

withdrawal if the importer keeps them three years they must pay 10 per
cent. additional, but during the period that they are thus stored in ware-
house they may be exported without any taxation whatever.

This same subject has been constantly agitating the minds of the per-
sons in interest, and the people of the West and especially in the region
where these whiskies are made. They are scattered all over the coun-
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try, and they come here, men whom I know, men of high character and
standing, as numerous—I will not say as the sands of the sea—but
numerous as are the men engaged in the business from all parts of the ~
country. They say nowthat these are piling in, the taxes are

becoming due, and the tables brought before us by the Commissioner
of Internal Revenue show that there must be paid about a million of
dollars a month, and after two or three months a million and a half or

two million dollars must be paid, and these goods must be forced on
the market. The effect of that would be utter destruction to the men

who own these whiskies, because they will not sell in a forced market
for more than the Government tax, and the Government must first be
paid and these men will be rnined. Money loaned upon this property,

represented by warehouse certificates deposited for spirits in the Gov-
ernment warehouses in Kentucky mainly, will be lost, and distress
and trouble will be created in all parts of the country.

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Ohio a question?

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Ohio please tell me and
the other Senators who are interested in this bill, how he proposes to
wind up this abnormal and exceptional state of things ; or does he mean
to make a general system that there shall be an indefinite extension
from time to time?

Mr. SHERMAN. I intended to meet that very point. Here is this
stock on hand; the taxes are becoming due; the taxes are payable; the
property will be sacrificed, and many people who are engaged in alaw-
ful undertaking will be ruined. Men have told me almost with tears
in their eyes, men whom I know, men who are just as good as any per-
sons in the Senate, men who are engaged in what they consider a law-
ful business, that if they are compelled to pay the taxes now they will
at once abandon the property as confiscated to the Government, and
the forced sales of these g)gits will not only rnin them but will ruin
the whole traffic in the o class of spirits that can not be kept more
than two or three or four months. o the injury that is caused by this
toppling down of the value of their property will extend itself to all
this business, to bankers, to transporters, to persons in a great
variety of business. They come here and represent this condition of
affairs; and finally yielding their original demand, giving up their de-
mand that they ought not to pay the tax until they can sell the goods,
they simply say, *‘ Give us two years’ more time and we will work off
the stock; we will export it or sell it, and bear the sacrifice.”

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what they said in 1878.

Mr. SHERMAN. Precisely, and responded to them. If
anybody is in fault, Congress by yielding to the extension from one to
three years encouraged them in this overproduction.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then where are yon going to stop?

Mr. SHERMAN. I will come to that in a moment. The Senator
from Vermont asks me when this will stop. I say it is stopped to some
extent already. Last year the manifest overproduction was appearing
upon the face of the returns, gradually growing up to 80,000,000 gallons.
There is already a pause, there has already been a falling off of the pro-
g:lcﬁon of Bourbon whiskies something like from six to ten million

lons.

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue gives a table of 6,000,000 gal-
lons. Six million gallons have already been withdrawn from the Gov-
ernment warehouses since we were here before. The distilleries in Ken-
tucky, the distilleries in Pennsylvania, and all the rye and Bourbon dis-
tilleries have been lessening and reducing their production until it is
now probably not one-third of what it was two years ago. I do mnot
know about this except as I hear it from these gentlemen.

Mr, BECK. Itisreduced down to 35 per cent. That is my recol-
lection of the arrangement made.

Mr. SHERMAN. The matter is working its own cure; and these
men know that if they produce anything like the quantity they did
before they will destroy their own product and their own market. But
it is said, ** Why not stop them ; why not stop the distillers?”’ Any-
body who knows anything about these distilleries knows that to lay
them up one year is practical destruction. Every year they have got
to run to a certain extent to keep their mash-tubs and all the various
paraphernalia in order. They have to keep them going even if they
work but 20 per cent. of their production; they must keep them going
more or less. When they start they have to keep going all the year
round. They can not suddenly stop, because they have their stock on
hand to feed. If it isnotsuch good beef orsuch good pork as my friend
can raise in Michigan, still they have to keep going till the end of the

year.

Now, to come back to this proposition; is it wise to complicate this
bill, which is simply an earnest effort to extend the hand of relief to a
class of business men in this country? Shall we connect with
that a proposition that is disputed and controverted between these
various producers of whisky? The producers of Itgh wines living in
Minn inois, and even in Ohio, say they do not care so much for
the bonded period, because their product is as good two months after it
is made as it ever will be.  On the other hand, the Kentucky distiller
says his product is worth nothing for sale until it has age, so that it
may meet the appetite of my friend from Kentucky, and my friend
from Vermont, and myself, and those who like some age given to it,
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It is of no value oompamﬁvelg until it has age. I say it is not right,
it is not just between man and man; it will look harsh and cruel toall
these people engaged in the business to see us couple a disputed propo-
sition which will divide these interests, which will be disputed in this
body and make a contest, with a proposition which is a simple measure
of relief and justice. That is the view I take of the case.

All I desire in reporting this bill is simply to give these men a chance
to save themselves. They know that they have, in pursuance of the
law that you unwisely passed three years ago, bronght this evil on them,
and they have got to work out of it, as they are now working out of it,

reducing the production to about one-third of ‘what it was before, and

v will work out of it; gradually this whisky will go into the market

and be exported and be consumed and absorbed out of the way, and
you can not hurry it. You ean not in the mean time stop these distill-
eries entirely either this year or next year. You must let them, each
man taking the risk of p ive gain or loss, work out the problem.
For one I say that now, having good, fair notice, this measure of relief
having been given to them after this struggle, they must feel that they
never can any further relief from Congress. I should not feel dis-
posed to grant it myself.

Mr. EDMUNDS. But you are unwilling to put it in the law that
this thing shall terminate on the proposition of the Senator from Min-
nesota.

Mr. SHERMAN. I am unwilling to put in force a law that will
close up the distilleries until the whole 80,000,000 gallons now on hand
are absorbed. If you revive the old law of one year now, no distillery
can start, it must lie idle and rot, as ome of these distilleries will in
two years. I have seen many of them scattered throngh Ohio. Lay
up a distillery and in two years it is scarcely worth anything, as Sena-
tors know, owing to the nature of this perishable kind of property.
The tubs and vats and different t about the establishment rot
from disuse. You must allow the distillers to go on a little, but they
can not go on with a limitation which will require them to sell their
- product within one year in competition with the largeamount of cured

Bourbon whisky now in the market.

8ir, I hope the Senate—I am sorry to have detained it so long—will
pass this bill. I belive it is a harmless bill of relief that will save
from ruin a many men and will do the Government no harm. We
get 5 per cent. on all this every bit of it, and more too—more than
we pay ourselves, No harm is done to let these whisky men work out
the problem hereafter for themselves as to future distillation.

Mr, WILLIAMS. T only want to say a single word in connection
with what the Senator from Ohio has said. It is not disputed by any-
body that there is a t excess of fine whiskies now in bond over the
demand for them. e question has been considered by the distillers
how the desired end can be reached, and they have held a meeting, and
they have all agreed that there was but one way to reach it, and that
was to stop the manufacture of nearly two-thirds and get an extension
of two years more, which would enable them so to distribute over the
five years the surplus now on hand and the reduced production, as to
enable an equilibrinm to be restored between production and consump-
tion. That is the whole of it. The distillers éverywhere have entered
into that ent.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose this law passes, how long do you suppose
they will stay sto ?

Mr. WILLIAMS. They will stay stopped until they see whether the
law is to be repealed or not. I venture to say that not a single new dis-
tillery will come up. The distillers are inferested in this extension,
though they do not own more than one-tenth of the whisky now in bond.
It is owned by people scattered all over this Union from Boston to San
Francisco. do not want to break their customers, A merchant
can not do suceessful business where his customers are all insolvent.
The distiller is not directly interested in this extension so much except
to protect his cunstomers. He knows the excess thatison hand. He has
agreed to reduce his production to 35 per cent. of what he has hereto-
fore made, and asked Congress to extend the bonded period two years
Jonger that he may distribute what will be made and what is now in
excess on hand over the five years, and the trade then will be in a healthy
condition. .

Mr, EDMUNDS. 8o that this is really a kind of gnardian act of
grace on the part of the distillers for the benefit of the dealers, :

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, it is an act of justice to thousands of the best
men in our country.

Mr. INGALLS, I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky a ques-
tion. It is estimated, I see, that since the 1st of July of this year
about 5,000,000 gallons of whisky has been withdrawn from bond. Can
he say how much since that time has been entered in bond of the same

. grade of whiskies?

Mr, WILLIAMS. No, sir, I can not say. I know that the whole
production of the United States is about one hundred and eighteen or
one hundred and twenty million gallons, and that we have been ex-
porting about twenty millions a year, and we have consumed in this
country yearly about seventy-five or eighty million, and that excess of
twenty million has been accum on hand and has made this it
surplus now in bond. The whisky in is not all drinkable w’ 5

There is a great deal of high wines now in bond. A majority of it is
drinkable whisky, fine goods, and there are some twepty millions of
common whisky now in bond.

It is a wide mistake to suppose that the manufacturers of common
whisky are to this extension. I have not met a whisky man,
North or South, anywhere, whether he made alcohol, high wines, or fine
Bourbon, as they term it in the trade, who was not in favor of the ex-
tension. The Government does not lose a dollar. It will get all its
taxes. It can only get the revenue on the amount that goes into con-
sumption. It will get that, and it will get no more. Why resort to
harsh measures to punish and break and ruin men who have contrib-
uted so largely to the Treasury of the United States?

Mr, INGALLS. The argument is made that unless.we this bill
thedistillinginterest of this country will become bankrupt. tmeans,
of course, that they will be compelled toshutdownand stop production.
The reasoning, therefore, is that if this bill does pass they will continue
production and hence be enabled to maintain their profit. There is en-
tire inconsistency between the claims that are made and the arguments
thatarepresented, and my impression is that instead of this ameas-
ureof relief to the distillinginterest, to enable them toavoid tey,
itisadeliberate purpose on their to postpone the payment until such
time as the tax can be very largely redueedorenf.imf;mmoved,suthst
they will be enabled toobtain the entire benefitof their product without
paying anyt! to the Government whatever.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WiNDoM], upon which the yeas and
nays have been ordered.

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll,

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). I am
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY].
Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the

Senatoz- from Michigan [Mr. FERRY]. If he were here, I should vote

113 m 1

{Ir. ROLLINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the
Sgléat‘?rfro?:’l Delaware [ Mr. SAULSBURY]. he were present, I should
v yea.

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. RANSOM. My coll e [Mr. VANCE] is paired on this bill with
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG]. My colleague, if here,
would vote ‘‘nay’ on this amendment.

Mr. VEST. My colleague [Mr. COCKRELL] is paired with the Sen-
ator ﬁ;c:m Kansas [Mr. PLuMB]. If here, my colleague would vote

nay.

Mr. MORGAN. I am told there is no difference of opinion between
the Senator from Michigan and myself. I therefore ask leave to record

my vote * yea."

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 27; as follows:

YEAS—24.
Anthony, Edmunds, Ingalls, Mitchell,
win, Frye, MeDill, Morgan,

Cameron of Pa., Hale, 5 Morrill,

ke, Harrison, Mahone, Platt,
Conger, Hawley, Maxey, Sewell,
Dawes, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Windom.

NAYS-—27.

é‘l‘lison. Garland, Lamar, ‘%}1%

yard, George, an
Beck, Gorman, ' n, Vest, 7,
Call, Groome, Pendleton, Voorhees,
Cameron of Wis.,, Ha > Pugh, ‘Walker,
Chﬂeoﬁ(, Jackson, Ransom, ‘Williams.
Davisof W. Va., Jonas, Saunders,

J ABSENT—25.

Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Florida, BSaulsbury,
Barrow, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer,
Blair, Ferry, " Slater,
Butler, Grover, La,lﬁhnm Vance.
Camden, Hampton, Miller of Cal.,
Cockrell Hill, Plumb,
Davis of 1L, Johnston, Rollins,

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. ).
I move that the Senate adjourn.

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; let us finish the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the
Benator from Pennsylvania. !

A division was called for.
Mr. PENDLETON. I ask that the unfinished business belaid before

the Senate.

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope we shall have a vote on the bill before we

journ.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will say .to the Senator
from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] that he will lay before the Senate the
unfinished business before adjournment. .

Lér. HOAR. I give notice that I shall object to any unanimous con-
Ben’

Mr. EDMUNDS, I eall for the regular order.
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Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Ohio has a right to call for the
unfinished business when he pleases.

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. .

., Mr. PENDLETON. I only called for it becanse it might be the dis-
position of the Senate to adjourn.

Mr, SHERMAN. I think we can finish the bill we have been on.

Mr. HOAR. I gave my notice with respect to adjournment that I
should object to a displacement of the regular order before adjourning.

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the regular order ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill before the Senate.

Mr. EDMUNDS. What has become of the civil-service bill ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The civil-servicebillisthe unfinished
business. It has been laid before the Senate twice this afternoon and
tem ily laid aside. -

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I call for the regular order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the unfinished business.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pemnsylvania.- What has become of my motion

adjourn ?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question of adjournment hasnot
been determined. A division has been asked for. Senators in favor of
adjournment will rise and stand till counted.

There were on a division—ayes 19, noes 27.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I call for the yeas and nays.

Mr. LOGAN. Let us vote on the bill before the Senate.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairwonld rule that the motion
to adjourn would have to be disposed of hefore anything else is in order.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are the yeas and nays called for?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are called for by the SBenator
from Pennsylvania.

The call for yeas and nays was not seconded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are refused and the
Senate refuses to adjourn. The Senator from Vermont calls for the reg-

ular order, which is Senate bill No. 133.
Mr. SHERMAN. Pending that, I move that the regular order be
postponed with a view to conclude the bill we have been considering.

Mr. CONGER. Let the title of the bill be read.

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that my motion be announced first.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Which hill?

Mr. CONGER. The bill that the Chair says is the regular order. I
desire to know what bill that is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill No. 133, to regulate and
improve the civil service of the United States.

Mr, SHERMAN. I move to lay it aside.

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no such motion as to lay aside. The
motion must be to me., -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is to postpone until to-
morrow the order.

Mr. HALE. On that I call for the yeas and nays.

Mr.SHERMAN. If the Senate desires to adjourn I shall not object.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not the question. 'We are asking for the
yeas and nays on the question of postponing the regular order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are called for on
the moﬁo&:f the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAX] to postpone the
regular order.

Mr. PENDLETON. I should like to inquire the effect of that.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us find ont whether we can get the yeas and

8,
m%ha PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are called for.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. PENDLETON. Now, I should like to know the effect of a mo-
tion to the regular order.

Mr. A N. It takes its place on the Calendar again.

Mr. PENDLETON. Iwant to know if it is the intention of the Sen-
ate now, after the civil-service bill has been laid before the Senate as
the regular order, to lay it aside and put it npon the Calendar?

Mr. INGALLS. That is the effect of the motion if it prevails.

Mr. PENDLETON. I hope the Senator from Ohio will not substi-
tute his bill for the civil-service bill.

Mr. HALE. The motion substitutes the whisky bill for the civil-
service hill.

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly shall insist on the motion, because I
think the bill in my charge has been unfairly dealt with, and I intend
to insist on that motion to the end, against the civil-service or any other
bill. We can decide the bill in a few moments; I shall make the dis-
tinet issue.

Mr. PENDLETON. I had no intention of calling up the unfinished
business except at the last minute before the adjournment.

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no complaint to make of my colleague, but
I think it is due to the bill which has been before the Senate that it
should be disposed of.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is to postpone the
order, Senate bill No. 133, until to-morrow. Upon that the yeas and

ve been ordered.
Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to eall the roll.

to

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Michigan [Mr. FERRY]. !

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—jyeas
16, nays 30; as follows: .

YEAS—16.
Barrow, Chilcm.? Groome, '
Beck, Davis of West Va., Harris, Voorhees,
Brown, Garland, Jonas, ‘Walker,
Call, Gorman, , Williams.
NAYS—30.
-~ s %g;mmds. Jackson, m&ldon.
nthony, e, Lamar,
Bayard, A g&orge, I Rollins,
Cameron ’ 3 m g '8,
Cuthazon of Wik, Harieon, MeMillan, Vi
gg:e' g“]ey‘ Millerof N. Y W
- oar, erof N. Y.,
ang:; Ingalls, 1,
ABSENT—20,
Aldrich, Ferry, ham,
gln&r, gmer, %:l::pl’hm. Sawyer,
SLUE e e
o n, ,
Davis of 111, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Van Wyck.
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Plumb,
Farley, Kellogg, Ransom,
So the motion was not to.
The PRESIDING OFFI . The regular order is before the Senate.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let ustake the question on the first amendment.

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.)
the Senate adjourned.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
TUESDAY, December 19, 1882,

The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F. D.
POWER.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
TAXES ON FERMENTED LIQUORS.

Mr. NOLAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7071)
to abolish internal-revenue taxes on fermented liquors, and for other
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed.

SECTION 4702, REVISED STATUTES.,

Mr. JOYCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7072) to
amend an act entitled ‘“Anact to amend section 4702, title 57 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States, and for other purposes,’’ approved
August 7, 1882; which was read a and second time, referred to the
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay,

and ordered to be printed.
LIQUOR SALOONS IN THE DISTRICT.

Mr. JOYCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R.
7073) limiting the number of licensed liquor saloons in the District of
Columbia; which was read a first and second time.

Mr. JOYCE. I ask that the bill be referred to the Select Committee
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

Mr. NEAL. I think, Mr. Speaker, it should go to the Committee
on the District of Columbia. r

Mr. JOYCE. I should prefer that the bill be referred to the Com-
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

The bill was referred to the Select Committee on the Alecoholic Liquor
Traffic, and ordered to be printed.

TELEGRAPH AND CABLE COMPANIES.

Mr. JOYCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R.
7074) for the regulation of telegraph and cable companies; which was
read a first and second time.

5 Mr. JOYCE. T ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on the

udiciary.
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Bills of this class have hitherto gone
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

The SPEAKER. Does this bill relate merely to internal telegraphy,
or does it relate to ocean cables?

Mr, JOYCE. It relates to ocean cables as well. r

The SPEAKER. The bill onght perhaps properly to go to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

Mr. JOYCE. In the Senate, bills of this nature have gone to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Ihavenopreference. Imerely wanted
to call attention to the fact that it has been the usunal practice to send
such bills to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Mr. JOYCE. I would rather have this bill go to the Committee on
the Judiciary.
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The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered
1o be printed.
LETTER CARRIEES.
Mr. MILLS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu-
“tion; which was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-
Roads:

Whereas it is publicly alleged that some official connected with the Post-Office
mmﬂgﬁnﬁ:ﬁ t:)ar:!.ssu an order prohibiting letter-carriers from wearing over-
Resolved, That {he Postmaster-General be requested to inform this Houseif any
such order has been issued by any officer of that Department, and, if so, by whom
and for what purpose. i,
PAY OF HOUSE EMPLOYES.

Mr. CALKINS. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, on
behalf of the employés of the House, that they may be paid this month
«on the 20th, instead of the last day of the month.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

Resol) That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and is hereby,
autho: and instructed to pay the officers and employés of the House their
respective salaries for the month of December, 1882, on the 20th day of said
month, or as soon thereafter as practicable.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
the resolution?

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. What is the purpose of the resolution ?

Mr. CALKINS. To pay the officers and employés of the House be-
fore Christmas.

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I understand we have dispensed with
«Christmas this year. I object.

Mr. CALKINS. Let the resolution then go to the Committee on
Accounts.

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts.

ANNA DELAY.

Mr. FORD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7075
granting a pension to Anna Delay; which was read a first and secon
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be

printed.
JOHN N. BMITH.

Mr. FORD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H: R. 7076)
granting o pension to John N. Smith; which was read a first and sec-
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered
to be printed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. DUNN. I call for the mgular order.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will not do
that, but permit us to introduce bills for reference.

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order cuts off all re-
«quests for unanimous consent.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is it in order to submit a motion
that there be now a call of States for the infroduction of bills for refer-
ence? We had no opportunity to introduce them yesterday.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the proposition to the House
for consent. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] asks
mnanimous consent that there be now a call of States for the introduc-
dion of bills for reference, as on Monday. Is there objection?

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. There is so much public business
awaiting our action that I think we ought to proceed to its considera-
tion

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I object.

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. ANDERSON. Is it in order to move that there be a call of
States for the introduction of bills?

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just submitted that to the House.

Mr. ANDERSON. That was for unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order to submit a motion to
that effect.

ABRMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr, BUTTERWORTH, from the Committee on Appropriations, re-
ported a bill (H..R. 7077) making appropriations for the support of the
Army for the year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; which
Emmad a Slmt s:;g ofawmﬁd%in;e, referred tjz };tllhi?h Committee of the Whole

ouse on the e Union, and, wi e accomy Te

e n, and, panying report,

‘M. L. I reserve all points of order on that bill.

The SPEAKER. They will be reserved.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to give notice that I will call up
the Army appropriation Bill as soon as the Post-Office appropriation bill
has been disposed of.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. McCOID. I ask leaveto introduce a bill for reference.

The SPEAKER. If. the call for the regular order is insisted upon,
the Chair can not recognize gentlemen for that purpose.

Mr. McCOID. I donot think it is insisted upon.

The SPEAKER. The call has not been withdrawn.

Mr. McCOID. I ask unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER. .Objection to unanimous consent is made by the de-

mand for the order. The Chair will now submit to the House
some personal requests of members.

¥ LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

The Clerk read as follows :
mlir ng;’n?ox asks for leave of absence for two weeks, on account of impor-

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I did not hear the name of the
gentleman for whom leave of absence was requested, and therefore I
shall make objection fo it without any reference to any person what-
ever. I think the action of the House yesterday indicated that these
matters should be put to a vote of the House. I therefore shall ask
that in all cases such requests be submitted to the House for its decision.

Mr. DAVIDSON. I desire to say that I am obliged to go home for
the purpose of looking after business in which I am interested, as the
representative of the estate of a deceased person—not as an attorney, but
as executor and administrator. It is necessary that I should be home
next week, before the 1st day of January, so that the interests of the
Sat:em shall be looked after; otherwise I would not ask for leave of

nee.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I wish to say for myself that
I think the gentleman ought to have leave to go home. I think there
should be a good reason given in every case; 1 am quite satisfied with
his reason.

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent to recon-
sider the vote of yesterday in reference to an adjournment over the holi-

days.

Mr. ANDERSON. I object.

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I su myself to be in accord with
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RoBiNsoN]. Iask unanimous
consent to substitute for the application of the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. DAVIDSON] the resolution which was rejected yesterday.

Mr. ANDERSON. I object to that.

The SPEAKER. That would not be germane. Is there objection
to granting the leave asked by the gentleman from Florida?

Mr. ROBESON. As the author of the resolution adopted yesterday
imposing a penalty for absence without valid excuse, I desire to say
that that resolution was not intended by its mover to reach cases where
there was valid excuse for absence. It is perfectly evident that gentle-
men, anticipating the usual recess during the Christmas holidays, have
taken charge of important business for that time. As we have decided
not to have a recess, I am willing, wherever there is a valid reason
which the gentleman states to the House, to deal with the application
exactly as I would with any other measure. Therefore, under these
circumstances I shall vote for the application of the gentleman on the
other side.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Provided he voted for the recess, I
suppose.

Mr. McCLANE, of Maryland. I do not withdraw my objection. I
voted against the recess. 2

The question was taken upon granting leave of absence to Mr. DAVID-
soN for two weeks, and it was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Cox, of New York, asks leave of absence for one week, on account of the
sickness of his wife.

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state in this connection that
he is in receipt of a note from Mr. Cox in which he states that he was
obliged to go to New York this morning on account of the sickness of
his T;lrife, and askxbleave of abgeima for one mted :

ere was ne objectien, and leave was accordingly.
The Clerk read gs follows: i ¥
Mr. HARDENBERGH asks leave of nbsence, on account of important business,
from December 22 to January 3. y iy &

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Several members objected.

Mr. PAGE. I eall for the regular order.

Mr. HAZELTON. This is the regular order.

The SPEAKER. Personal requests of members are in order.

Mr. HARDENBERGH. Mr. Speaker, have I the floor?

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to granting the request of the
gentleman from New Jersey? These questions are not debatable.

Mr. HARDENBERGH. I ask leave to submit a word of explanation.
The gentleman from Florida [Mr. DAVIDSON] was allowed to do so,
and I do not see why the same privilege should not be extended to me.
My request is submitted for precisely the same reason as was that of
the gentleman from Florida. Personally I do not wish to go, but my
business affairs as executor and guardian require that I should do so.
The matter is not within my own control, and therefore I ask the
privilege of the House. If I had detained the House during the ses-
sion by too much talk, I would not request this favor.

Mr, HAZELTON. I shall apply on the same ground; and I hope
this request will be granted.

Mr, MCLANE, of Maryland. I desire to ask the Chair whether I
am not at liberty to move an amendment to any one of these requests
after it is before the House?

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that it is a subject for
amendment; it is a request of a member for a personal favor.
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The question being taken on granting leave of absence to Mr. HAR-
DENBERGH as requested, it wasagreed to; therebeing—ayes 112, noes 15.

The SPEAKER. The Chair submits another request——

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I rise to a question of privilege. I
move the adoption of the following resolution—

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to submit these personal requests,
and thinks they are in order.

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I want to anticipate them; and I am
quite sure that the resolution I propose to offer is of higher privilege
than these requests of individnal members,

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.
I desire to know whether these requests ought not be granted by unani-
mous consent ?

The SPEAKER. Butwhere they are not granted by nnanimous con-
sent the Chair always submits the question to the House.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is it in order to submit such a
matter as a motion ?

The QPEAKJ%%ET;.;&]:{O% has the right by moﬁw vote to

t requests of this ki eyamusunllysmn ¥y unanimous
&t; but when objection is made the Chair always submits them to
the House. The Chair submits also the request which will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. RicaArp=oN, of South Carolina, asks leave of absence from and after Wed-
nesday until the 5th of January, on account of important business,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. ROBESON. I object, in order that the nature of the business
may be stated.

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. The business upon which I
desire to go home is a matter very similar to that in other
cases. Business in which others are interested more than myself, and
which can not be attended to in my absence, requires my presence at
home. Anticipating that the nusual recess would be taken for the holi-
da&r% I arranged to be at home at that time.

e SPEAKER. Is there objection to granting the leave requested
by the gentleman from South Carolina ?

Mr. WASHBURN. I move to amend so as to provide that leave of
absence be granted to all members who have important business at home
during the holidays. g

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that an amendment to the pend-

ing requestisnot inorder. If there be no objection the leave of absence
asked for by the gentleman from South Carolina will be granted. [A
pause,] The Chair hears no objection. The Chair submits another
Tequest.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. VALENTINE asks leave of absence, on important busi , from & TOW
indefinitely.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to granting this request ?

Several members objected.

Mr. HAZELTON. Let us hear the reason for the request.

The question being put on granting leave of absence to Mr. VALEN-
TINE as requested, there were—ayes 85, noes 32.

Mr. WASHBURN. 1 call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

So the leave of absence requested for Mr. VALENTINE was granted.

The SPEAKER. The Chair alsosubmits the personal request which
will be read.

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. May I now be indulged in submitting
aresolution? I prefer that my resolution should be considered before
any more of these requests are acted upon.

The SPEAKER. These are personal requests of members. The
Chair thinks they can not be interrupted.

The Clerk as follows:

h::il:l. DisreLL asks indefinite leave of absence,on account of sickness in his
Y.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to granting this request? [A
pause.] The Chair hears none. The Chair submits another request.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. BrousT asks leave of absence for one week from Friday next, on im-
portant business,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to granting this request?

Mr. BROWNE. Iobject. I desire to be ind in making a sin-
gle remark. It is evident that the House was not in earnest in its
action of yesterday. I voted against the proposed recess in faith,
believing it possible for the Hounse to meet during the holidays and do
some public business. I am now satisfied that what was transacted
yesterday was but low comedy and that the attempt to meet during the
holidays will be but a farce. Therefore, instead of wasting the time of
the House now in voting for and against leaves of absence we might as
well do what the majority intended to do—agree upon a recess. [Cries
of ““That is right!”’] I protestagainst this adjournment. But if gen-
tlemen to vote a recess and then run off leaving those
'who remain here incapable of doing any work, I am in favor of putting
all members upon terms of etiuality.-

g. HAZEL'IDN.H 3.? am L L iy ;

. BROWNE. e dodgers ask to ose who are disposed to
work ought to be permitted to go. i :

Mr. BLOUNT. I simply desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that business of
a peculiar character, of an unusual character, and of great importanes,.
requires my being at home on the 25th of December. If the House sees
fit to object to it, of course I must be content. I leave it entirely to the
House, and only ask the same grace extended to other gentlemen.

Mr. REED demanded a division.

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 102, noes 26.

Mr. BROWNE. No quorum has voted, and if gentlemen are in earn-
est we ought to have a quorum on this vote. 3

Mr. REED. I think we had better make it in earnest if we are not
now in earnest ; and I call for a vote. :

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers Mr. TURNER, of Geor-
gia, and Mr. BROWNE.

Mr. REED. Nobody was engaged in a farce yesterday that I know of.

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, and:
that is whether under the rules fifteen members, including the Speaker,
can not excuse a member, and whether a quorum is necessary ?

The SPEAKER. If there were but fifteen members present and there-
wasa call of the House those fifteen might excuse a member from attend-
ance, but if there were more than fifteen it would require a majority of
all who were present and voted.

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Certainly if fifteen members can ex-
cuse, one hundred ought to be able to do it. '

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 127, noes 24.

bs:ﬂ the motion was agreed to; and Mr. BLOUNT was granted leave of
absence.

The SPEAKER. The Chair submits the following personal request.

The Clerk read as follows: . o .

Mr. BeuMM asks indefinite leave of ab
ckness.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection? The Chair hearsnone, and Mr,
BRUMM is granted indefinite leave of absence.

Mr. ROBESON. I have aresolution for a recess which I desire to offer..
I hope I will be indulged for a moment in a remark on that subject.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks these personal requests are firsk
in order, and it submits an additional personal request.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr, Fisaer asks leave of absence for five days, to make lease of a coal mine
which expires January 1. This lease must be effected to avoid throwing many
men out of employment.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to granting this request?

Mr. MOULTON. I object. R

The House divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 30.

Mr. BROWNE. No quorum.

Mr. REED. I call for the yeas and on the question.

Mr. BROWNE. I hope the House will allow the yeas and nays.

Mr. REED. I think we had better show who meant business yes-
terday and who shammed.

Mr. BROWNE. If every man is to be granted leave of absense on ac-
count of im t business we will have nobody left. [Laughter, and
cries of ““Thatisso!’] Let usdetermine wheier private business hag
the highest claims on a Representative or not.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas-
159, nays 59, not voting 71; as follows:

from to-morrow, on account of

YEAS—159.
Armfield, Dowd, Jones, James K.
Atherton, Dunn, Joyce, me.
ﬁ:ldns. Dunnell, %Je;f‘.hnm, Scranton,
yne, Ellis, Shelley,
Bingham, Ermentrout, Ladd, Sherwin,
1Baum, > Evi Lord, ' Singloton. J. W
ns, . W.
Blount, Farwell, Sewell S. Martin, - m::: Otho B
Briggs, Forney, Matson,
Brumm, Fulkerson, MeCook 8 trich L
Buchanan, ; McKenzie, Smith, J. Hyatt
Buck, McKinley, er,
Burrows, Julius C. George, McLean, Jas, H. =
Burrows, Jos. (Gibson, eMillin, Stockslager,
Butterworth, Miles, Strait,
Cabell, Guenther, Miller, y
Caldwell, Gunter, Money, Thompson, Wm. G,
Carlisle, Hammond, John  Morrison, 4
ter, Hammond, Muldrow, Townshend, B. W,
Cassidy, Hardenbergh, Murch. er,
Chace, Hardy, Mutchler, Turner, Henry G..
Clardy, Harmer, olan, Turner, Oscar
Clark, Harris, Benj. W. :
Clements, Harris, Henry S O'Neill, n,
Cook, Eaaeldne, Parker, mer,
Cor on, Hatch, Paul, Valentine,
Cox, William R.  Hazelton, T, Vance,
Cravens, Henderson, Pound. Van Aernam,
Culberson, H Randall, Van Voorhis,
Cutts, ' %ewm, éb%m & % Walk
ewitt, G. W. n, er,
Darrall, Hill, Reese ard,
Davidson, Holman, Rice, John B ‘Warner,
Davis, George R.  Houck, Rich, ebber,
Davis, Lowndes H. House, Richardson, D. P. Wellborn,
Dawes, Eubbs gilchardaon. J. 8 glnh.ms. Thomns-
Deering, um ) tchie, !
De Motte, Kmnzil.:-:y Wood, Walter A
Deuster, Jadwin Young.
Dezendorf, Jones, George W. Russell,

-
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NAYS—59.
Aldrich, Dingley, MeLane, Robt. M. Robinson, Geo. D.
Anderson, Farwell, Chas. B. Mills, Ryan,
Beach, Ford, Moore, Shallen! .
Beltzhoover, Haskell, Morey, Smith, A. T
Berry, Hepburn, Moulton, Steele,
Bisbee, Jones, Phineas Noreross, Taylor,
Blanchard, Kasson, Payson, Thomas,
Brewer, Kelley, Peelle, W.
Browne, Lacey, Peirce, an Horn,
Buckner, Le Fevre, Pettibone, Wait,
Calkins, Lewis, Ranney, Washburn,
Cannon, ¥ Reed te,
Caswell, Lynch, Rice, Theron M.  Williams, Chas. G
Cobb, i Rice, William W. Wise, George D
Cullen, MeCoid, n,
NOT VOTING—TI.
Aiken Crowley, Jacobs, Robinson, James S,
Barbour, Dibrell, Jorgensen, Robinson, Wm. E,
Barr, -gﬁ;o. Kenna, Shackelford,
Belford, ht, 'y Shultz,
* Flower Leedom :
ower, :

Blrckburn, Frost, Mackey, Spaulding
Bowman, Grout, Manning, s

" g:lifa'nnn McCl Thompson, P. B.
Cam; b ure, )
mmpﬁiaell. Herndon, Morse, Watson,
chnpm:'n : uﬁm R roe
Colerick, Bmtun. Pm?whm' ; Willis, g
Converse, 3 )
CGornell, Hookee, Phelps, Wise n&orgnnn
Cox, Semuel 8.  Horr, Prescott, Wood, Benjamin.
Crapo, ubbell, Robertson,

So the motion for leave of absence was granted.

The following pairs were announced:

Mr. GROUT with Mr. BELMONT.

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. CAmp.

Mr. WATsON with Mr. COLERICK.

Mr. CORNELL with Mr. BLACK.

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. Duero.

Mr. MAsoN with Mr. WHITTHORNE.

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. SPARKS.

Mr. DwigHT with Mr. FLOWER.

Mr. HEILMAN with Mr. BENJAMIN WooOD.

Mr. WesT with Mr. DIBRELL.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, with Mr. LEEDOM.

Mr. Savrrz with Mr. CONVERSE.

Mr. Hrrr with Mr. HARDY, on political questions.

Mr. SPAULDING with Mr. JoNES of Arkansas.

Mr. HALL with Mr. WisE of Pennsylvania.

On motion of Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland, by unanimous consent,
the reading of the names was d.\spensed with.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

"Mr. BURROWS, of Mi . I demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is being proceeded with.

‘Mr. ROBESON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I submit to the Chair the point of
order that a motion to adjourn for a longer or shorter time, whether it
be within the time that this House can act independently or whether it
requires the jointaction of the House and Senate, is a privileged motion
and takes precédence of the practice of the Honse. The point I submit,
therefore, is that this submission of requests of members to be excused
from attendance is a mere practice of the House. It has no higher sanc-
tion than the ice of the House. It hasnot even the sanction of the
Tules of the House, whereas a motion to adjourn, whether for three or
for ten days, is a question of constitutional privilege. The only differ-
ence between a motion to adjourn for three days or for ten days is that
the latter motion requires the joint action of the two Houses, and, like
the first, has always been held to be privileged; they are both constitu-
tional motions. Isubmitto the Chair, if the Chair will indulge me a mo-
ment, that they have higher dignity and privilege than anything in the
mere practice of the House. I will ask the Chair, then, to permit me to
show where a con practice would lead us. If this practice of the
House should be construed as overruling the rules or the constitutional

vilege of the House, then one man after another may rise in his place
and ask to be excused until every member of this House has gone off'on
an excuse or until we shall be left without a quorum, and we will be
presented to the eountry in an attitude worse than ridiculous. Isubmit,
in view of the absurdity of the position where such practice would lead us,
it ought not to be tolerated as against the constitutional motion to take
4 Tecess or

I understand very well that there has been a different practice, but
the point has never yet been made to my knowledge in connection with
these personal requests, but I now make it for the ion of the
Chair Enmlf . I understand very well that the naturally feels
a delicacy about refusing to submit these requests of members, and the
Chair has been very indulgent to members, never refusing to submit
such requests; buf it rests with the House to relieve the Chair from

mysnchperplexltyandrmtmﬂ:emrmaleondmmofthmgsasﬂwy
should exist, and as they do exist under the established

which determine questions of privilege. I submit, therefore, ﬂnt a
motion to take a recesswill be in order and take precedence of these

requests.
Has my friend from Maryland a resolution he pro-

Mr. ROBESON.
poses to submit ?

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. If the Chair will be good enough to
give me a ruling upon the point I haye raised I shall submit such a
motion myself, or yield to my honorable friend from New Jersey [Mr.
RoBESON ], who informs me he will himself make such & motion.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that a motion to adjourn wounld
take precedence of any business of this kind.

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. So I understand.

The SPEAKER. A motion to take a recess beyond three days, how-
ever, to take effect at a future time, would not affect the present rights
of members to have their requests submitted to the House in the same
sense that an application of this kind would. If this House should pass
a joint resolution to take a recess over the period covered by the usual
holidays it would not determine anything until the Senate had also
acted upon the question. But if no member present insists upon having
his application or request presented to the House at this time as against
the motion that is desired to be made by the gentleman from Maryland
or the gentleman from New Jersey, the Chair will entertain that motion.
The Chair would merely, however, that possibly this is a matter
as much in the control of the individual member himself as to the time
when his personal request shall be snbmitted to the House as itis within
the power of the Chair.

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I hope, then, that no gentleman con-
templating making this request will insist npon submitting it until
after this motion has been presented to the Honse.

Mr. PEELLE. Do I understand the ruling of the Chair to be that a
request of an individual member of the House is paramount to the action-
of the House upon a matter of this kind?

The SPEAKER The Chair did not pass upon such a question. It
was not

Mr. PEELLE I understood the Chair to hold that he would enter-
tain the request of members in preftrence.

The SPEAKER. The Chair only spoke with reference to what had
been the practice, but does not rule npon the question. Members can
determine for themselves when they will submit their requests,

Mr. HOUSE. I suppose every member will agree to withhold his
request until action is taken upon the resolution suggested by the gen-
tleman from Maryland.

Mr. PHISTER. I have a request which I believe comes next, but
withhold it for the present.

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. Nomember insists upon having his re-
quest presented at this time; the next one in order withholds his for the
present.

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I understand that there are fifty ap-
plications on the table.

The SPEAKER. Not fifty, but fifteen.

Mr. ROBESON. I offer the resolution which I will send to the
Clerk’s desk, for the following reason—

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to raise the question of order on the resolu-
tion before it is discussed.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution.

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senafe concurring), That when the two
Houses adjourn on Friday the 22d instant they stand adjourned until Tuesday,
January 2, 1883, at 12 m.

Mr. ROBESON. The point, Mr. Speaker——

Mr. REED. I rise to a point of order.

Mr. ROBESON. I have not yielded the floor.

Mr. BROWNE. I want to make the point of order on the resolut;lun
before it is discussed.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his t of order.

Mr. BROWNE. I want to know whether it is in order now to con-
sider this resolution over an ohjection ?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is.

l]}Ir. ROBESON. I offer this resolution and I shall vote against it my-
m i -

Mr. RANDALL. Call the previous question.

Mr. ROBESON. In order to give the Housé a chance— . .

Mr. REED. Before this matter is discussed Ishould like to have the
questionof ordersettled. Shouldnotthisresolution be referred toa com-
mittee?

The SPEAKER. It might be referred to a committee.

Mr. REED. Can it be considered in the House without unanimous
consent ?

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand that any member
objected.

Mr. REED. Iobject. Iwanthe rulingofthe and I willbe
perfectly content with it. If I have the right to o ![wﬂlob;wl‘..

If not, I will keep silent.
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Mr. CALKINS. I understood that was the very point put by my col-
league [ Mr. BRowNE], whethersuch aresolution could now beconsidered
under the rules of the House without unanimous consent.

Mr. ROBESON. I desire, then, Mr. Speaker, to speak to the point of
order.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the resolution is in order. The
Chair holds it is in order according to the practice, for the reason that it
relates to a recess of the House; and a motion for a recess is in order
specially under paragraph 5 of Rule XVL.

Mr. CALKINS. But that rule refers to a recess this House may take.

The SPEAKER. This resolution relates to a recess of this House
also.

Mr. CALKINS. But,if the Speaker will allow me, the rule relates to
a recess which this House may take of itself and when its action is com-
plete, and does not relate to a recess which must be taken by and with
the concurrence of the Senate.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be obli
Indiana if he will call the attention of the

its it in that way.
Mr. CALKINS. The rule itself does so.
Mr. REED. What is the rule on which the Chair relies?
¢ TheSPEAKER. The Chair referred to RuleXVI, paragraph5. But
there are other rules and precedents which relate to this matter.

Mr. CALKINS. That rule refers toan adjournment or a recess which,
in the connection in which it is used, means the ordinary adjo ent
or the ordinary recess which the House may take of its own fMotion;
and if there is any other recess named in the rules I do not now recol-
lect it. The recess, and the only recess provided for, is the recess the
rule declares shall be in order, and means the ordinary recess, the ordi-
nary adjournment this Hounse may take from day to day without the
concurrence of the Senate.

Mr. REED. To enforce what has been said by the gentleman from

I call the attention of the Chair to the wording of the clause
of the rule to which the Chair has referred. It reads:
A motion to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, a motion

to a.df'?um,
and to take a recess shail always be in order, and the hour at which the House
adjourn shall be entered on the Journal.

It refers and refers only to the separate action of the House.

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not agree with the gentleman from
Maine, but insists upon holding that in accordance with frequent rul-
ings such a resolution as this, which relates to a recess of the House, is
a privileged matter. The House is now only taking separate action.
As long ago at least as the Thirty-seventh Congress it was held that—

A resolution proposing, with the rence of the Senate, an adjournment
for more than days is privileged.

There are other precedents to the same effect, and they are sound on
principle. The Chair holds the resolution to be privi

Mr. ROBESON. I have offered the resolution which has been read
by the Clerk for this reason: Yesterday a resolution, similar in effect,
was before this House and was voted down by a yea-and-nay vote, put-
ting upon the records of Congress a solemn declaration of the members
then here present that they desired to eontinue in session during the
Christmas holidays. In order to emphasize and enforce that resolution,
and for the purpose of signifying to the country and its members that
we were in earnest, I offered a resolution; which was also earried by a
majority of this House on a yea-and-nay vote, fixing a penalty for
%a absence of those who wantonly disobey the declared wish of the

ouse.

This morning we find that in despite of that action for some reason
or other the d.lslraomtwn of the House is to £ leaves of absence to all
who may apply for them. The result will be, if the status of the House
declared by its action yesterday remains and its disposition as evinced
this morning is carried out, we will have the form of a session and none
of its substance; that business of the committees, which in recess could
go on with those who mean to stay here and work, would be interrupted
for the form of a session where no quorum was present and no business
wonld be transacted. p

Now, I have spoken plainly upon this subject, for what I say every
man in this House knows to be trne. Therefore, I bring this propo-
sition before the House to-day in a form which will give the members
of the House a chance, if they have changed their minds since yester-
day, to reconsider their action. For I have not changed my
mind, and while I propose the resolution in good faith in order that we
may take formal action upon the subject; while I propose this resolu-
tion for the purpose of giving the House an opportunity of putting itself
on fair ground, withount feeling itself bound in any way; while I desire,
if on a night’s reflection members have found that they did not mean
in good faith to carry out their action on yesterday, they will now have
a chance to review that action, I shall myself vote against the resolu-

tion.

. M; RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges-
on -
Mr. ROBESON.
Mr. RANDALL.

to the gentleman from
ir to the rule which lim-

Tt is that he call the previous question on this res-

olution. I think the House and every member of if is fully advised

and we all know how to vote. I therefore s that the genﬂemm
call the previous question. (I;Sipplzmse, and cries of ““ Vote!”” ** Vote "]
Mr. ROBESON. I now the ious question.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is upon ordering the previous ques~
tion upon the pending resolution.

Mr. REED. It does not seem quite right to have the previous ques-
tion called now. .

Mr. CALKINS. There ought to be some debate. If the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. RoBEsox] will yield without ealling the previ-
ous question——

Many MEMBERS. Regular order.

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been demanded.

Mr. ROBESON. I will not shut out all opposition. I will withdraw
the call for the ious question for the purpose of allowing the gen-
')oﬂl from Maine [Mr. REED] to be heard, reserving the right to the

oor.

Mr. REED. All I want to say is just one word.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that all these matters relating
to a recess can be debated only by unanimous consent.

Many MEMBERS. R order. .

Mr. RANDALL. I ohject to withdrawing the call for the previous
question.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON]
has a right to withdraw the call absolutely.

Mr, ROBESON. I withdraw it.

Mr. REED. All I'wish tosay is this: The House decided yesterday,
after full discussion, what it would do upon this subject. The only
thing which has since occurred has been granting leave of absence to
nine members out of two hundred and ninety members of this House.

A MEMBER. Some of them on account of sickness.

Mr. REED. Yes; some on account of sickness,

A MEMBER. And there are fifteen more to come.

Mr. REED. All that we have any information of as being *‘ in sight,*’
Fas we say about ore in mines, is fifteen more. Now, I see no occasion
for any stampede. I think this House meant what it did when it acted
yesterday. I think it owes it to its dignity and its desire to win the
respect of the people to stand by its action of yesterday, and to stand
by it in 8o decisive a manner that no frivolous request to be excused
will be tendered by any member who respects himself. [Applause.]

Mr. KASSON. That is so.

Mr. ROBESON. I agree entirely with what the gentleman from
Maine [Mr. REED] has said. While I offered the resolution, I shall
vote against it myself. I now renew the demand for the previous ques-
tion.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I rise to a privileged question.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it,

Mr. HUMPHREY. I desire to inquire how much of the $75,000
spoken of yesterday by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] is
chargeable to yesterday’s and to-day’s work ?

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker——
m’l‘he SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman for de-

e :

Mr. CANNON. I have a right to be recognized.

C_[‘he?BPEAKER. Does the gentleman rise to a parliamentary in-
quiry

Mr. CANNON. Ido.

- The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. -

Mr. CANNON. Is it not in order, the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mr. RoBEsoN] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] both hav-
ing been heard upon this question, that a minute ot two be given
to the other side? I ask unanimous consent to he allowed to speak for
a minute or two on this proposition.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to hearing the gentleman from
Ilinois ?
Mr. ROBESON. If the gentleman from Illinois will call the previ-

ous question at the conclusion of his remarks, I will withdraw it.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection.

Mr. CANNON. I only want to say that I shall vote for this resolu-
tion, as I voted for a similar resolution yesterday. I want to say what
the majority, in fact what all the members of this House know, that if
the House adheres to its action of yesterday we will waste to-day and
to-morrow and the next day, without the passage of the Post-Office ap-
propriation bill or the Army appropriation bill. And then we will
waste our time from day to day by such action all during the holidays.
I believe, therefore, it is our duty to adopt this resolution and go to
business during the balance of the session before the adjournment for
the holidays. [Applause.]

Several MEMBERS. order !

Mr. CANNON. 1 now call the previous question.

The ious question was ordered.

Mr. Ergﬂ‘[ll) ‘We may as well have the yeas and nays at once upon
agreeing to this resolution. I call for them. :

The yeas and nays were ordered.
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 127, nays 101, not
voting 61; as follows:

the holidays. Having ascertained that we shall not be, I desire to with-
draw my objection.

‘ .YEAS—127. Mr. GALKINB The objection being withdrawn, I now submit the
Armfield, Ermentrout, Manning, Scalveﬁi resolution again.
Atherton, Evins, Martin, Scoville, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous con-
Atkins, v e Shee¥an, Otho R, | Sent to introduce for present consideration the resolution which will
Barr, ¥y > eton,
Blount, Fulkerson, %m. ?.ohert ]1;{ g : ‘}hls. T be ’Il‘.ﬁad(,‘l c o
Bowman, Garrison, clean, James mith, Dietri e Clerk read as follows:

Geddes, s pooner,

. Resolved, That the Clerk of the H f Representati d he
Pabanen, ok Mitie: il nthoxizsd and Tstruciad &0 pay the ofisers aad Guployés of the Fioues thels
Cabell 2 Guenther, Money, Talbott, respective salaries for the mon! or Deeamber. 1882, on the 20th day of said month,
8;“,;‘:,2' bg:g?v J %{:"mfm“' T°w?}heﬁ'f.',g' E}V or as soon thereafler as

, Harden 1 s Turner, There being no objection, t.ha resolution was considered and adopted.
m , m: Benj. W. ﬁﬁi‘é‘;&t 5’,.,1‘2’; Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution
Chaee, Hazelton, Huglll;l, Valentine, wasadopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
Clanc” e oo Vi Ak table.
g;%ze'nu, Ee:ii& 'abﬁm S. Oates,’ %m Voorhis, The latter motion was agreed to.

> @ ; Png. adsworth, ORDER OF BUSINESS,
Covi n, Hoge, Parker, Walker, ]
cmw“gf g:ﬁh Paul, g:gbum Mr. PHISTER. AsI do not know what may be the action of the
Cutts,’ HEmohiay Pound. W g Senate on the resolution of the House for a a8, and as it is impor-
Darrall, Hnmglns, Wellborn, tant for me to go home, I ask the Chair to submit my request for leave
by e teorge W. Hioe, .’rohn B. _ Willis, | | of abaence.
fogizg] Richard ? The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. PHISTER]
De Motte, ; ijm“ = Mm‘ ? sP wﬂfﬁ;‘ submits the nal request which the Clerk will read.
Dowd, Ketcham, Ritchie, gmd‘%n li Mr. CALKINS. Allow me to suggest that in view of the action of
R i S G T | the Hm. there will now be no objection, of course, to these personal
Ellis, = Le Fevre, Russell, reqb Let them go over till evening, and let us now go on with the
8101 lic business.
7 HaAX : Mr CASWELL. I move that the morning hour for the call of com-
ldrich, Deering, Soran mittees be dispensed with.
;hyne, e : ﬁ;, S e Mr. WIILt{‘eImAMS of Wisconsin, If the gentleman will allow me a
s Marsh, Simonton, moment, re to report from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, for
Beltzhoover, Darwell, fowall D, Singleton, Jas. W. | immediate action, a joint resolution to which there will beno objection
Bingham, Hammond, John McKenzie, Smith, J, Hyatt and which it is important should be passed by both Houses before the
Bisbee, Harm Henry 8 Hﬂﬂxlénley. Speer, 1st of January next.
Bland, Haseltlne. el Stone, ' The SPI%;KER ngea thegent.lem:nﬁ'm‘nWlaconsm [Mr, CASWELL]
Brewer, Haskell, Morey, %‘;g]or, m;{hhold motion Yr the present ?
Briggs, Hatch, Neal, mis, r. CASWELL. es, Sir.
Thom Wm., G.
g‘;‘?&?‘" E v ONetih, &w&"?'.&: s ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN TUNIS.
’ » ’ et Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, by unanimous consent, reported from:
Burro olman, Peell Updegraff,
Bme:';. '}:]aiul?to gmk, ] Pairo:', va.on the Committee on Forelgn Affairs :;3 ointresolution (H. Res. 303) respect-
&Hﬁwsﬂ, g 2 Pettibone, wsﬁn‘ﬂlom, ing the administration of justice in Tunis; which was read a first and
e Dy Warner: second time. :
orl el e Raed,m;e B White, Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. T ask the immediate consideration
Cravens, Klotz, Rice, ron Whittho of this resolution.
Culberson, Lacey, ﬁ}m A\ 2R Williams, Fhomas, There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration of
vis, George R. Lewis, Robeson, the joint resolution; which was read as follows:
Davis, Lowndes H. Lindsey, Robinson, Geo. D W‘hems l.he Government of Fﬂmee roposcs to eat};bliah in ‘}‘nnmt::judiclar
rts
NOT VOTING—al. STi Do fully opem for the protection of aiitzacs of the United States tn thair pan-
Aiken, Cox, William R.  Hooker, Shackelford, sonal property and rights: Therefom.
Barbour, Crapo, Horr, Bherwin, Be ﬂ? gnm and House of tives, dec., That when the Pres-
Belford, Dibrell, Hubbs, Shultz, ident of the United States shall be satisfied that a system for the administration
Belmont, . Jo , ner, of justice shall be established in Tunis the Government of France in accord-
Black, mt, Kelley, ks ance with the usage of civilized and in nations, under which all rights of
Blackburn, Frrets, m lding, person and property of the citizens of the United States may be fully and per-
Blanchard, Flower, m, e, mu!ia he shall be, and is hereby, authorized by proclamation to
me’ o pt = R e R
Ll erl
%}1, 3 mhm, g:f:m. treaties and laws, has ceased and will no lontgolz ge claimed or exercised.
roul pe, "
Chapman, B Prescott, Wise, Morgan R. The joint resolution was ordered to beengrossed and read a third time;
Oolmn H 7 Ray, Wood, Benjamin, | and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 3
Converse, Herndon, ooy R Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, moved to reconsider the vote by
OOmenan' Saxinel B. Ho‘f,'hmul Robinson, Wm. E. which the joint reaolut.lon was passed; and also moved that the motion
to reconsider be laid on the table.
So the resolution was agreed to. R s e

The following additional pair was announced:

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. RAY,

The result of the vote was announced as before stated.

Mr. ROBESON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its Clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H.
R. 6187) to amend the act entitled *‘ An act torepeal the discriminating
duties on goods produced east of the Cape of Good Hope,”” approved
May 4, 1882,

PAY OF HOUSE EMPLOYES.

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I rise to a matter which I suppose to
be personal. When I objected this morning to the resolution of the
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CALKINS] in regard to paying in advance
the monthly wages of employés of the House for December, I did so
with a full knowledge that I could withdraw the objection during the
day. I thought it thatbefomaﬂo';:ﬁmdlnmolut.ionit
should be ascertain ether we intended ourselves to be here during

agreed to.
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to
have printed in the REOORD so they may go to the Senate with the joint
resolution, the letters of the Sccretary of State and the minister of

France.
The SPEAKER, The Chalr hears no objection, and it is ordered ac-

cordingly.

The papers are as follows :

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, December 6, 1852,

Sik: I have the honor tolay before your committee a note lately received from
the French minister at this capital, announcing the intention of the government
of that republic to extend to the territory of th a%eyof Tunis the judicial tribunals
and procedure of France, and asking that this Government renounce, in favor of’
such French tribunals and procedure, any :{ghts it may have had, or might still

» to exercise consular exm&emtomrz.thn iction, in virtue of treaty stipu-

lations with Tunis or the usage of non-Ch countries.

As the statutes (Revised Statutes, section 4127) expressly mention Tunis u Y
eountry to which such exl.mtermm'ml jurisdiction extends. it seems ":ergﬁe

n?m 1 take of the matter and, b mpro riate
e.nnh e the cessation of a mode of procedure the leh is no Iong‘r

zbﬂdonehymthoﬁmgtbel‘rmi:imttoma proclamation to the
desired end, or hy amending section 4127 of the Revised Statutes so as tostrike out

A.utheFrundl
next, the prom

udicial becomes operative in Tunis on the lst of January
action of Congress in the matter seems desirable. Meanwhile,
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I may remark, no case of conflict as to |urisdjeuon iallkelytnnrila as the con-
mmﬁmﬂmmmmmnm he omission of the
usual priation for its support from the cumnt act.
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant,
FRED'K T. FRELINGHUYSEN.
Hon. C. G. WILLIAMS,
Cominittee

Chairman on Foreign Affairs.
LEGATION OF FRANCE 1N THE UNITED Bnm.

Washington, November 20, 1882,
Mr. SECRETARY OF STATE: Since the tree.tyof Bordopladeunis u{ldu&fﬂ Ittx

tectorate of France the government of the hos given its att
ducing in the states of the Bey Idmmmtmﬂ'{m instltutlans which m&y assure to
that country and itsinh bitant the ad of civilizati the most

oris'lna,l reforms in order to attain this end is the reo: imttonofjusgoe. It be-
es necessary to create in Tunis French t.ribmm following the model of
T B il oo Q“téf;%e“:u from th lstwf.] et
new ure, w go ion from the 1st of anua.ryn will,
th R t the same of impartiality and of good justice as the
t-rabunn!s ‘of the mother country and ofAlg'lers. Itis, however, im
end that it may yield all its advantages that the strangers establ
should not invoke, in order to withdraw themselves from French juris-
Mn, the privileges and usages which exist in Mussulman countries in
of Chrlstiaua. It will be necessary to that end for the foreign powers to renounce
on behalf of their citizens and subjects to the benefits of consular ju-
v are at present submitted,
tmation ol‘aﬂb!.rs I should add that m‘f govern-
at Washi kindly lend its aid to
of courts which will
i { justice

smi:_uhle from many points of view to that which they have hitherto found at

Several powers have already shown themselves disposed to renounce the ben-
efits of consular jurisdiction in behalf of their citizens and subjects from the day
when we shall offer them in the states of the Bey the guarantees of Fuench jus-

lication of a practice constantly followed when-
ction was formerly in

It is, moreover, only the a

ever territories where co ect hnve
under the suzerainty of a Christian mlm the Govemment of the United
thomhowl 1 ho ﬁ:“l._r.'rlr:ﬂly take irm) t ----- 'I'u:n Mchis ﬂfnmvl:uti had
nor to to reg';;d to P ce

already established them E;' several prmdents in other countries.’

Be pleased to accept, Mr the assurances of my very high
consi tion.

TH. DE ROUSTAN.
Hon. FREDERICKE T. FRELINGHUYSER, d¢., £¢., &¢.,

Washington, D. C.
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

A mmﬁ in writing was received from the President of the United
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries.
The message announced that the President had approved and si
on the 18th instant, an act (H. R. 1957) for the relief of William Wal-
lace Screws.
TOBACCO TAX.

Mr. BUCK. I ask to have printed in the REcOrRD the body of a
petition in relation to the tobaceo tax, without the names.
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered
ingly.
The petition is as follows:

To the Senate and House o'{d resentatives of the
ales of America in Congress assembled :

The undersigned, your petitioners, citizens of and tobacco growers in the town
of Suffield, Bmt,e of Connecticut, Iy represent :

That the tobacco interest of this country is fast bamg ruined thmugh the im-
portation of a foreign tobacco which is known as 8
tobacco is grown upon the of Sumatra, in the East Indi der the di-
rection of a Dutch s; icate, whose headquarters are at Amste , Holland.
Cooly labor is employed to cultivate the tobaoco and the cost of its production
is nominally sma he Sumatra tobacco, while Incking quality, is of hand-
some nppeanm nnd mere]y' as appearance been found to be ad-

i 1 of cigars. Its importation into this country
‘pecl.nn; noﬁooa«bla ‘in August, 1852, when the quantity brought into the
yo New York alone amounted to 191' 656 pounds, against 147,224 pounds in
uly, and 179,602 pound.a during the whole year endmg June 80, 1880, showing
nfarming rate of increase, As the Sumatra tobacco leaf is exeeedmgl uni-
fcmn and ¢lear, regular in color and free from large stems, it can be worked very
advantageously, and it is demonstrable that one pound of it will go at least as
far for the purpose of wrapping cigars as three pounds of domestic seedleaf. In
some cases it is equal to four pounds of the latter. The qu.unt.ity imported into
New York, therefore, during August ) thed t in the tobacco
market of three to four times that qimnt:ty of domestic leaf-tobacco,

The Government now im specific duty of 35 cents a pound, and 10 per
cent. ad valorem under the law whieh fixes t‘hat additional ra?:npon commodi-
ties bmﬂht from east of the Cape of Good Hope, but which law ceases in Jan-

After next January the sole import duty upon Samatra tobacco will
bﬁ 35 cents per pdund. Your petitioners aver that this amount of duty is not suf-
ficient to protect their interests, Already the farmers and growers of tobacco
have great difficulty in marketing their crops, being undersold and crowded out
by the cheaper Sumatra leaf. The importation of the Sumatra tobacco is enor-

every th. The American growers of tobacco feel that
they should be placed upon an:}e ual footing with their foreign competitor, which
does not obtain in the present of import duty. They therefore petihon
honorable body to so increase the import duty that the tariff shall be pmhibi{i ve,
or at least restrictive, and suggest that the increase shall be fixed at not less than
$1 per pound upon all tobaecos grown on other than North American soil.

~ CHARLOTTE M'DOUGAL.

Mr. BERRY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7078)
for the relief of Charlotte McDougal; which was read a first and second
time, referred to the Committee on Pen.mons, and ordered to be printed.

LAND_CLAIM, NEW MEXICO.

Mr. HAZELTON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Pri-
vate Land Claims, n,ported a bill §H R. 7079) to confirm a certain
vate land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read atg:t

and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be-
printed.

JAMES W. SCHAUMBUREG.

Mr. O’NEILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7080)
for the relief of James W, Schaumburg; which was read a first and sec-
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to-
be printed.

J. G. FELL AND OTHERS.

Mr. O'NEILL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R.
7081) for the relief of J. G. Fell, Edward Hoopes, and George Burn-
ham, trustees of the Walnut Grove Gold Mining Company; which was-
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs, and ordered to be printed.

EDMON COOPER.

Mr. WARNER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7082)
for the relief of Edmon ; which was read a first and second time,.
referred to the Committee on Claims, and erdered to be printed.

LEAVENWORTH, PAWNEE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY.

Mr. ANDERSON by unanimouns consent, presented a resolution of-
inquiry requ m.formatmn from the of the Interior re-

specting the withdrawal of lands in favor of the Leavenworth, Pawnee
and Western Railroad Company; which was referred to the Committee

on the Judiciary.
SOLDIERS OF INDIAN WARS.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced
a bill (H. R. 7083) amendmgcv laws granting pensions to soldiers and
sailors of the war of 1812 so as to grant pensions to the soldiers.
of previous wars, and their mdm, which was read a first and second
time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions,
Botmty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed.

INTERFERENCE OF FEDERAL OFFICE-HOLDERS.

Mr. DEZENDORF, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R.
7084) to reform the civil service of the United States and to prevent
Federal office-holders from interfering with the freedom of elections;
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on
Reform in the Civil Bervice, and ordered to be printed.

ADULTERATED TEAS.

Mr. HARDENBERGH, by unanimous te:g introduced a bill (H.
R. 7085) to prevent the 1mporlnhnn of adulterated teas; which was read
a first and second time, referred to the Committee onWays and Means, .
and ordered to be printed.

GEORGE FOSTER.

Mr. SMALLS. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the bill (S. 2080)

%ra.ntmgapenmonto George Foster be taken from the Speaker’s table
r present consideration.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted by the m and House of That the Secretary
of the Interior be, and he is hereby, suww d.irede& to place on the pen-
mron-mll‘ subject to the provisions and limitati ion laws, the name
of Geo!

of th
rie Foster, Iate 5 private in Company O, Tenth United Slates Cavalry

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Has that bill been considered by any
committee of this House?

Mr. SMALLS. It wasnot. It isa bill which came from the Senate
previous to the adjournment of the House, and as it is for the relief of
a soldier who has lost both legs I hope there will be no objection to it.

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I will not object if the committee
does not.

There was no objection; and the bill was taken up, read a first and’
second time, ordered to a third reading, and accordingly read the third
time, and

Mr. SMALLS 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.

WILLIAM F. RICE.

Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7086}"
for therelief of William F. Rice; which was read a first and second time, .
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

MELISSA G. POLAR.

Mr. URNER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7087)
for the relief of Melissa G. Polar; which was read a first and second time,
referred to'the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to
be printed.

RANK OF CERTAIN NAVAL OFFICERS.

Mr. TALBOTT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7088)
to adjust the rank of certain officers of the Navy; which was read a
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and
ordered to be printed.

PRE-EMPTION AND HOMESTEAD LAWS.
Mr. STRAIT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the
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Pub]chmd&mpoﬂedhckwithmg?dm;ﬁhthebgd(ﬂ.Rw)mt?
Tepeal the laws allowing pre-emption of public lands amending
homestead law; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

CONTINENTAL AND OTHEE NEW YORK INSURANCE COMPANIES,

Mr. HUTCHINS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R.
"7089) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance Company, Eagle
Fire Insurance Company, City Fire Insurance Company, and Commer-
-cial Mutual Insurance Company, all of New York city; which wasread
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on'&'aysand Means,
and ordered to be printed.
CHARLES €. O'NEILL.

Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, introdnced a bill (H. R. 7090)
_granting an jncrease of pension to Charles C. O'Neill; which was read
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
and ordered to be printed.

CRAFTS J. WRIGHT.

Mr. ROSECRANS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R.
7091) for the relief of Crafts J. Wright; which was read a first and second
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be
printed. \

HENRY J. HUNT.

Mr. ROSECRANS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.
R. 7092) to authorize the retirement of Colonel Henry J. Hunt, Fifth
United States Artillery, with the rank and pay of a brigadier-general;
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

CAROLINE M. M'DOUGAL.

Mr. ROSECRANS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.
R. 7093) granting a pension to Caroline M. McDougal; which was read
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and
ordered to be printed.

FRAUDS ON CUSTOMS REVENUE.

Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7084
to prevent frauds on the customs revenue; which was read a first an
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered
to be printed.

HEIRS OF COUNT PULASKI.

Mr. CURTIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7095)
for the relief of the heirs of General Count Casimer Pulaski; which was
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims,
and ordered to be printed.

WILLIAM ROSS BROWNE.

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts (by request), by unanimous consent,
introduced a bill (H. R. 7096) for the relief of William Ross Browne;
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

ELIJAH W. DOBBS AND OTHERS.

Mr. OURY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7097)
for the relief of Elijah W. Dobbs, Mariano G. Samaniego, and H. C.
Hooker; which was read a first and second time, refe to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

HENRY C. FRAZIER.

Mr. OURY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R.
7098) for the relief of Henry C. Frazier; which was read a first and
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered
to be printed.

AMENDMENT TO THE PENSION LAWS.

Mr. JOYCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7099)
to amend the pension laws, and for other purposes; which was read a
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed.

PHILEMON B. PURVIS.

Mr. BEACH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7100)
granting a pension to Philemon B. Purvis; which was read a first and
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered
1o be printed.

: RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS.

Mr. BINGHAM (by request), by unanimous consent, introduced a bill
(H. R. 7101) to provide for the appointment of railway postal clerks,
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be
printed.

BIGAMY, POLYGAMY, ETC.
__ Mr. CASSIDY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7102)
to amend an act entitled “‘ Anact to amend section 5352 of the Revised
Statates of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other pur-
poses,”’ approved March 22, 1832; which was read a first and second

hmet’e?m to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be
printed.
BEAUFORT C. LEE.

Mr. WARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7103)
for the relief of Beaufort C. Lee; which was read a first and second time,
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

GEORGE FLINN.

Mr. LADD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 710-1{
granting a pension to Flinn; which was read a first and secd
taq:et,‘;i-efmdto the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be
prin

ADELBERT L. NICHOLS.

Mr. LACEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7105
for the relief of Adelbert L. Nichols; which was read a firstand
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed.

R. D. HAY.

Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, introdunced a bill (H. R. 7106)
for the relief of R. D. Hay; which was read a first and second time, re-
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed.

STAR-ROUTE CONTRACTS.

Mr. BCALES, by unanimous consent, submitted the foll Teso-
lution; which was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be instructed to report to this House at
as early day as practicable all failures, whether I':zet.he original or sub contract-

ors, to the mails on any of the star routes; extent and cause of said fail-
ures ;* ct, and Territory where have and the number
in each district; and what steps have been if yand with what

to enforce performance of the contracts. And that he mpoﬂwhntadm

legislation, if any, is necessary to enforce all said contracts, and to secure to the
peopila,a.s farumnyhe‘remuarscrvioe on these routes and all others in the star
BErvice.

INTERENAL-REVENUE TAXES.

Mr. SCALES. I ask unanimons consent for the present considera-
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be instructed to inquire into
the expediency of so amending the internal-revenue laws as not only to abolish
the tax on tobacco but also to abolish the tax on all brandies made of aleas,
peaches, and g}:?ea. and to reduce the tax on whisky to 50 cents per gallon;
and that they her inquire into the propriety of abolishing the present com-
pl y cx&)cnnive, and odious system of collecting said taxes, with its horde of
officers, and substitute therefor the system which now obtains in most of the
States, and which is based upon the honor and good faith of the citizen and tax-
payer, with such pains a;:!c’lﬂﬂenn.ltim for a violation of such laws as may seem
to them equal, just, and nt; and that they report by bill or otherwise.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
the resolution ?

Mr. MILLS and Mr. ANDERSON objected.

Mr. SCALES. The resolution merely asks the committee to inquire
into the expediency of amending the internal-revenue laws in the way
proposed. I understand my friend from Texas [Mr, MirLs] withdraws
his ohjection.

i Mr. ANDERSON. I object to the present consideration of the reso-
ution.

Mr. SCALES. It only instruets the committee to inquire into the
expediency of the §ropoaiﬂm
Mr. ANDERSON. Iinsist on my objection. I have no objection to
the resolution being referred.

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means.

DROP-LETTERS.

Mr. DINGLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a hill (H. R.
7107) to provide for a uniform rate of postage on drop-letters; which
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed.

NATHANIEL D. CHASE.

Mr. DINGLEY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a h%ﬂ.
R. 7108) granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Chase; which was a
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
and ordered to be printed.

GRUNDY COUNTY, TENNESSEE.

Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7100)
to detach the county of Grundy, in the State of Tennessee, from the
southern distriet of Tennessee, and attach it to the middle district
of said State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed.

SICKNESS AND DEATH OF THE LATE PRESIDENT GARFIELD.

Mr. NEAL. I offer for present consideration the resolution which I
send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be il resolved by the House of Represeniatives, That the board heretofore ap-
attendant upon the

inted to audit the expenses last sickness and death of Hon.
ames A, Garfield, late President of the United States, are he tnstm%:! to
board, ac-

report to this House a schedule of all the claims presented to
tion of the board upon the same, the allowances made, and generally all their
transactions in the premises,
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
this resolution?

Mr. SPRINGER rose.

Mr. NEAL. The board is to furnish that information.

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection. The object is merely to re-
port the proceedings of the hoard to the House, is it not?

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir; that is all.

The resolution was ade

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

STREET RAILWAYS IN THE DISTRICT.

Mr. KLOTZ, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. '}1%1(1})
mregﬂmthemngdpnmmgmm the city railroad cars of the
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent to call up from the Private
Calendar for t consideration the bill (H. R. 6634) auth the
muster in anr{dmuhnrgeofﬂemyz Blinn. I will state that this is for
the relief of a wounded soldier. It authorizes his muster in and gives
him two months' pay.

The SPEAKER. The hill will be read, snbject to objection.

The bill was read.

Mr. STEELE. The bill is the unanimous report of the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Mr. RICE, of Missouri.

bill.

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for the regular order.

Mr. CASWELL. I must now insist on the regular order.

Mr. HISCOCK. I call fer the regular order.

The SPEAKER. If the regular order is insisted upon, the question
is upon the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin Fh)a[r CASWELL],
tod with the morning hour for the call of committees for reports.

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof).

'ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. :

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bhills of the fol-
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

A bill (S. 1703) to cede to the first taxing district of the State of
Tennessee a certain lot of land sitnated in said district; and

A bill (8. 506) authorizing the board of commissioners of the Soldiers’
Home to sell certain property at Harrodsburgh, Kentucky, belonging to
the Soldiers’ Home.

I object to the present consideration of the

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. CASWELL. I move that the House now resolve itselfinto Com-
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of pro-

ing with the consideration of the Post-Office a tion bill.

Mr. HOUK. T ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment,

Mr. CASWELL. I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
Houk], but I can not yield further.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not yield; he can withdraw his
motion.

Mr. CASWELL. I can not withdraw the motion.

Mr. HOUK. I hope the gentleman will withdraw it for a moment.

Many MEMBERS. Regular order.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL], that the House now resolve itself'into
Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of the Post-Office
appropriation bill.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Before that motion is put I desire to
make a suggestion. The Post-Office appropriation bill is now complete,
a8 I understand, with the exception of two amendments. They are
amendments of such importance that I am sure the House can not dis-
cuss them in a satisfactory manner under the five-minute rule. I there-
fore suggest to my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] the propriety
of ing the limits of debate so that the amendments may be dis-
cussed without the limitation and pressure of the five-minute rule.

Mr. CASWELL. I realizethe propriety of such a suggestion. I am

_well aware that this question can not be discussed by any one in five
minutes. I do not know how the time for debate can be extended ex-
cept by unanimous consent.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Then Iask unanimons consent.

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent can be given in committee as
well as in the House.

The motion of Mr. CASWELL was to.

The House y resolved itself into Committee of the Whole,
Mr. CALKINS in the chair.

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL.

The CHAIRMAN * The House is now in Committee of the Whole
for the further considering the Post-Office appropriation bill.

purpose of
The Clerk will read the pending paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:
Offlce of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General :
For inland mailt e on, : Fort n railroad routes,
§11,700,000; and if any nilmdwm Mhﬂmrﬂfmw rt the mails
for which this mpristioniam , When required by the P

ment, upon the
ﬂamymdmedmwm&orthnamonmnw
master-General is nuthoriﬂyd to ¥, out of the priation for transportation

on railroad routes, for service ween the union depot in East
Saint Lo is,]‘.llino}a an theuniondeminﬁulnt , & sum not ex-
eeeding um Jowest rate whmh pﬂvm ividuals, axprm companies, or others

ts, but not to exceed for the fiscal
'ﬁ;,mo including allowance tur depot

room and transfer service at each

The CHATRMAN. The pending question is upon an amendment

offered by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBESON] to add to the
pending paragraph that which the Clerk will read.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Before the reading, I ask consent that

the discussion of this amendment shall not be under the five-minute

rule. It seems to me that it must be obvious to every one that it can

nwminnmnuponsddmd said company shall have
by law; and the Post-

| mot be properly dlscnssed under the five-minute rule.

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest that we do not give unanimous consent
for that, buf if any gentleman desires to speak more than five minutes
some one can yield to him.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I desire to discuss this amendment,
and I can not do it under the five-minute rule. It would require
twenty minutes at least for me to get before the Committee of the Whole
the facts that they ought to have before being required to vote upon the
amendment.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That for the better Mcomplishmmb of the object of the acts author-
izing the construction of the railroads hereinafter referred to, and the betier to
seeure to the Government the nse and beénefit of the same, all acts anthorizing
the building and eonstruction of those railroads which have received in addition
to land grants Government aid by loan or guarantee of bonds by the United
States, and all other acts, parts of acts, and provim.ons baving reln.tinn theret.u
are here mended. and modified that }
i mrryin and I:rnmpor(’.ahon of the Umtad States mails

or their assi s, shall not exceed 50 per
cent, of the amount now allowed by law to thmn as compensation for the same
service of like

Mr. RYAN. As befnre stated by the gentleman from New York [ Mr.
Hewirt], this proposition is one of very great importance, involving
questions, of law as well of fact, of great moment. I suggest that if any
gentleman desires to discuss the pending amendment he be permitted
to proceed until some one thinks it is time to call him to order; in other
words, that the Chair shall not apply the five-minute rule to the debate
on this amendment.

Mr. ATKINS. Ihope the Committee of the Whole will not be thrown
upon its courtesy in any such way as that. I hope that the time will
be extended to ten or fifteen or twenty minutes to each member, as far
as that is concerned. If you throw the committee upon its courtesy, of
course no one will feel like objecting to any member speaking as long
as he may see fit.

Mr. RYAN. Iam not for myself; I have no desire to speak
upon the amendment, but gentlemen who desire to discuss it should
have a reasonable opportunity to do so. It is a proposition of a great
deal of importance.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will make asuggestion which he thinks
will facilitate business and enable the committee to reach the result
desired.

Mr. ATKINS. I suggest that it be agreed upon both sides that a cer-
tain time be allowed for the discussion of this amendment, and then
that time can be divided between the opponents and the friends of the
proposition. That is the usual way, and I think it is right.

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman suggest?

Mr., ATKINS. I will suggest two hours; that is, an hour on each
gide.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
RoBEsoN to the proposition?

Mr, ROBESON. I have no objection fo it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then recognize the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] as in charge of one hour, and the gentleman
from New Jersey [ Mr. RoBEsoN] as in charge of the other hour.

Mr. ATKINS. I have no desire to speak myself. I would suggest
that the Chair substitute some one else than myself to take charge of
the hour in opposition to the amendment. Iam in favorofthe a.mend
ment.

The CHATRMAN. Thesuggestion made by the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. ATEINS] and acceded to by the gentleman from New Jerse,
[Mr. RoBEsoN], who offered the amendment, was that an hour be al-
lowed each side for the discussion of this amendment.

Mr. ATKINS. Isuggest that the gentleman from New York [Mr
hHEwrrr], who is opposed to the proposition, be given charge of one

The CHATRMAN. The Chairwilldo that. Tsthere objection to the
pro ent ?

Mr. ROBESON. The only objection I have is that this time is not
properly at my disposal. Itshould be at the disposal of the gentleman
who has charge of the bill.
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The CHATRMAN. The Chair recognizes that fact.

Mr. CASWELL. The difficulty is that I am opposed to the amend-
ment. .

Mr. ROBESON. Well, I am in favor of it.

Mr, CASWELL. We stand in adverse positions upon the question.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I that the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] take control of the hour. I do not desire to
control it,

Mr. ANDERSON. I would like to understand what is proposed.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again state the proposition. It
is that two hours be allowed for discussion on this amendment—one
hour to be under the charge of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
RopesoN], the other under the charge of the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin [Mr. CASWELL]; one gentleman being in favor of the amendment
and the other against it. Is there objection?

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Suppose this

ition be to, and there be discussion under it for two hours,
will there then be the usual five-minute debate?

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly; this does not limit the ordinary five-
minute debate.

Mr, ATKINS. That follows as a matter of course.

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere ohjection to the proposition? The Chair
hears none. The understanding is to as stated.

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand this arrangement, it is limited to
two hours—one under the control of the gentleman in charge of the bill.
‘Who is to have charge of the other hour?

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBEsoN].

Mr. HOLMAN. With the consent of the gentleman from New Jer-
sey, I desire at this time to submit a substitute for his pending amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] de-
sires to offer a substitute for the pending amendment of the gentleman
from New Jersey.

Mr. ROBESON. I have no objection to the substitute being read for
gormn.tion; but If do not wishtoto yield tt.lllm ﬂo}t:rnni;or the put&rp:fe of

ving it offered, if it proposes to change the parliamentary situation.
The gentleman will of course have the opportunity to offer it hereafter.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that in the present position of
the question, the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana may be
read for information only.

Mr. HOLMAN. I gave notice of it. .

The CHAIRMAN. It will be recognized at the end of two hours as

offered.

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer it at an earlier moment. I hope the
Chair will recognize me. :

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that he is concluded by the
arrangement agreed to by the Committee of the Whole that there shall
be two hours’ discussion upon the pending amendment.

Mr. HOLMAN. It certainly was not the intention——

The CHAIRMAN. That will not preclude the discussion of the gen-
tleman’s propoesition.

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I ask that it may be read. z

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment for infor-
mation.

The Clerk read as follows :

After the word ' doHars,” in the forty-eighth line, add the following:

** Provided, That every railroad company which has received a grant of public
land to aid in the construction of its railroad equal to or exceeding 3,000 acres
per mile, on the condition that the mails should be transported over such road
at such price as Congress should by law direct, or has received such grant to the
extent aforesaid on the conditions above expressed to aid in the construction of
a part of its railroad, or has received the benefits of any such grant in the con-
struction of its road or o part thereof, to the extent and made on the condition
aforesaid, shall receive for the transportation of the mails over its road, or over
the part thereof for the construction of which it received such aid, 50 per cent.
only of the rate of compensation now allowed by law to railroad companies
which have not received ts of public lands for such transportation.

* The foregomi})rov on shall extend to nnd embrace every land-grant rail-
road company which has received a grant of public land by and under an actof
Congress to aid in the construction of its railroad, and ‘to secure the safe and
5] y tmnﬁmﬁon of the mails, troops, munitions of war, and publicstores’
t! m, which expressly reserves to Co ssthe right to alter or amend theact
making such grant, and such company shall receive for transporting the mails
over its railroad 50 per cent. only of the rate of compensation now allowed by
law to railroad companies which have not received grants of publie land, and

such act shall be deemed amended accordingly.

** But the provisions of the thirteenth section of an act entitled ‘An act making
appm];]‘l&tions for the service of the Post-Office De ent for the ﬁrem- ending
June 30, 1877, and for other purposes,’ approved July 12, 1876, shall remain in
full force as to all railroad companies whose railroads were constructed in whole
orin by gx:mte of public lands of less thon 3,000 acres per mile of their re-

ve roads,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that this proposition will be
pending at the end of two hours.

Mr. ROBESON. This is an entirely different proposition from mine.
It is much more comprehensive; relates to other subjects than mine.
Now, the time fixed for debate on the original proposition will be much
more than consnmed if we undertake to discuss all these questions.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that debate upon this prop-
osition is not precluded becaunse it is not formally before the Committee
of the Whole. It has been read for information and will be pending at
the end of the two hours. It may be discussed during the two hours.

r'_m};.'[;:’]:IOLM.&N. In the mean time no other proposition can be of-

The CHATRMAN. Notatall. The Chairrecognizes the gentleman
e ROBESON. _ Mr. Chatrman,

. ; . Chai as I have the affirmative of the
osition and the time is limited I desire to divide up my hour solzlsmg
reserve a portion of it for reply.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can take his own course.

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy only a few mo-
mentsat this time in stating the exact bearing, nature, and effect of this
proposition.

As the law now stands we have a postal code which fixes the compen-
sation for the rtation of the mails on railroad routes upon certain
principles and with certain allowances, giving so much per ton per mile.
That proposition of the postal code extends and applies, as I understand
it, to all railroad companies which carry the mails, and which, by rea-
son of their relation to the Government, are not subjected to any other
special provision directly applicable to them.

There is still one exception to its general application, and that excep-
tion includes those roads which by virtue of their charters and their
actsofincorporation, and the used in them, have been held by the
Supreme Court of the United States to stand in a different legal Tela-
tion to the Government of the United States from other roads. So that
when Congress designs to fix a rate on them for the transportation of
mails, it is necessary that it should directly amend and alter the char-
ters of those companies, the provisions of their charters being such that
the general provisions of the postal code are held not to apply to them
upon the principle that a general provision is not held to apply to or
control a particular provision which has been applied in a particularin-
stance to the same subject-matter. On that general principle of law
the Supreme Court has held that the general provisions of the postal
code which apply to the other railroads do not apply to that of
roads which is known as the Pacific milroads,amtemofmm
has received a special charter from the Government of the United Sta
and under that special charter claims it is not amenable to the
provisions of the postal code.

It happens, Mr. i that those roads which claim this immu-
nity are the very roads which have received the most favors and the

beneﬁt]:]:g the h&nds bqé ;J!;e G-m;zm;alznt. ofTbl:Jeydshme received,
besides large grants, su es in the nds pledging the
credit of the United States, and now a.mountinxz prineipal ll;nd aecEmu—-
lated interest, to many millions of dollars, near or more than $100,000,000,
Ithink, although I donot know exactly how much they have been reduced
by the sinking fund. They have had heretofore, in addition to their
large land grants, large money subsidies from the United States; and yet,
standing on the strict letter of their charters and appealing from the
action of Congress to the judicial power, while they claim we have the
right to exercise it and put other railroads which we have not specially
henefited upon a fixed rate which Congress has declared to be reasonable
they also claim that they are not and can not be reduced by that general
provision. The amendment is that while other mail-carrying roads re-
ceive the lower rates fixed by Congress, these roads shall receive the
highest pay known to the postal system and the highest pay charged by
individuals for mail transportation. They claim that they shall receive
full express rates for everything they carry for the United States Gov-
ernment, and of course without rebate or drawback.

Now, then, if Congressis ever to assert its power over these roads
and this subject, they must do it under the clause of the charters of
these companies, which reserves to Congress the express power to alter,
amend, and modify those charters. And therefore this amendment ex-
pressly declares that it is intended as an amendment to their charters.
It declares that is the legislative intention.

It does not reduce them largely. It reduces them to 50 per cent. of”
what they now receive. When they shall be reduced to that 50 per
cent. they will still have more compensation than any other railroads
of the country. Itis necessary we should have this legislation, tosome
extent at least, in order that the question whether has or has
not the control over this subject may be brought fairly to the test of
judicial decision and settled for the present and for the future.

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left?

The CHAIRMAN. Fifty minutes.

Mr. ROBESON. I will reserve the rest of my time.

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel at liberty to take any
very considerable portion of the hour allotted to those who desire to
oppose this amendment, but I can not remain entirely silent, maintain-

ing the relations I do to this bill, and allow legislation to be attached -

to it which I think is in direct conflict with the rights of some of these-
railroad companies by regson of the action of Congress when their fran-
chise was conferred upon them. this amendment purely on
legal grounds, upon the prineiple that we can not invade the vested rights
which these companies have acquired. I shall not attempt to discuss.
the merits of this question aside from that, or talk about these companies
having received large bounties from the Government.

That is not the question here, but one of legal right on the part of
these railroad companies which has been already scquired. AndIcan
not stand here as a member of this House and give my consent to a prop-
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-osition which I conceive to be a plain violation of the right of any party,

whether a corporation or an individual. It matters not what the prop-
‘osition may be if it conflicts with vested and constitutional rights which
‘have been fairly acquired.

I feel certain, Mr. Chairman, that if this proposed amendment shall
be adopted by this committee and the House, it will fall short of the
purposes intended by my friend from New Jersey in presenting it. It
will not, in my judgment, affect either the Union Pacific or the Central
Pacific Railroad in the test degree, and these are the two great
corporations at which he aims this legislation. The amendment would
be, however, effectual as to all the other subsidy roads, however small
or impoverished they may be.

Mr. ROBESON. Will my friend pernnt me to interrupt him a mo-
ment?

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly.

Mr. ROBESON. My friend will permit me to say that my propo-
sition does not affect any road except those that have received bonds
in addition to the land grants.

Mr. CASWELL. I understand that. There is no confusion or mis-
understanding between us on that point. The gentleman’s proposition
extends only to those roads that have received, in addition to land grants,
aid by public bonds. Now, which are those roads? The two princi-
pal roads are the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific. Those are the
roads at which this legislation is aimed.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I repeat, this amendment if adopted will be in-
effectual as to them, because they have vested rights, acquired by the
terms of the grant in 1862. These rights can not be taken away from
them or invaded by Congress. What are those rights which this legis-
lation interferes with ?

I have before me the charter of the Union Pacific and Central Pacific

ted to these companies by Congress in 1862, and I desire

“to read to the House the section of the law which embodics the terms

-of the contract under which these companies are to carry the mails.
~Section 6 provides:

That the grants aforesaid are made upon eoudu.ion that said oompen shall
.pay said bonds at maturity, and shall keep e in

and use, and at all llmes tmnsmit. dlspatches over sa d telcm

‘line and transport mails, troops, and munitions of war, supplies, and public
stores upon said railroad for the Government, whenever required to do so by
any Department thereof, and that the Government shall at all times have the
preference in the use of the same for all the purposes aforesaid (at fair and rea-
sonable rates of wmrenmuon , not to exceed the amounts paid by private parties
for the same kind of service); and all compensation for services rendered for
the Government shall be ap {ed to the payment of said bonds and interest until
the whole amount is fully paid Said com ¥ also pay the United States,
wholly or in part, in the same or other bongn‘ﬁmury notes, or other evidences
of debt the United States, to be allowed at par; and after said road is

mple until said bonds and interest are paid, at least 5 per cent, of the net

. mmfngs o? said road shall also be annually appl.lod to the payment thereof.
The Supreme Court, in a recent case which came before it, has held
that that section was a contract between the United States and these
-companies. In this case the question was raised whether the company
was governed by the postal laws which fix the rate of compensation for
- other railway companies or by the section which has been read. The
Court held that the postal laws were entirely inapplicable to these com-
ﬁmea, because of the special provision in the charter that they shall
ve fair and reasonable rates, not exceeding, however, those paid to
private individuals for similar services.
That being settled, there is no fixed rate which shall be allowed to
- the Union Pwﬁcnna Central Pacific companies for carrying the mails.
' That is a question in conflict between the Post-Office Department and
these companies, They have claimed they were entitled to
-rates, while the Postmaster-General has held they were governed by the
!awsandenhﬂedtonoothernrgrmter(mmpemnhon
allowed to other companies. But the Supreme Court held that the gen-
eral law did not affect these companies, because of the reservation in the
t to which I have referred that the clause amounted to a contract
tween the Government and the companies, and consequently were in
no manner affected by the action of Congress. There is therefore, Mr.
Chsummle.ﬂiforonrcmmdemﬁmﬂmqnestmnﬂas the
power to that law of compensation so as to reduce it 50 per cent.
- of what wonl(febe regarded a reasonable rate?

Let us see what this proposition of my friend from New Jersey is.
He says by his amendment that these companies shall hereafter receive
50 per cent. of the rate now paid to them for the rtation of the
mails. What is the rate paid to the Union Pacific and Central Pacific
roads? The Sn{n'eme Court says it is not the postal rates, because those
rates do not apply to these companies under their charter. What is the
rate, then, that is to be paid? The companiessay, Shall wesubmit to
the rates fixed by the Postmaster-General? The Supreme Court say,
No, not necessarily; these companies by the terms of their charter are

- entitled to a reasonable compensation, not necessarily express rates, but
. ‘l‘.’u reasonable rate, not exceeding that paid by private parties for simi-
service.

Mr. RANNEY. Who is to determine that question?

Mr. CASWELL. There is sufficient confusion now existing between

- those companies and the Post-Office Department; and if you add this
. amendment that they shall be entitled to 50 per cent. of the t rate
_allowed them you are piling confusion on top of confusion, for the gov-

emmgrstelsunkq;:wn, and who can tell what 50 per cent. of an un-
uantity is

M; B ND ‘Would it interrupt the gentleman to ask him a ques-
tion?

Mr. CASWELL. I yield for a queauon

Mr. BLAND. Who is to determine this rate—Congress or the Post-

ce Department or the railroad, or all together?

Mr. CASWELL. Neither of them. The principle which is to con-
trol was settled by the original grant, which provided it should be a
reasonable rate. Such a question could only be determined by a jury.

Mr. BLAND. How will you get it before a jury.

Mr. HAZELTON. Pass this amendment and you will find means of

ing it before a jury.

Mr. CASWELL. Are we to stand here piling up legislation for the
purpose of seeing it overthrown by the Supreme Court? We are sup-

to have some mind of our own; and with a provision so plain as
the one under consideration I see no reason why we should fail to un-
derstand the rights those companies have already secured, wisely or
unwisely I do not undertake to say.

But to proceed, Mr. Chairman. Has Congress the power to change
this charter in this respect? Can we now turn around and say that
these railroad companies shall have only one-half of what is conceded to
be a reasonable rate for carrying the mails? My friend from New Jer-
sey [Mr. RoBEsoN] will say the rate now to be paid to the Union
PamﬁcRaﬂmadOompany,mtheabsenceof ional 1 tion,
means, as prescribed by its charter, a reasonable compensation. Hold-
mglnm then, to that p hon,hmrmolnhonmherm& roposes EH
to that company only 50 per cent. of what is a reaeonable rate. 8
we make that discrimination? Can we do it in the face of the plain
language of that charter? Now, let us see what that charter is; whether
it contains a qualified reservation to amend, alter, or modify, or one in
general terms. Turn to section 18 of the same act; thisis its langnage:

And the better to accomplish the object of this act, namely, to promote the
i)uh]m interest and welfare by the construction of said railroad and telegraph

ine, and keeping the same in working order, and to secure to the Government -
at ail times, but rly in times of war, the use and benefits of the same

for postal, military, and other purposes, Gungm may st nny tlme, havin,
due regnrﬁ for the nghts of said : amcmf

or repeal this

Now, whnt- are the rights of this company which will be affected by
this proposed amendment? They were compelled to these mails.
The grant compels them to carry the mails ; and it says to the railroad
company at the same time, *‘ You shall have ‘reasonable rates ; ; you shall
have a reasonable and fair mmpensa.hon for doing it ; and you shall car-
Ty other Government supplies ; you shall transport 'the troops and the
army supplies over your road ; you shall do it; and if you accept this
grant from the Government of the United Statts, you do it with that
understanding and condition.””

These companies say, ‘‘ Very well, we will doit.”” They built their
roads and we tumnmundandby:m nrbl act say to them, “ We
will reduce your compensation 50 per what we agreed to pay
you, and that we concede to be a reaaonabla and fair eompenaahon-"
after you have performed your contract, or your part of it, wesay ““you
aha!t have only half the pay we promised to give you’ for domg our
WOT.

Mr. MILLS. Do we pay these roads more than other roads upon
contract ?

Mr. CASWELL. It is not settled what we are paying these roads.
The amounts supposed to be earned, according to the rates of the Post-
Office Department, each year are certified to the Treasury and are cred-
ited to these companies on the amount of their enormous indebtedness

than | to the United States. Just what the rate shall be or must be is not

settled.

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question there?

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir.

Mr, BLAND. If the companies are compelled under their charters
to carry themailforthareamnahlewm tion is it not necessary for Con-
gress to appropriate that compensation? And in that appropriation are
they not the judges of what it should be?

Mr. CASWELL. Not by any means.

Mr. PAGE. They do not get any money for the service.

Mr. BLAND. The money must come first from an appropriation by
Congress before the Post—O‘gce Department can credit the companies.

Mr, CASWELL. Let me explain. Thereisnomoneyaboutit. My
friend from New Jersey [Mr. RoBEsoN] says truly when he tells us
those companies are largely and immensely indebted to the United
States Government because of its tee of these bonds. Now, sir,
it has been thought by the people of this country that those two rail-
road companies would never be able to pay that enormous debt. But
the amendment of the gentleman is based upon the theory that they
will pay it, every dollar of it; and he wants to diminish the credit we
have given them to apply to that indebtedness. All that is earned by
these comtgama is credited now by law to the companies simply on the
books of the Treasury and applied in reduction of that indebtedness.

Upon the assumption that that indebtedness will all be paid, upon
the assumption that the United States will be saved entirely
the gentleman from New, Jersey proposes to take away even one-half of
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their earnings for ing the mails. If they are to return all of this
money to us, why should we withhold one-half of the compensation
for the service which they render‘us?

Mr. EANtEaEY Dol nndg;“u%tand the gentleman to take the ground
that under that act Congress no power to change it?

Mr, CASWELL. Ido.

Mr. RANNEY. Or that they ought not to do it?

Mr. CASWELL. That they have not the power.

Mr. RANNEY. Have not the courts decided otherwise?

Mr. ROBESON. Yes.

Mr. CASWELL. I think not. As a matter of policy, in the first
place, we ought not to do it, because we are now only crediting these
companies upon their enormous indebtedness which they are owing to
us. If my friend takes the ground that these companies will return
all the money to the United &tes which they owe us, I ask why, as a
matter of justice, should we strip them of one-half of their earnings in
transporting our mails over their roads?

In response to my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] let me
say that I take the ground that Congress has no power to change this
charter or grant to the extent of interfering with a vested right which
has become a part and parcel of the contract. This question
came before the Supreme Court in the ﬂmdi:nf case, where the question
arose as to whether or not the Thurman bill was constitutional in its
provisions.

That act you will remember simply provided that 25 cent. of the
net earnings of this road should be set apart and inv for the benefit
of the companies, to be held and applied upon its indebtedness when
the bonds became due. The Supreme Court in that case held in the
first instance:

That the establishment of the fund is a reasonable regulation of the adminis-
tration of the affairs oflhemman.n!es,pgnmm\(va alike of the interest of the pub-
lie and of the -;-_ tors, m& War hal ;w‘htgamﬂlg wmnhqfn b
TArthiten Easted Dy 1t THat the boADHALeNt of the SAEIAE o by the otk
of May 7, 1878, does not conflict with anything in said charter.

Again, in discussing the question, Chief-Justice Waite says:
LS i i e s e oo
simply gives further assurance of the continued solvency and prosperity of a

corporation in which the public are so largely interested, and adds another guar-
antee to the lasting value of its vast smount of seourities.

They put their decision upon the ground that it takes nothing from
the company, that it simply sets apart a portion of their earnings to be
invested again in bonds on interest for preservation, not only for the
com but for its ereditors.

And they farther hold that taking this 25 per cent. of the net earn-
ings isnot an appropriation of moneys, not a payment upon the debt, but
simply setting it apart to be held by the United States Government, as
a trustee as it were, for the future benefit of all parties. Therefore
nothing is taken from the company.

But how would it be in this case? It is here proposed to take from
the company one-half of the earnings which they were promised in the
original grant, which provided they should have a reasonable and fair
com tion for the carrying of the mails.

Mr. UPSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ?

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. UPSON. Are these roads being allowed for thisservice a higher
rate than other roads are being paid for similar services ?

Mr. CASWELL. The Postmaster-General undertook to fix their rates
the same as for other es. But the Supreme Court of the United
States in 104 Wallace holds that these acts and the acts of the Post-
master-General do not touch them, because of the reservation in their
charter that they should have fair and reasonable rates of compensation.

Mr. UPSON. Whatisthe fact? Are they being allowed more than
other roads ? y

Mr. CASWELL. I may say they are not being allowed anything;
that is, they are not paid any money. The Postmaster-General adopts
the rule that is applied to other mgroad.s, and certifies the amount to
the Treasury of the United States, and that amount is placed upon the
books as a credit of the road on their indebtedness. In the mean time
the company are also claiming express rates. There are two different
items submitted to the Treasury each year to cover their earnings.

Mr. BLAND. Are the other roads allowed unreasonable rates?

Mr. CASWELL. I think the presumption is, in the absence of any
proof, that the rates ibed by Congress for other roads are to be
regarded as a reasonable allowance. This proposition would, however,
redunce the rate of compensation to all the companies within the scope
of the amendment to one-half of what is regarded as reasonable rates.
The question is, What is that rate, and can you reduce it under the terms
of the t?

permanent

Mr. BLAND. Not being informed, I would like to ask the gentle--

man if the rate is reduced one-half, would they receive then the com-
pensation of other roads?
Mr. CASWELL. Ifyou will tell me what the whole rate is I will
answer your question.
‘Mr. BLAND. I have not investigated it.
Mr. CASWELL. It is an unknown quantity.

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman will allow me a moment——

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly.

Mr. COBB. As I understand the gentleman’s position, it is that this
amendment, if adopted, would be inoperative for the reason that it vio-
lates a contract between the Governmentand these railroad companies.

Mr. CASWELL. That is what I have been trying to say.

Mr. COBB. 1In the first place, I would ask the gentleman whether
or not the obligation of a contract under the Constitution is binding
upon ? And I will suggest another point. The gentleman
probably is familiar with the action of Con, in regard to the Thur-
man bill, as it is called. That bill provided for creating a sinking
fund, a sinking fund which was to be applied to the payment of the-
interest on these subsidy bonds.

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. COBB. Now the Supreme Court had held, as I remember, that
the interest upon those bonds was not payable till the principal fell due.

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. COBB. Yet the hill to which I refer provided for creating a
sf::ﬁk‘iingfundmpay the interest on thomhongsbdmthebonds did

ne,
. Mr, CASWELL. No, sir; to be held in reserve till the bonds fall
ue.

Mr. COBB. Both prineipal and interest?

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. COBB. Now, I suggest if that could be done, it was a change,
according to the decision of the Swe Court, of what the gentleman
assumes to be a contract between Government and the company.

Mr. CASWELL. Well, the Supreme Court held otherwise. They
held that the act referred to was in no way in conflict with the charter,
because it only set apart a portion of the earnings of the companies for
the protection as it were of the rights of ereditors.

Mr. COBB. But was it not a change of the contract? If the con-
tract did not require the interest on those bonds to be so paid, was it
not a change of the contract, in pursuance as I may say of that section
of the charter giving the right to alter or amend it?

Mr. CAS L. I can not yield further; but I will say this: four of
the judges of the Supreme Court held that the act referred to did not
interfere with the charter, while three of them held that it did. The
decision was sustained by a majority of only one.

But that is an entirely different question from the one presented here.
This proposed legislation is in direct conflict with the charter. The

of the charter is clear and distinct that the company shall have
fair and reasonable rates, while this law proposes to take away one-half
of that rate. By reason of this grant the companies acquired a right
which could not be divested or impaired.

Now, what does the reservation of the right to change or amend the
charter mean? Why, it has been interpreted by the courts over and
over again. It is held that the legislative authority under such a res-
ervation may modify or change the charter so far as the franchises of the
corporation are concerned, but can not take away a vested right which
assumes the attitude of a right between individuals.

Mr. RANNEY. Does not the act now in question contain an express
provision that Congress may repeal the whole of it ?

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, Congress may e

Mr. RANNEY. Ifwemay repeal the whole, can we not change some

subordinate ‘ﬁ #

Mr. CAS L. My friend will find that Congress can not repeal or
take away vested rights. A charter may be repealed, and the corporation
compelled to wind up its affairs, but we can not divest a corporation of
its property by a repeal of its charter or a modification of it. A right
once acquired can not be takenaway. Suppose Congress makes a grant
of land to a company to build a railroad 1,000 miles in length, and g‘x;)-
vides that the company shall build 100 miles each and every year. e
company accepts the grant, and proceeds to construct theroad. It builds
half the road, and within the time required by law. Now, can Congress
repeal or take away that t?

Mr. RANNEY. If the right is reserved in the charter it can.

Mr. CASWELL. Thecompany has acquired aright of which Congress
can not divest it without violating the contract on its part. I hold that
Congress has not the power to take away a vested right in this case
any more than it could take away such a right if the contract were be-
tween two individuals. When Congress passes an act which makes the
Government a contractor on the one side and a railroad company or an
individual a contractee, it descends from the high plane of sovereignty
as a legislative body to the plane upon which individuals meet each
other, and it is governed and bound by the ordinary rules and provis-
ions of the Constitution, which proteet individuals in the rights which
they have acquired. o

These companies built their roads. Under the compulsory provision
that they should carry the mails they have carried them, and must con-
tinue to carry them. ‘‘But,” says the gentleman from New Jemsey,
‘‘the United States may now disregard the terms of the original grant,
and turn around and say to these companies, ‘ You shall carry the mails
for half what is conceded to be a reasonable rate.’ "’

Mr. VALENTINE. There seems to bea ension as to that
particular point. Now, isit not the fact that the Department
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credits the Union and Central Pacific Railroad Companies with the sgme

amount with which it eredits other roads for carrying the mails, which
amount goes to the credit of these companies upon their indebtedness
to the Government? Is not that the amount now ?

Mr. CASWELL. It is the amount certified by the Postmaster-Gen-
eral; but whether it is the amount of the credit, I do not know.

Mr. VALENTINE. The companies ask more than that?

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir. !

Mr. VALENTINE. it not impossible to determine here what the
rate shonld be without an adjudication if this amendment should be

adopted ?

Mr. CASWELL. I explained that in the beginning. The language
of this amendment is 50 per cent. of the amount now paid to these
companies.

Mr. VALENTINE. And the amount now paid has never been de-
termined.

Mr. CASWELL. That is unsettled; it is an unknown quantity.
"This amendment, as I have already said, would pile up confusion upon
confusion, and, as I believe, it will be inoperative as to the Union and
Central Pacific Rai the twogreat railroads to which, if any, it ought
to apply, and it will be effectual only upon those smaller companies that
have not in their charters the same provision as these two companies
guaranteeing to them a reasonable compensation. = Under this amend-
ment these smaller companies will continue to carry the mails at 50
per cent. of the amount provided by law for other companies, while
these two great railroads will be enabled to carry the mails at what may
be deemed reasonable rates under the terms of their charters. This is
an unjust and unfair discrimination against the smaller railroad com-

es.

pa%éhﬂe my friend from New Jersey would reach those two great rail-
ways, and while it would fall harmless upon their heads, it would rest
heavily upon the smaller roads. As I have said before, I doubt the
policy and wisdom of the amendment, even if it were to be effectual, for
the reason that these railroad companies are so deeply indebted to the
United States Government, and whatever is earned is simply credited
upon that great indebtedness, which I wish were far less than it is.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will yield whatever time I have remaining to
the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEwrTT].

. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] has discussed this question from the legal
int of view, and he has stated that this amendment, in his opinion,
is contrary to the law. I oppose the amendment because I think it is
contrary alike to justice and to policy.

There are three classes of railroads in this country with which the
Government has to do business: First, the common carriers who have
no relations to this Government except to carry its mails and its troops ;
secondly, the land-grant railroads, in the charters of which and under
the grants they have received provision is made that the roads shall be
highways free for the transportation of the mails and of the troops of the
United States; and lastly, there are the subsidized roads, as they are
called, “‘the Pacific system,”’ in which no such reservation was incor-
porated at all. Under the postal code, by section 4001 of the Revised
Statutes, it is provided as follows:

Bec, 4001. All railway companies to which the United States have furnished
aid by grant of lands, right of way, or otherwise, shall carry the mail at such

ces ag Congress may by law provide; and, until such price is fixed by law,
the Postmaster-General may fix the rate of compensation,

And under that clause of the statutes the Post-Office Department
has sought to compel the Pacific railways to carry the mails at the same
rates as the land-grant railroads are by law compelled to carry them.
The case has gone to the fg‘gremc Court, and that eourt has decided in
the case of the Union Pacific Railroad Company against the United
States, Su'gremc Court Decisions, volume 104, that the Pacific railroads
are not subject to this provision of the statutes, but that there is a law
for them which is laid down in the charters of those companies.

In view of this decision comes in this amendment which proposes to
‘‘alter and amend"’ the charters of the Pacific railroad companies so as
to subject them to the provisions of this law. In other words here isa
proposition which seeks to insert into the charters of these companiesa
condition subsequent, and the authority for making this new condition
is claimed to be on the right to alter, amend, and repeal.

I do not know, and T will not pretend to express an opinion, as to
whether the decisions in the Granger cases go so far as to assert that
the authority toalter, amend, and repeal confers this power on Congress.
To me it is immaterial whether that power exists in Congress or not.
If it resides here, it ought not to be exercised, because if the power
exists in this House to cut down arbitrarily 50 per cent. the compensa~
tion allowed by the charters of these companies, there is no reason why
we should not require these rai companies to do this work without
compensation at all. If we have this power at all there is no limit but
in the sense of justice which resides in the members of this House. The
discretion is absolute as to whether we shall pay the beneficiaries of any
legislation of the United States any compensation whatever for any
put:{ig service which by the terms of their charters they are required to
render.

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the charters of these companies there was a

distinct provision that the rates we should pay should be fair and
reasonable. That section has been read by the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. CASWELL] and I will not take up the time of the House in
repeating it. The provision is that the rates shall be * fair and reason-
able rates, not to exceed the amounts paid by private parties for the
same kind of service.”

But the right to alter and amend these charters was reserved in very
;ﬁimrksble langunage, which has not been read to the House, and it isas

OwWs:

To the end to accomplish the ohject of this act, namely, toci)romoto the public

interest and welfare by the construction of said railroad and telegraph line, to

keep the same in wor order, and to secure to the Government at all times,

but icularly in the event of war, the use and benefit of the same for postal,

mill , and other p Con, may at any time, ha due regard for
n, alter, amend, or this act.

the rights of said mmpmaﬂwd

I am no lawyer; I am not very familiar with charters; but I have
never seen a clause in any charter granted by any State or by the United
States in which that peculiar language isinserted, ‘‘having due regard
for the rights of said companies named therein.”

This amendment, offered under the direction of the Committee on
Appropriations, asserts on the face of it that it is for the better accom-
plishment of the acts authorizing the construction of the railroad here-
inafter referred to, to the end to secure to the Government the use and
benefit of the same. That is the purpose alleged as the foundation and
ground for this amendment.

Well, that very purpose has been made the subject of discussion and
of judicial construction by the Supreme Court of the United States.
When the Secretary of the Treasury was directed by this House prior
to the passage of the sinking-fund act to retain all the compensation for
every kind of service rendered to the United States the companies re-
sisted, as will be remembered, on the ground that by an amendatory
act only 50 per cent. was to be retained. That question went to the
Supreme Court. The judgment of the court was in favor of the com-
panies. Their opinion in that case was delivered by Mr. Justice Davis;
and no man will suspect that that eminent citizen who now presides
over the Senate could be influenced by any undue regard or favor
toward the railroads or toward monopolies of any kind. If there be a
man in this whole country who is identified with opposition to monopo-
lists and special grants, it is that eminent jurist.

Now, the court passed upon this very question as to whether the ob-
Jjects aimed at in the acts were of a nature which could subject them to
amendment by Congress in order to make them better fulfill the object of
their creation. I quote with reference to this very point from the case
of the United States against the Union Pacific Railroad Company, Su-
me Court Reports 91, page 79, in which the following language was

eld:

fﬁ?ﬁ&{ the a&l‘p?iﬂiom in t.lhe orig'l::\.l twn?li;oa.d 1862 are ?iutaide of the usual course
o tive action concerning gran s, and can not be properly con-
strued without reference to the circumstances which surrounded Con o ’;vhen
the act was passed. The war of the rebellion was in progress, and the country
had become alarmed for the safety of the Pacific States, owing to complications
with England. In case these complications resulted in an open rupture, the
loss of our Pacific possessions was feared, but, even if this fear were undless,
it was quite apparent that we were unable to furnish that d o??mteoﬁon
to the people oceupying them which every %ovemment owes its citi .

1t is true the threatened danger was happily averted, but wisdom pointed out
the necessity of making suitable provision for the future. This could be done
in no better way than lg the construction of a railroad across the continent.
Such a road would bind together the widely separated of our common
country, and furnish a cheap and expeditious mode for the transportation of
troops and supplies. And if it did nothing more than afford the required pro-
tection to the %‘n.ciﬂc States, it was felt that the Government, in the execution of
a plain duty, could not justly withhold the aid necessary to build it. Andso
strong and pervading was this opinion that it is by no means certain the people
would not have sanctioned the action of Cor if it had departed from the
traditional policy of the coun tef.rdln works of internal improvements, and
cha the Government itself with the 5imt execution of the enterprise.

s enterprise was viewed as a national undertaking for national purposes,
and the public mind was directed to the end to be mmmgl.ished rather than the
particular means emplozed for the p .. Although this road was a military
necessity, there were other reasons active at the time in f|-n~c|duci 1 an opinion
for its completion besides the protection of an exposed frontier. There was a
vast unpeopled territory lying between the Missouri and Sacramento Rivers
which was practically worthless without the facilities afforded by a railroad for
the transportation of person and property. With its construction the agricult-
ural and mineral resources of this territory could be developed; settlements
made where settl ts were possible, and thereby the wealth and power of the
United States essentially increased. And there was also the ng want, in
times of peace even, of an improved and cheaper method for the transportation
of the mails and supplies for the Army and the Indians.

It was in the presence of these facts that Co! undertook to deal with the
subject of thisrailroad. Thedifficultiesin the way of building it were great, anfl
by many intelligent persons considered insurmountable. Although afree people,
when resolved upon a course of action, can accomplish great ts, the scl
of building a mlmad 000 miles in length, over deserts, across mountains, and
through a country inhabited by Indians, egalons of intrusion upon their rights,
was universally esteemed at the time to be a bold, hazardous undemkl:igi.' It
is nouliaf to the purpose that the diffienlties in the way of the unde ing,
after trial, in a great measure disappeared, and that the road was constructed at
less cost of time and money than was considered possible. No argument can be
drawn from the wisdom that comes after the fact, Congress acted with refer-
ence to a state of things supposed to exist at the time, and no aid can be derived
in the interpretation of its legislation from the consideration that the theory on
which it proceeded turned out not to be correct. The project of building the
road was not conceived for private ends, and the valent opinion was t it
ecould not be worked out by private capital alone. It wasa onal work, origi-
nating Inﬁmtk}r;ﬂim necessities, and requiring r:!n‘;aﬁt.i n.um.sl.aueei Coer

The o) country, to say nothing o esuppoued_ want o stood
in the a%ycgf the United taking the work into its own hands, Even if
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rga ) that it were better to endliat pril;
n the project. This Congress undertoo
Ll::d out wereBs?:a&:s it was t;;‘.i.iwud wt?:ld ro-
cure uisite capital and eaterprise, Bu

indummm was to promote the corpnstmdion and gpmﬂomn ofP:e:v?::'k geemd
ugty of great public interests,

It is true the scheme contemplated profit to individuals, for without reason-

on of this capital ceuld not be obtained, nor the requisite skill and

en! i but this consideration does not in itself change the relation of the
‘parties to this suit. This might have been so if the Government had incorpo-
rated a company to advance private interests and agreed to aid it on account of
5 incidental advantages which would acerue to the public from the com-
: n of the enterprise, But the Government p ed ona wholly different
. It promoted the unte.wrisa to advance its own interests, and endeav-
.ored to enlist private and individual enterprise as a means to an end—the se-
«euring a road which could be used for governmentnl purposes. Whatever obli-
gations, therefore, rest on the inco i p
must depend on the true ing of the t t itself, viewed in the
of contemporaneous history,

Now, the object sought to be gained in the building of this highwa,
mto:aecumggrwtngahﬁoml rtga::ll:‘and every ind[!lxl:eilent msl;‘gd 1%
that grant, every portion of that charter which differs from the charters
of other roads, was part of an inducement to private individuals to em-
bark capital in this enterprise and to secure the execution of this great
scheme. The road was built. The work has been done, and now this
House is asked to come in and take away some of the incentives and
inducements that were proposed to the men who built that road hy the
terms of the original act.

It will not do to give as the justification for this p ition to
the terms of the contract, for the Supreme Court has decided that the
charter is a contract, that the work was enormously profitable to its

jectors, or that there were scandals connected with its execution.
%:g securities of these roads are scattered widely over the country, and
are in the hands of thousands of innocent holders who have bought them
from the original holders on the plighted faith of the Government as
declared in legislation by virtne of which these great enterprises
were undertaken and carried to a successful completion. To impose
new conditions now which will impair the value of these securities is
neither more nor less than a repudiation of the publie faith under the
guise of a *‘ readjustment ’ of the charters of these companies.

Let me quote from the opinion of Judge Bradley in the sinking-fund
cases, and I think it will be the opinion of every fair-minded man as to
the effect of this kind of legislation:

I will onl{ add further that the initiation of this species of legislation by Con-
gress is wel cing to the

calculated to excite alarm. It has the effect of announ
world and giving it to be understood that this Government does not consider
itself bound by its anmmenm. It sets the example of repudiation of Govern-
ment obligations; it es a blow at the public eredit; it asserts the grincipla
that might makes right; it saps the foundation of public morality. FPerhaps,
however, these are considerations more properly togc addressed to the legisla-
tive discretion. .

And it is for that reason, Mr. Chairman, that I address these consid-
erations to the legislative diseretion. Are we prepared by a vote of
this House to begin the work of confiscation of private property ? We
may have the right because the obligation not to impair contracts does
not bind the Government of the United States as it does the States;
we may have the physical right to do this thing; but are we prepared
to the work of confiscation, which when once approved by a vote
of this House must proceed with accelerated strides until it ends in
the logical result of communism ?

Mr. DUNN. Do I understand the gentleman from New York to hold
that nmi}?mad is the private property of a private corporation for private
purposes

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I hold that every man who becomes
a stockholder in a railroad acquires rights of private property, and if
you take away by any act of legislation any of the corporate rights that
have been granted to the company simply because you have got the

to do it, and you do it against your solemn promise not to do it,
say then youn have invaded the sanctity of private property, and the
itimate result and the only legitimate t1s that the communistic
ﬁiﬁ is thenceforth incorporated into the law of the land. [Here the
hammer fell.] I have not completed the remarks I wanted to make.
I suppose the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. CASWELL] occupied more
time than he intended. I should like to present one other phase of this

uestion.
% The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. CASWELL]

. has five minutes of his time remaining.

Mr. CASWELL. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen-
tleman from New York be extended ten minutes.

Mr. BLAND. I suggest that half an hour additional time be given
to each side.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the request of
the gentleman from Wisconsin. The gentleman from New York will

for ten minutes.

Mr. BLAND. I have objected, in so far as I make a different propo-
sition, and that is that half an hour additional on each side be given.
This is a very grave question and ought to be fully discussed.

The CHAIRMAN, Did the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]
rise to object?

Mr. BLAND. I did, until I could have my proposition considered.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri objects to the ex-

tEnsion of the time of the gentleman from New York for ten minutes,
and submits the proposition that the time for this debate be extended
half an hour on each side. Is there ohjection to that proposition? The
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] is
entitled to the floor.

Mr. CASWELL. Iyieldthe gentleman from New York [Mr. HEw-
rrr] fifteen minutes, if he desires it.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I hope I'will get through in that time.

Now, if this proposition be founded upon a principle upon which the
House is prepared to act, I can not for the life of me see why we stop at
one-half. There ought to be nothing mean in the legislation of thissort.
gwemt%oing to do it at all let us make this grab worth something to

e country.

Let us see how much is the amount involved, and if we take any por-
tion take the ‘‘demnition total.”” The amount allowed the Central Pa-
cific Railroad last year for mail service was $296,000; the amount allowed
the Union Pacific Railroad for thisservice was $443,000; the two amounts
making a total of $739,000.

Mr. MOULTON. For transportation?

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. For transportation of the mail alone.

Mr. BLAND. 'Will the gentleman yield to me for a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield ?

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certsinly.

Mr. BLAND. It isa question merely for information. Isthat what
the Post-Office t allowe the railroads ?

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, This was the allowance of the Post-
Office Department.

Mr. BLAND. They do not accept it?

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. They do not accept it. The amount
is $739,000 in toto. This bill would take one-half of that compensa-
tion—assuming this to be the amonnt finally allowed—which would be
$369,000. Now, it seems to me that if we want to get any compensa-
tion for the immense grant of land and for the advance of this enormous
amount of bonds, $369,000, although a considerable sum, is scarcely
worth while di ing. Let us take the whole $739,000 and put it
into the Treasury, as some compensation to the of this country
for the great loss which surely awaits them when the bonds of the Gov-
ernment of the United States mature.

Theamount due from these companies after the passage of the Thurman
act on June 30, 1881, was $99,000,000. The amount on the 30th June
last was $103,000,000. Itincreased $4,000,000inoneyear. Ifthe Gov-
ernment to-day were to take possession of this if it had a right
to take it under its lien, they would have to take it suﬁiect to the
liens of the first morgage amounting to $62,000,000. The result would
be that those roads to-day woeuld cost the Government §165,000,000,

There is an impression abroad in this conntry that these railroad com-
panies do not intend to pay the debt due to the United States. I con-
fess I share in that fear. I do not believe they will be gble to pay the
debt at its maturity. There is but one barrierin the way of the neces-
sity on the part of this people to take those roads, and that is created
by the operation of the sinking-fund act, known as the ‘““Thurman act.”’
‘When we passed that bill we believed that it would provide funds sufii-
cient to liguidate the debt due to the Government of the United States
at maturity, or at least to liquidate the prior debts, so that the Govern-
ment would get the railroad for the amount of its advances and the ae-
cumulated interest. But this expectation turns out to be unfounded,

I find in the report of the railroad commissioner for this year the
statement that after making the most favorable allowances for the
tion of that act, when the debt matures there will be due to the .
ernment of the United States the sum of §$71,000,000. Now add that
to the $62,000,000 of first mortgage bonds, wilichampriortothadabt
of the United States, and you have $133,008,000, which is the minimum
lien which will be upon these roads and which will measure their cost
to the United States if they should have to be taken for the debt.

Iam not unobservant of the policy of these companies. They are
securing other roads between the Pacific and the Atlantic coasts of the
United States independent of these roads on which the Government
holdsalien. And littleas itisto be desired, much asitisto be dreaded,
I fear-that the roads will be abandoned by the companies, and I expect
to see the people of this country brought face to face with the great
question of owning and administering these railroads. The only mode
of preventing this calamity will be so to strengthen the sinking fund
now existing by new accretions and contributions from the aarnmgn::'
the companies that they can not afford, that it will be against thei

mterest, to abandon the roads to the Government.

This is the fatal ohjection to the proposition which has been brought
before this House by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBESON].
It will diminish the sinking fund, which is our only al h.an in-

ient protection; for all this money now goes into the sinking fund
and that fund is inadequate to meet the purpose for which it was created.

Whntongltwutodo? Ought we to diminish the means which have
been provided for securing the payment of this debt to the Government
or ought we to increase it? The duty of this House and of Congress is

lain.
pTheThummmhubemheldmbewnsﬂmﬁonaL Legislation of
the kind now proposed, o far as a layman can judge from reading the
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decisions made in all these cases, will be held to be unconstitutional.
In the mean time valuable time will be lost.

Instead of impairing it, let us take steps to increase the sinking fund.
The Supreme Court has decided that we have the right to provide for
the payment of the debt. If the committee will amend the pmag)sitjon
- by striking out the provision requiring these companies to take one-
half of the compensation now allowed by law, and insert in lien of it a
provision that they shall pay into the sinking fund a sum equal to 50
per cent. of the amount now allowed by law, in addition to all their
other contributions to the sinking fund, I will cordially support it.
These companies are abundantly able to make that contribution.

Mr. CASWELL. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him ?

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly.

Mr. CASWELL. By the actof Congress, by the law as it now stands,
the entire amount earned by the railroad companies for carrying the
mails is credited to those companies.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I know that.

Mr. CASWELL. Not upon the sinking fund, but credited to the
amount of their indebtedness.

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman allow me one moment ?

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly. - |

Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman from New York has made a propo-
sition which may relieve the minds of some people. It amounts to
exactly the same thing either way—whether we require them to pay
this amount into the sinking fund or to reserve it in the Treasury. If
the gentleman will make that proposition I will support it.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman misunderstands my
proposition, and therefore I will repeat it. I want to have remain in
the sinking fund all that is now provided by law to be paid into the
sinking fund, including the very 50 per cent. which the gentleman now
proposes to take out of that fand. But I say I will vote for a proposi-
tion which will require these companies to pay in addition to that fund
50 per cent. of the rate of compensation now allowed them by law.
In other words, I want to secure the payment of this debt for which
provision has already been made and which is obviously inadequate, by
addingan additional contribution toany payments now required by law.

The subject has been brought to our notice in the reports sent to us
accompanying the President’s message. 'We are warned by the report
of the railroad commissioner that unless action is taken this debt can
not be paid. I ask gentlemen to read the report of the commissioner
of railroads. In the brief time I have allowed me I shall not be able
to take time for the purpose. They will find the matter there fully
discussed, and the necessity for this legislation enforced by convincing
arguments. They will be found on pages 15 and 16 of his report for
theNpment year, just laid upon our desks.

ow, how is it to be done? If we were to take all the dividends
now being paid by the railroad companies and put them in the sinking
fund it would not pay this debt at maturity. Thereisbut onemethod,
therefore, and that is suggested in the report of the railroad commis-
sioner. 'That is tocometo a new ent with these companies by
which the debt shall be extended at a lower rate of interest and a con-
tribution required to be made to the sinking fund, which the conrtssay
we have a right to require, which by a mathematical computation will
be enough to liquidate the debt at maturity and the interest as it
aceTnes.

I appeal to members of this House not to resort to doubtful experi-
ments, to questionable legislation, involving the good faith of the Gov-
emment. If the tion now presented is adopted yon will only
take from one et to put it into the other, for all the money earned
by these railroads for public work now goes into thesinking fund, which
I sa{eis inadequate to meet the debt at maturity, and should therefore
not be impaired by the subtraction of any money which will only have
the effect of increasing the debt due the Government at its maturity.
‘To diminish this debt is the object at which we should steadily aim.
Bear in mind, then, that the proposition of the committee means that
for a temporary advantage of $369,000 a year for fifteen years we put
in peril the coilection of a debt of $133,000,000.

Instead of taking this great risk let us pass a substantive act of legis-
lation by which an additional sum ghall be paid into the sinking fund,
and these companies compelled, as they can be 1 , and are now
able to do, to provide for the payment of this great debt. Otherwise
we will have to shoulder the debt and engage in a policy in regard to
these lines of communication which the people of this country are not
prepared to undertake; that is, the ownership and the administration
of railroads.

Mr. CHACE. The proposition of the gentleman is to relieve these
companies from a part of their obligations.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No, sir; I would relieve them of noth-
ing—not one penny.

. CHACE. You to relieve them from the interest.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No, sir; not even from the interest;
on the eont: Ip to make them pay it as it accrues instead of
sﬂowt:)ng it to be piled up to an amount which they will not be able or
care y.

Mr. i , the best way to meet this em , whichisindeed
great and pressing, is to vote down the amendment offered by the com-
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mittee, which does not fit the body of this debt, and adopt the follow-
ing substitute, which at the proper time I shall offer:

The is by directed to report to Co
s ey o Tyt b, At e 6 Contn R
act to alter and amend the act entitled ‘an act to aid in the construction of &
railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and
to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other
purposes,’ approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Con-
Eeean proved July 2, 1564, in a d t of said first- d act,"” shall be en-

¥ additional payments to be made thereto by the com nies affected by

't}lm said dmi:lf, S0 lh“rttglf dg‘% d'v;hish wﬂmbe tgu&;o tl;a United gten I'olr ltmhﬂ prin-
' -]

p?:ll:tn t.hent::nﬁ;“t,y thzmof. or:t‘aﬁy extension &mﬂhﬁm 03;'

e Treas shall deem necessary to be made in order that the annual contri-
butions to sinking fund shall be within the ability of the said companies to
make, and that the debt may be discharged with ease and certainty.

Mr. ROBESON. I now yvield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN].

Mr. BLAND. Before the gentleman from Indiana proceeds, I wounld
like an explanation upon one point. If I nnderstand the matter cor-
rectly, the amount now allowed to these companies by the Post-Office
Department is the same as is allowed to other railroads.  If this be so, the
proposition of the gentleman from New Jersey would pay to these roads
only half the rates now paid to other roads. TIs that the proposition?

Several MEMBERS. No.

Mr. BLAND. Then I do not understand it.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the remarks of the gentleman from
‘Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] as to the power of Congress to regulate the
postal service on the Union Pacific railroads and determine the com-
pensation to be paid presents a question of the highest importance, and
one which readily arrests the attention of the House, for the question
involves the entire scope of power reserved by Congress over those cor-
porations. My friend from Wisconsin, in support of his view that Con-
gress does not possess this power, presents the opinion of the Supreme
Court of the United States delivered in tlle Union Pacific case, as re-
ported in the one hundred and fourth volume of the reports of that court.
The portions of the opinion read unquestionably support hisviews. But
I think the gentleman entirely misapprehends that case, which, when
carefully examined, seems to me in perfect harmony with the decision
in the sinking-fund cases reported in 99 United States Supreme Court
Reports,

Let me endeavor to present in a very few words the real point which
I think was decided by the Supreme Court. Prior to 1862, when the
original act for the incorporation of the Union Pacific Railroad Company
was passed, there seems to have existed a statute in the following words:

The Postmaster-General is authorized to fix the rate of compensation to land-
grant roads in the pbsence of a price fixed by law.

That provision was re-enacted in 1872, and afterward became a part
of the code. Under this provision the Postmaster-General claimed the
right to fix the rate of compensation for carrying the mails on the Union
Pacific road. ing to this provision in the case referred to by my
friend from Wisconsin, the Supreme Court says:

It is certainly true that these ms, in their primary intention, did notap-
Iiy to the appellant [the Union Pacifie Company |, for it did not then ex-
; and when it eame afterward into being, by virtue of the actof 1862, it did so
with the special legislative contract in the sixthseection of itscharter, which con-
stituted it & land-grant railroad company, W, differing at leastin thatre-
ct from those previously provided for; these
sation for service rend for the Gover tinued thenceforth to
without conflict. Nochange of asubstantial ch ter was made in the provis-
ionselmmg(?ﬁatmlm,elthcrhy the consolidated act of 1872 or the Revised
Statutes; and there is not, therefore, any ground for the inferenceof a of
the legislative intention that might be drawn from a ficant nh.::ﬁ of lan-

diverse rules as to compen-
coexist

guage. Thereis uently no present inconsistency between the ing
visions of the Re%tas. as applicable to the land-grant roads within thei
purview, and the inned exist of the contract contained in the sixth sec-
tion of the appellant’s charter. -

Now, it will be seen at once that the Supreme Court had no occasion
to decide in that case whether or not Congress, under the power ‘‘ to
add to, alter, or amend " these acts of incorporation, could reduce the
eompensation paid for the transportation of the mails. Upon this point
the court says:

The rred to furnishes, therefore, no evidence of any intention
on the part of Congress to alter the relation between thewlhnt and the Gov-
ernment, established by the sixth section of the act of 1862; and we are of the
opinion that the company is entitled, under its provisions, for the services ren-
demdduringthe)l:erlod c‘agivthe,. t claim, to fair and reasonable
rates of com don, not to ex: the amounts paid t’!y private es for the
same kind of services. To what extent and upon what eonsiderations Congress
has the power to make such change, under the reservations in the act, in o case
where it manifests an intention to do so, is a question which does not arise in
this sunit, and has not been considered.

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the paragraphs I have read dis-
pose of this question. That decision was made with reference to a law
which had existed prior to the ineorporation of these companies. Inre-
enacting it in 1872 and in the Revised Statutes there is no indication of
the intention of Co to extend it to the Union Pacific corporations.
Therefore the Supreme Court held that the sixth section of this act in-
corporating the Union Pacific companies was entirely consistent with
that provision, and was still in full force, for Congress had indicated no
intention to amend it. In the absence of showing the inten-
tion of Congress to exercise the power of am nt the judicial depart-
ment of the Government would not presume that Congress intended to
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exercise that power. But the court carefully avoids any expression of
opinion as to the power of Congress to add to, alter, onamend that act,
80 as to accomplish the purpose which the Government, through the
Postmaster-General, insisted had been accomplished by this ineffectual

legu;lmion.

1 therefore submit, Mr. Chairman, that this decision and the sinking-
fund case, as reported in 99 United States Supreme Court Reports, settle
this question, for ifanything is clearly settled by the decision of the court.
in the ease last referred to it is that Congress, under this reserved power to
add to, alter, or amend the chart-e] egllz;](;i the Umr‘loln I-'a«r.'l.i.‘.u;I c liai];uard mrpg-
mations, possesses the power to legislate not only to the extent of provid-
ing for the creation of the sinking fund, but, beyond that, for the accom-
plishment of any public object within the scope of the charter granted
by Congress to those companies.

These decisions are all predicated upon the judicial views expressed b,
the Supreme Courtand read by my friend from New York [Mr. HEWITT
from the decision delivered by Mr. Justice Davis; that is, these corpo-
rations were created and subsidized for national objects, toaccomplish
public ends, not for private speculation, not with a view to private
profit; these great pu lic corporations were organized for national ob-
jects, and not designed, except incidentally and subordinate to public
interests and the general welfare, to promote and build up private for-
tunes. No other view could have justified the granting of these char-
ters and the imperial subsidies with which Congress endowed these
corporations. ;

Mr. Chairman, there are two amendatory powers reserved in the
acts incorporating these Union Pacific Railroad corporations. The first
is that which has already been read by the gentleman from New York
[Mr. HEwirr]. Itis the language of the original act of 1862, and is
also incorporated in the act for the incorporation of the Northern Pacific
Railroad Company by the amending and enlarging act of 1864, that
ex i ﬁ;islation to-which the gentleman from New York has
by which these companies were permitted to increase their
bonded capital and credits to the extent of $64,000,000 by giving a

lien on their railroads as against the United States and their
000,000 bonded debt. The terms made use of are somewhat different
and are unencumbered by conditions. Congress simply says this:

8ro. 22, And be it further enacted, That Congress may, at any time, alter, amend,
or repeal this act. :

This is the language of the final section of the final law under which
the Union Pacific roads were constructed, reserving in express terms,
without condition or qualification, the power on the part of Congress
“‘to alter, amend, or repeal,”’ while the of the original act of
1862, as read by the gentleman from New York, is, I believe—

Having due to the rights of the company, Congress may add to, alter,
amend, or re i

Can it possibly be said that a grant by the United States involving
spfficient bonds and creditto construct these Union Pacific roads, with

e additional grant to the six corporations forming the system of
37,000,000 acres of land, large portions of which are of superior value,
roads virtually constructed by the grants made by the Government,
and more, for they were constructed, as the history of those corpora-
tions show, by the means and credit furnished directly by the Govern-
ment, and the imperial landed estate left unimpaired, shall be followed
by no return to the Government but used simply as a means of build-
ing up imperial private fortunes? If not, why was the power reserved
to regulate and control those corporations for the publie good? Sir,
it be said that corporations thus created by the Government, sub-
sidized and endowed by the Government with imperial and landed es-
tates shall be exempt from the reasonable regulations of Government
and reasonable pnhﬁc demands? Or, sir, were these subsidies granted
as mere favoritism on the part of Congress to promote the fortunes of
the few? Either this view must be adopted or Congress, under the
powers so clearly reserved, must treat these corporations as public agents,
o ized for public purposes, and require them to make some reason-
able return to the Government for the unexampled bounty granted to
them out of the most valuable resources of the people, the publie lands.

‘With proper regard for the rights of these companies, considering the
imperial estates granted to them and now erystallizing into a few over-
grown private fortunes, and that too out of the resources of the whole
American people, is it a great hardship that they should be required to
transport the mails of the Government without any compensation what-
ever? If as common carriers, employing exclusively the capital of the
people, they were required to transport your mails, troops, and supplies
free of charge, could they with the least show of justice complain?

The proposition of my friend from New York to change this plan
with a view to increase the sinking fund will accomplish, if I under-
stand him, nothing more than this amendment accomplishes.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I beg your pardon; it adds 50 per
cent. in addition to all there is now.

Mr. HOLMAN, If it does that, I trust before morning the gentle-
man will put it into shape for the action of the House.

Mr. ITT, of New York. That is my proposition.

Mr. HOLMAN, I trust my friend will formulate that propoesition.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Allow me; I wish to take not one
dollar out of the sinking fund. T wish to leave it intact becaunse it has

been sustained by the judgment of the court; and then I wish to add
to the sinking fund more money yet.

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust it will be done. I trustif it is not done
that at least Congress to the extent of the pending proposition will
assert the rights of the Government under the power reserved.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will not that take so much money
ont of the sinking fund ¢ !

- }‘lir. HOLMAN. I think it willnot take so much out of the sinking
and.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will it not take money out of the
sinking fund ? ;

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it will takesome money out of the sinking
fund, but not the amount involved here. The amount involved here
as to two of the roads is some $350,000 per annum or more, and my
friend from New York will scarcely say that all of this $350,000 will
be added to the sinking fund if this provision is not passed; but I am
not certain of this, and trust the gentleman from New York will bring
in his proposition.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time is exhausted.

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not occupied fifteen minutes.

Mr. ROBESON. I will yield tothe gentleman from Indiana five
minutes more.

Mr. HOLMAN. [Ishall take that five minutes, Mr. Chairman, to
explain the amendment I have offered wherein it differs from that of
the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. RoBesox]. Thereare two classes
of these land corporations. The charter of one class in every instance
contains a provision in some form expressly reserving to Congress the
right to determine what shall be the reasonable cost to be paid to the
company for the transportation of the mails. That provision applies to
and includes the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, for gentlemen will
o‘haf;ﬂnl';a by looking at the act incorporating that company section 11 is
as LH A

That said Northern Pacific Railway, and any part thereof, nhallba.nﬁ)wm
subject to the use of the United States r , military, na-

and military road, for
, and all the Government service, and subject to such as Con-
gress may impose restricting the charges for such Government transportation.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. That is not one of the subsidy roads.
bathxldl..s. HOLMAN. It is one of the subsidy roads—with lands and not

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. We draw a distinction between land-
grant roads and subsidy roads.

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not know thereisany difference in the form of
subsidy except one is land and the other bonds. And in my judgment
it would have been far better if the Government had granted bonds to
the extent of many hundreds of millions in the construction of these
roads than to have made these land grants. Inmy judgment theseim-
perial grants of the public lands were a most fatal mistake, as time will
certainly develop.

Mr. , of New York. Thatmay be true; but the distinction
here is between those having received and those who did not re-
ceive bonds,

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes,sir, that is the distinction made by the gentle-
man from New Jersey. Only the six Union Pacific companies received
subsidies in bonds. My proposition is that these corporations receiving

ts equal to or exceeding 3,000 acres of land per mile shall receive

r the transportation of the mails over their roads, or over the part
thereof for the construction of which received such aid, 50 per
cent. of the rate of compensation allowed by law to railroad companies
which have not received grants of public lands for such rtation.
This provision includes the Northern Pacific; and the Union Pacific
companies should in like manner receive 50 per cent. In other words,
by the first of the two provisions which I have proposed to incorporate
in this bill all of the land-grant railroads are embraced which received
3,000 acres per mile; and the Union Pacific roads are covered by the
second provision, those receiving less than 3,000 acres per mile, or vir-
tually $15,000 a mile in money at the land rates, will still receive 80
per cent. of the cost of the transportation, and those receiving grants
exceeding 3,000 acres per mile, which includes nearly all of the roads,
or a valuation exceeding $15,000 per mile, shall transport the mails for
50 per cent. of the amount now allowed by law. There is thg differ-
ence between the proposition which I have submitted and that of the
gentleman from New Jersey. His proposition a}{&l)ies to the Union
Pacific roads alone. I believe my proposition is absolutely more than
just—more than just to those companies but scarcely up to what the
Government should require.

The measure of the gentleman from New Jersey is too partial and
restricted. My proposition covers the entire land-grant system.

On the subject of these bonds let me say that they are a debt to be
paid and, in my judgment, will be paid in the progress of time, if Con-
gress is true to the country. Six corporations owe that enormous debt.
It is an obligation which the companies must meet, a debt they must
pay, and their resources are ample and Congress must apply them. But
the land grant is the important feature. The grants e to the Union
Pacific roads, except the Sioux City branch, and the central branch of
the Union Pacific are not equal in value per acre to the great body of the
grants. Of the 206,000,000 acres of land granted to railroad corpore-
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tions (195,000,000 since 1862) the most valuable per acre are to the
other than the Union Pacific roads. . R

These amendments impose but a mere bagatelle of burden on any of
these corporati but any of them are as able to extend this trivial
benefit to the public as the Union Pacific roads, notwithstanding their
subsidies in bonds. These imperial land grants are in the main to be
considered.

These land-grant corporations have already disposed of over 15,000,000
acres of the land grants at a price of over $71,000,000. They still retain
over 164,000,000 acres, according to the report made by the Commis-
sioner of Railroad Accounts in 1880, the value of which exceeds $5
an acre, and the labor of millions of people is daily adding to its value.
This vast landed estate involves the most valuable portion of the pub-
lic domain and is the most i t grant ever made in the history
of mankind, and will be a fatal legacy to the times that are coming.
Is it possible, then, in view of these facts that this House will determine
that this enormons wealth invested by Congress in the hands of a favored
few shall be exclusively employed for their benefit? Is this just to the
Government and the people?

Is it unreasonable to ask that they shall bear some of the burdens and
meet some of the expectations which it was asserted they would bear
and meet when these grants were made? Or shall the wealth of the few
at the expense of the many be the rule of our action? I frust, sir, that
this House will not hesitate to act justly not only toward these corpora-
tions but justly toward the people, whose wealth has been placed under
their control, not to centralize the public wealth but for the public weal.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. ROBESON. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON].

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed by the

from New Jersey provides that the Pacific railroad acts shall
be so “‘altered, amended, and modified that hereafter the compensation
paid or allowed for the carrying and transporting of the United States
mails by such railroad companies or their assigns or successors shall not
exceed 50 ?er cent. of the amount now allowed by law to them as com-
pensation for the same service of like character.”
The gentleman from New Jersey will presently show the committee
that the amount which was allowed during the year ending December
31, 1881, to the Kansas Pacific Railway as compensation for carrying
the mails was $132,686.98. The amount allowed to the Union Pacific
Railway for the same service was $443,538.31, making a total to these two
roads, now in what is known as the Union Pacific system, of $576,225.29.
There were also allowed to the Central Branch of the Union Pacifie
Railroad §11,342.44 for the same service. The gentleman from New
Jersey-will submit other fucts bearing upon that point. His amend-
ment proposes that the amount to be allowed, in case it is adopted,
shall be one-half of the amount now allowed by law. The point in issue
is that these companies claim that they must be paid for the mail asif it
were express matter and at express rates, and as they own the express
companies over their lines, or, in other words, are themselves the ex-
press companies, they have it wholly within their power to determine
‘what the express rates shall be.

The Postmaster-General on the other hand, as I understand it, re-
serves the right to say what is a ‘‘ fair and reasonable rate;”’ and he
says it is neither fair nor reasonable to charge for the ion of
the United States mail as if it were express matter; and 1 apprehend
that is the precise point in issue.

The gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. CASWELL] who reports this bill
from the Committee on A tions, and who this amend-
ment, presented to us the objection that these companies haves *‘ vested
right”” of such a character as that Congress can not adjudicate the
question What is a fair and reasonable rate; and I am frank to say that
I think he was speaking perfunctorily for his committee and in the dis-
charge of his duty defending its bill, rather than stating his own opin-
ion upon the question, although in that I may be mistaken. He said
that the vested right of this company was the right to be paid a fair
and reasonable rate. And he read the statute:

That the Government shall at all times have the preference in the use of the
road for all the purposes aforesaid (at fair and ble rates of P tion
not to exceed the rates paid by private persons for the sanme kind of service).

I am not a lawyer, Mr. Chairman, and I may be mistaken in the con-
struction which I place upon this act. But if T understand that sec-
tion 6, what the gentleman claims as a right vested in the company is,
so far from being that, a right vested in the Government of the United
States, if such an expression be admissible, and is a condition to be per-
formed by the company. There certainly must be a a distinction be-
tween those two things. Let me read the first lines of that section:

8Eec, 6. That the grants aforesaid—

‘What were they? The loan of the credit of the United States at the
rate of $16,000 per mile in bonds, and the grant of lands, which in the
case of the Kansas Pacific Railroad amounted to 6,000,000 of acres.
These were the subsidies. The section says—

That the grants aforesaid are made—

Now what?
upon condition that the said company shall—

Do what?
shall pay said bonds at matority—
Which it will not do—

and shall keep said railroad and telegraph line in repair * # * and shall
tmnmd ti and munitions of war, sgspgliea& and public stores upon
said for the Gover h q to do so by any Department
thereof; and that the Government shall at all ﬂmashavelhepreéreneu in the
use of the same for all the purposes aforesaid (at a fair and reasonable rate, &e.).

So far from being what I as a layman understand as being a ‘“vested
right’’ of the company, this is a right vested in the Government. The
only right which the company has is to perform these conditions. It
furthermore has the vested right after its transportation of the mail to
receive compensation for it; but it certainly has no vested right to deter-
mine what that compensation shall be! Every lawyer upon this floor
knows perfectly well that no power has been granted to these companies
except the powers expressly stated in the granting act; and every law-
yer knows furthermore that in constrning these acts they are to be con-
strued first with respect to the interests of the public liberally, and
that with respect to the interests of the company they are to be con-
strued rigidly and stringently.

Now, let any gentleman show in any line of that act where the com-
pany has a vested right, or any kind of a right, to determine whatis a
fair and reasonable compensation. If there be no such power stated in
the act, then the company does not possess it. These I understand to
be maxims of law.

The question then turns upon what is a *‘ fair and reasonable ’’ com-
pensation for this kind of service. As shown by the figures presented
the other day by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. M1L1s] the amount
paid for the transportation of mails per ton per mile to the Pennsylvania
road is 8.36 cents; to the New York Central, 8.96 cents; to the Balti-
more and Ohio, 12.50 cents. There you have trunk lines; there you
have something of a standard. The amount paid to the Union Pacific
road is nearly this; it is 9.50 cents. The amount paid to the Central
Pacific is 10.48 cents. But when you come to the Kansas Pacific road
the amount allowed to it is double these stan and nearly three
times the rate allowed to the New York Central, Pennsylvania, and
other trunk lines, It is 20.24 cents and 21.63 cents. [Here the ham-
mer fell. ]

Mr. ROBESON.
Kansas.

Mr. ANDERSON. Then when you come to the Central Branch
Union Pacific the amount allowed to-day is 37 cents per ton per mile;
and in one case $1.71 and in another $2.03; while you allow the trunk
lines 8, 9, or 10 cents.

Gentlemen may say that this is in proportion to the character of the
service and especially to the volume of the business. I happen to know
personally of two of these items. There is allowed for the transporta-
tion of the mail from Concordia to Logan 48 cents per ton per mile;
then upon a fork of the same having nearly the same amount of
business, the allowance is made Concordia to Bull City at $1.71
per ton per mile. In other words, these show, when you go into
the market to ascertain what you ought to pay and what is a fair stand-
ard, that you are already paying to these land-grant roads double and
treble the nsnal rates. And as against the proposition of the gentle-
man from New York [ Mr, HEwirt], I allege that these roads were built
by the Government, are owned by the Government, and that no man
nor any company has the title to a foot or a rail of them, because they
are public highways, They are either owned by the particular State
granting charters to the subordinate companies, or, if they were incor-
porated by Congress, then they are owned by the United States; and
yet to-day yon are paying them more than treble the usunal rates for
carrying the mail. Yet these oppressed companies are pleading the
““ right of property '’ in roads that do not belong to them, and that were
built by the United States, and they actually have the audacity, the

the egregious assurance, the ineffable impudence and devil-
iamilaughter] to come into this éongmm and say that they must be
paid express rates for carrying United States mails. And notwith-
standing all that the eloquent Colonel Robert Ingersoll is actuallyin a
hurry to abolish hell. [Laughter.]

Why, sir, I am surprised that gentlemen on this floor should exhibit
such a tender solicitude for these such an intense anxiefy that
¢! justice”? shall be done to these suffering corporations, though the Kan-
sas Pacific takes $8,000,000 a year from Kansas and pays 4 per cent. on
its watered stock and 10 per cent. on its real stock. Now, these are
the facts. These roads have no ‘‘ vested rights ? whatever in {Ifis mat-
ter, except the right to comply with the conditions of their grants and
to be punished if they do not literally and exactly fulfill these condi-
tions. That is the only ‘‘right’’ they have. And irrespective of our
right to amend the act of incorporation, simply exercising the power of
Congress to regulate interstate commerce, this body has the right to
declare what is ‘‘a fair and reasonable rate ’’ of compensation for these
Toads.

I heartily favor the adoption of the amendment proposed by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey FM: RoBESON] as a move in the right d)ir;:
tion, and trust that no toleration whatever will be shown by Congress

I yield five minutes more to the gentleman from
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to the superlative impertinence and iniquitous gougings of these com-

ies,
lm'xll']:lez CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON]
is ized as entitled to the floor. :

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to reserve my time to reply.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. CASWELL]
will be zed.

Mr. CASWELL. I will yield ten minutes of my time to the gentle-
man from Maryland [Mr. McLANE].

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. T am not going to enter into the gen-
eral questions involved in the acts of 1862 and 1864. I want to call the
attention of the House to the practical effect of the amendment of the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON].

Without differing materially from the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
HoLMAN] as to the proper construction of the acts of 1862 and 1864, I
want the House to observe that the debt owing by these roads to the
United States, the debt which was originally created by the issue of
the Pacific Railroad bonds, and which 1s now borne upon the books of
the Treasury as a part of the public debt of the United States, in so far
as the roads have been permitted to issue a prior bond has been re-
leased.

Mr, RYAN. To an egual amount.

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. When the United States yielded that
right to the roads to issue a prior bond, and a bond of an equal amount
to that originally granted as a subsidy, the United States looked to the
sinking fund for ent. They provided by the original act that
one-half of the allowance for transportation for troops and one-half for
the mail-pay to these roads, together with 5 per cent. of net earnings,
should go into that sinking fund.

When the Thurman act was passed, which was called for hy the fact
that every day revealed the danger that this sinking fund, as stated,
would never be sufficient to pay the debt of the United States, practi-
cally a new sinking fund was created. The act creating that new sink-
ing fund provided that the entire amount allowed for the transportation
of troops and mails should go intothe fund, and that overand above that
amount a sum of money should be paid into the fund by the railroads,
the sum not being designated, but it was to be suflicient with the trans-
portation allowance for mails and troops and 5 per cent. of net earnings
to make 25 per cent. of the net profits of these roads. This legislation
was authorized by the right to alter and amend reserved in the original
acts of 1862 and 1864.

That sinking fund is the reliance, in my opinion, which the United
States have for the payment of the debt. It is in the power of these
corporations to so administer their affairs that there never will be for the
United States any safety but in that sinking fund. And this Congress
ought to inerease that sinking fund and not to diminish it, and the prac-
tical effect of the amendment of the honorable gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. RoBESON] is in my opinion to diminish that fund.

Now, what economy is there in reducing the amount paid for trans-

ing the mails, if the amount so paid iz the sum laid aside to pay
this debt to the United States?

I have no doubt of our power to alter that sinking fund. Of course
I do not go so far as to suppose for a moment that the right to alter and
amend involves the right to destroy. Yet a fair and reasonable inter-

retation of what was said by the honorable gentleman from Indiana
FMr. HoLMAN] might justify such a construction. The alterations and
amendments must be reasonable; they must be made in good faith, and
be consistent with the object and scope of the act of incorporation.
Sheer oppression and can not be inflicted under the gnise of amend-
ment and alteration. These are the rules of interpretation laid down by
the highest judicial tribunal in the United States, and the Congress are
bound by these rules in construing the acts of 1862 and 1864. The
United States can not, any more a State, interfere with private
rights, except for legitimate purposes. They can not legislate back to
themselves withont making compensation the lands they have given
these corporations, neither can they by legislation compel these corpor-
ations to discharge their obligations otherwise than according to the
terms of the contract already made, as the United States are as much
bound by their contracts as are individuals,

I repeat, the right to alter and amend is to be exercised with reason
and with common sense. Although the Supreme Court of the United
States sustained Congress in passing the Thurman act, it was because
the Thurman act was an intelligent and reasonable mode of securing
the interest of the United States under the provisions of existing laws,
and not destroying the roads, or in any way inflicting upon them wrong
or oppression. I

The question presented by the amendments npon which we are
about to vote is whether we will reduce the sum paid into that sinking
fund thus legally constituted by the Thurman act. Evidently it will.
The House will further observe that the practical effect upon the road
of adopting the proposition will be to increase the sum of money to
be paid by that road into thesinking fund; for the road must pay into
the sinking fund a a;ném which mué 5add.it-ion to ti_hethamou.ut allowed wfl.ﬁ

. transporting mails troops r cent. of the net earnings wi
make 25 per cent. of the net proﬁtspgf the road. Then the practical

effect of this legislation is to say that the roads shall pay that much
more money into the sinking fund.

If gentlemen mean to do that let them say so. I do not say that we
have no right to do it; I believe we have the right to do it,si?mch ad-
ditional payment were necessary to secure the rights of the United States.
g:tt I want the Hougg to unhc:emtand that thi:_at is the practical effect of

e proposition, to reduce the existing rate of compensation for carrying
the mﬂ:ﬁ:’a on the two t tmnsmnugnental roads whichare subject to
the conditions of the ** Thurman act;’’ these observations hate no ap-
plication to the other land-grant but these latter are equally en-
titled to be respected and maintained in the enjoyments of their rights
and obligations as defined in their original contracts and acts of incor-
poration, for, as I have already said, the United States could not legi
late back to themselves withont making compensation the lands g:;
have given these corporations.

I repeat again, Mr. Chairman, that under this proposition the Thur-
man act will remain in force. That Thurman act requires a sum of
money to be paid by the roads which, added to the allowance for the
transportation of mail and troops, with 5 per cent. of net i shall
be equal to 25 per cent. of the net profits of the roads. Now, if you
reduce the sum allowed for the transportation of mails and other trans-
portation, necessarily the roads must pay that much more money into
the sinking fond. Nobody on this floor has asserted that the roads
ought to be made to pay more than they now pay, and it is not the
purpose or intent of this proposition to make them pay more. If it be
reasonable to make them pay more, then let us consider that proposi-
tion, and let it be frankly and honestly avowed to be the purpose and
intent of our proposed legislation.

I only want to point outthe true effect of this reduction of the amount.
allowed for the transportation of mails and for other transportation.
The actual practical effect of that will be either to diminish the secu-
rity of the United States or to impose upon the railroads an obligation
to pay in money to the sinking fund whatever sum is snbtracted by
this legislation from the allowance for the ation of the mails.

I submit that the proposition is not reasonable in its character, and
I may say it is not intelligent legislation when, professing to seek one
object, in fact it accomplishes another, and that other injurious per-
haps to the United States, whose interests it is intended to subserve, and
if not injurious to the United States then wrongful and oppressive to
the railroads upon which it operates.

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire first to eall attention to the
point made by my friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] as to the de-
cision of the Supreme Court in 104 United States Supreme Court Re-
ports. If I understood the gentleman correctly he argued that the
decision of the court in that case was a mere declaration that the act
existing prior to the act of 1862 granting this charter did not affeet the
charter which was granted subsequently. It is true that the legislation
fixing the rates for carrying the mails then began; and the Supreme
Court merely gives the history of that legislation. But the courtquotes
the following provision of section 4001 of the Revised Statutes:

All milwu{wmmies to which the United States have furnished aid by grant
of lands, right of way, or otherwise, shall carry the mail at such prices as Con-

ress may by law provide; and, until such price is fixed by law, the Postmaster-
may fix the rate of compensation.

It was under this section of the Revised Statutes that the Postmaster-
General undertook to enforce upon the Union Pacific Railroad Company
the same rates that were allowed to other land-grant roads. But the
Supreme Court held that these general acts did not afgly to the Pacific
railway companies, becanse the terms under which they were to carry
the mails were already fixed in their charters. And the court goes
farther, and says that there has been no attempt by Congress to deter-
mine that'question. This involves the guestion whether has
the constitutional right to strike down a part of the compensation actu-
ally guaranteed to the companies in their charters.

Now, I wish the attention of my friend from Indiana for a moment
while discussing that question. I understood him to hold that under
the reservation in the charter, Congress has the unlimited power to alter
and amend it, or in other words, to impose upon the company the terms
provided by this amendment. .

Mr. HOLMAN. TIlaving due regard to the rights of the company.

Mr. CASWELL. ‘‘Having due regard to the rights of the company.’’
Now, what are those rights? Wherever the company has secured a
vested right, that right you can not invade.

Mr. HOLMAN. e gentleman will allow me a suggestion. It is
very apparent from the whole act that Congress is to determine the con-
ditions upon which the amendment shall be made. Congress is to de-
termine what is right and just toward the corporations.

Mr. CASWELL. But let me suppose a case which I think wounld be
parallel. We will suppose that Congress has made to a railroad com-
pany a grant of alternate sections of land for a certain number of miles
if the company will constrnct a railroad. The company proceeds fo
build the road. Now, isit in the power of Congress, when the company
applies for the patents for its alternate sections of land, to so alter or
amend the terms of the grant as to say, ‘‘ You shall have only one-half
of each alternate section?”’
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Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me toanswer? The right
in this case is expressly reserved to alter, add to, or amend the act of
i tion, having due regard to the rights of the company. Now,
is it not within the spirit of the law that inasmuch as these corporationg
were organized for public objeets and purposes, Congress shall determine
to what extent the grants made shall be applied to public use?

Mr. CASWELL. I will say this in reply to my friend: If we should
undertake by this bill to provide a certain number of dollars per mile
per ton as compensation for carrying the mails, T will concede to the
gentleman the presumption would be that this was a fair and reasonable
compensation. But this amendment is based upon the theory that these
companies ghall be entitled to only 50 per cent. of what is a reasonable
and fair compensation.

Mr. HOLMAN. Fifty per cent. of the compensation paid to other
corporations—corporations substantially built by the Government.

Mr. CASWELL. I trust my friend will not depart from the lan-
guage of this amendment. It says that these roads, defining them to
be land-grant roads and roads which have received subsidies, shall be
entitled to only 50 per cent. of the amount now allowed these compa-
nies—not other companies, but these same companies. Here we are
hrought to the gquestion again, what is allowed the Union Pacific Rail-
road Company? That is not settled. The charter says “ reasonable
rates.”” My friend from Kansas [ Mr. ANDERSON ] seems to concede that
they are entitled to reasonable rates; but he undertakes to make out
that because these companies are cruel and oppressive swindlers, and
all that sort of thing, that is a reason why we should run crazy here and
take away the rights which have heen vested in them.

Mr. ANDERSON. One who asks justice should do justice.

Mr. CASWELL. As I said in the beginning, I do not stop to inquire
‘whether these corporations are worthy or unworthy, Why, the biggest
scoundrel that walks the continent has the same right to protection of
his property as the best man that breathes. We do not claim to take
away the rights of a man because of his mean qualities. We all stand
here in the possession of our rights, and enjoy egual right of property
guaranteed to us by the Constitution, to every man and to every cor-
poration ereated by act of Congress equal rights under the Constitu-
tion and the law, wherever we may be and whoever we may be. Icare
nothing about the managers of these roads, whether they are good citi-
zens, worthy to manage those railroads, tl::’ not. That gnes not enter
into the question at all. I wish only to see justice done. I care noth-
ing for these'railroad companies. Ido not know a single man connectel
with them living or residing in any State of the Union.

But I am not here to give my sanction to a measure which clearly
invades the rights these companies have acquired under their original

wherein we said to th Go across these plains; build your
roads; we will give you the Government transportation to aid you in
your line of business, and we will pay you a reasonable and fair com-
pensation for all the freight which we may send over your roads.”” But
1t is proposed at this period to turn back upon our promise and say, in
the fice and eyes of that compact which they accepted and executed,
‘“We will take away one-half of the compensation which we said in the
beginning you will be entitled to.””

Why, Mr. Chairman, it will never do for the Government of the
Unitcg States to place itself upon such ground of repudiation and re-
fuse to stand manfully by its contracts, and set an example for the private
citizen everywhere. We should not, even if we had the power, refuse
to do what is fair, honorable, and just. The whole grant was based

the theory that the companies would repay every cent of the

bonds into the Treasury of the United States. If that be o, then why

gihouql'd we make them do our work for nothing or for half compensa-
on?

But my friend from New Jersey [Mr. RoBESON] may say they can
never pay that large indebtedness which they owe to the Government
of the United States. Then I say let us be liberal in the eredits which
we give them; let us be liberal in this regard until the life-spring of
hope will come into the management of these roads that they may un-
dertake to pay off this indebtedness, when they could not pay it if this
compensation was reduced. [Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. ROBESON. I yield now tothe gentleman from New York [Mr,
Hrscock ], my colleague on the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr, HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the
committee to what in my mind is the real distinction between the
amendment that is offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL-
MAN] and the proposition reported from the Committee on Appropria-
tions by the gentleman from New Jersey. The amendment offered by
the committee applies only to the land-grant and bond-subsidy roads.
The proposition submitted by the gentleman from Indiana extends the
E‘:minn of the committee to the purely land-grant roads or a class of

d-grant roads.

I especially invite the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to the
point I am now making, and I hope when the five-minute debate takes
place we will hear from him on it.

Now, these small land-grant railroads to which his provision applies
are State corporations. I believe they are State corporations without
an exegﬁcm. -

Mr. HOLMAN. Except the Northern Pacific Railroad.

Mr. HISCOCK. Excepting the Northern Pacific Railroad, and it is
a close question whether the proposition applies to that road or not.

Mr. HOLMAN. Tt does in express terms, as you will notice by the
quotation. W

Mr. HISCOCK:" Possibly it may then, with the exception of the
Northern Pacific Railroad Company. is amendment so far as it ex-
tends the operations of the committee’s amendment extends it to cor-
porations created by the States.

And the land, if not technically given to the States, was intended
to be given to the States for the t of State corporations created by
the States. :

Now, Mr. Chairman, in considering this amendment we do not know
what eonditions were im upon these corporations by the States
when these land grants were taken. I doubtif there is a gentlemanin
this committee who has investigated the question or gone through with
the State charters to determine what is the nature of the confracts
between the States and the corporations as a condition of their taking
these lands; and I recall this fact which I have dragged up from the
depths of my memory in reference to one of them, and I presume some
gentleman from Illinois will enlighten us upon that subject, that the
State of Illinois, as a condition to the granting of a charter toa corpora-
tion in that State, provided that it has to take this land from the Fed-
eral Government only under an onerous tax or precentage imposed by
the State. A gentleman from Illinois near me says that it is 7 per cent.
upon the gross earnings of that road as a condition of yielding the right
to take this land. Mark yon, 7 per cent. not of the net earnings, but
7 per cent. of the gross earnings is imposed by that State as a condition.
This fact comes to my mind in reference to the condition imposed by
that one State. 'What conditions other States have imposed we do not
know. What are the conditions imposed by other States? I appeal to
this committee to know if there be a member here who has investigated
all of the facts in reference to these rations and is p tostate
the terms of the contracts entered into between the States and the cor-
porations as a condition precedent of the States granting to them the
right to take the lands. As I said, Mr. Chairman, at the outset of my
remarks, it was my ohject when I rose simply to point out this dis-
tinction between these different corporations which in my judgment
settles the question that the propesition of the gentleman from Indiana
ought not to be adopted by this committee.

Now, a word further in reference to the bond-subsidy roads. The
gentleman from Indiana has well stated in reference to these roads that
they were created for great governmental purposes. They were not
created for the p inly under the provisions of the amenda-
tory aet creating the Union Pacific road in 1864—they were scarcely
ereated for the purpose of giving a benefit to private individuals. The
corporations under the provisions of that act became trustees of prop-
erty for the benefit of the General Government. I have heard no gen-
tleman upon this floor assert that a single dollar of private capital has
ever gone into the construction of one of these roads. My colleague
from New York [Mr. HEwrrt], I believe, and the gentleman from
Maryland [Mr. McLANE] have both failed to faornish evidence that a
single dollar of private capital ever went into one of the bond-subsidy
roads. They were built by the General Government, and these corpo-
rations to-day are simply trustees of the property of the General Gov-
ernment. They were built for the purpose of establishing post-roads
and for the pur of affording army transportation. These were the
great benefits the Government was to derive from and for the
purpose of building up commercial relations between the East and West.
I repeat then, Mr. Chai that every dollar of money that went into
the construction of these roads was Government money, and as against
the Government there is no private individual that has any pecuniary
interest in them. There, Mr. Chairman, is again the great difference
between these two classes of corporations.

I desire now to call the attention of this committee to a remark that
has been made upon this floor, and I think by my colleagne from New
York [Mr. HEwITT], that he would be wi as I understoed him,
to compel these companies by appropriate legislation to pay into the
Treasury a sum equal to this 50 per cent.; and if I did not understand
him aright upon that subject he will correct me. But it has been urged
here that we are striking down the sinking fund and that is the reason
this provision should not be enacted.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman permit me for a
morfient ?

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly.

Mr. HEWITT, of New York.
to me and asked a question.

Mr. HISCOCK. I yield to my colleague. 5

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I simply want to say that the point
I made was that I would be in favor of making, in addition to the sum
now going into the sinking fund, an additional contribution equal to
50 per cent., and I say the comstitutionality of such a provision has
been affirmed by the decision of the Supreme Court.

Mr. HISCOCK. 8o I understood the gentleman.

Then the criticism is made that we are attempting to strike down
the sinking fund. How are we striking it down? Are we taking out
of it any money # Not a dollar, -

I understood the gentleman referred
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Are we devo to any other purpose a single dollar of the earnings
of this road ? tli\"::f ‘We are striking down the sinking fund in just this
way, that we say to the Government accountants, *‘ You shall not credit
this company with 50 per cent. as much in the future as in the past for
the work which the company does for the Government.’” It is a mere
question of keeping accounts. No money is taken from the sinking
fund. It is a mere question of a statement of accounts between the
General Government and these companies, we saying that the transporta-
tion which is done for the General Government shall be credited to a less
amount in the future than it has been in the past.

If we were diverting money from the sinking fund, I certainly would
regard that as a good objection to this provision. But we are doing
nothingof the kind. These roads were built, and builtentirely, by Gov-
ernment funds, and the Government of the United States has a mort-
gage upon them. And when we want to enforce that security the
question is to what amount they shall be credited by the General Gov-
ernment with the labor which has been performed.

Noticing, Mr. Chairman, you think my time has expired, I yield the
floor. :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBESON]
is entitled to the floor,

Mr. ROBESON. The railroads to which this amendment is directed
are the admitted beneficiaries of the United States for very large grants
of the public domain, which railroads have also received as the bene-
ficiaries of the same beneficent Government, and given them for public
purposes, a large subsidy in the shape of bonds of the United States
now amounting to more than $106,000,000, Resting upon the strict
language of their charter, they have refused to submit to those rea-
sonable rates of compensation for the carrying of the mails of the Gov-
ernment which created and endowed them which are by law prescribed
for other railroads which have received land grants or which having
received land grants are unaided by Government subsidies.

This amendment is an attempt on the part of the National Legislature

to bring them as near as possible to the reasonable rates which we have
prescribed for others, by adopting such form of legal enactment as the
experience of the past and the decisions of the courts show to be neces-
sary.
%hen the general postal code was enacted fixing certain general prin-
ciples and regulating the rates for mailroads which had received no
grants Congress declared what they thought was at that time a reason-
able compensation for this service; and they designated 80 per cent. of
it as a reasonable and proper compensation for the land-grant roads,
placing by that enactment no additional burden on the roads which re-
ceived also a bond subsidy, on account of such subsidy. The Post-
Office Department, the proper Executive Department to construe in the
first instance and to put into effect that law, undertook to enforee it.
These railroads appealed to the Supreme Court against the construction
of the Department, and by the decision of the court they were relieved
from the construction of the Post-Office Department, upon the ground,
the naked ground, that Congress had not evinced a legislative intention
expressly to alter and amend their charters, and that therefore the gen-
eral provision which applied to other railroads had not application to
them, whose rights rested in the special provisions of their own char-
ters, which special provisions the general law of Congress had not ex-
pressly altered by direct amendment.

Having once declared what were reasonable rates for general railroads
and what were reasonable rates for land-grant railroads, we now come
to declare what are reasonable rates for these rai and we put it
in the form of an express amendment to their charter to avoid the point
of discrimination which was made and sustained by the Supreme Court
in the case reported in 104 United States Reports.

We are now met at the threshold by two or rather by three sugges-
tions: First, we are told that we have no power to doit; that when Con-
gress granted this charter to these railroad companies and gave to them
the benefit of all the aid which I have recited, and reserved to itself for
the furtherance of the public interests, in express terms, the right to alter,
amend, change, and modify that charter, there is a vested right in the
company which prevails and avails to prevent Congress from doing what
it reserved the right to do, namely, to amend the charter it was granting.

Why, sir, if there is any vested right, it is a vested right in the Gov-
ernment to amend it if they so desire. It is a reserved right. They
are not vested rights in the sense in which lawyers use that term; but
they are constitutional rights which are reserved and were reserved in
the very act of incorporation which these companies accepted and under
which they received and now are enjoying these manifold benefits. It
’has been suggested on the other side that this is not a naked power to
amend, becanse the statute qualifies itself with the words *‘ having due
regard to the rights of the companies.”” If that proposition stood alone
it would not interfere with the reserved legislative right to amend or
even to repeal. But it does not stand alone.

By the act of 1864, which was the final act upon this subject under
which these railroads finally organized and their work was done, the
power of amendment is a clean power of amendment or repeal. With-
out the slightest restriction of any kind reserves the right “‘to
amend, alter, or repeal the act.’”’ And the act of 1864 was an act also

which'gave to them an increase of benefits from the United States which
they accepted and hold.

Mr. RYAN. Double the quantity of land. :

Mr. ROBESON. Now, who shall say that the legislative power of
the Government has not reserved to itself this right? But it rests not
in mere assertion. Iere is what the Supreme Court says, in the opin-
ion of the court, delivered by Chief-Justice Waite, in the construction
of what is known as the Thurman act:

It is unpecessary to decide what power Congress wouldl have had over the
charter if the right of amendment had not reserved; for, as we think, that
reservation has made. In the aet of 1862, secti it was panied
an lanatory statement showing that this had been done * the better to ac-
mmg h the object of this act, namely, to promote the public interest and wel-
fare by the construction of snid railroad and telegraph line, and keeping the same
in working order, and to secure to the Government at all times (but especially
in time of war) the use and benefits of the same for 1, milif , and other
purposes,” and by an injunction that it should be used with *“due rd for the
rights of said companies.”” 1In the act of 1964, however, there is n except
the simple words (section 22) *‘that Congress may at any time alter, amend, and
repeal this act.” kinﬁ both acts together, tm:f giving the explanatory state-
ment in that of 1862 all the effect it can be entitled to, we are ofx&a opinion that
Congress not only retains, but has given special notice of its intention to retain,
full and complete power to mak. halterati and 1 ts of the chart
a8 come wi the just scope of legislative power. That this power has a limit
no one candoubt. Allagree that it can not be used to take away property already

uired under the operation of the charter, or to deprive the corporation of tho
fruits ao;tunl]y rml‘umd to pos:esslon of contracts l.n:ﬂ‘u]ly made.
® - ®

Mr. Justice Field, also speaking for the court, was even more explicit, when
(in Tomlinson vs, J’e@aup, 4d, 459) he said : *‘ the reservation affecis !.Ee entire re-
lation between the State and the corporation, and places under legislative con-
trol all riFhls, privileges, and immunities derived by its charter directly from
the Slm.: ¥

- ® L] - * &
Giving full effect to the principles which have thus been authoritatively stated,
we think it safe to say that whatever rules Congress might have preseribed in
the original charter for the government of the corporation in thenxnﬁnlmﬂon
of its E{m, it retained the power to establish by amendment. In so dolﬁ
can not undo what has already been done, and it can not unmake contracts
have already been made, but it may provido for what shall be done in the future.
Mr. ATKINS. Iwould ask the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
Ropeson] if he would not rather finish his speech in the morni
Mr. ROBESON. I would very much rather. :
Mr. ATKINS. Then with his consent I will move that the commit-
tee Tise.
Mr. CASWELL. How much more time has the gentleman ?
. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-five minutes remain-

ing.

Mr. ROBESON. I would rather go on in the morning.

Mr. CASWELL. Well, I move that the committee rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having resumed the
chair, Mr. CALKINS reported that the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7049)
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, and had
come to no resolution thereon.

PURCHASES BY THE PUBLIC PRINTER.

Mr. VAN HORN. Iask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 2155,
to authorize the Public Printer to make certain purchases without
previous advertisement, be taken from the Speaker’s table and referred
to the Committee on Printing., 1t is important thdt that bill should be
considered as soon as possible.

There was no objection, and the bill was accordingly taken from the
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Printing. .

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I move that the House now adjourn.

Mr. STEELE. Objection has been withdrawn to the bill which I
asked to have passed this morning,

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I call for the order.

Mr. STEELE. I have to goaway to-night, and I would like to have
the bill passed now. It has been and there is no objection to it.

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I will not insist upon the motion to
adjourn.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows :

To Mr. PHISTER, from December 22 to January 4, on account of im-
portant business.

To Mr. MARTIN, from Thursday next for ten days, on account of im-
portant business. r

To Mr. PARKER, from December 21 to January 3, on account of im-
portant business.

To Mr. ARMFIELD, from December 22 to January 5; on account of im-
portant business.
. To Mr. ELLIS, for ten days from December 22, on account of important

usiness. .

To Mr. MUTCHLER, from December 21 to December 26, on account of
important business,

To Mr. STRAIT, for twelve days from Friday next, on account of im-
portant business. .
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To Mr. BLANCHARD, for two days, on account of sickness.

To Mr. MuLDEOW, for two weeks from to-morrow, on account of im-
portant business.

To Mr. LApD, from December 22 to January 5, on account of im-

t business.

To Mr. McCook, for ten days from Friday next.

To Mr, SPARKS, indefinitely, on account of important business.

To Mr. MACKEY, for two days, on account of important business.

To Mr. SHELLEY, indefinitely, on account of im t business.

To Mr. SPAULDING, for two weeks, on account of important business.

To Mr. DAWES, for four days, on account of important business.

To Mr. DUNNELL, indefinitely from next Baturday, on account of
important business.
- To Mr. HoUSE, from December 20 to January 3, on account of im-
portant business.

To Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey, until January 10, on account of
important business.

To Mr. PouND, indefinitely.

To Mr. RAY, for ten days from December 26.

To Mr. CANNON, from December 22 until January 3.

WITHDEAWAL OF PAPERS.

By unanimonus consent leave was granted for the withdrawal of papers
as follows:

To Mr. CALKINS, the discharge papers in the case of Lewis Collier.

To Mr. BOWMAN, the paj accompanying the bill to remove the
charge of desertion against John B. Cary.

: SALE OF MILITARY RESERVATIONS.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Committee
en Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed:

To the Senate and House of Representatives :
I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communieation from

of War upon the subject of abandoned marvn&ion.aean
renewing his former recommendations for such legislation as will provide for
the disposal of military sites that are no longer needed for military 5

CHESTER A. T.
ExecuTive Maxsiox, December 19, 1882,

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
Y examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following title;
when the Speaker signed the same:

A bill (H. R. 6187) to amend the act entitled ‘‘ An act to repeal the
discriminating duties on goods produced east of the Cape of Good Hope,’?
approved May 4, 1882,

ORDEER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. STEELE. The objection to my bill has been withdrawn and I
ask that it be now . The bill has already been read.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill.

The title of the bill was read, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 66584) authorizing the muster in and discharge of Henry Z. Blinn,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill
at this time? i

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object.

COMMITTEE FOR FUNERAL OF MBE. ORTH.

The SPEAKER announced the following as the members of the com-
mittee on the part of the House to unite with a similar committee on
the part of the Senate to constitute the funeral escort at the burial of
the late Mr. Orth, of Indiana:

Mr. CALKINS of Indiana, Mr. PEIRCE of Indiana, Mr. STEELE of
Indiana, Mr. MATsoN of Indiana, Mr, DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. URNER of
Mary’ and Mr. REESE of Georgia.

%&hr. i of Virginia. Imo;ethattheﬂt(mses 'S(;ﬁom) o=

e motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 50 . 1) 1
House adjourned. . 4 o

PETITIONS, EIC.

The followin titions and were laid on the Clerk’s d
under the rule.ga.npda referred as i%?]pc;.vl;ss: e

By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of the Chicago Board of Trade, for
the enactment of a judicious and carefully considered national bank-
rupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, the petition of Conrad Seipp, of Chicago, for reduction in or
repeal of the tax on beer—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

‘Also, the petition of the tobacco man of Chicago, repre-
senting 2,000 workingmen, for removal of tgxes upon tobacco, cigars,
&e., and for rebate on all full packages—to the same committee.

By Mr. DARRALL: The resolutions adopted by the Republican Con-
gressional committee of the fifth district of Louisiana, for the repeal of
the land grant to the Vicksburgh, Monroe and Shreveport Railroad of
Louisiana—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of citizens of the State of Iowa living
in the fourth ional district, for a reduction in internal-revenne
%x on distilled spirits and tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and

Sans,

By Mr. GODSHALK: Paper relating to the pension claim of Theo-
dore W. Bean, late captain Seventeenth Pennsylvania Cavalry and brevet
lientenant-colonel United States volunteers—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. HUTCHINS: The petitionof James W. Husted and others, for
the enactment of alaw tomake all qualified physicians equal before the
law in the Government service, including the Army and Navy—to the
Commitiee on the Judiciary.

Also, the petition of J. & 8. Kuntz and 250 others, of New York, for
theapplication by contractof the tof $400,000made by Congress four
years ago for the improvement of the Harlem River—to the Committee
on Commerce.

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of Charles C. O'Neil, for increase of
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LACEY: The petition of the tobacco manufacturers of Detn:ié
g{a thecigramanuihct‘]t;umrsof Detroit, anﬂ{.of tolgg{xsodealerstil.antheUni

tes, ting to the proposed repeal of or reduction in the tax on to-
bacco—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MATSON : The petition of Pleasant Minet and 184 others, cit-
izens of Monroe County, Indiana, asking that the law of limitation as
to arrears of pension be repealed, and that the bounties of Union sol-
diers in the war of the rebellion be equalized—to the Select Committee
on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay.

By Mr. MORSE : Papers relating to the pension claim of Ann Smith—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ;

By Mr. MURCH : The petition of Cobb, Wight & Co. and 19 others
dealers in tobacco in the State of Maine, for rebate on stock on
equal to any reduction that may be made in the tax on tobacco—to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. ROSECRANS: The resolutions adopted by the San Fran-
cisco Produce Exchange, and petition of 96 business firms, corporations,
and individuals resident in the city of San Francisco, California, rec-
ommending the erection of a new building and purchase of

d | gite therefor in that city—severally to the Committee on Public Build-

ings and Grounds.

By Mr. SHERWIN: The petition of 154 citizens of Aurora, and of 22
citizens of Shabbona, Illinois, for such revision of the tariff as shall place
lnmber on the free list—to the Committes on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SMALLS: The petition of J. W. Collins and 6 others, for re-
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of citizens of Lancaster
County, and of James Hartman and, 56 others, citizens of West Cocalico,
Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, for increase of duty on Sumatra to-
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, the petition of John Fritz and others, citizens of Marietta, Lan-
caste.rfbu.nty, and of J. L. Metzger and others, citizens of Lancaster,
Pennsylvania, for the repeal of or reduction in the tax on tobacco, and
for t:ereebate equal to any reduction that may be made—to the same com-
mittee.

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of J. Schriber & Co. and
others, of Cleveland, Ohio, for a rebate in the tax on tobacco in case a
reduction is made—to the same committee.

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Two petitions of inspectors of customs, port
of New York, for relief—severally to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr, YOUNG: The petition of William H, W and others, ex
soldiers and sailors of Miami Township, Hamilton , Ohio, pro-
% against the repeal of intem.ﬂ-mvenm taxes—to the same com-
mittee,

SENATE.
WEDNESDAY, December 20, 1882,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BuLLock, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.
The joint resolution (H. Res. 303) ing the administration of
Jjustice in Tunis was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the
harbor, pilot, and other charges to which American and foreign vessels
are subject under State laws, and the taxation upon ship owners; which
was referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed.

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary
of the Treasury, transmitting the report of the Superintendent of the
Coast and Geodetic Survey for the year ending June 30, 1852; which
'was referred to the Committee on Printing.

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to resolutions of the 6th and
Bth instants, a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, containing
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