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The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore stated that the
noes’’ seemed to have it, .
Mr. MILLS. I call for a division.
The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 127.
Mr. MILLS. I call for tellers.
Tellers were ordered, 44 members voting therefor; and Mr. MILLS
and Mr. HATCH were appointed.

Before the count was completed the hour of 5 o’clock arrived. and
the Speaker pro fempore declared the House adjourned.

»

PETITIONS, ETC.

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk,
under the rule, and referred as follows:

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of Maj. John P. Cleary, formerly of the
Thirteenth New York Volunteers, and of several hundred veterans of
Rochester, N. Y., in favor of the arrears-of-pensions bill and the bill
to award the bounties due to veterans but withheld because of promo-
tion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of citizens of Grant Parish, Louisi-
ana, asking material aid to education—to the Committee on Education.

Also, petition of steamboatmen of the Mississippi River protesting
against the erection of a low bridge over the Mississippi River at Cairo—
to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. BOYLE: Resolutions of the Pittsburgh Grain and Flour
Exchange, and of the Philadelphia uce Exchange, against the
oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, resolutions of William T. Campbell Post, Grand Army of the
Republie, No. 375, Department of Pennsylvania, of Springfield, Fay-
ette Connty, Pennsylvania, in favor of glnnting pensions to all soldiers
of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of the Womans’ Indian Association of Allegheny, Pa.,
for the passage of Senate bill 54, providing for the allotment of lands in
severalty to the Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of business firms of Philadelphia, Bal-
timore, New York, Boston, New Bedford, Hingham, Mass., Xenia, Ohio,
San Francisco, Easton, Pa., Cincinnati, and others, manufactarers of
cordage, protesting against House bill 7219, and suggesting certain rem-
edies—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-
owning Interests.

Also, petition of Charles Sehiff and others, for an appropriation to
carry out the plans for the organization of the section of steam trans-
portation in the United States National Musenm—to the Committee on

Appropriations.

B;aﬁr. BURNES: Petition of citizens of Andrew County, Missouri,
asking for the passage of the oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on
Agriculture,

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of George W. Hutchison, E. C. Car-
roll, C. C. Florence, and others, against bill authorizing a draw-bridge
across the Mississippi River near Saint Lounis—to the Committee on
Commerce.

By Mr. COMSTOCK. Memorial of Local Assembly, Knights of La-
bor, No. 3719, of Holland, Mich., requesting the enactment of such laws
as will make it a misdemeanor to employ persons under twenty-one
years of age more than eight hours per day in any manufacturing, min-
ing, or mercantile business—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Resolutions of the N. H. Ferry Post, No. 3,
Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republie, in favor of pen-
sion legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of citizens of Lindley, Steuben
County, New York, for tax on spurious or adulterated butter—to the
Committee on Agriculture, .

By Mr. FLEEGER: Resolutions of Peiffer Post, Grand Army of the
Republie, of Meadville, Pa., asking the adoption of pension bill passed
by the Senate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of members of James Wesley Birch Post, No. 493, De-

tment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republie, of Evans-

urgh, Crawford County, Pennsylvania, favoring additional pension

legislation in behalf of disabled soldiers and their dependent rela-
tives—to the same committee.

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Additional evidence in case of heirs of Chris-
topher Cott—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in support of House bill granting in-
crease of pension to James P. Doggett—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of C. W. Teney, for justice to W. C.
Phelan—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. F. A, JOHNSON: Petition of J. M. Humphrey and 150
others, citizens of Churubusco, N. Y., for imposition of a revenue tax
on all forms of adunlterated butter—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of citizens of Seaton, Ill., for taxing oleo-

ine—to the same committee.

By Mr. LONG: Petition of R. B. Forbes and 8 others, for light-ship
on Stellwagen Bank, off Cape Cod—to the Committee on Commerce.

Also, petition of F. C. Sanford and 59 others, of Nantucket, Mass.,
for the same—to the same committee.
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By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of John H. Garrett, of Montgomery
County, Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of manufacturers of cordage, against
House bill 7219, for the importation of rope and rigging free of duty
for all vessels builtin this country—to the Select Committee on Amer-
ican Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests.

By Mr. T. B. REED: Memorial of the Maine Annual Conference of
the Methodist Episcopal Church, asking for stringent laws to carry out
the Chinese treaty, and to protect the lives of the Chinese rightfullyin
1113; country in their liberty and estates—to the Committee on Foreign

irs.

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of the Produce Exchange, protesting against
taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. :

Also, protest of William Wall & Sons and others, against section 2 of
House bill 7219—to the Committee on. Ways and Means, -

By Mr. SESSIONS: Petition of citizens of Ellicottsyille, N. Y.,
against oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricnlture.

By Mr. SPOONER: Memorial of Luke Tully and 48 others, citizens
of Rhode Island, for amendment of the Constitution—to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. STORM: Petition of citizens of Milford, Pike County, Penn-
sylvania, favoring a tax on adulterated butter—to the Committee on
Agriculture.

Also, memorial of the Grain and Flour Exchange of Pittsburgh,
Pa., against taxing oleomargarine, butterine, &e.—to the same com-
mittee.

Also, petition of cordage manufacturing companies of the United
States, against section 2 of House hill 7219—to the Select Committee
on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests.

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Duff J. Reed, for removal of disabil-
ities—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of Valentine Bahmer and 60 citizens of
Bakersville, Ohio, praying for the passage of an act to pay soldiers the
difference between gold and gréenback currency—to the Committee on
War Claims.

The following petition, urging the adoption of the bill placing the
manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from
fraud and imposition, was presented, and referred to the Committee on
Agriculture: :

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens of Aldenville and Waymart, Wayne
County, Pennsylvania.

The fullowing titions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally
referred to the Committee on Education:

By Mr. BAYNE: Of citizens of Bellevue, Pa.

By Mr. GOFF: Of citizens of Ohio County, West Virginia,

SENATE.
FrIDAY, May 28, 1886.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
PETITIONS AND MEMORTALS.

Mr. GIBSON. T present a memorial in the form of a concurrent res-
olution of the General Assembly of the State of Lonisiana, relative to
the establishment of a navy-yard on the Mississippi River near the city
of New Orleans, just below Algiers. :

I wish to say that about eight years ago I introduced a bill while a
member of the House of Representatives for the establishment of such
a navy-yard, and I have continued at every session of Congresssince to
offer such a bill, for the reason that about the year 1856 the Govern-
ment of the United States purchased land within the limits of thecity
of New Orleans near Algiers for the establishment of a navy-yard. It
is highly important that some such establishment should be made there,
hecause when most of the navy-yards in this country were established
iron rifled cannon, long-range guns, had not been invented, and now a
hostile fleet would be able to anchor near several of our navy-yardsand
destroy them. Ironandsteel hulls werenottheninvented, which rapidly
deteriorate in salt water, while in fresh water they can be preserved
with but little expense and no hazard.

New Orleans is the gateway of the valley of the Mississippi River,
at which stores of all kinds, wood and coal and iron, all materials for
the construclion of vessels, could be furnished from the West, together
with skilled labor and perfect security from any sort of disturbance
from any foreign foe. That place is not only the best for supplies of
every kind in material and men, but in a strategic point of view nec-
essary not only to the defense of the Mississippi Valley—the heart of
the country—but also to command the Gulf of Mexico.




1886.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

5013

Mr, BUTLER presented the petition of John P. Kinard, a citizen of
Newberry, 8. C., praying Congress to reimburse him for losses sustained
and damages inflicted by United States soldiers since the war; which
was referred to the Committee on Claims,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Mr, BUTLER. I ask leave to present a telegram which I have re-
ceived from the Merchants’ Exchange of the city of Charleston, and, as
it expresses so well my views upon the subject of which it treats, I
shall read it. The telegram is as follows:

CuArLEsTON, 8. C., May 27, 1886,
The ‘:mng_:it{ee nt jpointed by the M?Mh?:‘:?;fi:c‘&‘;m to i:::ueﬂignbe th&ulﬂ:-
?eoporl.: Your cominities AV a8 care uti as they were able eramined: \his
question inall its bearings and recommend the following action by the exchange :
bi}]\;her:g?“eﬂ'ortsﬁa;_e nofw l;eing r:mie to mur& ennﬁ:al:n;l tl;y Crong-m-dun er
I S TA e of Clo A o £l Etiaetria, with aABaGRY ¥aeiatictn fi
the form of heavy license assessments

inst dealers in these articles and the
placing of their production and sale under charge of the Internal Revenue De-
partment ; and

‘Whereas it has been well and clearly shown that these products are p:
ones for food purposges, and their manufacture has proven to bea Fm&t publie
convenience, as well as furnishing an im‘goﬂant acquisition to the volume of com-
mercial operations, thus promotive of the ul
of m ts throughout the country, as well as benefits
Upon CONSUIMErs : refore,

Be it resolved by the Merchants' Exchange of Charleston, 8. C., That it would be
agrinst sound public polic,y to carry out the proposed legislation, caleulated to
perat t the garine and butterine industries; and that as these
articles are manifestly proper ones to be manufactured and sold for food pur-
ggsos. s:inyhsgeohl tax would be an unjustifinble discrimination against legitimat

mestic in

ustry and should not be i:dmsed
Resolved, That all imitation butter produets should be sold on their merite, and
offered for sale as ordinary butter

that measures providing against their bein
should be enacted and enforced by State or authority.
GEORGE W. BELL, Secrelary.

Respectfully submitted.

I move the reference of the telegram to the Committee on Agrieult-
n_:le e::é{ Forestry, where the question to which it relates is being con-
sil ;

The motion was to.

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by the Elgin (IIL)
Board of Trade, representing the creamery and farming interests of
Illinois and Wisconsin, in favor of the passage of the bill to regulate
the manufacture and sale of imitations of butter; which were referred
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented the petition of Hiram H. Kingsbury, late a pri-
vate in Company D, Eighth Illinois Infantry Volunteers, praying that
his name be placed on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of William L.
Amoss and other citizens of Fallston, Md., praying for the passage of
the bill placing the manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter
under the control of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and taxing
them 10 cents per pound; which was referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Washington,
D. C., praying for the passage of the bill to provide for leaves of ab-
sence to naval employés, and other purposes; which was referred to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

He also presented a petition of farmers, mechanics, and dealers of
Greenville and Mason, in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the
passage of the bill concerning oleomargarine; which was referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of colored citizens of North Caro-
lina, praying for aid to emigrate to Liberia; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. DAWES presented a resolution adopted by the New England
Shoe and Leather Association, favoring the issue of small bills; which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented the petition of Herman L. Allen and other farm-
ers of Windsor, Mass., praying for legislation to protect the dairy in-
terest against imitations of -butter; which was referred tothe Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re-
ferred a petition of citizens of Whatcom County, Washington Territory,
raying for the annulment of an act of the Legislative Assembly of that
R‘erritory providing for the permanent location and construction of a
territorial penitentiary at Walla Walla, submitted an adverse report
thereon, which was to; and the committee were discharged from
the farther consideration of the petition.

He also, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the
bill (8. 600) for the relief of the assigneesof Addison C. Fletcher, moved
its indefinite postponement, which was agreed to; and he submitted a
report, accompanied by a bill (8. 2560) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk,
and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher; which was read twice by
its title.

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted a re-
port to accompany the bill (8. 584) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pa-

business interests of a large number

cific Ship Railway Company, and for other purposes, heretofore reported
by that committee. |

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
walreferred the bill (S. 1580) for the relief of Maj. James Belger, re-
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr, INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 2545) to provide for the confinement of
inebriates in the Government Hospital for the Insane, reported it with
amendments.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 2122) for the relief of John P. Walworth, re-
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

* Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to whom

was referred the petition of Jacob Fritz, of Oregon, claiming certain
lands now included in the Fort Dalles military reservation, Oregon,
reported adversely thereon; and the committee were discharged from
the further consideration of the petition.

COURT-HOUSE IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY.

Mr. PLATT. The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred
the bill (H. R. 6965) to authorize Columbia County, in Washington
Territory, to issue bonds for the construction of a court-house, instruct
me to report it favorably, and I submit a written report.

There are reasons why this bill should be passed at once, and I ask
for its immediate consideration. I ask for the reading of the bill and
the report, which are brief, for information. I think there will be no
objection to the bill after they are read. !

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. The Senator from Connecticut asks
the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of
the bill reported by him. ¢

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to authorize the county of
Columbia, in Washington Territory, to issue its bonds, payable in not
less than five nor more than fifteen years, at 8 per cent. per annum, to
the amount of $40,000, for the purpose of building a county court-house,
in accordance with the vote of the people of the county at the general
election held in November, 1884.

Mr. PLATT. I ask for the reading of the report. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read, if there be
no objection. y [ 1

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted this day by Mr.
PLATT:

The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 6865, being
an act to authorize Columbia County, in Washington Territory, to issue bonds
{nr till.lle ooru'lfrrtuct.iun of a court-house, }mving considered the same make the fol-

lowing re; 1

Section ?394 of the Revised Statutes has the following provison, namely :

“1n addition to the restrictions upon the legislative power of the Territories
contained in the preceding chapter, section 1851, the E:ghlntive Assembly of
Washington shall have no power to incorporate a bank or any institution with
banking powers, or to borrow money in the name of the Territory, or to pled,
the faith of the people of the same for any loan whatever, directly or indi ¥.
Nor shall the Legislative Assembly anthorize the issue of any obligation, serip,
or evidence of debt, by the Territory, in any mode or manner whatever, except
certificates for service to the Territory.”

Such being the law the Legislative Assembly of Washin, n'l‘erritorioholds
that it has no right or powerto authorize a county, nor the Territory, to borrow
money and issue bonds for any purpose whatever. And your committee, with-
out passing upon the question of whether the Territorial Legislature is pre-
cluded by the statute from aunthorizing s county to borrow money and issue its
obligation for necessary county expenditures, is clearly of the opinion that it
would be unwise for it to attempt to confer any such authority upon a county.

Columbia County was duly organized in the year 1875 and now is, and for some
years has been, paying rent for its court-house and publie offices in a sum equal
to 8 per cent, per annum on $40,000, At the general election in the year 1834 a
vote was taken in said county upon the Bm ition to build a court-house at a
cost not to exceed §40,000, (he result of which was as follows:

For the building of such court-house, 936 votes,

Against building of such eourt-house, 588 votes,

Said county desires to issue bonds and build a court-house rather than to bur-
den the people with an increased tax sufficient to raise the sum required.

The total assessed value of the property of the county in the year 1885 was
£2,569,380; made up of real estate, §1,514,900; nal property, $1,054,450.

The county memorialized the Territorial {:gislm.um for authority to issue
such bonds, and the Legislature, declining to act th ialized

has
Cg’ngreas to pass the legislation necessary to carry the wisli'of the county into *
effect.

The ggpulntioa and assessable property of the district is rapidly increasing.
The Territorial Dele'gate strongly indorses the passage of the act, and your

AlL of which i respectfully submitted.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to
a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ISSUE OF A DUPLICATE CHECK.

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2395) to authorize J. G. C. Lee, a
major and quartermaster in the United States Army, to issue a dupli-
cate check, and the assistant treasurer of the United States at New
York to pay the same, to report it favorably withont amendment.

The bill is very brief, and we have the assurance of the Secretary of
the Treasury that it is all right. The reason for the passage of the bill
is that under the existing law only a check of §2,500 can be duplicated
upon its loss. This happens to beover §2,500, being $2,679.53. Iask
for the present consideration of the bill.
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By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill.
The bill was reported to the mte without amendment, ordered to
a third reading, read the third ti and passed. #
INSURANCE COMPANIES IN DAKOTA.

Mr. HARRISON. I am directed by the Committee on Territories to
report favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5888) fo legalize
and validate the general laws of the Territory of Dakota for the incor-
poration of insurance companies, and for other and to author-
ize and empower the tive Assembly of said Territory to pass such
general laws. T

1 ask leave to state that the situation of that Territory is one very
urgently requiring such legislation. The Legislative Assembly some
yearsago, that they had power to charter insurance companies,
passed a general law, and several insurance companies having a large
capital were formed—one of them having as much as three millions of
insurance—and have been in operation in that Territory. It is now
believed that the 1 tion is inoperative for want of authority from
Congress. Thisisa bill simply tolegalize the acts com-
panies. As amended it consists of a single section, and unless thereis
objection I ask that the bill be put on its passage.

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill.

The amendment reported by the Committee on Territories was to
strike ont section 2, as follows:

Sec. 2. That the Legislative Assemblies of the aeveral Territories shall have

wer to provide by general laws for the incorporation of companies for insur-
!:’z aa:ainst loss by fire, lightning, hail, and tornadoes, and also of life-insurance
companies,

Mr. HARRISON. I will state that this provision, giving the other
Territories anthority, is incorporated in another bill, and therefore we
have stricken it out here.

The amendment was to.

Mr. COCKRELL. ILet the bill be read now as amended.
short bill.

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows:

Be it enacled, &e., That all erﬂhwhwehfmemdedbytbabegwhh\a
Assembly of the Terri;ory ota providing for the incorporation of insur-
ance companies are hereby leguli:md and made vllld, and are declared to have
the same foree and effect as if the said e Assembly had full power
and authority to enact the same; and tmm-lm companies incorporated
under said laws and in accordance therewith are hereby declared to have been
legally incorporated.

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

The nmendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read
a third time.

The bill-was read the third time, an:d;psmed.

The title was amended 80 as to read: ‘A bill to legalize and validate
the general laws of the Territory of anota for the incorporation of in-
surance companies, and for other

Mr. HARRISON. I desire in that wnnecﬁon'w move for a commit-
tee of conference on the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Indiana moves
that the Senate insist on its amendment and ask for a conference with
the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent the President pro fempore was authorized to
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HARRISON,
Mr. PLATT, and Mr. GRAY were appointed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2561) for the relief of
Mrs. Catharine Odlum; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2562) granting a pension to
Henry F. Kaiser; which was read twice by its title, ;si with the ac-
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Penmuns.

He also introduced a bill (S. 2563) granting a pension to Lyman H.
Walker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying
papers, Teferred to the Committee on Pensions,

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (8. 2564) granting a pension to
Eleanor 8. Lawson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. MILLER (by request) introduced a bill (8. 25635) for the relief of
the legal representatives of William Johonnot, Joseph Torrey, and
Thomas Blackwill, respectively; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims.

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (8. 2566) for the relief of George F.
Rider; which was read twice by its title, and, with the acmmpan}'mg
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (8. 2567) granting a pension to Michael
Lane; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (8. 2568) for the relief of James

Itisa

C. Rudd; which was read twice by its mtle, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (8, 2568) granting a
H. Harrell; which was read twice by its title, and refi
mittee on Pensions.

on to Helen
to the Com-

AMENDMENT TO A BILL.
Mr. STANFORD snbmitted an amendment intended to be
by him to the bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional
parts of a gallon of distilled spirits; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Finance, and ordered to be printed.

PAPERS WITHDREAWN AND REFERRED.

On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was

Ordered, That the papers relstmz to um bill (8. 2072, Forty-seventh Congress)
for the further mpe of ? ll.mm fire, , in various publie
buildings in theDhttiet of Co! umhin wil.hdmm from the files of the Senate,
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

REPORT ON EDUCATION IN ALASKA.
Mr. MANDERSON (by request) submitted the following concurrent
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing:
Resolved by the Senale of the United States (the Houseof Rq)ramwerﬂmmmrrinyen

That of the ecutive Document No. &, A report on education
Alaska,” 6,000 additiopal copies be printed ; of ‘which 1,000 coples shall be for the
use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and
?j.uuo copies for distribution under the direction of the Commissioner of Edoea-
on.,
INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.
.The PRES NT pro tempore. If there be nofurther *‘ concurrent

or other resolutions ’’ the Chair lays before the Senate a series of reso-
lutions which come over under objection.

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr.
WLLSO\ of Iowa, as follows:

it is stated in the mntt

ties or the Commissioner of Indian
dian traders acts have been done, or tted to be done, in disregard of law
and the rights and proper interests of citizens: Therefore,

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and hereby is, directed
to investigate the subject of the appointment of such traders, the g'rani.in of
licenses to them, and the refusal to extend such licenses to persons e:ﬁes
such tradarsi and the methods which hnva been gmuoed in l.hat re since
the momh ogrﬂ 1885, and ther the several
instances of or refusing of mmh licenses, to whom nses have
been granted shmnnid e and to whom refused whymtad and why re-
ﬂmed, and whether or not any person to whom a license been so granted
has been guilty of conduct or practices prejudicial to the good repute of the
public service; and, if so, in W' respect, and whether or not the same have
come to the l:nuwledsu of the Comm issioner of Indian Affairs.

Resolved, That in pursuing the said investigation the said committee shall
have power to send for persons and papers, administer the necessary oaths, and
employ a nteuosmphsr should it deem it necessary so to do; and such expense

result from said investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund

Resolved, That the committee is further instructed to report a I:ni] or bills for
such leg-isianonnsthn investigation may disclose to be and properin
the premises.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of
the resolutions.

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not know that I desire to inter-
fere, but the resolutions would i lmgose upon the Committee on Indian
Affairs a very serious duty, and a duty which I should like very much
in behalf of the committee to be relieved from

I wish to say a few words in reference to the necessity of it and to
inquire of the mover of the resolutions if he contemplates an investi-
gation here in Washington during the session. If it does, it is alto-

ther impracticable, and must be attended with very great expense,
for the transactions alluded to, if they exist at all, have existed in the
Indian Territory at a very grea.t- distance, and witnesses called from
the Territory will be brought here at very great expense. It must be
a considerable time before they can reach here, and they will come in
the midst of the hurry and whirl of the last days of the session. If
there is a need (on which I do not speak) of an investigation of such a
kind as this, it should be taken at the leisure of a committee on the
spot, where it can be done at much less expense and with much greater
prospect of a thorough investigation. = Whether the Committee on In-
dian Affairs are going to be so situated as to make that possible in the
yvacation or not, I have no knowledge.

The whole subject of Indian traders needs revision. The idea that
no man can trade with an Indian except by a license from the Govern-
ment is fast passing away, if it has not already disappeared. Itisa
reproach to the statute-book of the United States that there stands on
it to-day an enactment which relieves any while man from the slight-
est obligation of keeping any contract he makes with an Indian. There
stands on the statute-book to-day an enactment that no white man is
under the slightest obligation to keep his contract with an Indian.

Mr. ELL. 1 should like to see that statute.

Mr. DAWES. Youn have only to look in the statutes tosee that con-
tracts made——

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs point it out and read it in the Senate.

Mr. DAWES. Contracts made by Indians with white men are not
valid unless they are approved by the Secretary of the Interior. That
is the enactment upon the statute-book, and that means this—the En-

of the administration of the powersand du-
Affuirs in respect of the appointment of In-
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lish of it is what I state—it relieves every white man from keeping
El;xsalwntract with an Indian, unless the Interior Department says he
shall do it.

Mr. BUTLER. Does it not relieve the Indian also?

Mr. DAWES. Certainly, it relieves everybody, but it relieves the
white man who knows what his contract is from performing a contract
with an Indian. When it was enacted it was supposed that the Indian
was incapable of making a contract. It was made in the interest of
the Indian, it was supposed, becanse he was what was called the ward
of the nation, and therefore all contracts with him unless approved by
the Interior Department are void. He is putat the mercy of the white
man; and now, without any reference to this allegation, he is confined
in all his dealings with white men on his reservation for the necessaries
of life to trade with some particular man who is licensed by the Inte-
rior Department. That condition of things, that stage in the Indian’s
life has away, and I trust that it is to disappear entirely.

I have nothing to say about whether, while the system is existing
law, anything wrong has been done underit. I only say that the whole
system ought to go by the board; and when a man makes a contract
with an Indian, whether it has the approval of the Interior Department
or not, he should at least be held by the law of the Iand to perform his
contract. In every State of the Union, where a man makes a contract
with a minor, it is the minor and not the adult who shall say whether
the contract shall be kept or not.

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator how he would enforce that con-
tract under existing law, in what court, in what tribunal, as the law
now stands, unless the entire law relating to the Indians is ?

Mr. DAWES. Repeal the law and the contract between a white
man and an Indian will stand as any other contract.

Mr. BUTLER. I donot understand before what tribunal a contract
of that kind could be enforced.

Mr. DAWES. 1 trust that if the Senator will wait until the day
after to-morrow he will find that a bill will have passed another branch,
which has this without opposition, that will put every Indian in
this land who transacts business with white men as white men transact
business, giving him a position in the couris of the , Btate and
United States, to enforce every contract made with him; and it is quite
time that was done.

Mr. BUTLER. I am delighted to hear that.

Mr. DAWES. I think we shall be gratified. To-day and to-morrow
are assigned for that kind of business in anotber branch, and a bill is
pending there which has gone through this body without any opposi-
tion, upon full discussion, which has that effect.

The Indian is to be treated now at least as competent to say whether
a contract made by a white man with him shall be enforced or not. It
is, I t, a reproach to the statute-books of the United States that it
is left for the white man himself to say whether he will keep his own
contract with an Indian. :

It is also g reproach that all the Indians are obliged to trade with
some icular man licensed by the Interior Department, and further
that that man shall not have any Indian blood inhim. We undertook
to enact a few years ago that a half-breed might open & store on a res-
ervation, and that was defeated; so that the white man must not only
be licensed by the Interior Department, but he has got to prove that
he has not any Indian blood in him or he can not enjoy the exclusive
monopoly of opening a store for the ordinary necessaries of life upon an
Indian reservation. It naturally leads to suggestions of evil practices
such as are contained in the pending resolutions.

I embrace this opportunity to make these statements in advance and
without reference to the guggestions which are made in the resolutions.
I renew now the suggestion to the Senator from Towa that he had bet-
ter consider how the investigation is to be carried on, if he feels that
existing facts justify or require such an investigation.

Mr. BUTLER. Let the resplutions be read again.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read.

The CuIEF CLERK read the resolntions,

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest objection to the fullest in-
vestigation into the matters stated in the resolutions, but it occurs to
me, from the casnal reading of them, that they embrace questions which
should be investigated by the committee before the adoption of the
resolutions. I therefore move the reference of the resolutions to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from South Carolina to refer the resolutions to the Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs,

Mr. VEST. I wish to understand the position of the Senator from
Massachusetts? These resolutions are simply intended to investigate
the present condition of the Indian Bureau as to the appointments of
Indian traders. They do not begin to reach the great overwhelming
evil which has existed for years. I wantto make one remark in re-
gard to the appointment of Indian traders, and I say it withoub refer-
ence to the appointments under the present administration. I have
no sort of partisan feeling in regard to it; the same abuses existed un-
der a Republican administration of the Government as exist now, and
they are inherent.

My colleague asked the Senator from Massachusetts to point to o

statute which put the Indian absolutely at the mercy of the white
man who goes in and proj to trade.

Mr. DAWES. I should like to read the statute.

Mr. VEST. I have it before me, but the Senator can read it.

Mr. DAWES. This is it:

Sec, 2103. No agreement shall be made b‘inny ?emn with any tribe of In-
dians, or individual Indians not citizens of the United States, for the payment
or delivery of any money or other thing of value, in present or in ve,
or for the ting or procuring any privilege to him, or any other person in
consideration of serviees for said Indians relative to their lands, or to any claims
growing out of, or in reference to annuities, installments, or other moneys,
claims, demands, or thing, under laws or treaties with the United States, or
official acts of any officers thereof, or in any way connected with or due from
thti_ ‘LlTlnlted. States, unless such contract or agreement be executed and approved
as follows.

There are six conditions, and one of them is:

Second, It shall be executed before a judge of a court of record and bear the
ap‘grovnl of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
indorsed upon it.

Mr. VEST. That is the spirit of the whole system of intercourse
laws to be fonnd on the statute-book of the United States. There is
another section which more fully illustrates the truth of what the
Senator from Massachusetts said.

We are pretending—and I use the term with a knowledge of its full
significance—we are pretending from year to year to elevate the In-
dian, to bring him nearer to civilization, to teach him our methods, our
laws, our , and our religion, and yet we have a system on the
statute-book which in every word and line breathes the idea that the
Indian belongs to an inferior and a degraded civilization, if you may
term it civilization at all; that he has no Iegal existence except by per-
mission of the Government; that he can not trade, can not barter, can
not avail himself of the protection of the law, and he is circumseribed
and cut off from the civi ion of the white man as by a Chinese wall
utterly inaccessible. Now let the Senate listen to section 2135 of the
Revised Statutes:

SEo. 2183, Every person, other than an Indian, who, within the Indian coun-
try, purchases or receives of anyIndian,in the way of barter, trade, or pledge,
a gun, trap, or other article 1y used in hunting, any instrument of hus-

, or cooking utensils of the kind eommonly obtained by the Indians in
their intercourse with the white poorﬂ-e. or any article of clothing, except skins
or fars, shall be liable to a penalty of §50. -

In other words he can not own property in any way. The ordinary
privileges of a human being are taken away from him; practically he
ought to be killed, as is the average opinion of the West on that sub-
ject. Onr legislation absolutely prohibits him from making one single
step toward the sunlight of civilization.

But I have something else to say on this subject which I think is ex-
actly t to the resolutions offered by the Senator from Iowa.
The whole system of Indian traderships is based npon the idea of mak-
ing money for the trader withont regard to the interest of the Indian
at all. If these laws amount to anything they should amount to this,
that traderships should be established in the vicinity of Indians or upon
their reservations, which should give them the largest opportunity to
obtain useful and cheap merchandise at the lowest price.

Instead of that, the whole object seems to be to put just as many
traders there as can live on the Indians to the fullest extent and make
all the money they can. I say this without any personal allusion to the
present incumbent of the Indian Commissionership, who is a perfectly
honest and reputable gentleman as I know, and as pure a man (and
I have known him for twenty-five years) as lives in the United States,
but I speak mow of the system; and I say it has degenerated into a
system of favoritism and a scramble from one session of Congress to
another among Senators and Representatives as to who shall procure for
his constituents the opportunity tomake money out of the Indians. Ap-
plications are made from one day to another by Senators and members
to have traderships discontinued for the purpose of making a monopoly
in the Indian tribes to put money into the pocketsof the favorites of pub-
lic men in both Houses of Congress. It isa great outrage; it isashame;
and the only wonder to me is that the Indians advance at all. The
great wonder to me, after being in the Indian country, visiting it and
seeing this system in operation as I have seen it for the last three years
in Montana and Jdaho, is that the Indians do not become desperate and
go upon the war-path and seek extermination rather than exist under
the present system. They are systematically robbed.

We give an agent $900 to $1,200 a year, and we expect a man of abil-
ity, respectability, and business talents to turn his back upon civiliza-
tion and go out and live with these savages, and if he is humane enough
to take his family with him they are to subsist among them at $900 a
year. I believe we expect to get the average Christian virtues in a
soldier at $13 a month; and we expect to get in an Indian agent busi-
ness capacity, integrity, and good executive ability for a pittance such
as we do not give to the lowest clerk in any of our Departments.

I am heartily in favor of this or any otherresolution in the direction
of inquiry and reform. I believe, however, my friend from Iowa, if he
will permit the suggestion, ought to ask for a special committee. The
inquiry ought not to be sent to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Let
it be a special committee, appointed with power to visit these fribes, ex-
amine into this system, send for persons and papers, and make a com-
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plete report to Congress, and that report may point in the direction
which I hope Congress will soon take,
Mr. WILSON, of Towa. Mr. President, I have no personal knowl-

edge——

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will give me a chance before he makes
his remarks I should like to call attention to the statute.

Mr. WILSON, of Towa. I will only occupy a minute,

Mr. TELLER. Very well.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I will yield to the Senator.

Mr. TELLER. I do not intend to make a speech or take much of
the time of the Senate this morning on the question suggested by the
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. I propose to do that before this
session adjourns, but not to-day. I propose to take time to presentto
the Senate some of the facts in connection with the intercourse of the
whites and the Indians within the last few years, to show whatI think
are the defects in the statutes and the system of Indian administration
as it has existed for many years and now exists.

The statute under which the traders are provided for is:

8ec, 2128. Any loyal person,a citizen of the United States, of good moral
character, shall be permitted to trade with any Indian tribe upon giving bond
to the United States.

And that nobody shall trade except such parties as are mentioned in
the statute, those who have given bond and received their commission
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. For a number of years it
was the policy to license one trader in an Indian reservation and only
one. Then the Department fixed the prices at which he should sell
his goods, but it did not make any difference about that; nobody su
posed he ever sold goods at the schedule prices fixed, which were to
posted up somewhere in the store for the benefit of the Indians. The
posted schednle was just about as valuable to the Indian as the notice
is in the parks here to the dogs, that dogs must keep off the grass.
The Indians knew just as much about the schedule; it was a dead let-
ter and amounted to nothing.

Recently, within the last few years, the policy has grown up of giving
at least two traders to every considerable tribe, and perhaps in some of
them even more than that number. Itwas supposed that might bring
about a little competition. Whether it has had that result or not I do
not know. It may have brought about combination. All these peo-

le are away off beyond the reach of the Commissioner. I do not care
ﬁnw able the Commissioner ‘may be or how honest he may be, under
our present system of Indian intercourse it is impossible that there
should not be the greatest abuses. I know of no more abuses under
the existing administration than heretofore. I have heard of no com-
plaint that I recollect now. It is the system that is complained of.

We have also a provision in the statutes, which I will not stop to
read, that no Indian shall be allowed to sell a yoke of cattle ora horse
or anything else to a white man. Some of the Indians raise cattle.
The price must be fixed by their agent, who alone is authorized to al-
‘low them to sell.

Ibelieve thesystem isan absolutely bad one; and yet justso longaswe
continue thesystem of isolating these people justso long, as wassnggested
by the Senator ifrom Missouri, this bad system will exist. It is utterly
impossible to send any man out there and expect him to go there and
not be tempted to charge extortionate prices and sell inferior goods. I
do not care what administration you have, there will be just cause of
complaint on the part of the Indians. Whether it is any greater now
than at any other time I do not know and donot mean tosay. Ionly
mean to say that until we have adopted a system allowing the Indian
4o act for himself, and recognizing the fact that the Indian is a man,
these evils will continue; and you may have the best man that God
ever made as Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and you may have the
best man that ever was made agent, and the same trouble will exist.
The trouble is in the system, and not in the man who administers the
law. It is the law itself, and not the administration of the law, of
which complaint ought to be made. ]

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I have no personal knowl-
edge of the facts the alleged existence of which induced me to submit
these resolutions to the Senate, but I have had placed in my hands a
statement in writing concerning various transactions in connection with
this branch of the Indian service. It was my purpose, if the resolution
should be adopted by the Senate, to hand this statement over to the
chairman of the committee and let the committee consider it.

I have not the slightest objection to the reference of these resolutions
and the entire subject to the Committee on Indian Affairs for consider-
ation, that they may consider it in connection with the statement in
writing which has been submitted to me; but I am satisfied that if the
statements made have any foundation whatever to support them the
subject ought to be investigated. Whether it shall be done by the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs during the present session of Congress, or
whether it shall be authorized to conduct the investigation during the
recess, I have no concern whatever. I am entirely willing that the res-
olutions and the entire subject shall go to the committee for its consid-
eration and for such report as it may deem proper to make to the Sen-
ate. I want the subject considered somewhere, and action taken if it
is deemed proper.

Mr. I)AWF‘};.er I hope the resolutions will not be referred to the com-
mittee, because the committee can have no ground upon which to base

a report beyond the ground which the Senator himself states to the
Senate he has, unless they go themselves in advance into a sort of grand-
jury investigation to ascertain whether there is any ground for it.

I want, before I go further, to indorse what the Senator from Mis-
souri [Mr. Vest] has said in regard to thé Commissioner of Indian
Affairs, I think I have known him longer than the Senator has, and
I take great pleasure on all occasions in indorsing everything that has
been said in reference to his personal integrity and personal desire to
‘do the best possible for the Indians, as has been stated by the Senator
from Missouri. Therefore what I say in this matter can possibly have
no reference to him personally.

If this matter is referred to the committee to consider whether an in-
vestigation onght to be had or not, they must do one of two things, take
the statement which the Senator from Iowa holds in his hand justifying
him in presenting the resolutions, or go into an investigation in advance.
They can not go into {he investigation in advance; and therefore if the
Senate think that the statement of the Senator from Iowa justifies an in-
vestigation, it is only for the Senate to say how it shall be conducted.
That they can say this minute just as well as after a report from the
Committee on Indiar Affairs. I trust the Senate will not refer the reso-
lutions to that committee merely to bring them back here for them to
restate what the Senator from Iowa states, that if there be any founda-
tion for the statements he has made there ought to be this investiga-
tion.

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the resolutions will be referred to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs. To say the least, they imply the possibility
if not the probability of some error in the administration of the Burean
of Indian Affairs. I desire to say for the Commissioner of Indian Af-
fairs that if there be a doubt upon that question of the propriety of the
administration of that office, so far from shrinking he wounld invite and
insist upon the mostrigid scrutiny, the broadest and most thorongh in-
vestigation of every questien pertaining to the administration of that
office.

I therefore desire that the resolutions shall be referred to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs in order that that committee may put it in
such shapeas will clothe the committee of investigation with the amplest
?owers not only 1o investigate the administration of this office for the

ast twelve or fifteen months, but as far back as in its opinion the in-
vestigation may be necessary to enable the committee to understand
what has been the practice of the Indian Bureau under the statutes as
they now exist, and necessary to the perfection of a system to be re-
ported by the committee so far as the committee may think legislation
necessary to regulate and cure certain evils that seem to be inherent in
the system itself as now regulated by law.

For these reasons I desire that the resolutions shall go to the com-
mittee and that that committee shall inquire and report the necessity
for investigation, the scope of the investigation, the full extent to
which the investigation shall be carried in the past as well as up to
the present time. 4

Mr. DAWES. The reason as stated by the Senator from Tennessee
renders it altogether unnecessary that the resolutions should go to the
committee. I assumed in the outset'that the position of the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs touching this matter would be precisely what
the Sevator suggests; and being that, when the Senator {rom Iowa
stafes that he has that which justifies him in bringing before the Sen-
ate these statements, it becomes necessary to meet what the honor of
the issioner of Indian Affairs would require, that the investi-
gatio ould proceed; and it is not necessary to have the committee
pass of that question. It isdue to the Commissioner of Indian Aflairs
that it should not go to the Committee on.Indian Aflairs to report
whether there is ground for an investigation or not—a report which
they ean not make justly and fairly to him until they have gone to the
bottom of it.

A Senator comes up here and makes a-statement upon what he deems
to be sufficient ground; the Commissioner of Indian Affairs as an hon-
orable man courts the inquiry, and then you refer it to the Committee
on Indian Affairs to inquire whether there is ground for it or not be-
fore going into the investigation. It is unjust to him aswell as to the
Senate that it should go there for any such preliminary examination as
issuggested. Itshould go to that or some other committee clothed with
power when they come before the Senate to come before the Senate with
the whole ease or they shounld not come before the Senate at all.

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me I
desire to suggest that the chief reason which controls me in desiring
the resolutions to go to the Committee on Indian Affiirs is to have the
committee put the resolutions in such shape as will clothe the investi-
gating committee with the fullest and amplest powernot simply to inves-
tigate the administration of the office for a few months, but to investi-
gate the administration as far back as may be deemed necessary, and the
extent to which legislation may be necessary to correct any evils which
may be found to exist in the laws regulating the same.

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Tennessee in the minute he has
been talking could put the proposition in that shape. While he has
been talking the known facility of the Senator with the pen could put it
in just thstahn?e now, without sending it to the committee to come for-
ward and say, ‘* We have reason to believe there are serious grounds of
accusation against the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,”?
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Mr. HARRIS. The information of the Senator from Tennessee in
respect to Indian affairs does not induce him to believe that he could put
a resolution in shape giving the scope and the precise powers necessary
to investigate the Indian question in all the ramifications that investi-
gation may possibly be necessary from the remarks of members of the
Committee on Indian Affairs, not in respect to the administration of
this particular Commissioner, but in respect to the general Indian
policy of the Government as now regulated by statute, and if investi-
gation is to at all, I think it should extend to those subjects
that would lead to the development of whatever evils there may be in-
hfgreol_:gn in the Indian policy and in the system as it exists in the statutes
of t y. >

Mr. BUTLER. I moved the reference of the resolutions to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs because they seemed to be so far-reaching in
their scope as to be worthy of some preliminary investigation by a com-
mittee of this body.

It is not simply a question of inquiry. -The resolutions, as I under-
stund, are a positive mandate to the Committee on Indian Affairs.to
make an investigation upon a supposed condition of affairs of which
I have no knowledge, I am very frank to say, and I do not suppose
there are a dozen Senators on this floor who have sufficient informa-
tion to enable them to vote intelligently on the resolutions. Hence it
was I moved their reference to the Committeeon Indian Affairs, which
is supposed to be familiar with the whole subject, and if any investi-
ﬂﬁon is deemed to be necessary they can order it. If on the other

nd it be held unnecessary they can so report.

I have not the slightest desire to circumscribe the scope of this pro-
posed investigation in the slightest degree. On the contrary, I agree
with the Senatorfrom Massachusetts that it is due to the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs that an investigation should be had fully and com-
pletely. If we were simply asked to adopt a resolution of inquiry di-
rected to the Secretary of the Interior or to the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs, I shonld have no hesitation about voting for its ; but
these resolutions in terms direct the committee to make an investigation
upon a supposed condition, trne or untrne; and I am not prepared to
say that it is true. The Senator who submits the resolutions says he
is not prepared to say that it is true. It seems to me the resolutions
should not be passed in an ineonsiderate kind of way. They ought to
go to the Committee on Indian Afiairs, who can report in forty-eight
hours whether they ought to pass or not in their present shape, and if
not in their present shape, in what shape should they pass if at all.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion tore-
fer the resolutions to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

The motion was agreed to.

RESTORATION OF NAVAL CADETS,

Mr. DOLPH. If the morning business is over, I move to take up
for present consideration Senate bill 2172, Order of Business 706.

Mr, BUTLER. A few days ago I gave notice that I should ask the
Senate to consider this morning the bill (8. 371) limiting a portion of
an act entitled ““An act making appropriations for the naval service for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes.’” After
conference with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLrH] I have con-
cluded not to doso; but I give notice now that on Tnesday next after the
routine morning business I shall ask the Senate to consider that bill.
Meantime several Senators who desire more information about it
have an opportunity of reading the report.

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS,

Mr. DOLPH. T renew the motion to take up for present consi
tion Senate bill No. 2172.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (8. 2172) restoring to the
United States certainof the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Rail-
road Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Su-
perior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, and for
other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment pro-
posed by Mr. VAN WYCK. .

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to vote either way on that amend-
ment, and I move to lay it on the table.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS].

Mr. BUTLER called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered.

Several SENATORS. Let the amendment be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read.

The CoiEF CLERK. In the first section, line 10, after the word
‘“main," it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the
word ‘‘ mountains,’’ in line 14, as follows:

Line which extends from Wallula Junction, in Washington Territory, to the
city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, except such of said lands as appertain
to and are conterminous with the branch line across the Cascade Mountains,

And in lien thereof to insert:

And Iy i i -
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So as to make the section read:

That all the lands heretofore granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com-
pany by an act entitled “An act granting lands to aid in the construction of a

railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, on the Pacifie
coast, by the northern route," approved July 2, 1864, and subsequent acts and

joint resolutions of Congress, which appertain to and are conterminous with that

of its main and branch lines where the railroad required by said act has not

n constructed and completely finished at the date of the passage of this act

be,and the same are hereby, resumed by the United States and restored to the

public domain, and made subject to disposition and settlement under the gen-
eral laws relating to the public lands,

Mr. VEST. It is contended on the part of some respectable lawyers
that the property which was granted to the railroad company has al-
ready been forfeited, and that a forfeiture took place at the time the
company failed to comply with the terms of the grant, which was
some years ago. Now, if this amendment prevails it does away with
that contention, because the forfeiture only takes place as from the
time of the passage of the act. Inother words, it yields up the ground
taken by many good lawyers to the effect that this forfeiture took effect
at the termination of the time limited in the original grant for the com-
pletion of the road. The company was to finish the road by a certain
time, the 4th of July, 1879. They did not comply with the terms of
the grant, did not finish the road.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the motion to lay on the table debatable?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator
from Missouri that the motion to lay on the table is not debatable.
The yeas and nays have been ordered on that motion.

Mr. VEST. I havesaid all I wish to say—that this amendment ex-
tends the time of forfeiture.

The Secretary to call the roll.

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. BROWN’S name was called). I was re-
quested by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BRowN] to state that on
account of illness he had been compelled to leave the Senate Chamber,
and to annonnce his pair with the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DoLPH].

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Georgia spoke to me and said he
did not care to be paired on this bill. I asked him particularly about
this bill, and he said he did not care about my being paired with him
on this bill.

Mr. BUTLER. Ionlycomplied with the request of the Senator from
Georgia in announcing the pair.

Mr. DOLPH. Hemay have made other arrangements after he spoke
to me about it. d

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen-
ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN], who has been called home.
I may as well announce my pair now for all the votes that may be taken
on this bill. I should vote ‘‘yea’ on this motion if he were here.

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. CULLOM. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Corquirr]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. DA My colleagne [Mr. HoAR] is necessarily absent from
the city. He left a request that I should obtain a pair for him; but I
am not able to determine how he would vote upon this measure, and,
therefore, as I can not get any other pair for him, I will withhold my
vote and consider myself paired with him.

Mr. PLUMB. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr.
MorGAN], and therefore withhold my vote.

Mr. DAWES. The Benator from Missouri [ Mr. CocKRELL] will pair
with my colleague [Mr. HoARr], and I vote *‘ yea.”

COCKRELL. I conferred with the colleagne of the Senator
m Massachusetts before he left, and he requested me to pair with

im. I have not announced the pair, and have not voted. I consid-
ered myself paired with him, although he did not make any special re-
quest about this particular bill. :

Mr. HALE. My colleagune [Mr. FRYE] is absent and paired with
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN |.

Mr. GEORGE. I desire tocall the attention of the Senator from Illi-
nois [Mr, CuLLoM]. I understood the Senator from Illinois to-say that
he was paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CorLqurrr], and that
if he were here the Senator from Illinois would vote ““nay.’”’ I feel
authorized to say nnder the circnmstances that the Senator is at lib-
erty to vote ‘‘nay’’ if he desires to do so.

Mr. CULLOM. Then I cast my vote; I vote ‘‘nay.”’

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 28; as follows:

YEAS—23,
Aldrich, Dolph, Logan, Sawyer,
Bl s, Miterail of O i

¥, varts, itchell of Oreg., pooner,
Oamt;mn. Hal Morrill, i Stanford,
Chace, Harrison, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa.,
Dawes, Hawley Sabin, 5

NAYS—28,
Beck, Eustis, Kenna, Vanee,
Bl.'.rr{ George, Manderson, Van Wyck,
Blackburn, Gibson, Maxey, Vest,
Butler, Gray, Payne, Voorhees,

s Hampton, Pugh, ‘Walthall,
Coke, g Saulsbury, ‘Whitthorne,
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Teller, Wilson of Md.

ABSENT—25.
Bowen, Frye, MeMillan, Plumb,
Brown, Gorman, MePherson, Ransom,
Camden, Hearst, Mahone, Riddleberger,
Cockrell, Hoar, Mitchell of Pa., Bewell.
Colquitt, Ingalls, Mo '
Conger, Jones of Florida, Pike,
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Platt,

So the Senate refused to lay the amendment on the table.
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Mr. EUSTIS. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause of
the bill and substitute the following amendment——

Mr. INGALLS. Is not an amendment pending ?

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is an amendment already pend-
ing. The guestion is on the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. VAx Wyck].

Mr. EUSTIS. I offer it s an amendment to the amendment of the
Senator from Nebraska.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from
Nebraska being a motion to amend the text proposed to be strickenont
by the Senator from Louisiana, the gquestion must be first put on the
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. His motion is to amend
the text and the Senator from Lounisiana proposes to strike ount the
whole bill. The question is on the amendment proposed by the Sena-
ator from Nebraska.

Mr, DOLPH. Theeffectof thisamendment if adopted, asI tried to
show yesterday, would be to prevent the completion in the near future
of the direct line of the Northern Pacific Railroad from Lake Superior
to Poget Sound. In the very brief time I occupied yesterday I endeav-
ored to show the importance of this direct line; that there is not now
in the Territory of Washington any means whatever of eommunieation
between what is known as Eastern and Western Washington; that all
the commerce and all the travel between the two parts of the Terri-
tory is compelled to go around by the Columbia Riverin order toreach
one portion of the Territory from the other.

I then stated thatthe Northern Pacific Railroad Company was strug-
gling to complete the branch known as the Cascade branch, which will
give them a direct line across the Cascade Mountains, will bring the two
sections of the Territory into direct communication with each other,
and complete a direct line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound.

I then called attention to the fact that just north of the Northern
Pacific Railroad the Canadian Pacific by large subsidies from the Cann-
dian Government had been constructed and is now completed through
to Puget Sound, and that Great Britain with her usual foresight and
energy was about to seize and take out of our very grasp the commerce
of the old East and of the Pacific coast. Tomy mind that is a control-
ling reason why the Senate of the United States facing these facts should
decline to do anything that would place an o e in the way of the
completion of this through line, and I gave this as the main reasons
why the forfeiture of these 75 miles of the land grant through the Cas-
cade Mountains, lands that are of very little value for any purpose
whatever, but which are a basis of credit for the company npon which
in connection with their constructed road as they proceed ta construct
section after section they are enabled to sell bondstoobtmn the money
to construet the next section and to push their road over and through
the mountains, should not be declared.

But, sir, there are other reasons, not so important, not so national in
their chamcter not so weighty with me. One of those is that the
object for which the grant of lands to this company was made was to
secure a through line of road from Lake Superior to Puget SBound.
That wasa great national undertaking, a commercial undertaking,
an nndertaking that was worthy of the attentionof Congress and de-
serving of the Government aid that was conferred upon the company.

I do not at this time propose to undertake to detail the struggles
which this company has made to construct the road. I will not dwell
upon the obstacles which the Government has in their way by
inaction. I showed, when another bill was under discussion the nther
day, that while compleunﬁ is being made of the Northern Pacific Rail-
road Company that they have not taken patents to their lands so that
they become taxable, there had heen certified to the company and seg-
regated from the public domain but a little over 700,000 acresof Iand,
but that ihe company had selected over 11,000,000 acres, lists of which
lie to-day in the Interior Department awmt.mg 'the approval of the See-
retary of the Interior. The Government agreed that the Indian title
should be extinguished, but this company has had to go on under the
direction of the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate treaties with the
Indians, pay for their lands for right of way, and to come to Congress
for a confirmation of their purchases, before they could get even per-
mission to survey their lands within the boundariesof Indian reserva-
tions.

‘While the Canadian Government has been subsidizing the Canadian
Pacifie, there have been constant obstacles thrown in the way of the
completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad and constant threats of the
forfeiture of their grant affecting their credit. Notwithstanding all
that they completed their road from Lake Superior to the Columbia
River and have constructed the Cascade branch for 100 miles westward
and they are now tunneling the mountain, and have contracted for the
construction of the road over the mountain, a piece of road that is en-
tirely separate from the grant for which it is proposed by this bill as it
came from the committee to forfeit; lying many miles north of it npon
another branch of the road; and 1 for one, becanse I think it is right
and in the interest of the commerce of this country and the whole peo-
ple of the United States, sound public policy and true statesmanship,
desire to record my vote agamst now interfering with the construction of
that part of the road. -

The land proposed by the amendment to be forfeited is of no value

to the Government. In the mainatleast, itis not fit for homestead and
pre-emption claims. It isof some value to the company; it will secure
the early completion of this part of itsroad. On the other hand there
are 214 miles of the line running throngh a much better country the
grant for which ought to be forfeited. Another road has been built
there without a land grant or Government aid, and running

ments have been made between the company owning it and the North-
ern Pacific Railroad Company. It forms a link in the longer route
down the Columbia River and across the country to Puget Sound.

Then it appears to me that we owe something to the stockholders of
this company, the people who put their money into this enterprise.
It seems to me unjust now as an egquitable proposition when hundreds
of thousands of dollars are being expended upon this very link, this 75
miles in the Cascade Mountains, when it is partly graded, when sur-
veying parties have been aeekmg to find a practicable ronte throngh
the mountains ever since the company was incorporated, when a great
tunnel is being constrncted—it seems to me, I repeat, that it is unjust
now to declare that they shall be deprived of that land if the road is
not completed when this act shall take effect. If they were not now
prosecuting the work with energy, if it could be shown that they were
not being diligent in the construction of the Cascade branch, if they
were delaying the construction and seeking to hold on to the grant, I
would not say a word; but with the diligence that is. now being used
it appears to me that we ought not to throw an obstacle in the way of
the construction.

Something has been said here in regard to the conditions of this grant
and the character of.it. I do not believe that there is a lawyer in this
body and there are very few out of it but what know thatthis grant is
a grant in praesenti, that it transferred the title upon conditions, that
when the conditions are performed, no matter whether within the time .
limited in the act or afterward, the title becomes perfect and beyond the
power of Congress to interfere with it; that as this road was to be con-
structed in sections of 25 miles and it was provided that whenever a
section was completed the President of the United States should ap-
point commissioners to examine it and accept it and then patents should
issue to it; whenever a 25-mile section was constructed and commis-
sioners were appointed to examine it and it was approved by the Pres-
ident of the United States, no matter whether the patents were issned
or not, the title of the company became perfect to the lands so far as the
road had been accepted. The grant isinits nature divisible, end under
the provisions of the act every section stands upon precisely the same
basis as if there had been a separate act for each 25-mile section; and no
lawyer under a grant with such conditions, in my judgment, after a
thorough examination of the question, would contend that the provision
as to the completion of the entire road at all affects the condition as to
the sections of the road which had been completed, examined, and ac-
cepted in accordance with the terms of the act. Of course shounld this
amendment be adopted and should the SBenate pass the bill in a shape
that would forfeit all unearned lands, then the amendment offered by
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEck] would not be either a just or
proper one; for when Congress had exercised its entire power in the
matter it wounld be foclish and unjunst to hold a threat over the company
affecting their credit as to other lands.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator allow me a moment? If the
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky is proper as to the land lying
between Wallula and Portland, why is it not proper as to the land lying
on the 75 miles, the farthest point of the Cascade branch? Why is it
not as proper for one as for the other?

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator evidently does not understand the situ-
ation. If the bill should be }xmsed in the form in which it came from
the committee, forfeiting the from Wallula Junction to Portland,
and not forfeiting the lands for the 75 miles in the Cascade Mountains,
and the company should not complete that branch within a reasonable
time, Congress might want to forfeit the 75 miles, or what was left of it.
That is to say, if the company should now stop operations and shounld
not vomplete that road within a year or within a reasonable time, Con-
gress might want to act upon the 75 miles; and therefore the saving
clause of the Senator from Kentucky, that this act shall not prejudice
the right of the United States to forfeit any other portion of the grant,
would be proper. Butifthe amendment of the Senator from Nebraska is
adopted, by which the Cascade branch is included in the forfeiture,
then there would be, according to my judgment, nothing left for Con-
gress to act upon hareafler and the provision of the amendment of the
Senator from Kentucky would be only a threat, something to be held
in terrorem over this company, affecting their credit.

I do not propose to discnss this guestion at length; but after the vote
upon the motion to lay this amendment on the table, I do not feel sat-
isfied to allow the vote on the amendment to be taken in silence. I
know what I am talking abont in this matter. Iknow what is forthe
interest of the people of Washington Territory. I know what is for the
commercial interest of the people of the United States. I bave studied
this question, and I desire to record my vote and raise my voice against
the proposition of the Senator from Nebraska and to do what I am able
to prevent the placing of another obstacle in the way of the construc-
tion of this direct line across the Cascade Mountains.

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President, when the original amendment of-
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fered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] was under con-
sideration yesterday my attention was somewhat di , and I was
for a time absent from the Senate in preparation for the discharge of a
dhty which was to follow later in the day.

I have only one snggestion to make to the Senator from Nebraska about
this amendment that is pending. It seems to me that it is broader
than he intends. For one, I am ready to vote for the forfeiture of any
land grant appurtenant to any part of a railroad that is now unfinished;
but this amendment as if is pending reads as follows:

The branch lines where the railroad, required by said sects, has not been con-
structed and completely finished at the date of the passage of this act.

I understand that & considerable portion of this Cascade branch, asit
is called, perhaps seventy-five or a hundred miles, has been constructed,
and I do not understand that it is the purpose of even the Senator from
Nebhraska by this amendment to forfeit the land appurtenant to that
part of the branch which has been constructed, but only such lands as
would beappurtenant to the unconstructed part of the road, that which
is not built and in operation. But it seems to me the amendment upon
which we have just voted, and which is pending, relates to the entire
branch, and would forfeit all lands upon that branch even though the
road was actually constructed and in operation, and had been so con-
structed and so in operation for a number of years. I do not under-
stand that to be the purpose of the Senator from Nebraska; but thatin
modifying the amendment from the one first proposed he intended to
limit the forfeiture so far as it should be made in this bill; and I donot
understand that this is an expression, on the part of any of us whoare
opposing it, of the limit to which we are ready to go. But the amend-
ment is broader than it has been represented and than has been his de-
sign. I ask the Senator from Nebraska whether it was the intention
by this amendment to forfeit the lands that lie along that part of the
Cascade branch which has been finished and is in operation ?

Mr. VAN WYCK. It was not my intention by the amendment to
do that thing. :

Mr. HARRISON. Very good. Then I suggest to the Senator to
remove what seems to be an objection in the minds of some of us by so
modifying the amendment as to make it apply to those miles of the
road that are unfinished instead of to the branch line as it seems to be
now. It appears to me asthe amendmentis pending now we are voting
directly upon the question of forfeiting lands that have been earned, if
they can be earned by the construction of the road after the time lim-
ited in the original act.

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the Supreme Courf has decided that they can

‘b& .

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. :

Mr. VEST. Mr, President, it is a little premature at this time to
discuss the whole question as to the forfeiture of the land granted to the
Northern Pacific Railroad. The Senator from Oregon seems to be ab-
solutely certain that no lJawyer wounld risk his reputation by stating pub-
licly or privately that the failure of this company to complete the road
by the 4th of July, 1879, worked a foreiture of the grant of those lands.
He says that it was a grant in pracsenti, and that the failure of & condi-
tion subsequent did not affect the grant. My own veputation as a law-
yer may be hardly worth discussion (I leave that to others), but I un-
dertake to say as a lawyer that the failure to complete that road, and
the whole road, by the 4th of July, 1879, did work a forfeiture of the

nt.

Without going into anything like an elaborate discussion, I will read
the eighth section of the act of 1864, which granted these lands, and I
will leave thediscussion there. After reciting the characterof the grant,
s0 many miles inthe States and so many in the Territories, alternate sec-
tions, &c., section 8 of the act of 1864 is in these words :

And be it further enacled, That each and every grant, right, and privilege herein
are so made and given to and accepted by said Northern Pacifie Railroad Com-
pany, upon and subject to the following conditions, namely : That the said com-
pany shall commence the work on said road within two yvears from the ap-
proval of thisact by the President, and shall complete not less than 50 miles
per vear after the second year, and shall construct, equip, furnish, and com-
plete the whole road by the 4th &ay of July, A.D.1§76.

That is the eighth section of the act of Congress making the original
grant. The time was subsequently extended to 1879.

Mr. BUTLER. And they accepted it upon those conditions?

Mr. VEST. They accepted it upon those conditions, and they failed
to complete that road, and I say as a lawyer that no respectable court
would hold anything else except that there was a forfeiture of that
grant. It is now a question for Congress within its own grace and
clemency to extend the grant, or, in other words, to do away with that
forfeiture.

ButIdo not propose to go further in this discussion at present. When
the question does arise here I shall undertake to show, as I think I can,
by absolute legal authority that that would be the construction put
upon this grant, whether it be a private or a public one.

As to the amendment pending before the Senate, I voted against lay-
ing it on the table because, under the rulesof the Senate, while that mo-
tion was pending without unanimous consent I could not say what I
intended to say upon that subject. Iam in favor of the passage of the
House bill as a substitute for the bill reported by the Senate commit-
tee. I am for it because I believe itis in exact harmony with the legal

opinion I have justexpressed. Iam for it, in the second place, because
I consider the argument made yesterday afternpon by the Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] as conclusive in regard to the price of these
lands, the tenure by which the actual settlers should hold them, per-
sons who have gone upon them in good faith. TUnder the bill as offered
by the Senate Committee on Public Lands, the actnal bona fide settlers
who went npon the lands embraced within the grant to the Northern
Pacific Railroad, although that forfeiture is declared by the bill now
pending here to be absolute, are compelled to pay §2.50 an acre hy
reason of the fact that that grant was put upon paper to the North Pa-
cific Railroad, although the company did not comply with the terms of
it. If that grant is absolutely worthless, as the bill makes it so far as
it extends, then the bona fide settler should be permitted to go upon it
as if the grant had never been put upon paper.

Mr. BUTLER. How much is to be paid to the Government?

Mr. VEST. He has to pay to the Government $2.50 an acre.

Mr. EUSTIS. Although he may have made a payment already.

Mr, VEST. Although he may have made a payment to the North
Pacific Company already, still if we pass the Senate bill declaring that
this forfeiture is absolute as to certain portions of these lands, if a bona
Jfide settler is found upon them he is made to pay $1.25 more nupon the
acre by reason of the fact that the Congress of the United States made
a grant the terms of which were not complied with by the grantee.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator yield to me for a sug-
gestion ?

Mr. VEST. Certainly.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Is it not a fact that within the limits
of this grant, in that portion of the grant which the bill proposes to for-
feit, between Wallula and Portland, as reported from the committec,
any settlers on those lands may take up 160 acres at $1.25 an acre; and
is not this provision requiring payment of $2.50 an acre only to apply
to those to whom the greater privilege is given by virtue of the provis-
ions of the bill allowing the taking of 320 acres?

Mr, VEST. That may be so, and yet——

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. That is as I understand the bill.

Me. EDMUNDS. That is it exactly.

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Missouriallow me to interrupt
him? .

Mr. VEST. Certainly. -

* Mr. DOLPH. Idid not think a careful reading of the bill would
lead any one to suppose that there was any such provision as that in it.
These provisions are in favor of the settlers. They do not affect the
land laws at all. Anybody in possession of any of these lands who
may wish to take under the homestead or ption laws may doso.
He will be in ion and he will have the first right to purchase.
But the trouble is that all these companies I think, the Northern Pacific
company at least, issned a circular and advertised that if people wonld
go on the lands and settle on them and improve them, when they had
been earned by the company by construction of its road they would be
graded and settlers should have the first right to purchase at anap-
praised value or in some cases at §2.60 an acre. Some people wentonto
these lands under those provisions,and have fenced, cultivated, and
improved them, and there are great fields of wheat growing on them
to-day. Many of the settlers have exhausted their homestead and pre-
emption rights, and if Congress should not make any provision for such
persons they would be liable to lose their lands and we should have
them coming here at another session of Congress for relief; others
would jump their claims under the land lJaws, and we should have a

great deal of trouble growing out of the matter. So the committee |

undertook to provide for that class of settlers by providing that they
shall be given the same amount that one man can take under the home-
stead and pre-emption laws, namely, 320 acres, at $2.50, the price which
was fixed for the land when the grant was made.

That is the first provision of the section, and that isall that it is. It
does not interfere in the least with the rights of the settler under the
land laws. I would go as far as any one to protect the settlers. I
would be as far from interfering with the rights of the settlers in the
State of Oregon as any Senator on this floor. Under this bill they will
have all their rights under the land laws, and they have the additional
privilege of purchasing the lands held by them under the railroad com-
pany at $2.50 an acre if they find they are not qualified to purchase the
same under the land laws when these lands revert to the public domain.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I wish to say one other word, if the
Senator from Missouri will allow me.

Mr. VEST. Certainly.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I desire to state right in this connec-
tion that so far as I am concerned I shall vote for no forfeiture bill of
any lands that belong to any railroad company that has not a provision
in it which, as I understand it, will give to settlers on those lands all
the rights that any settler has on any other public lands of the United
States. I understand that this bill does that thing.

As I intimated a moment ago, any settler on any of these lands pro-
posed to be forfeited by the bill has a right to take up 160 acres of land
under any of the land laws of the United States now in existence and
under the provisions of those different acts. The simple fact is that a
privilege is extended to them by virtue of this measure allowing them
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to take u;; 320 acres by paying $2.50 an acre. I understand that under
this bill a man located.on those lands could take up 160 acres under
the pre-emption law, for instance, or under the hom law, orunder
the timber-culture act. Hecould take all that any other citizen conld
take on any public land, and in addition to that, by virtue of the pro-
visions of this bill, he could take up 160 acres more by paying $2.50
an acre for it. That is as I understand the bill, and if I am wrong
about that I shall vote for any amendment that will give settlers on
the lands all the privileges that settlers have on any other lands in the
United States.

Mr. EDMUNDS. But you are not wrong, and our friends on the
other side want to squeeze the settlers apparently.

Mr. VEST. My construction of the bill is not that put upon it by
the Senator from Oregon who last addressed the Senate. Section 2
reads as follows: :

SEec, 2, That in all cases where persons are in possession of any of the lands
affected by said grant and hereby resumed by and restored to the United States,
under deed, written contract with, or license from the said Northern Pacific Rail-
road Uommy ted prior to J ¥ 1, 1886, they shall be entitled to purchase
the same the Uni States, in quantitiesnotex ing 320acres to any one
such person, at the rate of $2.50 per acre, at any time within two years from the
passage of this act,and on making said payment to receive patents therefor,

That is to say, the actual bona fide settler can purchase from the Gov-
ernment any of these forfeited lands in any quantity up to 320 acres
by paying $2.50 an acre, which amounts simply to this, that by reason
of the fact that this grant, which is now declared to be no grant at all,
was made by the United States Congress to the North Pacific Railroad
and the company has not complied with the terms of that grant, by
reason of that single fact, enough vitality is given to this dead grant to
make it cost the actual settler a dollar and a quarter more an acre
even if he takes 160 acres. If that is not the construction of it, I am
utterly at sea, without compass or rudder, in regard to the measure.

I prefer the House bill, which says that these lands shall be sold to
the actual settler by the Government as other public lands, and that
this grant shall be what we absolutely declare it to be, worthless, null,
and void. That is logical and consistent, and I ean only be consistent
with my legal opinion by voting against the amendment of the Senator
from Nebraska, because although I may be an extremist as to these for-
feitures and go far beyond what my associates on this side of the Cham-
ber are willing to go, I believe that all these lands are forfeited, if that
road was not completed, under the terms of the eighth section of the
act of 1864 which I have read. But the Senator from Nebraska is ut-
terly inconsistent with the House bill which he offered yesterday as a
substitute, because nnder his amendment he abnegates and abandons
the position that this forfeiture was made on the 4th of July, 1879, by
the terms of the act of 1864, and he says now that the forfeiture shall
only work from the time of the passage of this bill, giving up and re-
linquishing what I believe to be the construction of the act of 1864 and
taking the illogical and inconsistent position that that forfeiture is not
worked but that it is something in futuro, to lake effect from the pas-
sage of the bill.

* Therefore I think {hat Senators who hold with me in regard to the
construction of the act of 1864 can not-support the amendment, and I
say from my standpoint that I believe the forfeiture was worked on the
4th of July, 1879, as to all these lands, upon the branches and the main
road too.

Mr. COCKRELL. I stated briefly yesterday that I could not vote
for the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska because it went too
far. I do not think the Senate understands that amendment exactly,
or the effect of it. I will read the clause only using the effective words
as the section will be when amended, if the amendment is agreed to:

““That all the lands heretofore granted to the Northern Pacific Rail-
road Company,’’ &e¢., **which appertain to and are conterminous with
" that part of its main and branch lines where the railroad required by
gaid acts has not been constructed and completely finished at the date
of the passage of this act, be, and the same are, hereby resumed.”
Then all the lands conterminous with the completed portionsof thatroad
at the date of the passage of this bill are hereby confirmed. That is
the amendment; nothing more and nothing less. The effect of it, then,
is to confirm every acre of land granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad
Company save only between Wallula and Portland and 75 miles of the
Cascade branch. | That is the amendment pure, simple, and unadunlter-
ated. Therefore I am not in favor of it.

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. X

Mr. VAN WYCK. I urged the same position in regard to the bill
as it was reported by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpry], that the
forfeiture from Wallula to Portland would be a concession to the railroad
company, an admission on our part that there was no more of this grant
to be forfeited. I took that position and I understood the Senator
then to say that that would not be the construction.

Mr. COCKRELL. Ungquestionably the bill only deals with the road
from Wallula to Portland and declares the lands on that line forfeited
and leaves the other lands entirely untouched. Your amendment con-
firms every acre of land granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad ex-
cept between Wallula and Portland and for 75 miles of the Cascade
branch, and it goes further than I can go.

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the forfeiture from Wallula to Portland is not
an admission that we propose to do no more, by adding to the forfeit-
ure 75 miles more of the railroad to the line between Wallula and
Portland, how does that make any different conclusion in the estima-
tion of the Senator from Missouri ?

Mr. COCKRELL. It makes this difference, that you confirm all
the rest of the grant.

Mr. VAN CK. Does it confirm any more than did the forfeiture
from Wallula to Portland ?

Mr, COCKRELL. It does absolutely confirm it. There can be but
one interpretation to it. Let me read it again. Let the Senator just
Iil?ten, and I do not know the English langunage if it does not mean
that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri will
pause. 'The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the
Clm::1 to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be
stated.

. The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (8. 1812) to provide for taxation of rail-
road-grant Jands, and for other purposes.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator from Missouri will be permit-
ted to conclude the remarks he wished to make before we go on with
the other bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
from Missouri will proceed.

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply wanted to read the provision. There
can be no misunderstanding of this amendment, and I will read it again
s0 that the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. BERRY] may see exactly what
ifi does mean. There can be no misinterpretation of it. It is too
plain: -

That all the Jands heretofore granted to the Northern Pacifie Railroad Com-
pany * * # which appertain to and are conterminous with that part of its
main and branch lines where the railroad required by said acts has not been
constructed and completely finished at the date of the passage of this act be,
and the same are hereby, resumed by the United States and restored to the pub-

lic domain, and made subject to disposition and settlement under the general
laws relating to public lands,

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Missonri yield to me?

If there be no-objection the Senator

Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield.

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like toask the Senator from Missouri
a question.

Mr. COCKRELL. T haveyielded to the Senator from Arkansaz, and

Iwill then hear the Senator from Nebraska.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The subject-matter has passed away
from the consideration of the Senate, the hour of 2 o’clock having ar-
rived.

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply wanted to read the amendment so that
it might go in the RECORD, and any one who understands the English
language ean interpret it. E

Mr. BERRY. Does the President of the Senate rule that I can not
ask the Senator from Missouri a question?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The debate is npon the pending bill
(8. 1812) relative to taxing railroad land grants, and it is not for the
Chair]to determine. The bill before the Senate will be again stated by
its title.

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation of rail-
road-grant lands, and for other purposes.

g The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas has the
00T

Mr. BERRY. This is not the same bill that was under consideration
before 2 o’clock?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
sideration of the Senate,

Mr. BERRY. I understood that upon the application of the Senator
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Cock-
RELL] wasallowed to complete his remarks, and I proposed to ask him
a question during those remarks, which I supposed would be in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair will recognize the Sena-
tor from Arkansas as a matter of courtesy.

Mr. BERRY. Isimply desire to ask the Senator from Missouri if he
is earrect in his statement that in case the bill should pass with the
amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska it would have the
efiect to donfirm to the railroad company all other lands. If the bill

as reported by the Senator from Oregon without the amendment,
will it not have the effect to eonfirm to the company all other lands than
those from Wallula to Portland and the Cascade branch in addition?

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. :

Mr. BERRY. The bill is to forfeit from Wallula down to Portland.
The Senator from Nebraska proposes to forfeit 75 miles of the Cascade
branch inaddition to those lands. I think myself that if the bill were
passed as it came from the committee withont the amendment of the
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEck] it would have the effect to confirm
all those lands that bave heretofore been earned, and to that I was op-
posed. I say that if the bill passes without the amendment it not only
confirms them, but confirms 75 miles in addition of unearned lands on
the Cascade branch npon which the road is not finished to-day. If the
Senator from Missouri proposes to support the bill as it was reported
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLrH] without that amendment,

No; that has passed from the con-
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he not only confirms the lands down to Wallula but he confirms 75
miles in addition of unearned land where the road is being built to-day.

Mr. MANDERSON. Before passing from the proposition that was
suggested by the Senator from Missouri I should like to call his at-
tention to section 3 of the bill adopted by the action of the Senate yes-
terday on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] and
to call his attention to the fact that that section certainly obviates the
difficulty which he suggests. It says:

Sec. 8. That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or release or in
any way affect an ht of the United States to have &t;li{ other lands granted
by them to the sai lroad ecompany forfeited for any failure of said company
to comply with the conditions of the grant.

“Tt seems to me that with that as an additional section to the bill the
difficulty suggested by the Senator is certainly obviated.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Senate bill 1812 being before the
Senate, the pending question is on the amendment proposed by the
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR]. .

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have Senate bill 2172 printed
with the amendment adopted on motion of the Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. BECK] and the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ne-
braska [Mr. VAN WycK].

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill as
amended and the pending amendment will be printed.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not to be taken out of the Senate so that it
can not be taken upif we wish.

Mr, COCKRELL. No, notasamattercf course, but itcan be printed
before the next meeting of the Senate. X

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I do not wish the order to print to be made
in such a way that the bill which has now been over by the ex-
piration of the morning hour can not be di of to-day if there is
time. I donot say that I shall want to do that, but I do not wish to
have the Senate lose possession of it by the order to print.

Mr. COCKRELL. Nor do I; but I think that it can be printed be-
fore we shall have an opportunity to resume its consideration.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be.

Mr, SAULSBURY. I wish to submit an amendment to the bill to
be printed.

Mr, MITCHELL, of Oregon. Before the bill passes from the con-
sideration of the Senate I desire o offer an amendment, that it may be
printed along with the bill as it stands now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the order to
print will include the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. COCKRELL. And also the amendment of the Senator from
Louisiana [ Mr. EvsTtis].

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have not yet yielded the floor. I
ask that my amendment be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is not before the Senate, but
the amendment will be read if there be noobjection, The Senator from
Oregon proposes an amendment to the bill which was under considera-
tion at 2 o’clock, which will be read.

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection2, line 13, after the word ‘‘line,’’ strike
outall down to and including the words *‘ eighteen hundred and eighty,”’
in line 18, as follows:

Designated as the terminal limits of the earned portion of said nt easterly
from said Wallula Junction by letter of the Com ioner of the General Land
Office to the officers of the local land office at Walla Walla, Wash., dated Novem-
ber 17, 1880.

And insert in lien thereof:

Known asthe Harrison line, being a line drawn from Walla Walla, Wash., east-
erly to the southwest corner of the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter
of section 5, in township 7 north, of range 38 east of Willamette meridian.

So as to read:

Provided, That if it shall be found that any lands so resumed by the United
Statesand restored to the public domain lie north of the line known as the Har-
rison line, being a line drawn from Walla Walla, Wash., easterly to the south-
west corner of the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter of section 5, in town-
ship 7 north, of range 38 east of Willamette meridian, ‘all ns, or their heirs
or as the case may be, who had acquired in googegioth the title of the
Northern ific Bpilroad Company to any portion of said lands priorto January
1,186, or who at said date were in possession of any portion of said lands or had
improved the same, claiming the same under written contract with or license
from said company, executed in good faith, shall be entitled to Egnhm the
lands so aequired, possessed, or improved, from the United States,

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The only object of the amendment is
to make plain a description; that is all. .

Mr, SAULSBURY. Before the bill passes from the consideration of
the Senate I have an amendment which I desire to offer, that it may be
printed. I ask that it be read and printed.

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be read if there
be no objection. The bill having passed from the consideration of the
Senate at 2 o'clock, it is not before the Senate. However, the amend-
ment will be read.

Mr. SAULSBURY. The amendment I propose isto be added to the
last section which was adopted yesterday.

Thi.:o Cuier CLERK. It is proposed toadd to section 3 the following
proviso:

Provided, That no patent shall hereafter be jssued forany land included inany
grant of lands to aid in the constructicn of any railroad which at any time has

been liable fo forfeiture for failure to comply in the time speclded with the
terms of the grant until Congress shall authorize the issuing of such patent.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be made.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from.the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had appointed Mr. T.
M. NorwooD of Georgia, Mr. C. B. LORE of Delaware, and Mr. A.
C. HARMER of Pennsylvania Visitors on the part of the House to the
Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md., under the provisions of the act of
February 15, 1879.

The m also announced that the House had passed a joint reso-
lution (H. Res. 174) authorizing the printing of 25,000 copies of the
report of the National Board of Health for the year 1885; in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate.'

TAXATION OF RAILROAD-GRANT LANDS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera-
tion of the bill (8. 1812) to provide for taxation of railroad-grant lands,
and for other p the pending question being on the amendment
proposed by Mr. HoAr to add:

That not more than 640 acres of the lands sold under the provisions of this
act shall be purchased by any one person, or shall thereafter acquired or
owned or held in trust for any one person ; and any title or interest acquired in
violation hereof shall be forfeited to the United States, without any act of entry
or other process whatever.

Mr. EDMUNDS rose.

Mr. DOLPH. I should be very glad to yield to the Senator from
Vermont, but when the bill was last under consideration I yielded
é.:e floor to allow the Chinese treaty bill to be brought before the

nate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon is correct.
The Senator from Oregon is entitled to the floor.

Mr. DOLPH. Iam very glad to yield the floor to the Senator from
Vermont. -

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg to thank the Senator from Oregon. I wish
to speak to the pending bill as illustrating the bill that has just passed
away from the consideration of the Senate. I wish to call the atten-
tion of my brother Senators to the circumstance that a bill considered
by a committee and reported by that committee, by a majority (I do not
know whether it was unanimous or not, probably not), which propeses to
forfeit 200 miles or more of aland grantin therich valley of the Colum-
bia, in respect to which probably all Senators would that it ought
to be forfeited, has been by a yea-and-nay vote (if I may use a
phrase now) bedeviled, as if we were all employed by a railroad com-
pany to bedevil it and do nothing at all by the propositions of amend-
ments and insisting upon considering them, that raise open and diffi-
cult and disturbing questions, which our former experience has shown

are not likely to be decided in the six weeks that are probably yetleft i

for the action of Cohgress at this session.

I wish to have the people of Washington Territory and the people of
Oregon and the people of New York and the rest of the United States
take notice of the proceedings this day, and to see whether they wounld
not fairly sup; that the railroad corporation which does not wish to
forfeit this Columbia grant had somehow or other been enabled to bias
and hoodwink and mislead the minds of Senators so as to add things
which are debatable in order to prevent action upon that on which we
are all agreed. That is the way the case stands, and I want the people
of this country to understand it.

Then I wish to say to my friend from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck],
with all his zeal for the public interest, which has misled us into the
state we now are, where probably no bill will pass at all to forfeit any
lands of the Northern Pacific after this yea-and-nay vote of the Senate,
that it is only a little while ago since he himself proposed to the Senate
to give out of the funds of the United States (for thatis whatit amounts
to) a subsidy to the Union Pacific Railroad Company to build branches
all over Nebraska and around there and to gnarantee their bonds—not
guarantee by the United States but guarantee by the corporation, on
every dollar of whose funds and on every acre of whose lands we have
by existing law a mortgage and a lien which is far beyond their value—
to take really outof the funds of the United States the means for build-
ing railroads in that region, while he is so very sensitive, and justly so,
about appropriating any more public lands in general for the building
of railroads.

Doubtless my friend from Nebraska can explain his consistency, and
with that I have really nothing to do; but I submit it to his considera-
tion as a reason why we ought not to go very fast in denying to the
people of Washington Territory this opening to the East out of some
sort of public treasure, be it land or money, which it seems to be in
his mind so necessary should be given out of the funds and property of
the United States for improving the facilities of the Union Pacific Rail-
road Company in Nebraska.

I am not addressing this to my friend from Nebraska in the personal
sense, but in the public sense, that if it be a good thing and a neces-
sary thing for the publicinterest in Nebraska that what are really the
funds of the United States shall be expended by the Union Pa.cigc to
build branches, &e., might it not be proper to extend facilities to the

4

Vo




5022

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

MaAy 28,

people of Washington Territory in the way of giving to this company
power to finish building their road across to Sound by the use of
the mountain lands in a region where the e of Wi Ter-
ritory and where the e on the whole line of the continent from
Puget Sound to New harbor are interested in building up and
finishing this line of intercommunication?

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr.
Dorru] has the floor.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator from Oregon yield to me?

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator proposes to make a I prefer to
finish mine, but if he wishes simply to make an incidental suggestion
I shall be glad to yield.

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to makeastatement in reply to the Sena-
tor from Vermont.

Mr. EDMUNDS (to Mr. DoLrm). Oh, yes; let him proceed.

Mr, DOLPH. Very well; I yield.

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Vermont appears somewhat
solicitous lest the public at large shall suppose that we are all in the
employ of the railroad corporations, as I understand the Senator.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no.

Mr. VAN WYCK. He is solicitous enough on that point fo make
the ion that we had so bedeviled the bill that the e would
think we were all in the employ of the railroads. That, I think, was
the language.

Mr. EDMUNDS. No.

Mr, VAN WYCK. We will appeal to the RECORD in the morning
and see how near I am to the Senator’slanguage. I do not think the

le will make any mistake about that. :

Mr. EDMUNDS. They do not generally make mistakes, at least
not more than six years at a time.

Mr. VAN WYCK. No. They probably can draw the line of dis-
tinction between who are and who are not in the employ of railroad
companies. They will be able to do that doubtless.

I do not know how the Senate has bedeviled the bill which the Sen-
ator =0 eloquently alludes to. The Senate in itsi ce of ac-
tion has seen fit to make .suggestions and amendments of which the
Senator from Vermont did not approve; that is true; but it does not
necessarily follow that it is a bedevilment of the bill because the Sen-
ator from Vermont did not vote for the amendments. I do not know
that the Senate should be characterized as bedeviling the thing because
in their judgment they thought it better to extend the provisions of
the bill and widen them. .

It is perfectly evident from the history of this bill from the time it
went into the committee to the time it came out that it was intended
to give an advantage to the Northern Pacific Railroad, that it proposed
only to forfeit what the Northern Pacific Railroad Company were will-
ing should be forfeited. When the bill wentinto committee there was
given by it a cerfain number of years for the Northern Pacific to finish
their road. When it came out it had not that provision, but the an-
thor of the bill, the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DoLPH], refused to vote
for the amendment which the Senate did approve, and gave as his rea-
son that it would embarrass the Northern Pacific Railroad if the grant
for this 75 miles of unfinished road was taken from it. That was the
position of the Senator from Oregon, and he antagonized that amend-
ment. He antagonized it on the ground that it would embarrass the
Northern Pacific Railroad, did he not?

Mr. EDMUNDS. Noj; he says he did not.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Who says he did not?

Mr. EDM{UNDS. I understood him to say he did not.

Mr. \;AH WYCK. I refer to the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr.
Dorri]. :

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought you were speaking of the junior Sen-
ator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL].

Mr. VAN WYCK. I was speaking of the Senator from Oregon [ Mr.
Dorrx], the author of the bill. He refused to vote for this amend-
ment relating to the 75 miles because he said it wounld interfere with
the Northern Pacifle in constructing its road.

Mr. DOLPH. Who did?

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Oregon.

Mr. DOLPH. You mean I voted to lay it on the table?

Mr. VAN WYCK. Thatisthesame thing. You opposed the amend-
ment, if you please, and opposed it on thatground. The Senator from
Oregon refused his assent to the amendment which the Senate approved
on the ground that it would interfere with the completion of the North-
ern Pacific Railroad in constructing its line.

Mr. DAWES. Where?

Mr. VAN WYCEK. On the floor of the Senate. He put it on that
ground. Therefore I am justified in saying that the bill as introduced
and as conduncted here on the floor has been engineered in the interest
of the Northern Pacific Railroad.

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will yield to me for a moment——

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly.

Mr. DOLPH. I will say that the Senator is neither justified in say-
ing that, nor is it the fact; and the Senator ought to know that it is
not the fact.

Mr, VAN WYCK. When mosmfmmmegonbuedhhoﬁo-
sition to the anfendment on the ground that it would interfere with
the Northern Pacific Railroad what other conclusion can be drawn ?
Itisnotinthaiutemtofthepmﬁla,hesaﬁ X

Mr, DOLPH. The RECORD will show what I said.

Mr. VAN WYCK. You do not deny it?

Mr, DOLPH. I do deny it.

Mr. VAN WYCK. He does not deny what I said.

Mr. DOLPH, The day before yesterday I went on to show how the
Canadian Pacific Railroad was contending for the trade of the Pacific,
and I thma%‘ht. I suggested a great national reason why the Cascade
branch should be constructed. To-day I went on toshow that I thought
our commercial interests as a nation required it, and I say that the
Senator has no authority to draw any such conclusion as he has stated.
The bill was not introduced in the interest of the Northern Pacific
Railroad Company, If the Senator knows that the Northern Pacific
Railroad Company desire .a forfeiture of this grant, he knows some-
thing that I do not. On the contrary, so far as I bave had any com-
munication with any one interested in that road, I know that they
want it retained and would like to retain it until they can build that
road and earn it. If the Senator will be kind enough to give us the
information when they have asked for legislation to forfeit any part of
the grant, I should be glad to have him do it.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iwill doitcheerfully. TheSenator,inaddition
to what I stated, also said, and that I think he will not controvert, that
he did not desire to interfere with the construction of the road by the
Northern Pacific.

Mr. DOLPH. Because that is the company constructing the road,
of course.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely.

Mr. DOLPH. I did not wish to interfere with the construction.

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Northern Pacific do not want the land on
that 75 miles forfeited, and the Senator substantially said so, because it
will embarrass them. He said distinctly that the land was worthless
to the Government, but yet valuable to the railroad company as a basis
of credit—worthless lands valuable to the company as the basis of credit,
from which they can obtain money from the issue of bonds and by that
means build the road. That is the position of the Senator, because
that is what he said. Now he says that the Northern Pacific do not
want this forfeiture from Wallula to Portland.

Mr. DOLPH. I did not say any such thing. The Senator may go
on and conclude his remarks; but I remind him of the fact that ﬁe
wanted to reply to the Senator from Vermont when I gave way before
I had finished my speech.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam showing that we are not all attorneys for
railroad companies, as the Senator from Vermont would intimate.

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I did not intimate anything of the kind.

Mr. VAN WYCK. I am sorry I misunderstood the langunage, then.
So he did not intimate that all of us—only a part—

*Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not intimate it of a part.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then of some of us,

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not some.

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Senator will excuse me, the langnage
will show in the RECORD in the morning.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Bo it will.

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from n says the Northern Pa-
cific Railroad Company do not desire, or rather, I understand him, it
is not agreeable to their wishes that the land from Wallula to Portland
shall be forfeited.

Mr. DOLPH. I do not undertake to speak for the Northern Pacific.
I say as far as I know anything about it they desire to retain this grant.

Mr. VAN WYCK. They desire to retain the grant. I ask if it is
not one of the most remarkable things ever heard of that the Senator
from O should introduce a bill to forfeit a portion of their grant
that they did not want forfeited, that they should not remonstrate with
him about it, that theyshould not appeal to the committeeof this body
as they always do, importunately and persistently, when anything is
done that they do not want done? :

They never fail for attorneys outside of this body to the com-
mittee-rooms to make known their wishes; and the fact that the North-
ern Pacific has not even intimated to the Senators from Oregon that
they do not want this forfeiture, that they have not come with eloquent
and able attorneys before the committee to proclaim and argue that this
thing should not be done, is certainly as good evidenceas we need that
the Northern Pacific Railroad is assenting to this forfeiture.

Mr. EDMUNDS. If they were willing to forfeit the land, could
they not surrender at any time withount any legislation at all ?

Mr. VAN WYCK. I suppose so, and I look upon this as a surrender
of that branch on their part, becanse they know what is proposed here,
and they do not protest against it.

i Ml;i EDMUNDS. But if they wanted to doit, if I may interruptmy

1enda— .

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Could they not just file in the Department of the
Interiora surrender and renunciation of any claim to thatland ? It does
not require any legislation to make them do that.
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Mr. VAN WYCK. No, notnecessarily. Corporations do not always
do things asindividuals do. They could do that; but is not this really
effective here? They make no protest. They concede this. There-
fore I say it is in accordance with their wishes that this thing should be
done, because the fact that they do not protest, the fact that they give
up 200 miles of what the Senator from Oregon says is the best land in
Oregon, is good evidence that they do not want it any longer.

Mr. MCMILLAN. Are you unwilling to forfeit it because they are
willing it should be done? : ]

Mr. VAN WYCK. I want to do it. j '

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think from theif silence they know in point of
justice and right it is so clear a case that it must be forfeited. That
they do not renounce it, as they could; in the Interior Department to-
day is a fact, and they hope the bill will be so mixed up to do that
thing, if it is passed at all, that by and by, when some more hopeful
Senators come in, when my friend and I have retired to better and
more congenial pursuits, they can probably get the thing fixed so that
they will get the land after all.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. May I ask theSenator from Nebraska
a question?

Mr, VAN WYCK. Certainly.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Suppose the fact is as stated by the
Senator from Nebraska, and I do not know whether it is or not. The
Senator will permit me to say, when he speaks about communications
with the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, that the Senator from
Oregon has no communication with them, so far as I am concerned, and
I do not know that my colleague has. But suppose it is a fact that
that company is willing to surrender this portion of the grant from
Wallula to Portland. I do not know whether it is true or not. My
impression is that the company would like to hold on to it if they could.
If they had anything to base a claim to it on, I think they would hold
on to it until the last day. Butsup itis a fact that they are will-
ing to give it up, whether because they feel they have no ground to
stand om or for any other reason—I wish to know of the Senator from
Nebraska what objection there is with him, what proper objection can
be urged by Congress, to going on and declaring those lands forfeited
in reference to which there is no contest, with some such ision as
that submitted geeaterday by the Senator from Kentucky, that that
action shall not be construed as an affirmation of the remainder of the
grant, and then after we have done that thing in reference to which
there is no controversy, {:roceed to contest the rest of the company’s
grant by another bill? t is the objection to that proposition?

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator has conceded velngdpropeﬂy what I
said, that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company no objection to
the forfeiture of this land. |

Mr, MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have conceded no such thing.

Mr. EDMUNDS. He said exactly the reverse.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have stated most distinetly, in the
first place, that I know mwmmt as I was not in communica-
tion with the Northern Pacific Rai Company or any of its officers,
but that my impression was and my belief now is that it wounld like
to hold on to the grant between Wallula and Portland until the very

last day.
M. %DMUL\T DS. And they are likely to do that by this proceed-

ing.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. As is suggested by the Senator from
Vermont, if my friend from Nebraska continues to persist in the posi-
tion he has taken here and the course he is advocating I think the very
great probability isthat they will hold on to what they have; for, what-
ever may be the motives of the Senator from Nebraska, I undertake to
say that the effect of his amendment and his position here and of his
advocacy to-day is to retain in the hands of the Northern Pacific Rail-
road Company and under its control some three or four million acres
of land in reference to which there is no controversy and which the
Senator from Nebraska himself says the company is willing to surrender.

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator then, Iwill say, by inference, taking
the whole of his remarks together, concedes that the Northern Pacific
do not at this time antagonize the proposition to forfeit the grant from
‘Wallula to Portland.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have conceded no such thing, and
I repeat it now for the fourth time that, while I know nothing person-
ally on the subject, my belief is, from my knowledge of the past, that
the company are not desirous of relinquishing the lands between Wal-
lula and Portland, but that if they had any ground at all upon which
they could stand they would continue to make the claim here and else-
where and hold on to the land; but thatthe effect of the course taken
by my friend from Nebraska, whatever may be his motives, is to play
directly and emphatically into the hands of the Northern Pacific Rail-
road and against the settlers in Oregon and elsewhere.

Mr. VAN WYCK. That confirms for the fifth time the truth of what
I said, because the Senator from Oregon says, if the Northern Pacific
helieved they had any ground to stand upon they would oppose this leg-
islation. That is all I desire to know in regard to the matter.

Mr. , of Oregon. I understand now, and I have always
understood, that the position of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com-
pany in reference to this grant as a matter of clean, naked law was

this: By virtue of certain provisions in the charter of the Northern Pa-
mﬂ&_da]lmlroad Company, in the twentieth section, which was not referred
to ¥ by the tor from Missouri [Mr. VEST], they claim that
there is no power in the Congress of the United States to declare for-
feited any portion of this grant. That I understand has always been
their position. I do not agree toit. I do not think it is a position
which can be maintained. I have never believed if; I do not believe
it now. I think the power of Congress to declare forfeited any portion
of the lands adjacent to the line of the road that is not completed is
full, ample, and complete; and that we have the right to declare any
portion of those lands forfeited for a failure to complete the road.

I say that I have understood heretofore, and I understand now, that
the proposition of the company is that whatever Congress might do in
the matterof a declaration of forfeiture, even in reference to thoselands
lying between Wallula and Portland, it wounld be a mere declaration
that amounts to nothing, and that the courts in the end would hold that
the action amounted to nothing. I donot believe that, but that is the
position of the company. Thatis all that I desire tosay on that point.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then the Senator knows what the company’s
views are on one branch of the case.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I certainly do.

_ Mr. VAN WYCE. Iam muchobliged for that.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have the amplest reasons for know-
ing. I acted as the attorney of that company for over six years when I
had a right to act as its attorney. I know whatits views were then, and
I have no reason to believe that its managers hgve ever changed their
views upon that question; and I state now to the Senator and I state to
the Senate and the country that I do not believe their position in refer-
ence to that matter is good law. I think we have a right to declare
these lands forfeited in so far as they are adjacent to any line of road
along which the railroad has not been completed. :

Mr. VAN WYCK. Of course we would expect the Northern Pacifie
Railroad to entertain the opinion, which railroads entertain ¥,
that has no such power. That they always maintain, and
that we understand.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. As a general rule.

Mr. VAN WYCK. = The Senator is correct about that; but yet it
comes back again to the fact, which I think the discussion has elicited,
that an attempt to oppose this legislation on the part of the Northern
Pacific was baseless and they are not making the attempttodoit. The
fact that they are not making the attempt to doit will be conceded ev-
erywhere, because both the Senators from Oregon say their attention
has not been called by the Northern Pacific Railroad to the injustice,
the wrong that is p to be done them in forfeiting this land. The
Northern Pacific find it baseless, as the Senator says, so baseless that
the railroad company have not even called on the Senators from their
State, on whom they have a right to call, to interpose againstit. They
have not sent an attorney before the committee, as the Senator knows.

Mr. DOLPH. I will answer the Senator when he gets through. I
yielded to the Senator to reply to the Senator from Vermont, but he
can go on and when he gets through I shall answer him.

Mr. VAN WYCK. I am obliged to the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator has his own ideas of Senatorial courtesy
and a good many other things. I want him to go onand conclude, and
when he gets through I shall ask to be heard.

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not know what the Senator means——

Mr. DOLPH. I shall wait until the Senator gets through.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido notknow what the Senator means as to any
discourtesy. Does the Senator mean to intimate that I have protracted
my remarks too long for the Senator’s convenience? If so, 1 will give

way.

lsir. DOLPH. Noj; go on and finish your speech.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I will state, liable and subject to contra-
diction if I misstate it, that the Northern Pacific Company have sent
no attorney to argue their case before the Committee on Public Lands
of this body. Every railroad corporation that thinks it has a right
which is interfered with or likely to be interfered with by legislation
generally overwhelms the committee with atto That my friend
knows, and so does every other member of the eommittee know. They
overwhelm them in the committee, and members of the Senate who
are not on the committee are importuned in the corridors and other
places. The fact that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company have
not had suffieient interest to attempt to save three or four million acres
of land is evidence that they are assenting, acquiescing; and therefore
when we merely forfeit from Wallula to Portland we are doing what
they are willing we shall do. >

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Admitting everything the Senator has
said, just for the sake of the argument, in order to go further on that
point, I wish the Senator to answer the question put tohim a few mo-
ments ago, what is the objection to going on and declaring forfeited
this land in reference to which there is no controversy, the reservation
being all the while that the action shall not be construed as affirming
the remainder of the grant, and then have a bill introduced and go on
and contest the remainder?

Mr. VAN WYCK. That isa very proper inquiry.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. And I wish an answer to it.
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Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to finish the other branch first.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator answer now ?

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will address myself to the suggestion of the
Senator, which is a very proper one, as to what objection there is to
forfeiting this land, There is noobjection to forfeiting it from Wallula
down to Portland. That we insist upon. We claim that it is right;
but here is a bill forfeiting certain lands of the Northern Pacific Rail-
road Company, and some of us think that other lands shounld be for-
feited as much as the lands from Wallula to Portland. We are con-
sidering now the question of the forfeiture of the lands of the Northern
Pacific. This has been an agitation in Congress for a long time. I
think the Senator from Vermont said yesterday that it had been before
. his committee some three or four years. The question must be met,
and let it be met now, as to the forfeiture of the landsof the Northern
Pacific. Does the Senator from Oregon think it would be proper at
this session to forfeit the lands from Wallula to Portland ?

Mr. MITCHELL, of . I most certainly do.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then at the next session would come a proposi-
tion to forfeit to the point 75 miles on the Cascade branch. Does the
Senator think that would be just the thing? z

Mr, MITCHELL, of Oregon. I am in favor of doing that at this
session if it should be done.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Butit should be done, evidently. That is what
1 insist upon, and I trust you doalso. Then the third session we shall
come and take the position which my friend from Missouri and I agree
about, that the lands should all be forfeited from the 4th day of July,
1879. Would that be a good time to find out about this matter? If
we would not be fishing behind the net it is very strange to me. You
forfeit from Wallula to Portland now, 200 miles. The nextsession yon
forfeit 75 miles on the Cascade branch, and then the third session you
come and raise the question of the forfeiture that ought to be made as
we think from the 4th day of July, 1879. My friend does not think
that could ever be done. Does he not know that it could never be
done? What we forfeit at this session of Congress of the Northern
Pacific Railroad is all that the American people will ever see forfeited,
and no more.

We divide upon that gquestion, and so I stated. The House bill is
correct. I offered that as an amendment, but my friends upon this side
and some upon the other side, notably the Senator from Missouri [Mr,
CocKRELL], insisted that was wrong. He thought there was a great
deal of zeal without knowledge. I will say to the Senator from Mis-
souri who spoke to-day that yesterday his colleague thought there was
a great deal of zeal in asking that the House bill should be offered here
as an amendment, and he said that it was zeal without knowledge. 1
took the rebuke kindly and acted upon it, as I did the advice of my
friend from Vermont, for whom I always entertain the highest respect;
and, yielding to the suggestions, I said, ‘‘ Very well, as it is the desire,
I will withdraw the amendment,’’ which I did with the consent ef the
Senate, and I offered another proposition, to which I supposed Benators
on this side wounld cheerfully assent; and that is what has been read
and is now under consideration, that at least we shall forfeit the lands
that are not earned up to date.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow
me to interrupt him just there?

Mr. VAN WYCK. * Certainly. ‘

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. There are evidently three opinions in
reference to this grant in Congress. One is that we shounld go on at
once and declare a forfeiture of the lands between Wallula and Port-
land. Another opinion is that we should go on at once and forfeit all
the lands adjacent to that ion of the line of the road that has not
been completed. Still a third opinion is that we should pass an act
declaring a forfeiture of all the lands adjacent to that portion of the
line of road that was not completed in 1879. Those are the three
opinions held by different members of the two branches of Congress,
‘What I wish to know of my friend is this: Suppose there are not a
majority of either House in favor of the extreme view of forfeiting all
lands adjacent to that portion of the road which was not completed in
1879, is that any reason why we should not forfeit all in reference to
which there is no controversy ? -

Mr. VAN WYCK. Notatall.

Mr, MITCHELL, of Oregon. Suppose a majority is not even will-
ing to go so far as to forfeit the lands across the Cascade Mountains,
would that be a reason why we should not go on and forfeit those lands
about which there is no controversy ?

Mr. VAN WYCK. Not at all.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Then I fail to see the consistency of
the course suggested by the tor that we must go on and determine
the whole business now, when we can throw some three or four million
acres of land open to settlers along the line of the road without delay
and contest the remainder of the controversy not at the next session
or the next year but at the present session.

Mr. VAN WYCK. I willin a few words try to explain my position
to the Senator from Oregon. He stated the position correctly. I am
one of those who believe with the Senator from Missouri [lﬂ. VEsT]
and many others that the forfeiture should date at the expiration of
the time fixed in the charter for the completion of the road, and that

the forfeiture should commence on the 4th day of July, 1879, - My
vote will always be to accomplish that end; but it is perfectly evident
that a majority of the Senate do not agree in that opinion. The other
House probably does. - Now, what are we to do? I am satisfied from
the vote this morning that a majority of the Senate concur in forfeit-
ing the land adjoining the uncompleted road.  That is the second
proposition, to forfeit the land adjoining the uncompleted road, and
the third is to forfeit only from Wallula to Portland.

I agree with the Senators from Missouri and Lonisiana that the land
should be forfeited from the 4th of July, 1879, for I have always be-
lieved it; but if we can not sustain that position I want the next best
thing in that direction, and that is to forfeit everything adjoining the
uncompleted road. That is what I next desire, and if we can not get
that, then we will take all that is left, the land they do not want us to
keep for them, from Wallula to Portland. I trust the Senator under-
stands my position on that matter. Is it not consistent?

The only time we shall ever deal with the Northern Pacific Railroad
on the question of forfeiture will be at this Congress, if we do anything
atall. If we forfeit the land from Wallula to Portland that ends it.
In the mean time they will go on and finish the 75 miles. They will
only want a year or two to dothat. What then? You pro by the
passage of this bill to give time for the Northern Pacific to finish those
75 miles of road and get their hands on that land too. That will be
the result of it. .

I say to my friend from Missouri, while I am with him, that if we
delay action here on forfeiting the uncompleted portion, that ends it.
‘We shall never get the lands on the 75 miles if we delay the matter to
another Congress. Three years ago when its was found that the differ-
ences in the two Houses were irreconcilable, wounld it not have been bet-
ter to have forfeited the lands adjoining the uncompleted portion? The
longer we delay the solution of this question the more land the corpor-
ation will get, until finally it will get it all except from Wallula to
Portland. I trust the Senate understands the position.

Mr, VEST. If the Senator from Nebraska will pardon me, the only
eriticism I make on his amendment is this: He holds, as I understand,
like myself, that the forfeiture was perfect on the 4th of July, 1879, as
to the whole grant.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido.

Mr. VEST. Now, his amendment does away with that assumption
and that construction of the act of 1864, and says that this forfeiture
on these branches shall become effective from the time the bill passes.
That gives up our position as to the construetion of the act of 1864, and
is inconsistent with his support of the House bill.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Except as to the third section pﬂoeed as an
amendment by the Senator from Kentucky, which provides that the
action on this bill shall not interfere with the consideration of ques-
tions of forfeiture hereafter.

Mr. VEST. 8till the Senator’s amendment is not logical or consist-
ent with his other position. If he holds, as he does unquestionably,
with myself, that the eighth section of the act of 1864 worked a forfeit-
ure of the whole grant on the 4th day of July, 1879, then it is simply
impossible, if you proceed logically, to say that the forfeiture of the grant
on the branches, which come under the same original grant, does not
become perfect until the time when this bill is passed; it may be next
August or it may not be at all.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me ask my friend, becanse we agree in prin-
ciple on this matter and we desire to get something, suppose it is per-
fectly evident that this Congress will not pass a forfeiture bill dating
from the 4th day of July, 1879; suppose we are satisfied of that fact;
what then? Are we to sit down and wait until another year and then
come and find the same result? In the mean fime the railroad will be
building right along and acquiring the land from week to week and
month to month. Are we to protract this matter when we find such is
inevitably to be the result, and let these gentlemen get the whole of
the Cascade lands?

Mr. VEST. In answerto the Senator from Nebraska I will say that
I want to do exactly what he wants to do. I want to carry out what
Ibelieve to be the irresistible conclusion, the legal conclusion that flows
from the eighth section of the act of 1864, and which I understood the
Senator from Oregon who last spoke to concur in; but at the same time
when that main question comes up I do not want to be confronted with
a vote which tells me, *‘ You abandoned that positionand you voted for
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska, which said that there was
no forfeiture until August, 1886, if the bill passes then.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ifmy friend will excnseme just a moment right
there, the amendment under consideration if adopted secures two
things. The forfeiture from Wallula to Portland is right; I shall vote
for that. Then the amendment to forfeit the 75 miles on the other
end of the Cascade branch is right, and I shall vote for that. That gives
us so much more. Then theamendment of the Senator from Louisiana
adopting the House proposition, Ishall vote for that, each time, going
an advance as faras I can. It would not be in any one’s mouth L
think when we vote for the House bill to say, *“ You offered an amend-
ment for 75 miles.”” 8o Idid. I vote uponeach proposition toget all
I can in this matter. First, I take the land from Wallula to Portland;
then I take the 75 miles; and then I shall vote for the third proposi-
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tion; and if there be enough in the Senate to carry the third proposition
then the Senator from Missouri and myself will feel that the right has
prevailed as we understand it.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator from Nebraska
yield to me for a moment?

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I do not wish the Senator from Mis-
gouri to have any misapprehension in to my views as to the

of Congress under this t or in reference to the effect of the
m to complete the road in the time limited. In what I said a
moment ago in combating the position as I understand it to be main-
tained by the-company, that there is no power in Congress to declare
forfeited any portion of this grant, I did not mean to convey the im-
pression that I believed for a moment that the mere failure upon the
part of the company to complete its road within the time was of itself
a forfeiture or would of itself justify Congress in declaring a forfeiture
of all those Iands adjacent to the line of road not completed within
the time limited. My own opinion is that the law as stated by the
Senator from Missouri a little while before 2 o’clock, when this matter
was directly under discussion, can not be maintained. I understand
that the position stated by the Senator from Missouri is in direct con-
fliet with what the Supreme Court of the United States has decided
in more than one case, and notably decided in the case of Knevels vs.
Van Wyck, and in other cases, to the effect that a declaration of forfeit-
ure can only take effect upon lands adjacent to the road that is not
completed at the time of the declaration. -

Mr. VAN WYCK. Itrust now I have made myself understood that
there is not the inconsistency in my position in this matter which gen-
tlemen would seem to think they have found therein.

This question of the forfeiture of nnearned lands ought to find a set-
tlement at some time in the American Congress. For years each polit-
ical party has placed itself on platforms declaring in favor of the forfeit-
ure of unearned lands, and I would say to my friends from Oregon that
I think the people of the State they represent—that portion of them, at
least, with whom they are more intimately connected politically—have
resolved in favor of the principle of this amendment. The people of
Oregon have asked that this much shall be done, that the unearned
grant shall be forfeited. The objection the Senators from Oreﬁn both
make to my proposition is that I am asking to have forfeited the lands
which have not béen earned on the line of the Northern Pacific Rail-
road, and in 1884, two years ago, at the Oregon State convention in
Portland—

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I wish to state that asfar as I am con-
cerned—I speak for myself—I am quite indifferent personally whether
the lands inecluded in the Senator's amendment are forfeited or not.

My principal objection is that I believe the proposition is an embarrass-
ment to the passage of the bill, which I think every Senator ought to
vote for.

Mr. VAN WYCK. When we are merely annexing an amendment
which the people of Oregon want, how will that embarrass the passage
of the bill? Will it embarrass it in the other House? The House in-
sists that this even is not enough; the House insists that the forfeiture
should date on the 4th of July, 1879, and you send the bill to the House
merely forfeiting from Wallula to Portland, and it is an invitation to
that body to dissent from your bill. Then why not throw in a little
more and make it more in accord with the sentiment of the House,
which must unite with us in whatever legislation we have on the sub-
jeet? Every Senator knows that if the bill is sent to the other House
confined to the land from Wallula to Portland it will never be assented
to. Then why go through that sort of peformance? Who is to be de-
ceived by that? Who is to be cajoled by that sort of thing? .If we
know it can not be accomplished in that way, and if we want to make
some forfeiture, let us make it better, put on all the unearned lands.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. If we may properly refer to the other
House ?t all, I hope that House will agree to what we do on the same

rinciple.
5 Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). Solittle
in order has been said since the present occupant of the chair has oe-
cupied it that he has felt a delicacy in interfering at all. The bill be-
fore the Senate has not been alluded to in the discussion before the
Senate the last hour.

Mr. VAN WYCK. What is the bill?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the present occupant of the chair

.received the proper instructions from his predecessor, the bill pendin,
is the bill (8. 1812) to provide for taxation of railroad-grant lands, an
for other purposes.

Mr, VAN WYCE. The debate has very close connectionwith it. I
am speaking by unanimous consent and in relation to the same sub-
ject-matter. - It has so much application to the other bill that it will
not be lost, this part of it particularly.

: The Oregon State Republican convention, at Portland, in May,

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. There was a later one than that.
Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes; but I thought I would rather go back to

XVII—315

1884. They have done it every year since, but have never got any
nearer a solution of it. They have been importuning Congress and
their representatives year by year; so have the national Republican
conventions; so have the Democratic national conventions, They are
all asking for it.

The Republican State convention in Oregon in May, 1884, declared:

Seventh, That all unearned ts to railroads and wagon-roads in this State
should be forfeited and opened to settlement by those entitled to the benefit of
the land laws of the United States.

There is where I am standing.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. That is just where I amstanding. I
am voting to forfeit every foot of land in Oregon.

Mr. VAN WYCK. I am reading from the platform of the Oregon
Republican State convention at Portland in May, 1884, Ev

harmonious, They say in the seventh resolution, which I

read again: 8

That all unearned grants to railroads and wagon-roads in this State should be
forfeited and ned to settlement by those entitled to the benefit of the
laws of the United States.

If I may be allowed to say so, I am representing in these few remarks
and in my amendment that sentimentof the Republican party of Oregon.
Iam ting that branch of it which wants the railroad grants
forfei The Senator says the year after they passed the same reso-
lation. They have importuned, are reimportuning, the Senators from
Oregon to forfeit all unearned land grants.

r. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I call the attention of the Benator to
the fact that the Republican convention of the State of Oregon have
not said in the resolution just read that they are in favor of forfeiting
the lands on the top of the Cascade Monntains in this gap of the North-
ern Pacific in Washington Territory.

Mr. VAN WYCK. They have said that they want all unearned lands
forfeited. -

Mr. MITCHELL, of . In the State.

Mr. VAN WYCK. In the State, of course.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. These lands are not in the State.

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not believe the notions of public policy of
the Republicans of Oregon on great questions like this are controlled
by State lines. :

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Their notions of public policy are all
right; but as the Senator from Nebraska quotes a resolution I wish him
to put the proper construction on that resolution.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iwill. The Republicans of Washington Terri-
tory have done the same thing, they have resolved just as their brethren
in Oregon resolved, that all unearned land grants should be forfeited.
That is not all. 'When in the fall following they went to the ballot-
box, the Republican party of the Territory of Washington, as an ex-
pression of their opinion, elected a Republican Delegate to represent
them at the other end of the Capitol.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. A Democrat.

Mr, VAN WYCK. Yes, sir; a Democrat.

Mr. DOLPH. Because the convention had adopted the resolution, I

su :

fap{w%rm WYCK. They adopted the resolution, and the people
were just a trifle afraid that when he got here their Delegate would
not act in accordance with the resolution. That sometimes happens.
Even my brother Senators here do not stand on the resolution of the
Republican party of Oregon. If it is good for Oregon it is good for
Washington Territory, and the Republicans of that Territory resolved
the same thing, and then in their natural disgust they saw their Ore-
gon Republican friends had been beseeching for this for some time
withont thesuccess which they desired, and so they thought they would
try the other party, and they even selected a Democrat who they knew
was in sympathy with them upon this question.

1 trust my friend will now concede iny consistency in this matter.
‘We want all that we can get and that we think we are entitled to; but
if we can not get that I do not propose that we shall linger upon this
matter, I do not propose that we shall send a bill to the other House
which we know in advance they will not accept, and which will make
a difference of opinion which will prevent any legislation and allow the
railroads to accomplish all they want by reason of the non-action of Con-

gress,

1 desire that this great question shall be settled, and settled now. I
do not believe in each party amusing the people by resolutions about
what they will do, and then take pains not to do it by shaping bills in
such way that it can not be dene.

One word more by the courtesy of the Senmator from Oregon Eh[r
DorrH] and I will yield the floor. The Senator from Vermont [Mr.
EpMuNDs], becanse this bill had not been fixed as he wanted, was being
amended in ition to his judgment, said it had been bedeviled, and
he took occasion to say that the Senator from Nebraska was inconsistent
in the bill which he introduced in regard to the Union Pacific Railroad.
That makes it necessary for me to say a few words by way of explana~
tion.

‘We know a great deal about the Union Pacific Railroad; we have
heard of it here. For grasping greed of course it has in the past ex-
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celled anything on earth. That question may arise when the funding
bill comes up, which I suppose the Senator from Vermont thinks to be
right. It will be necessary then probably to state more at large the
violat;inngof hwmdﬁein&mmmbb;ﬁuﬁw by that com-

y under its previous management, whic ve heretofore charac-
%«i as the g?eatmt criminal of t.h% age.

Mr. DAWES. In what respect?

Mr, VAN WYCK. In 1873 you voted for a law which your col-
league dranghted, which provided that if any officer of that corpora-
tion issned any new stock or bonds or impaired the credit of that
company he should be consigned to the penitentiary for not more than
two years and pay a penalty of not over $5,000. Their officers did these
acts, and there was not power enough in the Government to grapple
ggxﬂm criminals and consign them to the punishment which the law

Inyiolation of this law they enlarged the indebtedness of the Union
Pacific. They impow the people by extortionate charges, and
after they had boomed the stock np to 120 they unloaded on the inno-
cent widows and orphans of Massachusetts. Andnow weare appealed
to in sympathy for the widows and orphans of Massachusetts, and we
;;1.:11 hear a good deal about that matter when we come to consider the

ding bill.

But %he company’s control passed into other hands. The odinm was
80 great that the men who had wrecked it desired some one at the head
who had a reputation for honesty, and they selected Mr. Adams. I
had believed that from Mr. Adams’s known views and from his expo-
sition of these men in his Notes on Erie he would conduct, as far as
in him lay, an honest management of that concern. The people had a
right to believe in his professions; besides, they knew there was nothing
left for any man to steal. The company was a wreck. Nothing re-
mained but the shell.

My objection to the funding bill is that you leave a mountain of debt
upon the road from which it can never be extricated, and while you
leave that mountain of debt, and propose to continue it nearly a hun-
dred years, you keep the people of the territory traversed by the road
in a thraldom and servitude for one hundred years as mesciless and
grinding as Ireland is subjected to now by the dominion of England.

Mr. PLATT, Mr, President, perhaps in justice to Mr. I
ought to put his statement on record here. Mr. Adams testified before
the Committee on Interstate Commeree, and, upon a that

there had not been very much reduction of rates west of
enid:

1 think there has. The reductions in rates on the Union Pacific since I have
l‘:l:;ltodu with it have alarmed me, they have been at once so incessant and so

Benatos Prazr. Do you mean rates for through business or for local business?

Mr. ApAms, For all business, Mr. Kimball can answer better I ButI
am under the impression that within the last year and a half all our rates have
undergone a reduction of something like 23 per cent.

Mr. BALL. From 25 to 83 per cent., taking the average.

I do not know anything abount that; but I think when the Senator
made the statement that there had been no reductions I onght to put
Mr. Adams’s statement on record at the same time.

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will say to my friend in that connection that
there may have been some little reduction to competitive points. The
Benator from Connecticut discovered that west of the Missouri River
abont fonrfold rates were charged for telegraph and railroad service as
east of the Missouri River.

Mr. PLATT. Has notthe Legislature of Nebraska reduced passen-
ger rates down to 3 cents a mile where formerly they were as much
as 8P

Mr. VAN WYCK. A number of years ago they were 8~ I remem-
ber when the thing was started, when my friend from Massachusetts
[Mr. DAwEs] and myself were in the other House, to reduce the pas-
senger rates on the Union Pacific Railroad, and strange as it may ap-
pear the proposifion carried in the Houmse. They had not the same
confidence in the Senate which I anpgne my friend from Vermont
would intimate they have to-day, and therefore they did not wait for
the action of the Senate; they reduced the rates themselves, and they
kept reducing down until two or three years ago they were 4 cents a
meig& I will say to my friend from Connecticut that the Legislature
had been working at them trying to reach their conscience, but they
conld not until the finally passed a law reducing the fare
to 3 cents, Then they ran an line through the State of Ne-
l;l:ﬁaka, and west of that line allowed the roads to charge 4 cents a

a.

It isnot necessary now to discuss this question. Ifwill be more perti-
nent hereafter. The people living to-day west of the Missouri River
are subjected to rates fourfold those eastof the Missouri River. With
the monntains of debt that yon to continue for nearly one hun-
dred years there never can be any of relief to the people west of
the Missouri River. What Mr. Adams has done or ean do I do not
know, I should like to put the strong hand of the law in this branch
and on the Legislature of Nebraska and other Legislatures to see that
the rates are properly reduced. Bnt at all events they were in that
attitude; they were begging of Congress, they were complaining that
under the terms of the act money was properly placed in the Treasury,

cago, he

-

but it was drawing so small interest that they said to the people of
Kansas and Nebraska and of the Territories, ‘‘If we can use this m,

in the Treasury, if we can make it as secure in the construction of
branch railroads, let us do it.”’ ¢

The people of Nebraska desired it; the people of the Territories de-
sired it; and I did draw a bill in which I provided not that the Union
Pacific Railroad should build the branches; oh, no, nothing of the
kind; I proposed that the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary
of the Interior and the president of the railroad should form a board;
they shonld construct the roads, and that tlrey should construct them
upon the basis of cash, not a dollar of stock nor a dollarof bonds to be
issued exeept upon the basis of the cash cost of the read, AndthenI
provided certain other things in that bill, and that the rate of charges
on the Union Pacific system in the State of Nebraska shounld not exceed
the rates east of the Missouri River. I should very much like to see
the Government build roads on that basis.

Mr, PLUMB. Why not allow some other company to build a rail-
road? Why limit the investment of the Government money to some-
thing which is in favor of the Union Pacific Railroad Company? Why
not extend it to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa F¢, and to the Bur-

and Missouri River, and so on?

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ifthe Burlington and Missouri River Company, or
the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Company have any of their money in
the Treasury of the United States, put there for the purpose of paying
a debt due the United States in the future and it is only drawing 2 per
cent. interest, and we may use it to build a branch railroad which will
be honestly administered, certainly let it be done.

- lgi PLUMB. Doesthemoney in the Treasury belong to the Union
acific ? .

Mr. VAN WYCEK. Itis there to pay the debt of the Union Pacific.

Mr. PLUMB. What debt? ; :

Mr. VAN WYCE. Its debt to the United States.

Mr. PLUMB. Then it is money of the Government.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Money of the Government for the sinking fund,
kept there to respond to the debt to the United States when it becomes
due. The money is not placed there to be a iated at once upon
the debt due by the railroad company, but it is placed there to take up
the debt when it becomes due as far as it will go. If that money can
be invested honestly to benefit the people of Kansas and Nebraska and
Colorado and the Territories and produce a larger return in revenue
than is derived from the interest on the bonds, then certainly there
should be no objection from any source to using it as I have proposed.

Mr, PLUMB. All I wanted, inasmuch as the Senator was giving a

direction to this discussion, was that he should state why it is that he
is not ing to take money out of the Treasury to construct other rail-
roads as well as railroads that benefit the Union Pacifiec. There are

other railroads in the State of Nebraska, and the Union Pacific only
forms a small part of the system in Kansas. I want to see if we can
not get all the people in the condition of being benefited out of the pub-
lic Treasury.

Mr. VAN WYCK. I stated to the Senator from Kansas the reason
of that. The Union Pacific Railroad is adebtor to the Government for
a large amount.

Mr. PLUMB. Why allow the Union Pacific to bunild railroads out
of Government money and not allow other people who pay their taxes
to do it as well?

Mr, VAN WYCK. For thereason that under legislation of Congress
you have placed a condition from which it never can be extricated.
You now to extend this mountain of debt one hundred years.

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator favor that?

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not, by any means.
haM.r. EDMUNDS. Yououghtto havethem spend all the money they

Ve now. 3

Mr. VAN WYCEK. No, not all of it. Your system will probably
be to wind them up in the end, but this moneyisplncedintﬁel‘reas-
ury, properly placed there, to respond to the debt when it becomes
due; the money is paid by this company for this purpose. Now you
want to save this road; thatis, you talk, the Judiciary Committee have
talked, that they want to save the Government debt; they say they
want to save the road from bankruptcy. That is their plea. There-
fore it is that-they to extend the debt seventy-five or one hun-
dred years, from which there can beno escape. That they say is good
policy; that is statesmanship, they say, to save the Government debt.
Well they have said, and very properly, that a certain per cent. should
be placed in the Treasury as a sinking fund to pay the debt when it
becomes due. It will not be paid to the Government until the debt
becomes due. It lies there to the credit of the Union Pacific Railroad
for this purpose. It draws 2 or 3 per cent.

Now, if the Government can be made as secure by the construction
of branch roads which are not to be built by the Union Pacific Rail-
road, but by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte-
rior, and the president of the road, why not? The proposition is that
they shall construct them upon certain principles based on honest con-
struction. We have been denouncing the system of stock-watering,
which is the one canse of our financial troubles to-day, and that bill pro-
poses as a basis that no stock or bonds shall be issued except upon the
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actual cost of building. Now you seek, you say, to save the Union
Pacific from bankruptcy. They are circumvented on' the north and
on the south by rival lines, and their territory is invaded and cut off,
and unless they have the power to protect themselves by the construc-
tion of branches then other railroads must of necessity despoil them by
taking away business from the territory which is na tributary
to them, and what then? That is the attitude, and the people of all
that section of country desire it, and in accordance with their wishes I
introduced the bill to protect the Government and protect the people
by providing that hereafter on the Union Pagific system they should
charge no more than the roads between the Missouri River and Chicago.

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does it protect the Government—if I may
interrupt the Senator—that we take out of the Treasury (for that is
what it comes to) a couple of millions of dollars to build railroads for
the Union Pacific Railroad Company? We guaranteed bonds which
are precedent to all the liens of the United States. How does my friend
call that a protection of interests of the United States?

Mr. VAN WYCK. What precedence have they of the lien of the
United States? v

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bonds have been issued and are teed.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Noj;I beg the Senator’s pardon. '%m‘llmnds
are no lien except on the branches they build. That is all.

Mr. EDMUNDS. But for those branches as far as the money goes

it is taken from the Treasury, for that is what itis. These bonds are
then lapped on as a mortgage, which overwhelms that much and gives
to a mortgage bondholder the right to take those lines as against the
United States who put in the bottom money.
* Mr, VAN WYCK. I beg my friend’s pardon. It is not proposed to
first build the branch roads with the money in the Treasury and then
put stock and bonds on them, as they have been in the habit of doing,
to an equal amount. Oh, no; my friend misunderstands entirely. -

Mr. EDMUNDS. As little as I know, I think I can read.

Mr. VAN WYCK. I trust my friend will. I trust he will not only
read, but see exactly that it is not proposed to build these roads by the
Government money and then put stock and bondson them. Oh, no.

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Benator from Nebraska yield a moment, as
he is speaking in my time?

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly.

Mr.DOLPH. Isun the Union Pacific Com desires the legi
lation proposed by thg.plgﬁ of which he is spea‘kig.;;y EE ]

Mr. VAN WYCK. They do.

Mr. DOLPH. In so far the Senator from Nebraska represents the
wishes of the Union Pacific Company?

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido.

Mr. DOLPH. I think that would be the certain inference.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Oh, yes; I answer, without any circumlocution,
the Union Pacific Railroad Company do desire it, the people of Nebraska
desire if, the people of Wyoming desire it, and a portion of the people
of Kansas desire it. I am sure now the Senator is answered. It hap-
pens at this time that the Union Pacific Railroad Company, driven to
the wall as they are, have taken the people a little into their confidence.
They are for the first time counseling and advising with the people of
Nebraska as to whether they ean not——

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. They seem to have taken the Senators
from that State into their confidence.

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, the Senators of that State listen very heart-
ily to the wishes of their constituents, the people, and if the railroad
company happens to be in accord with the people they do not resist on
that account. Men who have believed with me have been charged with
antagonizing railroads. )

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not heard of that. z

Mr. VAN WYCK. Thenmy frienddoesnotread. Ithinkthe propo-
sition is very plain, My friend misunderstands it entirely. If these
branch roads are to be built with the monéy in the Treasury, there will
be no stock and bonds, .

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to havein Vermont several railroads

. built out of the Treasury at not to exceed the cash cost,

Mr, VAN WYCK. Ithink the citizens of Vermont have been build-
ing too many railroads in Western States.

Mr. EDMUNDS. You want still more.

Mr, VAN WYCK. Yes; Ido. ButIwould like toget them where
the hand of Vermont is not on them. I would like to get them where
the ecapitalists of the East will not seek to wring out from the hardy
lahorers of the West the last dollar besides actual subsistence, as En-
gland doesontheryotsin India. Ifthe General Governmentwould build
a few roads and not have them stocked and bonded for three times the
cost, and then have New England and New York demand that the peo-
ple who are required to transport over them shonld pay interest and
dividends on three times the money actually invested, it would be well.

Mr, EDMUNDS. And yet my distinguished friend, so eager for the
interests of Nebraska and its people, while he is willing to take the
meéhey of Vermont—Vermont has not any money in any of these roads,
for we are a poor people and have no money at all—to take the money
of New England (for there is money there that has been earned by
labor and is labor in form of accumulated labor) to build roads in
Nebraska, will not let the people in Washington Territory have a road

built to Puget Sound to connect them with New York city at an ex-
pense of a little public land of the United States. If he can only geb
the money of New England to build his road, that is very well; but to
take the mountain land on the Cascade range is quite another thing.

Mr. VAN WYCOK. My friend is mistaken there again. It is New
England, and I think Vermont especially, that is very heavily em-
barked in the Northern Pacific Railroad. I think a Vermont man was
president of the company.

Mr. EDMUNDS. A man born in Vermont, as many other good peo-
ple have been.

Mr. VAN WYCK. The president of the Northern Pacific Railroad
was from Vermont, and of course, being a man of large capital, obtained
from great labor, as the Senator says, Vermont gathered around him
other Vermont capitalists. There is a large Vermont interest in the
Northern Pacific Railroad, and ‘‘ that is what is the matter.”’

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does that touch the Cascade question®

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will tell you. We gave this munificent dona-
tion of Jand to the Northern Pacific, and Vermont capital was furnished
to build the road at a certain time. They did not puta dollar in until
they could borrow it. They sold their bonds, and then instead of
building railroads they came to Congress and asked an additional law
three or four years after their act of incorporation, and they had not
thrown a shovelful of dirt; the Vermont capitalists came and asked
Congress to allow them to mortgage the road. They got what they
asked, as railroads did at that time. In a year or two they came back
and said they could not borrow any money on that, that they wanted
the law changed, and the law then passed was that they might mort-
gage not only their road but all their property, even their franchise.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to interrupt the beauty of my
{riend’s discourse, but if it does not disturb him I should like to ask
whether he is informed that what he has just said is {rue, that any
Vermont man ever had the slightest interest in the Northern Pacific
Railroad Company until Pennsylvania and a good many other people,
having been presidents and directors, had failed to build it? It was five
or six or eight orten years, so farasI know, withoutany Vermont man
ever being interested in it at all, and then the Vermont man is a New
Yorker, who went from Vermont to California, a most eminent and hon-
orable man, who has devoted his energies to building a highway for the
benefit of all the people of the United States from Minnesota to Puget
Sound, and which the Senator from Nebraska is now trying to prevent
his accomplishing by undertaking to cut off in the heart of these
mountains, when everything else is done, a proposed right to some
mountain land. That is what the truth is. s

Mr. VAN WYCK. Just when the friend of the Senator from Ver-
mont took control of this road I do not know. I knew there was a
Vermont man in the presidency of the road for some time.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think there is now.

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understood him to say before that Vermont
men did not own railroads.

- Ml:. EDMUNDS. But he got his money in California and New
ork.

Mr. VAN WYCK. What I was stating was that in 1864 they had
the charter with all this immense donation of land for a road to be con-
structed in a certain time. In1869 the company came to Congressand
asked that it might be allowed to place a mortgage on its railroad and
its telegraph lines. Up to 1869 I think there had not been any work
done upon the road—five years. Then in 1870 they came and asked
to put a mortgage on all property and rights of property of all kinds
and descriptions, real, personal, and mixed, including its franchise as
a corporation. That was in 1870. The company was organized in
1864. In 1870 they had done nothi They got all the authority
they wanted from Congress and then they proceeded. They wereable
when they got that power to borrow some money by mortgage and then
they borrowed the money. Then they passed the time for the comple-
tion of theroad. They passed years and years beyond.

This land was given to the Northern Pacific on the ground that their
road would benefit the remaining land and that the benefit to the Gov-
ernment from this donation would be the enhancement of its other
property by building the road; but they delayed building the road for
reasons best known to themselves, so that it was not completed until
the land had become valuable. I think there would be no injustice
even now in saying to this railroad company, ‘‘ Half the grant at the
completion of your road is worth more than the whole would have heen
had you completed the road within the lifetime of the grant.’’

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much would it have been worth if the road
had not been built at all?

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Northern Pacific Company had not hedged
themselves and surrounded themselves by this immense grant, if we
had held it back seven or eight years later, this Government wounld not
have been required to give a donation equal in amount to the one we
did give. We gave it because the country was a wilderness,

blM.r. EDMUNDS. It would not be required to give any at all, prob-
ably.

Mr. VAN WYCK. The American citizen went in advance of the

road.
Mr, EDMUNDS. And would not that be truein the greatand grow-
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y true

ing State of Nebraska, which throngh her Sepator is now askin
gress 30 help build railroads there? Would not that be eq

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will come to that in a moment.

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to call attention to what is the very de-
liberate expression of the Senator’s opinion about how railroads should
be built as embraced in Senate bill 2395, introduced by him on the 10th
of May, 1886; and for the purpose of giving an additional fext for him
to speak from I will read this bill to the Senate, that we may havethe
benefit of his mature judgment:

Mr. VA¥ Wyck introduced the following bill; which was read twice, and re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary :

A bill to authorize and empower the Union Pacific Railroad to construet branch
roads.

Be il enacted by the Senate and House of Represenlatives of the Uniled Stales of
Ameriea in Congress ., That the Union Pacifie Railway Com&ngy is
hereby authorized and empowered, for the purpose of constructing branch lines,
feeders,’ and extensions to enable it to secure and hold the traffic and business
naturally tributary thereto—

Nothing is said here abont the benefit to the people to be derived
from it !—
to organize or cause to be organized railway companies under the laws of the
several States and Territories into and through which it may desire to build and
operate such branch lines and to extend such feeders and extensions, and to aid
such companies so organized, and companies heretofore organized for that pur-
pose,and their successors, by subscription to the capital stock,and to gurantee
the first-mortgage bonds of said companics—

At this point comes in what the Senator has said about watered stock
and overissue of bonds. I desire to have the Senate observe just what
he thinks is a protection against evils of that kind:

Provided, howercr, That such subseription and gl;nmntce of first-morigage
bonds—

That is to say, what the Union Pacific shall issue of their mortgage
bonds— :
shall in no ease or under any circumstances exceed the actual cash cost of the
roads of said companies— .

But it will be observed they may sell all the balance of the stock and
all the balance of the bonds to anybody else— i

And provided further—

And there is no limit as to the rate of interest the bonds shall bear,
They may bear 12, 15, 20, or 50 per cent. if they choose; but the point
is that there is no limitation on the amount of bonds, and no limitation
on the amount which the Union Pacific may guarantee. -

And provided further, That this act shall not authorize the guarantee of any
first-mortgage bonds issued prior to the approval thereof. And said Union Pa-
cific Railway Company is hereby authorized and empowered to otfbemte and
control the roads of said compaities so aided or built as aforesaid, and their suc-
cessors, either by purchase or lease thereof; but in no ease and under no cir-

cumstances shall such roads be purchased or leased by said Union Pacific Rail-
way Company except upon the of the actual cash cost thereof.

That isa very fine expression, ‘‘basis,’” but whatever that may mean
thereisnolimitation asto theamount tobe paid. Youmay ecall ** basis ™
$10,000, $12,000, $15,000 a mile; you may make it 50 per cent. of the
stock and bonds gnaranteed.

And provided further, That such aid by guarantee and subscription shall not be
furnished and such lease or purchase shsﬁl not be valid until the same shall have
been ratified by two-thirds of the stockholders of the said railway companies.

There is some other milk in this very fruitful cocoanut. Section 2
is as follows:
Sec, 2. That Congress to itself the right to alter, amend, or repeal this

reserves
act when the publie interest shall require it; butsuch repeal shall not affect the
validity of any action taken under the power of this act prior to such repeal.

In other words, those companies may be stocked and bonded to just
as much as the cupidity of the Union Pacific Railroad may induce them
to go; and when they have done that, what is the power of Congress
to repeal worth? You ecan shut thedoor after everything is stolen, but
you can not touch or in any wise impinge upon a single proceeding
that has taken place prior to that time. Ido not speak of this to com-
plain of it, but I want to have my friend from Nebraska, while he is
roaming all over this great field of railroad stock—watering and exces-
sive mortgaging, and so on—take into consideration this little measure
that he has offered to the Senate, and while he is scawfying everybody
else and deno railroads and railroad people and the things they
have done to take up a few of the things that havebeen going on since
he came into public life and give the Senate the benefit of his opinion
about them. .

Mr. VAN WYCK. I am obliged to my friend for calling attention
to this bill. I am very happy for it, because I want attention to the
matter and I trust the Judiciary Committee will see toit. I took especial

to refer the bill to the Judiciary Committee. Iknew the distin-
guished Senator from Vermont was chairman, and I wanted it referred
to tl;iﬂi committee so as to be sure when it came ount that it wounld come
out ight. 53

Mr. PL The Senator was not concerned about how it went in.

Mr, VAN WYCK. No matter so it comes out right. Could I pay
& greater compliment to the ability and integrity of my distinguished

friend from Vermont? I desired the severeaction of his ability on this
matter, and so I put the bill in his charge, which would be a guarantee
to the people that it would be in all things correct.

Referring to a su ion from the Senator from Vermont, !

Mr. VAN WYCK said: I think there is a ponderosity enoughin the
Senator mentally and physically to check the momentum.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not at all. '

For years upon years there has been a black belt in Oregon and Wash«
ington Territory, 120 miles wide, from which the settlers had no protec-
tion until the people of Oregon, our Republican brethren in Oregon,
the resolution from whose platform I read, and our Republican brethren
in Washington have been stretching forth their hands to us and be-
seeching us that we would forfeit these unearned lands. We have not
done it, but we are trying to do it.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Trying not to do it, I think.

Mr. VAN WYCK. The te will excnse me from going into the
argnment, because it is just what we are trying to do.

Now as to the Union Pacific, my friend referred to it as a bill to take
money gut of the Treasury. He says the bill is to allow them to takd
the money from the sinking fund. The Government is to construct
these branch roads; the Government owns them and holds them, givin&
only to the Union Pacific Company the right to the use of them, an
from that right of use to raise a revenue to help extinguish their debt.

We have been told here, and it will be told to you when the fund::ﬁ
bill is under discussion by the Senator from Vermont probably
by the Judiciary Committee, that we must adopt the funding bill.
Why? Because the Government does not own the branches already
buit, and it will be in the power of the company to strip the stem of -
the Union Pacific of the great branches now completed, and therefore
we ought to do this in order that the Government may have some claim
on the branches. By my bill the branches to be built will be under the
control of the Government.

The Union Pacific Company and the people found that they would be
benefited by the construction of additional branch roads; but latterly,
when appealed to, the company said: *‘No; our credif can not be used
under the act of 1873; our money is tied up in the Treasury.”” Bub
the people of Nebraska thought it best, and I introduced a bill such ad
the Senator from Kansas has read, and I had it referred to a committee;
and that bill anthorizes not the taking of money out of the Treasury,
but that they may be allowed to use their credit. The act of 1873, to
which I have before referred, said that the railroad company should
not use its credit in any way except by permission of Congress. They
merely come in under the act of 1873 and ask Congress to allow them to
use their eredit. The bill was introduced with the view of allowing the
corporation to use its credit and, as any other railroad corporation can,
toborrow money; but the bill expressly protects the Government and pro-
tects the people by providing that under mo circumstances shall tho
road be stocked or bhonded or leased or purchased except on the basis
of the nctual cash cost of the road.

Mr. PLUMB. Read the bill.

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Kansas has read it more elo-
qnent—l{ than I counld have done, and I am content with his reading.
1t shall not be leased or purchased except upon the basis of the actnal
cash cost of the road. It will be worth something to get a Congres-
sional declaration that hereafter railroads shall be built upon that basis.

I have now answered all that need be said. I have explained my
position, and I certainly have seen no excuse for the attack except that
the Senator from Vermont thought it was glaringly inconsistent that
a Senator should insist on the forfeiture of all that was due and that
at the same time he should be willing to aid a great section of conntry,
not, however, by loanin%lmoney or donating lands.

Mr. GEORGE. To whom would the branches belong ?

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the branches are built with money in the
Treasury they would belong to the Government. ' If built by the
credit of the company they would belong to the company.

I now ask pardon of the Senator from for ocenpying so much
of his time.

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—

Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Senator from Oregon to give way for a
motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi-

ness.
Mr. DOLPH. [ yield for that purpose, retaining the right to the

floor.

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

Mr. DOLPH. I will not yield to another suggestion from the Sen-
ator from Nebraska for fear he might make a speech.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The
gquestion is on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid-
eration of executive business.

After fifty-two minutes spent in executive session the doors were re-
opened.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS.
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L-




1886.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

5029

PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on
the 27th instant, approved and signed the following acts:

An act (8. 1394) to provide for the ascertainment of the market value
of certain property in the city of Chicago, and to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to sell and convey said property;

An act {S 823) granting a pension to Capt. Elihu Jones;

An act (8. 685) granting a pension to Mary Marsh;

An act EB 983) granting a pension to Michael Dnly,

An act (8. 1420) granting a pension to Wﬂlmm Powell'

An act (8. 1431) granting a pension to Jane Carr
An act ES 1509) granting a pension to William ﬂ' Moore; and

. An act (8, 1539) granting a pension to Eveline Hunt.

J. D. HAWORTH—VETO MESSAGE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following
m from the President of the United States; which was read, and,
with the accompanying bill, ordered to lie on the table and be prinbed:

To the Senale :
I hereby return without nppm\nl Senate bill 1253, entitled ** An act granting

naion to J. D. Haworth.”
Emdbythiabi.lltog‘mnta ion to the clai ‘forthealleged
t in one e}o and the impairment of the vision of the other,
ormation furnished me, I am con that the difficulty alleged
by this nppllennt had its origin in causes existing pr ior to his enlistment, and
that his present condition of lity is not the mnlzof hisservice in the Army.
GROVER CLEVEIAND,

ExeceTive MAxstoN, May 28, 1885,

MRS, ANNIE C. OWEN—VETO0 MESSAGE.

- ThePRESIDENT protem, laid before the Senate the following mes-
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and,
with the accompanying bill, ordered to lie on the table and be printed:
To the Senale :
I hereby retarn withoul approval Senate bill No. 1850, entitled * An act granting
nsion to Mrs. Annie C. Owen.”
L Bl b Ry oy g rghenberagrny 8
enant December 14, an r pears
died in 1876 from neuralgia of the heart. In 1883, the present d:lpmant filed her
application for pension,alleging that her hnsband received two shell wounds,
one in the calf of his left leg and one in his left side, on the 1st day of Jnly 1862,
ming that they were in some way connected with the cause of is death.

On the records of his command there is no mention made of aith&r wmmd
but it does appear that on the 8th day of J ulz, seven days after the date of the
alleged wounds, he was granted o leave of for thirty days on account.
a8 stated in a medical certificate, of ** remittent fever md diarrhea.” A medical
certificate, dated August 5,1862, while absent on lea ts him to be at
that time suffering from ** chronie bronchitis and n.cutﬂ d;'sentenr -

The application made for pension by the widow was rejected by the Pension
Bureau February 1, 1886,

There is nothing before me showing that the husband of the claimant ever
filed an application for sion, though he lived nearly fourteen years after his
discharge; and his widow's claim was not made until twenty-one years after
the alleged wounds, and seven years after the husbhand's death.

If the information furnished concerning this soldier’s service is correct this
claim for pension must be based upon a mistake. It is hardly possible that
wounds such as are alleged should be received in battle by a second lieutenant
and no record made of them ; that he should seven d&is thereafter receive a
leave of absence for other sickness with no ti ,and that
A mediecal certiticate should be made (probably with a view of prolonging his
leave) stating still other ailments, but silent as to wounds. The further facts
that he e no claim for nsion and that the claim of his widow was long
delayed are worthy of consideration. And if the wonunds were received as de-
scribed there is certainly no necessary mnnechon ween them and dmh
fourteen years afterward from neuralgia of

GROVER CLEVELAND,

ExecuTrive MANsioN, May 21, 1886,
REFERENCE OF VETO MESSAGES.

On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was

Ordered, That the velo messages of the President of the United States, received
by the Senate on the 24th instant on the ‘l'ollowlng bills, be taken from the table
nnd refe. to the Committee on Pensions

A bill EB 2186) granting a pension to Louis Me‘lchcr,

A bill (8. 363) granting a pension to Edward Ayers

A bill (8. 1857) granting a pension to Dudley B. B*mnc‘h and

A bill (S.1630) granting a pension to James C. Chandler,

ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY.

Mr. MILLER. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad-
journ to meet on Tuesday, June 1.

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and t.hey were ordered.

The Secre proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). .I am paired with the Sen-
ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were here, I should
vote ‘‘nay.”’

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—
yeas 31, nays 16; as follows:

lou nf &

YEAS—3L.
Fair, Kenna, Saulsbu

m‘:um, George, . Stanfo! r,y.
Butler, Gibson, Manderson, Vance,
Call, Gray, Miller, Vest,
Cameron, Harris, Pugh, Voorhees,
Cockrell, Hawley, Ransom, ‘Walthall,
Eustis, Ingalls, Riddleberger, Whitthorne,
Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin,

NAYS—16.
Allison, Dawes, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman,
Blair, Edmunds, Morrill, Teller,
Bowen, Hale, Payne, Van Wyck,
Conger, Maxey, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa.

ABSENT—29.

Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Platt,
Beck, Frye, Mahone, Plumb,
Bmv:ln. Gorman, ﬁc%d}illlan. g“'dle'.r
Camden, Hampton, )
Chace, Harrg:l:l. Mitchell of Pa.,  Wilson of Md,
Coke, Hearst, Morgan,
Colquitt, Hoar, Palmer,
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Pike,

So the motion was agreed to.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The joint resolution (H. Res. 174) anthonmng the gm ting of 25 000
copies of the rt of the National Board of Health for the yesr
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Prmtlng.

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn.
The motion was to; and (ab 4 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.)
the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, June 1, at 12 o’clock m.

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 28{h day of May, 1886,
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.

Second Regiment of Cavalry.
Second Lieut. Lloyd M. Brett, to be fust lientenant, May 4, 1886,
vice Huntington, deceased.
Fourth Regiment of Gatralry.
First Lieut. Stanton A. Mason, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice
Sweeney, retired from active service.
Second Lieut. James. B. Erwin, to be first lieutenant, Apnl24 1886,
vice Mason, promoted.
Second Lieut. Hugh J. McGrath, to be first lieutenant, May% 1886,
vice Bellas, retired from active service.
Sixzth Regiment of Cavalry.
First Lient. William Stanton, to be captain, May 21, 1886, vice Mad-
den, promoted to the Seventh Cavalry.
Second Lieut. Elon F. Willcox, to be first lientenant, May 21, 1886,
vice Stanton, promoted.
Sevenih Regiment of Cavalry.
Capt. Daniel Madden, of the Sixth Cavalry, to be major, May 21,
1886, vice Merrill, retired from active service.
Twelfth Regiment of Infaniry.
First Lieut. George 8. Wilson, to be captain, February 12, 1886, vice
Stacey, deceasel.
Second Lieut. Wallis O. Clark, to be first lieutenant, February 12,
1886, vice Wilson, promoted.
Second Lient. Franeis J. A. Darr, to be first lieutenant, May 26, 18886,
vice Kingshury, retired from active service.
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. :
William H. Cleveland, of Michigan, to be appraiser of merchandise
in the district of Detroit, in the State of Michigan, in place of F. A,
Blades, to be removed.
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA.
Adolph Lippman, of Sitka, Alaska, to be a commissioner in and for
the distrct of Alaska, to reside at Juneau City, vice Henry States, to
be removed.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 21, 1886,
ATTORNEYS OF THE UNITED STATES.

John E. Carland, of Dakota, 1o be attorney of the United States for

the Territory of Dakota.
E. Bird, of Maine, to be attorney of the United States forthe
district of Maine.
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS.

J. Massie Martin, of Opelousas, La., to be receiver of public monays

at New Orleans, La.
POSTMASTERS.

cOJohn B. Frasher, to be pestmaster at Telluride, San Miguel County,

lorado.

William O. Garvin, to be postmaster at Trenton, Grundy County,
Missounri.

Frank T. Lynch, to be fpostmaster at Leavenworth, in the county of
Leavenworth and State o

Charles H. Brown, to be postmaster at Sterling, Rice County, Kan-

sas,
bert R. Watson, to be postmaster at Kearney, Buffalo County, Ne-

John C. Pennewill, to be postmaster at Dover, Kent County, Dela-~
ware, vice Andrew Smithers, whose commission expires May 16, 1886,

Frank L. Thayer, to be postmaster at Waterville, Kennebec Oom:t_y
Maine.
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Timothy Shaw, jr., to be postmaster at Biddeford, York County,
Maine.
Nathaniel A. Swett, to be postmaster at Saccarappa, in the county
of Cumberland and State of Maine.
William H. Torry, to be postmaster at Foxborough, Norfolk County,
i o i B i
arles N. Perley, to be postmaster at Vers,
Hiram Foote, to be postmaster at Amesbury, Mass.
Lemuel L. Keith, to be postmaster at Bridgewater, Plymouth County,
Massachusetts.
Theodore H. Fenn, to be postmaster at Lee, Berkshire County, Mas-
sachusetts.
William Buttrick, to be postmaster at Concord, Middlesex County,
Massachusetts.
George W. Wales, to be postmaster at Randolph, Norfolk County,
Massachusetts.
Jeremiah €. Byrnes, to be postmaster at Ware, Hampshire County,
Massachusetts.
James J. Oakes, to be postmaster at Southbridge, in the county of
Worcester and State of Massachusetts.
Bushnell Danforth, to be at Williamstown, in the county
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts.
C. W. Howe, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of Straf-
ford and State of New Ham
John J. Dudley, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of Sul-
livan and State of New Hampshire.
Albert N. Flynn, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county of Hills-
borough and State of New Ham
George W. Crockett, to be postmuteratﬂonﬁotd, in the county of
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire.
- “; Scott Gillespie, to be postmaster ab ngstnn Ulster County, New
or
3 James F. Elder, to be postmaster at Richmond, Wayne County, In-
iana.
N}‘ire;;b;.rb Williams, to be postmaster at North Bend, Dodge County,
e a.
The above confirmation was accom by the following report
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered
by the Senate to be printed in the RECORD:

On the 22d of March, lsss. the President nominated to the Senate Herbert
Williams to be postmaster at North Bend, Nebr,, vice Chauncy W. Hyalt, whose

removal is ‘pm{)osed

The official files aontain!ng the y and d t ln the case submitted
s Aha ittee by the Post G 1 fact that Mr. Hyatt's
removal was urged on the ground o "omynaiw ot " and the
taken seems to rest wholly on dpo]ll.lua.l and features of the case.

It appears from the papers and documents in the case that Mr, Hyatt is the
editor and proprietor of a newspaper published at North Bend, veral copies
of his newspaper were filed in sup of the ap on for his remo\'al.
itorinl articles tending to illustrate the of isansh lp the editur.
w!mearem from office was requested, and is now
hy pen an ncil lines drawn around them. In the issue of the newspaper of

June 17,1 Bsg)ehe oommittee found an article indicated as stated, and here copy

it at length, namsl
“ Demiocrats are nol offensive isans, as the following incident will prove:

A little boy an playin, The findsan npple under the tree,
mdwﬁhmemﬂlﬂ ogdeﬂghtﬁm hﬁl:lit. ‘Hold on,’ said the boy;
‘throw it away; the cholry is comin’, and if you eat that apple you will be took
sick, an’ you can't talk, an’ the doctor come an’' give you some bad medi-
clna, an’' then you'll die.’ 'I"h‘e ﬁg‘;lr ’al‘:mwn the duvrn, and the boy, snatch-

n

hF““ip begins to eat it. the girl wont.ir.km{ou. too?’
o d the boy, munching the fruit; it won't kill boys. It's only after lit-
tle girls. s don't have eholry.' "

cult to m the poi.nt. nl’thla offensivearticle, * Offensive partisan-
sghip ™ dm not afp “It'sonly after"” Republicans, Democrats
do not have it. is evident tlmt Mr. Hyatt can not be a man or an
ineflicient officer when resort is had Lo such a course to effect his removal. The
fact that he has such a keen appreciation of the true character of the oft-
raded reform doctrines of t times btless had no inconsiderable in-
fluence in induc.l.milthe mPoﬁunmes of the Farsom who m'ged his temnva‘l

It appears that and comp t to

harge the duties of the oﬂloe to which he is nomi The

therefore, recommend that he be confirmed.

Samuel B. Evans, to be postmaster at Ottumwa, in the county of
Wapello and State of Iowa.

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered
by the Senate to be printed in the RECORD:

Samuel B. Evans was nominated December 16, 1885, to be
tumwndeg)‘wu. wvice Augustus H, Hammnn. who was suspend

The committee ted the ! ter-G al to icate to it the
papers on file in his De t-relntingkot.hamse_ This request was com Hed
with, and on examination of the said P shows that tlw smpmsion of Mr.
Hamilton was asked for on tha grounds of ** offensive .r Noother
charges appear in the files i of the commil oes it
other mannera that anyth ng has been alleged te inany
des-nem injuriously affect his ohamcterorwpnhtim as aman or his efliciency
ns an 0T,

The nominee appears from the files in the case to be a man competent to dis-
charge the duties of the office. The committee therefore re the nomination

Sasl

ittes,

tmaster at Ot
during the recess

of SBamuel B. Evans to the S with a 4 it be confirmed.
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate, May 28, 1886.
CONSUL-GENERAL.,

Clarence Ridgley Greathouse, of California, to be consul-general of
the United States at Kanagawa.

UNITED STATES MARSHAL.
David C. Fulton, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United States for
the western district of Wisconsin.
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS.
Richard D. Lancaster, of Missonri, to be surveyor of customs for the
port of Saint Louis, in the State of Missonri.
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE.
DnI;ug‘hes East, of Indiana, to be register of the land office at Yankton,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
FRIDAY, May 28, 1886.

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W.
H. MILBURN, D. D. -
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved.
APPROPRIATION FOR SIGNAL SERVICE.
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of
‘War, with accom; papers, relative to the omission from the Army

appropriation bill of the spprr:thon for the Signal Service for the
next year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions, o

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows:

Ta Mr. BURLEIGH, for one week, on account of important business.

To Mr. DINGLEY, until Tuesday next, on account of illness.

To Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of important business,

To Mr. McRAE, for three days, on account of important business.

To Mr. DuxN, for two days, on account of sickness in his family.

DECORATION DAY,

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, nex{ Monday will be Decoration
Day. In accordance with custom and the proprieties of the occasion I
move that when the House adjourns to-morrow it stand adjourned until
Tuesday next.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER proceeded, as the regular order, to call the commit-
tees for reports of a private nature,

ADVERSE REPORT.

Mr, MORGAN, from the Committee on Patents, back with
an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 4402) to provide for the ex-
tension of letters-patent for an improvement in insulating submarine
cables; which was referred to the Private Calendar, and the accompa-
nying rt ordered to be printed.

l’I‘T%OI{LIMLCH by unanimons consent, obtained leave to file the
news of the mmonty of the committee within ten days.
WALLIS PATTEE.

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back with favorable recommendation the bill(S, 2026) granting a pension
to Wallis Pattee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the ante Calendar, and, with the amompanymg report, or-
dered to be printed.

JANE R. M'QUAIDE.

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported
back with favorable recommendation the bill (8. 1852) granting a pen-
sion to Jane R. McQuaide; which was referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re-
port, ordered to be printed.

ISABELLA JESSUP.

Mr. CONGER, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, also reported
back with favorable recommendation the bill (8. 1853) granting a pen-
sion to Isabella Jessup; which was referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying
report, ordered to be printed.

WILLTAM H. WEAVER.

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (S, 1421 gr:mt—

ng a pension to William H. Weaver; which was referred to the Com-

mitt.ee of the Whole House on the "Private Calendar, and, with the
accompanying report, ordered to be printed.
ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laxd on the ta-
ble, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed:

A bill (H. R, 8787) granting a pension to William Thurston; and

A bill (H. R. 8764, for the relief of Capt. H. Alfrey.

EMMA J. HALLOWAY.

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported

back favorably the bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Emma J. Hallo
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way; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pen.sxons, also re-
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 474) granting a pension to Will-
iam B. Baker; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying re-
port ordered to be printed.

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, saported back
ad;erse}th y bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table,
and the accompanying reports ordered to he

A bill (H. R. 2048} granting a pension to %emy M. M and

A bill (H. R. 6582) granting a pension to Daniel Batdorff.

JAMES LONG.

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, rapm-ted
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7796) granting a pension to James Long;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

MARY J. HAGERMAN,

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2160) granting a pension to
J. which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the ?ana.te Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered
to be printed.
JESSE CAMPBELL.

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, rted
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8150) granting a pension to Jesse p-
bell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to he printed.

JOHN P. M'ELROY.

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Panmuns, also re-
ported back favomhly the bill (S. 2233) granting a pension to John P.
McElroy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be
printed.

POWHATTAN B. SHORT.

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re-
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2163) g:.n g o pension to Pow-
hattan B. Short; which was referred to Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered
to be printed.

WILLIAM BRENTANO.

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensmns, also re-
Eorted back favorably the bill (8. 1766) granting a pension to William

rentano; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be
printed.

FRIDOLINE GLASTETTER.

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re-
ported back favorably the bill (8, 2132) granting a pension to Fridoline
Glastetter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be
printed.

JAMES M'GLYNN.

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committes on Invalid Pensions, reported
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8474) granting a pension to
James MeGlynn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered
to be printed.

STEPHEN SAUER.
. Mr. SBAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re
back with an amendment of the Senate, and a recommendation that the
amendment be concurred in, the bill (H. R. 5038) for the relief of Ste-
phen Sauer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on t‘zw1 Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be
printed.
ROBERT POTTS.

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a
hill (H. R. 9!19) granting a pension to Robert Potts; which was read a
first and second time, referred to the Committee of 'the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.

CYRA L. WESTON.

Mr, HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Cyra
L. Weston; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be
printed.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported

back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on ths
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed:

A bill (H. R. 7945) granting a pension to Charles A. Chase; and

A bill (H. R. 8706) granting a pension to George Henderson.

BENJAMIN F. JONES.

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor-
ably the bill (H. R. 1294) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones; which
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal-
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

JAMES MILLENGER.

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims,
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2036) for the relief of James
Millenger; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be
printed.

DEATH OF SENATOR JOHN F. MILLER.

The call of committees forreports having been concluded, the Speaker
laid before the House the following resolutions of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of
Joux F. MILLER, late a Senator from the State of Californin.

, That as a mark of respect to the y of the d d the busi-
ness of the Senate be now suspended, to enable his associates to pay proper trib-
ute of regard to his high clmmter and disungui.uhed ;)ublw services,

Resolved, Thntl.hnsemtxryof te these resoluti to
the House of Representatives,

Resolved, That as auaddil.iona] mark of respect to the memory of the deceased
the Senate do now adjourn.

Mr. MORROW. Mr. 8§ er, I desire to give notice that at some
subsequent time I will offer resolutions pertinent to the matter sug-
gested by the resolutions of the Senate just communicated to the House;
and now ask unanimous consent that Saturday, the 19th day of June,
be set apart for the consideration of such resolntions.

Mr. BEACH. I will ask my friend from California if he will not
consent to take an evening session for the consideration of these reso-
Intions ?

Mr. MORROW. I could not consent to that, as I do not think it
would be a proper observance of such an occasion.

Mr. BEACH, We have now pending very much public business,
and I think it is hardly proper to devote a day to the consideration of
these resolutions; however, I shall not object.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman
from California ? -

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. HERBERT. DMr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that as soon
as the legislative appropriation bill is disposed of I shall ask the House
to take np and consider the naval appropriation bill.

Mr. HATCH. I move to dispense with private business for to-day.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, Irise toa parliamentary inquiry.
On last Friday the House ordered that the vote on House bill No. 5194,
to provide for the settlement of the indebtedness of the McMinnville
and Manchester Railroad Company, should be taken to-day immediately
after the reading of the Journal. What I desire to ask is, if the motion
of the gentleman from Missouri shall prevail if that order will be con-
tinned, and if the vote can be taken on this bill immediately after the
reading of the Journal on next Friday? ;

The SPEAKER. That partof the order wonld necessarily fall with
the private business for to-day, because it relates to a particular day;
and the bill to which the gentleman refers would eome up in its regular
order on the next Friday, when business reported from the Committee
of the Whole is under consideration by the House.

Mr. RANDALL. It will be properly in orderon the next day when
private bills come up for consideration on reports from the Committee of
the Whole.

The SPEAKER. - That would be the effect of the adoption of the
motion of the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent, then, that the con-
sideration of that bill, or that portion of the special order with refer-
ence to it, be continued until next Friday, on which day the vote shall
be taken immediately after the reading of the Journal, or before going
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of private business.

Mr. HATCH. Not for consideration, but for its passage.

The SPEAKER. Thatis oonaldemtlon, voting upon the bill is con-
sideration.

Mr. DUNHAM. Reserving the right to object, I desire to ask this
quesg;ili:ln: Has the previous question been ordered npon the passage of
the bill?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not.

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has not been ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman
from Tennessee ? -

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I object.

Mr. HATCH. I insist now on my motion to dispense with private
business for to-day.
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Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Does that apply to the night ses-
sion for the consideration of pension bills?

The SPEAKER. It does not.

. Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope the House will adhere to

the private business.

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 90, noes 67.

So the motion was to. . *

Mr. HATCH. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of bills raising reve-

nue.

Mr. HOLMAN. Yesterday I gave notice that the Committee on Ap-
propriations would ask the House this morning to take up for consid-
eration thelegislative, executive, and judicial appropriationbill. Since
then that committee has considered the subject, and determined that
as a general proposition the consideration of general appropriation bills
should not be pressed while a public measure is being considered by the
House, and will not ask the House to take up the legislative, &e., bill
until the bill now being considered is disposed of, but will then press
the appropriation bill for immediate consideration. I will not therefore
press the motion to-day, but I will ask the House to take it up as soon
as the present bill is disposed of.

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH, there were
on a division—ayes 99, noes 30.

So the motion was agreed to.

OLEOMARGARINE,

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole,
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. :

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole
for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 8328.

If there be no further amendment to the second paragraph of the
third section the Clerk will read the third paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $48. Every person who sells oleo-
margarine in less quantities than 10 pounds at one time shall be regarded asa
retail dealer in oleomargarine. And sections 3232, 3233, 3234, 3235, 3236, 3237, 3238,
3239, 3240, 3241, and 3243 of the Revised Statutes of the United States are, so far
as applicable, made to extend toand include and apply to the special taxes im-
posec! l’?‘;]lh].l section, and to the persons upon whom they are imposed: Pro-
vid at in case any manufacturer of oleo e commences business
Bu nent to the 30th day of June in any year, the sw tax shall be reck-
oned from the 1st day of July in that year and sball be

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr., Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to
this paragraph of the section. I move to strike out the proviso to the
paragraph. et -

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that there is an amend-
ment to the fifteenth line by the gentleman from Virginia to strike out
‘¢ forty-eight’’ and insert *‘twenty-five."’ .

The gentleman from Georgia is recognized to offer an amendment.

Mr. HAMMOND. I submit the amendment I have suggested.

Mr. Chairman, this ph of the section adopts varions sections
of the code which regulate the salesof intoxicating liquors, malt liguors,
tobacco, and cigars. Section-3237 of the Revised Statutes declares that
the fiseal year in these matters shall commence on the 1st day of May;
and that every such business beginning after the 1st day of May shall
pay its tax in proportion to the fractional part of the year during which
the business be in operation.

Now, in the first paragraph we place a tax of $600 on manufacturers,
which means a tax for one year. This proviso declares thatif the busi-
ness be begun after the 30th day of June the manufacturer shall pay
$500 for protection during the year. If it were only one day, he wounld
have to pay $500. For one week, for one month, for two montbs, it is
all the same—$500. Now, if this be really a bill to collect revenue, if
it be really a bill to put this article under the same regulations as are
applied to the other internal-revenue taxes, this proviso as to the $500
is wrong and the general law that allows the pro rata of the annual
tax according to the number of days or months nused by the manufact-
urer is right; and the proviso should be stricken out.

Mr. VAN SCHAICK. I desire to have a telegram read from the
Knights of Labor of Milwaukee.

The Clerk read as follows:

MILWAVEEE, Wis., May 27, 1886,

Hon, J. W. VAX ScHAICK, M, C., Washinglon :

At a meeting to-day of the executive board of Assembly No, 3567, Knights of
Labor of Milwaukee, the following resolution was adopted :

' “Whereas a bill is pending in Congress to place a tax of 10 cents per pound on
oleomargarine or butterine; and

** Whereas the adoption of such a measure would destroy the manufacture of a
cheap and wholesome article of food, thus inereasing the cost of livinf:

“Be it hereby resolved, That the executive board of Assembly 3567, Knights of
Labor, do most earnestly protest against the adoption of such a bill, and pray
C0n£eas to defeat it, believing that this pro d tax is asked simply to further
the interests, to the injury of the people at large.

K , That copies of resdlution be sent to our Representatives in Con-

JAMES J. McNALLY,
Chairman Executive Board.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I rise to oppose the amendment.

I propose not only to o this amendment, but any other amend-

ment to any part of this bill. I regard the whole bill as a fraud, and

all amendments as simply aiding to carry out that fraud. It professes

gresy,"”

-
to be a bill in the interest of the farmers, while in fact it is a bill in the
interest of a few rascally dairymen around the big cities who noto-
riously water their milk and make mean and nasty%utter for the peo-
ple. It in nosense helps the butter interest, because it is a known fact
vutter has been increasing in price for a number of years.

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. It is now 16 cents a pound.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I can notunderstand how a Demo-
crat can advocate this bill. I remember having heard the gentleman
from Missod® [Mr. HaTcH], who seems to be the wet-nurse for this
measure, the child of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, on more than
one oceasion demouncing the protection theory asasystem of plunder and
d , and yet now we find him the standard-bearer of these
plunderers and demagogues whom he has denounced for years. What
has become of his Demoecracy? What has become of the principles he
has professed here for years? Is it because rome of this plunder is go-
ing to his people that all his principles of Democracy have fled from
him, and he is willing to become the leader in the advocacy of a meas-
ure the most infamous ever introduced into the American Congress ?

The gentleman from Missouri has been here session after session de-
n.ounmnﬁltha internal-revenue system as a system of spies and oppres-
sion on the people; and now forsooth he wants to tuate this sys-
tem and put the spies around the home of every old woman in the
country. [Laughter and applanse.] He has talked here of the op-
pression of the Federal courts, and yet he drags the people from their
domniestic hearths miles away that he may carry through this monstrous
fraud on the American people, and that at the very time when the
high price of living is disturbing and destroying all American inter-
ests; when the laborers of the country are demanding increased wages
that they maylive. Atsuch a time these people aran%egis]ating to add
10 cents a pound to this article that the overgrown monopolists may
fatten upon the oppression of the people. And that comes from a
Democrat—a man who has proclaimed himself a free-trader. He comes
forwt;rd as the advocate of the protection of one industry against
another.

That these gentlemen are not honest in their effort to pass this bill
is apparent. It is not to promote the health of the people that this
measure is urged. We offered amendments here to apply this test to
all food and all commodities, but these gentlemen do not want that.
They are willing to let & man sell rot-gut whisky under a retail license
of $25 a year. But those who want to sell a healthy food to the poor
man to eat must pay $48. A man may manufacture mean whisky by
paying a tax of §100. But the man who manufactures food for the la-
borer must pay $600 a year. The tax in this bill is $600 for the man-
nfacturer, $480 for the wholesale dealer, and $48 for the retail dealer.

You propose to brand this food and make the tax on traffic in it ten
times as much as the tax on the traffic in whisky. And yet thisis
called a Democratic measure, and it is offered here by a Democratic
committee and advocated persistently by Democrats.

‘Why, Mr. Chairman, if I were allowed to tell the names of members
of Congress who have told me openly on this floor that they knew this
hill was infamous and monstrous, and they ought not to vote for it but
they were afraid to vote against it, I would make a revelation that
would startle the conntry and show the people how hollow this mock-

is.
er%lr. PETTIBONE. Oh, give us the names.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. = I do not propose to doit. [Cries
of ““ Names !’ *“Names!"]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West Virginia

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise.

The question was taken; and the chairman declared that the ayes
seemed to have it.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 113, noes 29.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No guorum.

The CHAIRMAN. A guornm is not required. The committee de-
termines to rise.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reporfed that the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R.
8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the man-
ufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine, and had
eome to no resolution thereon.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve it-
self into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills raising
revejue; and pending that motion I move thatall debate upon the par-

phs and amendments thereto be limited to one minute.

Mr. HAMMOND. DMr. Speaker, I move to amend by making the
time twenty minutes.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move to make it half an hour. I trust
the gentleman from Missouri will allow me to make a suggestion. The
amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia and several others
offered here are practical, serious amendments, and I think they ought
to be considered by this House. I am in favor of the object and pur-
pose of this bill; but I think these amendments ought to be considered
with some little deliberation.
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Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my motion, and now move
that all debate on the ing paragraphs and amendments thereto be
limited to ten minutes; and on that I demand the previous question.

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missonri [l})n{r HATCH] moves
that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the
state of the Union. Pending that, the gentleman movesthat all debate
upon the paragraph under consideration and amendments thereto be
limited to ten minutes, and upon that he demands the prenons ques-
tion.

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]
allow me a suggestion. An attempt was made yesterday to advance
this bill by limiting debate from time to time, and the result was that
we had only about twenty minutes’ debate during the day and made
only about six lines progress in the bill. T would like to atate to the
gentleman——

Mr, HATCH. I demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for.
on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri.

The Hounse divided on the motion of Mr. HATCH; and there were—
ayes 99, noes 30.

Mr. BLANCHARD No quorum.

Mr. HATCH. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The guestion was taken; and there were—yeas 180, nays 46, not voting
96; as follows:

The question is

YEAS—180.
Adams, J. J. Ermentrout, Landes, Sawyer,
Allen, C. H. Evans, Le Fevre,
Everhart, Lehlbach, Secranton,
Andamn. JoAL 'arq i Lindsley, Beney,
Felton, Lore, Sessions,
lelamine. Fisher, Louttit, Seymour,
ey, o e Singléto
. ‘ord, wry, Singleton,
Bayne, Forney, Lyman, Smalls,
Beach, Fredericlk, tson, Snyder,
Bland, Fuller, MeAdoo, Sowden,
Boutelle, Gallinger, McComas, Springer,
Boyle, Geddes, MeCreary, Stahlnecker,
Bmd{ Glass MecKenna, Stephenson
Brec inrldg@. WCP. Greeu. R. 8, McKinley, Stewart, J.
Browne, T. M. Green, W. J. McMillin, Stone, E. F.
Brown, W. W. Grout, Millard, btoue. W.J, Ky
Buchanan, Hale, Milliken. Storm,
Buck, all, . Moffatt, Strait,
Bunnell, Halsell, Morgan, Strable,
Burnes, Harmer, Morrill, Swinburne,
Burrows, h, Mu esThy' Swope,
Caldwell Haynes, Tarsney,
Campbeli, J. M.  Heard, Taul
Campbell, T\ J. Henderson, D. B, O'Donnell Taylor, E. B.
Cannon, Henderson, T. J. O'Ferrall, Taylor, I. H.
Carleton, Henley, Parker, Taylor, J. M.
Caswell, Hepburn, Payne, Taylor, Zach.
Cobb, Hiestand, Peel, Thomas, 0. B.
Collins, 1T, Peters, Thompson,
Comstock, Hires, Pettibone, Townshend,
Conger, Hiscock, Pideock, Wade,
Coaper, Hitt, Pindar, Wait,
Cowles, 1lolman, Plumb, Wakefield,
Cox, Hopkins, Price, Weaver, A. J.
Cri Howard, Reed, T. B. ‘Weaver, J. B.
Croxton, Hudd, Reid, J. W. Weber,
Culberson, Jmknon. Reese, West, .
Cutcheon, Janies, Richardson, Wheeler,
Daniel, Johnson, F. A, Riggs White, A. C,
Davenport, Jolmstnn. g 0. .Rm.kwel] ‘White, Milo
rsey, Johnston, T, D. Romeis, Whiting,
Eldredge, King, Rowell, Wilkins,
Ellsberry, Kleiner, Ryan, Woodburn,
Ely, La Follette, Sadler, Worthington,
NAYS—46. :
Barnes, Harris, Mills, St. Martin,
Bennett, Hemphill, ‘blorﬂso':, Throckmorton,
Bliss, Herbert, Negley, Tillman,
Campbell, Felix Hewitt, Oates, Turner,
Candler, Jones, J, IT, O'Neill, J. J. Van Enwn,
Curtin, Kelley, wen, Van Schaick,
Davidson, I, I, M. Lanham, Perry, ‘Wadsworth,
Dougherty, Lawler, n, ‘Warner, William
Dowdney, Mahoney, Bayers, Willis,
Dunham, Martin, Skinner, Wilson.
Findlay, Merriman, Spooner,
Hammond, Miller, Stewart, Charles
KOT VOTING—2.
Adams, G, E Cabell, Funston, Keteham
Alken, Campbell, J. E, ¥y Laffoon,
Anderson, C. M. Catchings, Gibson, C. II, Laird,
Arnot, Clardy, Gibson, Eustace Libbey,
Atkinson Clements, Gilfillan, Little,
Barbour, Cole, Glover, Lonﬁ.
Belmont, Compton, Goff, Markham,
Bingham, Crain, Grosvenor, Maybury,
Blanchard, Dargan, Guenther, cilne.
Blount, Davidson, A, C, Hanback, Mitchell,
Bound, Davis, Hayden, Morrow,
Dawson, Henderson, J. 8. Mauller,
inridge,C.R. Dibble, Herman, elson,
Brown, C. E Dlngley, Holmes, Norwood,
Bromm, Dockery, Honulk, "
Burleigh, Dunn, Buu.on, O'Neill, Charles
Butterworth, Eden, Irion, rne,
Bynum, Foran, Jones, J. T, Outhwaite,

- | ably more—enumerated in this
-| I therefore ask unanimous consent of the House to amend my proposi-

Payson, Rice, Ward, T.B.
Perkins, Robertson, "l‘ﬂomns,.'l R. Warner, A, J.
Phelps, TS, ‘Wellborn,
Pirce, Spriges, Tucker. W

Randall, e, Wise,
Ranney, Btone, W. J., Mo, '\\"ard' T ‘Wolford.

Mr, WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I move todispense with the reading
of the names of members v

Mr. GIBSON, of West Vuglma I object.

The followmg-named members were announced as paired until far-
ther notice:

Mr. EpEN with Mr. Warr.

Mr. HurroN with Mr. PIRCE.

Mr. GiBsoN, of Maryland, with Mr. HAYDEN.

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. HoLMES,

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, with Mr. RICE.

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr, GUENTHER,

Mr. By~xusm with Mr. MCKENNA.

On political questions:

Mr. FoRAN with Mr. LoxG.

Mr. RoBERTSON with Mr. ELY.

Mr. JoxEs, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGIL.

Mzr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois.

Mr. WiNANS with Mr. Houk.

Mr. MiTCHELL with Mr. GOFF.

Mr. ARNoOT with Mr. DAvIs.

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. LITTLE.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. GROSVENOR.

The following-named members were announced as paired for this
day:

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

CABELL with Mr. BUTTERWORTH.
VIELE with Mr. HANBACK.
MULLER with Mr. MARKHAM,
CRAIN with Mr. LIBBEY.

Mr. GrROSVENOR with Mr. WARNER, of Ohio.

Mr. LAFrooN with Mr. SToNE, of Missouri.

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. FUNSTON.

Mr. RogERs with Mr. OSBORXE.

Mr. MORAE and Mr. PERKINS were announced as paired until Tues-
day next. If present, Mr. PERKINS would vote for the pending bill;
Mr. McRAE against it.

Mr. DINGLEY and Mr. DUNN were announced as paired until Tues-
day next. If present, Mr. DINGLEY would vote for the bill; Mr. DUNN
against it.

The following-named members were announced as paired on this vote:

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WISE.

Mr. GLovER with Mr. HERMAN.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

Mr. HATCH. Before the question is put, allow me to say I have
been notified by the gentleman from a and the gentleman from
Ohio that there are one or two sections of the Revised Statutes—prob-
pm-s.g:raphun which they desire ta speak.

tion so as to limit debate to thirty minutes instead of ten.

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to say I have made no such request.

Mr. HATCH. I referred to the gentleman’s colleague.

Mr. HAMMOND. Allow me to state that I moved to amend this
motion so as to allow twenty minutes; a gentleman on the other side
moved thirty. Iwaswilling to aecept. anything in the shape of a mod-
ification before the roll was called. -

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri asks unanimons con-
sent to modify his motion by striking out ‘‘ten minutes’’ and inserting
“‘thirty minutes.” If there be no objection the motion mﬁsfe
garded as to in that form.

There was no objection.

The question recurring on the motion that the House resolve itself
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the
motion was agreed to.

OLEOMARGARINE.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
(Mr. BPRINGER in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the
bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regu-
lating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomar-
garine.

The pending amendment was to strike ont the following proviso at
the end of section 3:

I L B e e
Rookomed Thoms the Tetday ol daly 10 thas yeur, Nt Sl DO MR, .

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, all debate upon this par-
agraph and amendments thereto is limited to thirty minutes.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, in discussing this amend-
ment I desire to resnme the line of argument I was pursuing when my
five minutes expired, a similar amendment then before the com=

mittee. 1Ithen stated that if the object of this bill is to ragnlate a
traffic so as to expose a fraud and enable the consnmers of this country

Y,
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to know what they are buying and what they are eating, unjust and
extravagant taxation is not needed. ILet us bear constantly in mind
that if oleomargarine is the which it has been described to be by
gentlemen who affect to know—if it is of such a character as suggests
the presence of trichinm and tape-worms—if it is of such character
when known that the gorge rises at the sight of it, then every sensible
man on this floor knows perfectly well that it is only necessary for the
protection of the producers and consumers of butter that this counter-
feit should be offered in the market for what it really is—oleomar-
garine,

The opposition to this industry grows out of the fact that from its
inception this article has been a corsair, a pirate upon the high sea of
commerce; that it has not for an hour sailed under its own flag; that
you could not trace oleomargarine a hundred yards from the factory,
while you could trace butter from the dairy or the cottage or the cabin
where it was made to the table of the consumer. By the frand prac-
ticed by those who make and sell it as butter oleomargarine has placed
itself under the has been outlawed, and for that reason the inci-
dental benefit which this bill brings and to which I have referred is of
great importance.

Is it the proposition of this House to tax oleo ine simply and
only because it can be used as a substitute for butter? There is not a
man on this floor who would propose suchathing, Thereis not a man
on this floor who does not know it would be unconstitutional to do so.
The country simply asks that oleomargarine shall be retired to its own
reservation and that butter may be permitted by force of its excellent
qualities to remain upon its own domain.

Now, if on the other hand it is true that oleomargarine is what it is
represented to be by manufacturers and dealers, and honorable men tell
me that it is a healthful article of food, though I am nof clear that the
most of it can possibly be such, else it would not parade itself in a dis-

ise—but if it is so, the fact that it will be used as a substitute for
butter and become in its own right a competitor with butterin the mar-
ket is no reason and no excuse for taxing if out of existence. Yon
might as well tax cream gravy and sauces out of existence, because,
forsooth, their use limits the use of butter, and therefore necessarily re-
duces the price.

What, then, is the object, and aside from the revenue the only proper
object, of thisbill? Simply to see to it that this corsair upon the high
sea of commerce shall either be driven from the sea or else shall sail
under its own flag, and with that object I am, I repeat, henrulym
sympathy. ‘We have no right to demand anything more. If the pur-
pose is to tax this industry only with a view to its destruction, that
purpose ought to find no favor upon either side of thé House. We are
assured upon all sides, however, that there is no other purpose than
to see that we as consumers are not daily defranded and the d.mry in-
dustry cheated by this counterfeit butter.

I have no sympathy with the ion which nsserm that we uha]l
not regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomarg&n.ne under the rev-
enue power, because forsootli it is the poor man’s food. I am poor
enongh myself; I have many relatives who are poor, many friends who
are poor, many constituents who are poer. But none of us are so poor
that we have not the humble right to know what we are eating at our
tables and what food we are givingour children. None of us are so
poor that we are willing to be fed with the offal from the slaughter-
houses of this country, as some gentlemen have asserted oleomargarine
to be. None of us are so poor in privilege that we dare not demand
and insist upon the right to know what we buy in the markets of our
country. And we have the right to insist that we shall receive the
precise article of food that we buy and pay for. None of usare so poor
that we will not insist on our right as free men to tear the mask of
hypocrisy from oleomargarine and make it stand for what itis. And
we have the equal right to purchase it for what it is, and eat it know-
ing what it is, if we are satisfied that itis clean and wholesome for
food. ; .
The intimation that in order to heartily support the avowed object of
this bill—which is to unmask fraud and forbid by penal laws the com-
mission of the wrong that has been for years practiced by the dealers
in counterfeit butter—one must advocate the enormous tax fixed in the
bill is stupid, if not worse. The thing to be done is one thing, the
manner of doing it quite another.

Mr. FINDLAY obtained the floor.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wanted to say just a word about this
amendment. [Laughter.]

Mr. FINDLAY. I am sorry I can not yield my friend a partof my
time; but I have very little.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman is generally so good-nat-

ured——

Mr. FINDLAY. Generally I am; but just at this time I can not ex-
ercise my good nature. I am sorry for it.

Mpr. Chairman, a dayor two since I offered in comparative faith,

good
I will not say absolute good faith, an amendment to this bill, the ob-
ject of which was to broaden the remedlal effect of the hill.
On examining the bill I found there was no restriction on the exporta-
tion of oleomargarine, and I put an amendment in for the purpose of
providing that none of this stuff should be shipped to any port included

within Her Majesty’s East Indian possessions where reside thesect known
as Parsees. It will be seen at once why this should be done. That
sect has a very peculiar form of burial, the particulars of which I will
not recite; but before the dead body of the Parsee is taken out to his
last home to be deposited on the top of the Tower of Silence the priest
is called in, and he takes some clarified butter, or ghee, as it is called,
and he greases the dead man’s face all over; and then he calls the dog
of the house in, and if the dog licks that man’s face it is a sign he has

gone to heaven. [Great laughter.] But if he does not lick him, it is
a sign equally infallible he has gone to the other place. [Renewed
langhter. ]

A MEMBER. What other place?

Mr. FINDLAY. I will imagine this condition of affairs. Suppose
by a mistake this man should happen to be with oleomargarin
there is not a dog in creation that wounld lick him. [Great laughter.
And therefore I offered an amendment for the purpose of restricting
the exportation of this article.

But, sir, in all seriousness, Iam opposed to this bill. I am opposed
to it mainly and chiefly because I believe the most inignitous systems
of taxation ever devised, or within the inventive power of man to de-
vise, is the internal-revenue system. [Applause.]

I am in favor to-day of repealing the tax on tobacco and on cigars, a

I thing which is entirely feasible, for I have the authority of the honor-

able chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means that while it is
not feasible to get rid of the whole system of internal-revenue tax, yet
it is entirely feasible to get rid of the tax on tobaccoand cigars. AsI
understand him that tax on tobacco and cigars is about equal to the
surplus revenue we wish to reduce.

Yet in the face of that fact we are confronted with a bill which not
only proposes to extend this system, but make it applicable to a par-
ticular class, thatis to bring all the farmers of the land within its range,
and also to raise a revenue in the very teeth of the assertion of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means and its chairman that no revenue is needed,
but on the contrary we ought to reduce the revenue.

Here is an iniquitous bill, which proposes to subjeet the agricultural
class of this country to informers, spies, and detectives. Do not make
the mistake, gentlemen, that informers, spies, and detectives are simply
to roam through Mr. Armour’sfactory in Chieago or other places where
this article is made, but they will go into the country; and why will
they go there? Will any man say that this article, which is called
neutral, is not now used to a certain extent by persons whoare en
in the production of butter? And if information is lodged anywhere
of suspicion as to that, then your farmer becomes immediately subject
to the surveillance of the horde of informers, spies, and detectives.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr. FINDLAY. Can not I get three minutes more?

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr, Chairman, a word in reference to the situation
of this bill. It is at the head of the Calendar. Anappropriation bill,
a revenue bill, the bill reported by the distinguished gentleman from
Tllinois [Mr. Monmsox], and the bill of my colleague [Mr. HEWITT]
are all upon the Calendar, but the pending bill is ahead of them all,
and you can not put it aside without a yea-and-nay vote on record in

this House. t{m?planse

And more that, you can not make an amendment to this bill
but it will have to be done by a yea-and-nay vote in the House. And
the Committee on App natmns lma kindly exténded a helping hand
to the bill here to-day.

Now, in view of all these ?acts  § desu'e to say the wit, the invective,
the filibustering of the bull-butter man, of the hog-ﬁztrbutber man, of
the soap-grease-butter man can not drive the farmer out of court.
[Laughter and applause.] The agriculturists and dairymen are here,
and I hope and trust they are here to stay until they have had due
action and consideration of this bill. [Applause.]

One thing more, and I am done. The Committee on Agriculture, af-
ter full consultation with the representatives of the dairy interest and
with members of the House favorable to the protection of that interest,
unanimously reported this bill, and the friends of this legislation are in
honor obliged to aid in its passage. Whenever the Committee on Agri-
culture wish to change any of the provisions of this bill I shall for one
vote with them, and I propose in voting to stand by this bill letter by
letter, line by line, section by section until I receive a sign from the
chairman of that committee, until it is passed. [Applause.] I sayto
the friends of this measure, let us concentrate our force on the bill as
it is and back up the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, for
in that way only can we hope for favorable action from the House.

One word more to gentlemen on the other side of the House. If I
desired you to make a mistake in reference to this matter I would pray
you to defeat this bill by filibustering tactics. Seven and one-half mill-
ions of the people of the United States are interested in it. The cur-
tain is rung up and we are performing before them; they will exam-
ine our record; the people are noting our votes here, as they have the
right to, and our action, and commenting npon it. [Applause. ]

Here the hammer fell, ]

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. M. C'hmrman, I desire to of-
fer two amendments which I send to the desk, and will ask presently
to have them read.
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I have nodoubt in the world that what the gentleman from New York

Mr. Hiscock] saysis precisely true. He and those who arewith him
in favor of this bill are, no doubt, now performing in view of the seven
and one-half millions of people of whom he speaks for the purpose of
catching as many of their votes as he can.

But, Mr. whether that performance shall receive the ap-
plause which the gentleman hopes it will receive hereafter is a ques-
tion which I will remit to the foture. -

Theamendmmtswhmhloﬁermmamlyfarthepmpmofob%
more information with reference to the bill and are offered
faith. Eleven sections of the Revised Statutes are enumerated in this
paragraph of the bill. One of these ennmerations makes two other sec-
tions of the statutes part of them, so that there are in reality thirteen
sections made a part of the bill. .

These sections prmdesmongot.het thmgsthednty:mposed upon the
Internal Revenue Commissioner to furnish stamps. I desire to ask the
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture or somebody who has the
information what is the estimated expense that will be required to
put this law into operation?

‘What amount of money will hive to be paid out of the public Treas-
ury before anything comes in; I mean expenditure for engraving pur-
poses in the preparation of the stamps? There has been no estimate
made, no amount has been submitted, no statement made of the prob-
able expense. Has the committee any information? I pause for an
answer—ifor information.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, it has not been my purpose o occupy | good
a single moment of the time of the commitiee in any reply to the many
cnﬁmmnswhmhhavabeenmndnnpmthnbﬂloranypmhonoht

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am making no ecriticism,
but ask a single question: What is the information the gentleman has
upon the subject, if any ? Doesthagenﬂmnkmwhowmnchmoney
is involved in the matter of this law into

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman from Kentuckym]lsllow me, as
he has made an inquiry, I will undertake to answer it. If he prefers
that I shall not answer it I will take my seat.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly Imtthegent.le»
man to answer the qumﬁonifhehastheinfumaﬁon, but not to make

a speech.

Mr. HATCH. I can only answer the gentleman in my own way,
and if that is not satisfactory to the gentleman from Kentucky he can
occupy his own time, and I will take other occasion to answer.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has the gentleman from Mis-
suurﬂiﬁtheiighrmatimmtothemonntofmoneyinvolwd? If so, how
much is it?

Mr. HATCH. I haveinformation from the Commissioner of Internal
Reventie, upon the preparation of this bill, that not one single dollar
of a tion is to carry it into execution and to execute
it should it become a law. But two single officers are asked for in
this bill, and it makes provision for them; that is to say, a microscopist
and a chemist of the Depsrtmenb,thamlm@nfwhichmﬂxedbythe
bill, and which will be paid out of the revenue derived from the bill—
from the execution of the law—as well as the tax and all other matters

ining to it.

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. And let me interrupt the gentleman from
Missouri to say that an estimate has been made by a gentleman on this

floor, Mr. PRICE, of Wi that the net revenue derived from the
hill will range from eighteen to thirty millions of dollars.
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Theanswer of the gentleman

from Missouri is precisely like the bill. It fails to give any definite
information, and is a mere matter of for it isabsolutely cer-
tain that these stamps must be prepared, and it will require money, as
we know from experience, to provide them.

Mr, FINDLAY. The Bureauof Engraving and Printing is expected

" to do it ont of the appropriations made for that purpose. It will cost
that much certain.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Inow yield the remainder
of my time, if any, to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute remaining, in
which time the Chair will cause the amendment sent up by the gentle-
man from Kentucky to be read, after which the Chair will recognize the
gentleman from Georgiain his own right.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it in order; and, if so, I
will ask to have read the sections of the Revised Statutes to which
reference is made in this section ?

The CHAIRMAN. It would not be in order at this time; and the
Chair will direct the Clerk first to read the amendments proposed by
the gentleman from Kentucky:

The Clerk read as follows:

First amendment: Strike outin lines 22 and 23 the words *' thirty-two hun-
dred and thirty-eight.

Second a.mendmant Strike out in lines 24 and 25 the words '* thirty-two hun-
dred and forty-three.”

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I have proposed two amendments
to this bill; one was carried by a majority of this committee, thanthe.r
was defeated by a very small vote against it. This amendment is
posed becaunse I think it right. The tax for one year is $600. of

our internal-revenue taxes are by the year, or by proportionate partsof
the year. For instance, if a man manufactures for half a year in the
tobacco he pays one-half of the annual tax; if for a quarter
3£ a year, one-quarter of the tax, and so on month bymont.h or day by

Now, this proviso is that for anyﬁ:actmn oftlmyenr, however small,
the manufacturer shall pay $500—$600 $500 for a day. If
gentlemen desire to pass the bill that way, ? eb them pass it.

I do not know what it means when a gentleman on the other side
rises and says if the chairman of the committee gives him a wink, he
will vote lika aslave. I will not.

Now, if the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] needs further
time he may have the balance of my five minutes.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I only desire to say that under the internal-
revenue law a mam who commences business during the year
is only charged with the fractional part of the year. That is just;
and the amendment of the gentleman from ia seeks to place this
industry, if it shall survive the contemplated in this bill,
upon the same footing. In other words, if a man engages in this in-
dustry in April there is no reason why he should pay for three months
$500, when, under the law which imposes a tax upon the manufacture
and sale of whisky, the distiller is allowed to pay for a fractional part
of the year. There is no excuse for this distinction, and no man here
can persuade even himself it isa just provision, unless he says the only
ob_lect. hﬂ&)u:rpmeafthisbill is to destroy this industry whetheritis

The only object and purpose of the amendment of the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr E . HAMMOND] is to place this industry on precisely
the same footing, gmng it no advantage over that enjoyed by the dis-
tiller of whisky and of other spirituous liquors and com:

Mr. LYMAN. May I ask *ﬁ gentleman from Ohio & question?

Mr. BUTI‘ERWORTH Yes, sir.

Mr. LYMAN. Among these sections of the Revised Statutes that
are here made applicable is there a section that provides for t.he frac-
tional part of a license for the fractional part of a year.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir; and that is the reason why this
proviso is added.

Mr. HAMMOND. Section 3237 makes the payment fractional for

a.]l other U"f."llggl

WORTH. That is the reason why this proviso is added.
Ils is in order to establish a different rule in regard to this industry from
that which prevails in regard to all other industries prosecuted under
the internal-revenue law. That seems to be unjust; and if there is a
feline in this meal that proviso discloses the size and character of the

{I-Iera the hammer fell. ]

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. I want to say fo the gentleman from
Georgia that when butter is as low in price as it is now it is not likely
there will be any oleomargarine made in the summer. Andwe thought
if a man makes a million dollars a year out of this business he should
not be licensed for less than §500. He is not.likely to run the factory

a whole year.
Mr. HAMMOND. This proviso provides for the case of a man start-
ing the business in July,

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesofa. And in that case he only pays $500 for
the balance of the year. He does not pay $600 and then $500.

Mr. HAMMOND. Everybody knows that.

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. He pays$500 if he engages in the busi-
ness for three months.

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, sir, or for three hours.

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. He can take out a license and he can
get out as much of this article in one month at the end of the year as
he might otherwise do in a whole year.

Mr. HAMMOND. It isastrange business in which & man ean make
as much in one month as he can in twelve months.

Mr. FINDLAY. Suppose a person goesinto the businesson the 1st
of July and continues in business for the remainder of the year, he only
pays $500; whereasthe man who went in on the 1st of January pays $600.

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. Ifa man runs the business for a year
thaye&rbagimmthelsﬁofﬂay.

Mr. FINDLAY. Is that fixed in the bill?

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. The year under the internal-revenue
law commences on the 1st of May.

Mr. FINDLAY. Thelicense year beginson the 1stdayof May. But
where does that appear in this bill?

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. Thatis ﬁxedmt!m sections of the Re-
vised Statutes enumerated in this section of the bill.

Mr. FINDLAY. I would like to hear the section which is referred
toread. If the law does not appear on the face of this bill but is in
the Revised Statutes, and is put in here by reference merely to those
Revised Statutes, I think we ought to know what those sections are.

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. So far as this point is concerned the
year commences on the 1st day of May. A man en, in this busi-
ness would pay $600 fora whole year, butforany period less than a year

he would pay $500.
Mr, FINDLAY. I understand that; but there is nothing on the

L
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face of the bill to show that you had fixed the annual period for the
manufacturer’s license.

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. We have put the whole thing under
the internal-revenue law.

Mr. FINDLAY. That-is by a statute which does not appear here.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman from
Georgia whether his amendment strikes out from this enumeration
section 3237 of the Revised Statutes.

Mr. HAMMOND. Not at all.

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. You simply propose to strike out the
proviso at the end of section 3?

Mr, HAMMOND. That is all.

Mr. LYMAN. Is there not an amendment striking ont some of the
other sections?

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will canse the Clerk to read the amend-
ment for information.

The Clerk read as follows:

In lines 24 and 25 of section 8 strike out the words * thirly-two hundred and
forty-three;” also, in line 22, strike out the words * thirty-two hundred and
thirty-eight.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from
Delaware for the remainder of the time, one minute and a half.

Mr. LORE. I thank the Chair, but I will wait for another time.

The CHATRMAN. If no gentleman desires to occupy the remaining
time the Chair will cause the Clerk to read the amendment submitted
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND. ]

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the following proviso :

“That in case any er of ol ine busi sub-
sequent to the 30th da; ofJuneinlmyrear,;E:r ial tax shall be reckoned
from the 1st day of July in that year, and shall be §500.”

The amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE].

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out in line 22 the words * thirty-two hundred and thirty-eight.”

-

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, is it in order | P*®

now to demand the reading of the sections of the Revised Statutes
which are referred to in tha:gmmgmph?

Mr. HATCH. Regular order.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have risen to a parliament-
ary inquiry. I ask the Chair if it is not in order and if I have not the
right to demand that the sections of the Revised Statutes which weare

ing upon in connection with this ph shall be read. Thissec-
tion of the bill includes eleven sections of the Revised Statutes; one of
those includes, by reference, two more. Now, is it not in order to ask
to have those a;ctions read, so that the House may know just what it
upon

The HﬁRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that as the section cov-
ered by the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky is mentioned
specifically in the bill the gentleman is entitled to haveit read. The
gentleman will please send the section to the Clerk’s desk.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move tostrike out all these
sections, and ask that they be read.

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliament-
ary inquiry. Will it be in order after the amendments n::;gmding
are voted upon to offer an amendment to line 17, which p es thi
part of the bill? .

The CHAIRMAN. It will

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I will with-
draw my amendment for the purpose of permitting the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr, WARNER] to offer his.

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, offered the following amendment:

?:’1‘2?3 17, section 3, strike out “10" and insert *50;" so that the provision
W :

s Sk sl b pitien it » Tedall daglec tn esoamema

The amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now entertain the motion of the

tleman from Kentucky [Mr. E].

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I did not ask
to have these sections read merely for delay, and I withdraw the mo-
tion.

Mr. McMILLIN. I renew the motion, in order that the House may
know what it is voting on. These sections of the Revised Statutesare
referretlii to by number, but they have not been read in connection with
this bill. :

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky referred to one section.

Mr. McCMILLIN. Thegentleman from Kentucky changed hisamend-
ment 5o as to include the several sections referred to in the bill. Ithink
those sections of the Revised Statutes ought to be read, so that we may
know what penalties we are fixing by this bill to be enforced in the
Federal courts. a

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair directed the section of the Revised
Statutes referred to in the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky
to be read, as that section was specially brought before the committee,
but if it is the purpose to insist upon all these sections being read, the
Chair thinks that does not come within the privilege of the amendment.

Mr. HATCH. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that it is in the nature of
debate, and debate has been closed. .

Mr., MCMILLIN. Before the Chair rules I wounld like to make this
suggestion. If itis in order, upon moving to strike out one section, to
have that section read, it certainly must be in order, under the samé
rule, when a motion is made to strike out other sections, to have those
sections read. I am unable to see how you can have one section read
as a matter of privilege, and can not have the others read. Now,I do
not urge this, for the pu{gose of delay. . Here we have a bill which ini-
poses heavy penalties; a:;seunlties can be enforced only in the Fed-
eral courts, which are generally at a considerable distance from the
homes of the litigants, and I think it is of great importance, if we un-
dertake to fix penalties, that the full p rtof the bill in this respect
and the extent and degree of those penalties shall be known.

The CHAIRMAN, The previous décision of the Chair was simply
to the effect that, in order to get a better ing of the motion
of the gnt.laman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], the section
to which this amendment referred might be read, but upon a more
careful examination of the provisions of this section and of the rules
the Chair is of opinion that a reference to the Revised Statutesina
pending measure does not entitle the committee, as a matter of right,
to have that portion of the Revised Statutes read before the vote is
taken; because it is to be presumed that members know what the law
is; and the Chair thinks that to have anything read in such a case is
in the nature of debate. :

Mr, FINDLAY. That presumption, the Chair will allow me to say,
is never applied to the statute law. This has been recognized ever since
the time of Lord Coke, who said that a lawyer who would give an opin-
ion upon a question asto the statutelaw without first examining it was a
fool, as a lawyer who counld not give an opinion about the common law
without first examining it was equally a fool.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was perhaps inclined to go too far in
suming that all the members of this House understand what the law
is; but with respect to this question, which has been debated at some -
length, he thought himself at liberty to presume that the provisions of
the law were understood.

Mr. SCOTT. I rise toa question of order. I submit whether the
rules of the House do not require that all amendments presented should
be in writing. Therefore, if the gentleman from Kentucky desires to
insert the Constitution of the United States or all the provisions of
the Revised Statutes in his amendment, I submit whether the rules
of the House do not require him to reduce such provisions to writing
and submit them with his proposition.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Whether or not this House is
presumed to know the Constitution, I wish to say I have not moved to
amend by inserting the Constitution, nor have I offered asingle section
of the Revised Statutes. My motion was to strike out a part of the
pending section; so that the point which the gentleman makes is one
which he ought to make against the chairman of the Committee on
Agriculture [gh&r HATcH], and not against me.

Mr. SCOTT. I desire as a parliamentary inquiry to ask whether,
if the gentleman from Kentucky desires to make a motion to strike
out, the rules of the House do not require him to submit in writing
what he desires to have struck out.

Mr, FINDLAY. He has done that.

Mr. SCOTT. Let him putin his amendment the provisions of the
statute which he proposes to strike out.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has withdrawn
hisé amendment. '

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did put my amendment in
writing, so that I am not obnoxious to the eriticism of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania. The shoe is on the other foot. I commend to the
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture the lecture which the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania has just read, and I hope it will be profit-
able.

Mr. WILSON. I make the point of order that if the gentleman from
Kentucky has offered the Constitution as an amendment to this bill it
is not germane. [Laughter.]

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘That is so.”

Mr. PRICE. I rise to a point of order. I understood that by order
of the House all debate upon this paragraph was limited to thirty min-
utes.

The CHATIRMAN. The debate is already exhausied.

Mr. PRICE. Then I call for the regular order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMrL-
L1N], however, rose to a question of order, which the Chair will dispose
of. Does the gentleman from Tennessee desire to renew the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky ?

Mr. Mc LIN. Yes, sir; that was my motion.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amnendment.
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The Clerk read as follows:

In line 22 strike out * thirty-two hundred and thirty-eight,” and inlines 24 and
25 strike out and thirty-two hundred and forty-three.”

Mr, MCMILLIN. I offer this amendment——

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhaunsted.

Mr. MCMILLIN. T was addressing myself to the point of order. I
desire to have the sections read.

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the point of order pending?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks as a matter
of right that the sections referred to in his amendment be read.

Mr., HISCOCK. I object, That is in the nature of debate.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the gentleman from
Tennessee is not entitled as a matter of right to have the sections of the
Revised Statutes read before the vote is taken.

Mr. McMILLIN. I will do myself the justice to say in thepresence
of those who have this bill in ¢ thatit was not my purpose to de-
lay the proceedings. I really thoughtit properto have the sections read.
If that can not be done, I insist on my motion to amend by striking out.

Mr. LORE. I rise to a point of order. I understand that the Chair
has decided this question, and no gentleman can contest that decision
unless he takes an appeal. i

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order has been decided. The ques-
tion is on the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee to strike
out the language which has been read.

The question being taken, there were—ayes 18, noes 84,

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point of order that no quornm has
voted.

Tel;grs were ordered; and Mr. McMILLIN and Mr. HATCH were ap-
pointed. -
laghe committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 22, noes

Mr, McMILLIN. I have no desire to force a call of the roll, and will
not insist further on the point that no quorum voted.

The CHAIRMAN. The point being withdrawn, the amendment is
rejected. There being no other amendment to this section, the Clerk
will report the next section.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEc, 4. That every person who carries on the busi of a manuf:

oleomargarine without having paid the special tax therefor, s required by law,
shall, besides being liable to tge payment of the tax, be fined nmm than one
thousend and not more five thousand do ; and every person who car-
ries on the business of a wholesale dealer in oléomargarine without having paid

the special tax therefor, as required by law, shall, besides bein&ihb&: mmugem;;i
n two thousan

ment of the tax, be fined not less than five hundred nor more

e o S s T s
Deniden Deing: Hble 5 the Tkyimens of this fne, b Aned not léss tham ity not
more than five hundred dol for each and every offense,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. . Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to amend by
striking out the last word. I have thus far sustained, and will con-
tinue to sustain, the efforts of the chairman of the Committee on Agri-
culture to secure final action on this bill. I find myself, however,
differing from the extreme views of some who are opposing and some
who are favoring this bill. Iam opposed to legislation which will sup-
press any legitimate industry in this country. At the same time I am
unwilling to seeany legitimate industry struck down and destroyed by
fraudulent imitations of its products sold without restriction in the
markets.

I am not opposed to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine in
good faith as such, but I believe it to be wrong to permit that article to
be manufactured as a counterfeit of pure dairy butter and fraudulently

- sold under the pretense that it is butter. I wish to see preserved all
the provisions of this bill which will compel a disclosure of the nature
of the substitute for butter in its manufacture and sale and thereby
protect the producer and consumer from imposition.
country and any citizen should enjoy the privilege of knowingly pur-
chasing and eating oleomargarine if he desires to do so, but it isa
country of law and justice, therefore deception and fraud in our food
product should be prevented. d

In other words, I am in favor of legislation which will compel the
manufacturers of oleomargarine to place it on the market under its
true name and real character; but I am opposed to legislation which
will prohibit its manufacture. 'While by the employment of deleteri-
ous and uncleanly ingredients in its manufacture it is often nunwhole-
some, yet I believe the article is sometimes made honestly and whole-
somely and that when so made it is a proper article for commerce. It
is wrong, however, to permit the manunfacturers of oleo: ine to
perpetrate a fraud upon the producers of pure butter and those who
may desire the pure article. This can be most effectually prevented
by bringing its manufagture and sale under the provisions of the in-
ternal-revenue laws and the vigilance and power of the officers of the
Internal Revenue Burean. In this way its true name and character
may be ex and understood, and the counterfeit article may be
stripped of its frandulent pretenses.

At present the manufacturers of ol ine by such false repre-
sentations are securing extortionate profits from the consumer, because
it can be manufactured at one-half the cost of the purearticle, and they
are also undermining and destroying the business of producing genuine

turer of"

This is a free |

butter. Under these circumstances I feel it the duty of the law-maker
to intervene.

1 find a number of gentlemen on both sides of this House who desire
legislation of this character hut who are opposed to such a high rate of
taxation asthebill provides. I understand some at least who have been
stoutly opposing the enactment of this bill are in favor of compelling
the manufacturers of oleomargarine to expose its true character, so that
the public may not be deluded into its purchase under the supposition
it is pure butter.

IRJUSTICE TO AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS,

But before I proceed further in thisdisenssion I wish to say in reiply
to my friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock], we have not heretofore
had politics injected into this debate, and I hope this will not be done .
now. But, sir, the warning which that gentleman has given to this side
of the House may well be repeated to his own side. If he will ascertain
the number of those who resist the passage of this bill under the leader-
ship of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KELLEY ] and the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] he will find the proportion in num-
bers is as large on his own side as it is on the Democratic side.

Notwithstanding the flings thrown at those who watch and defend
the interest of agriculture on this floor, I have no hesitation in stand-
ing here to demand its protection from wrong and injustice. I believe
the agricultural interest is largely involved in this bill, and therefore
I insist it shall have the most careful consideration. - Republican Con-
gresses by legislation have protected every interest in the country ex-
cept agriculture. This is one of the very few measures which have
been presented with any reasonable hope of its passage during twenty
years past which directly protects or promotes the interest of agricult-

ure.
With the pro?eﬁty or distress of the farming classes comes or goes
the prosperity of the country. Agriculture is the basis of all wealth,
private or public. Wise statesmanship therefore dictates that legisla-
tion should not oppress, but, as far as legitimately within its power,
should foster and en iculture. islation can not control
or protect the farmer from misfortunes which come from natural causes.
He must look to a higher power for relief from these. But there are
evils greater than those inflicted on him by nature. They are evils pro-
duced by bad legislation in the interest of monopolies, and whicl;&p—
press him with onerous and unjust taxation. Now, sir, while agricult-
ure is more deserving than any other interest of any good that may flow
from legislation, yet it has suffered more from that source than any other.
I trust the time has arrived when the welfare of the farmer may have
consideration in Co The Democratic party has ever in the past
been the friend of agriculture, and its members have ever professed o
desire for its promotion and protection. Indeed, I am gratified to know
that as a class they have been faithful to their professions. Since we
came into power in this House more careful attention and considera-
tion have been given to the interest of agriculture than it had previously
received for twenty years. Indeed, it seemed that railroads,
and other corporations held a complete monopoly on the attention of
Congress, and that the farmer had been forgotten except when some
new way was devised to increase his burdens for the benefit of some
form of monopoly. This happy change in Congress has been noticed
by others who are deeply interested in the welfare of agriculturists.
In the address of Mr. Joseph H. Reall, president of the American Agri-
cultural and Dairy Association before the Committee on Agriculture
of this House during this session, he says:
I am much dz;-nﬂﬂ_ed to find so much honest, intelligent interest manifested by
members of nm in agriculture and the interests of the farmer as obtains
here. I can see great pro; has been made in t}‘nta direction, nptl Eh;‘t'

the dignity of culture and its importance to the ¥ are iz
t.h.a memben_; of u} !:I.ou.ses. The farmers have been either unrepresented or

m 1 h

T have no desire to pn-woke a political discussion on this question, but
I desire to recall to their duty those Democrats who may fail to remem-
ber their professions of fidelity to the farming interest and the policy

of the party.
THREATENED DANGER TO SMALL FARMING.

Nor do I desire to urge legislation in the interest of one class to the
detriment of any other; but, sir, it is our duty to recognize the danger-
ous tendencies of the times, which, while lessening the prosperity of
small farming, are concentrating the ownership of lands and the opera-
tion’ of farms into the hands of the extremely wealthy.

The distribution of our landed estate among the many is the surest
means for preserving our free institutions and the promotion of the
prosperity of the masses. Whenever the ownership of land in this
country comes under the control of corporated capital or of the million-
aires the masses of our farming classes will descend to the impoverished
and pitiable condition of those of Europe. Then will this country be-
come & land of barons and vassals—of millionaires and panpers. JIn
order to prevent a landed monopoly and an impoverished condition of
the farming classes it is necessary that small farms shall yield a profit
to those who till them, for when they cease to become profitable or to
yield a comfortable living the owners will dispose of them and seek

some other occupation for maintenance of themselves and families,
Can it be doubted that the prosperity of small farmers is"dangerously
threatened by the encroachments of corporated capital? Vast areas of




5038

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBSE.

’/

MAay 28,

the most fertile soils have been accumulated by a few and converted
into enormous farms where the labor is performed by machinery; there-
by the cost of production of wheat and other farm products has become
80 chea and the price so reduced that the small farmers ean not

ly compete or realize fair profit. It is becoming more pain-
fully apparent every year that the net returns on the capital and labor
invested in small farming are growingless and lessevery year. I shall
not now discuss all the caunses which in my opinion contribute to this.
result, but Iwill assert that among tlrem will be found the effect of the
encroachment of corporated capital upon the occupation of the farmer.
It is seizing upon and monopolizing various branches of farming.
Cattle raising for the market has passed to a large extent from the hands
of the farmers into that of the owners of the immense ranches in certain
Westernand Southwestern States and Territories. The manufacturers of
ol ine now threaten to take away from them the dairy.

If we can not altogether guard against the evil tendencies of the fimes
by Congressional action, or check the power of corporated eapital in its
invasion upon the occupation of the farmer, we can at least in the bill
before us ish him with some relief by protecting him from the frand
perpetrated by the counterfeiting of his dairy products.

THE FRAUDULERT FEETENSE OF OLEOMARGARINE.

One of the most serions complaints raised against the traffic in oleo-
margarine is that it is sold for pure butter, and that it is made in such
imitation, in color, smell, and taste, that ordinarily the purchaser can
not detect the difference.

QUAXRTITY OF OLEOMARGARINE MANUFACTURED.

The production of butter is not confined to the large dairies, but is
more or less engaged in for the home and market by farmers all over
the eountry. If the counterfeiters of butter are permitted to continue
their deceptive practices the result will be heavy loss in the value of
cows and in the ruin of the butter trade, for it is clear the farmer and
dairyman can not successfully compete with such a perfect counterfeit
which is produced at-one half the cost of the genuine article. No one

%uaﬁons the fact that this spurious article is sold in immense quanti- |

es as genunine butter. Indeed its manufacturers insist in most em-
phatic terms that they have succeeded in so perfecting the deception
that no expert is able without the most thorough chemical analysis to
distinguish the difference between the pure and the counterfeit article.
The production of cleomargarine has rapidly increased during the last
few years. I have before me a report made to this House by the Com-
mittée on Epidemic Diseases in the Forty-sixth which esti-
mated that in 1880 the production was about 100,000,000 pounds. It
is now estimated that the production last year reached 200,000,000
pounds. Itis supposed that 200,000 pounds are made daily in Chicago.

A little pamphlet just laid on our desks by the opponents of this leg-
islation asserts:
THE TRUTH; READ IT.

A large proportion of the citizens of New York and vicinity have been eating
for years past butterineasbutter, Ata safecaleulation there
has been d in this vicinity at least

EEVENTY-FIVE MILLION POUNDS,
or a fifty-pound tub to every man, woman, and child. This is a startling fig-
ure.

i’ﬁm‘r press have said that about all your retail dealers have been selling it, and
0l
’ THE PRESS DON'T LIE
(only a good many about oleomargarine). Some of you have been eating it.
READER, WHY NOT YOU?

A BOLID FACT.
NEw York, April 2, 1886.
Thia market ia about cleaned out of eatable butter. About 7,500 tubs per day
of the substitutes have and are now be put on the market. Throw
these out and what would be the price of butter y?
SIXTY TO SEVENTY-FIVE CENTS PER POUND,
A BUTTER DEALER.

Coming as this does from the friends of oleo ine, the accuracy
of these statements will not perhaps be denied by them.

Statistics show that last year nearly 38,000,000 of pounds of the oil
and imitation of butter manufactured from oleomargarine was exported
from this country. With these figures before us, who will say that the
prosperity of a very important branch of our agricultural industry is
not threatened ?

IMFORTANCE AXD VALUE OF THE DAIRY INTEREST.

It has been asserted by those who have made the investigation that
fifteen million milch cows worth $400,000,000 were emploved last year
in the production of butter and cheese, and that 1,600,000,000 pounds
of butter and 400,000,000 pounds of cheese were produced. The prod-
uct of the dairy in this country has become enormous. -~

The eminent statistician, Mr. Atkinson, of Boston, states:
S913.000,000 oF Dread, SI0.00,000  vegerabics 900,500,000 - of Shrnranik chroi,
$352 CDO&%OE tea and coffi moéo.mm green and d'r;,mh"%m : ey
$91,950,000:” cotton, $300,000,000; pig-iren, $55. i wool, 864, i silver
product, do.ooo, It will thus be seen that dairy products exceed times
the cotton p in the y, and were more than the combined con-

sumption of tea, coffee, wool, cotton, pig-iron, and thesilver produced, all taken
together, by $34,000,000,

This shows that our dairy product exceeds three times in value the
cofton crop, and is greater than all the tea, coffee, wool, cotton, pig-
iron, and silver combined that is produced and consumed in this country.
Is it right that this vast industry should be fraudunlently supplanted by
the manufacture of a bogus article?

The honest producers of butter have no fear of competition with the
manufacturers of oleomargarine, provided the manufacture and sale is
conducted in such & manner as to its true character and name;
but it is asserted that not 1 per cent. of the entire product of the coun-
terfeit article is sold to the consumer for what it really is. He buysit
under the supposition that it is the genuine article, and he usnally pays
for it the price of pure butter. This is a fraud on the producer and the
consumer.

TERMS OF THE BILL.

1t is believed that the bill before us will correct this evil. It is un-
derstood that it was prepared by the secretary and solicitor of the
American Agricultural and Dairy Association of America. The prin-
cipal features of the bill require that manufacturers of oleomargarine
shall pay a special license tax of $600, the wholesale dealer $480, and
the retail dealer $48 per annum for the privilege of dealing in oleomar-
garine made in imitation of butter, and that a tax of 10 cents per pound
shall be assessed and collected from the manufacturer. That it shall
be sold in marked, stamped, and branded in such a way as
to disclose its true character. Severe penalties by fine and imprison-
ment are provided against violations and evasions of the law, and its
execution is placed under the control of the Commissioner of Internal
Revenue. And the ordinary machinery and force of the law governing
the production and sale of spirits and tobacco are applied to the pro-
duction and sale of oleomargarine. The provisions of the bill are not
gxtended to the article except when made and sold in imitation of

utter.

I do not favor all the provisions of the bill. I believe some of them
to be harsh and oppressive, and therefore I trust the bill will be amended
before its final passage. I think the special license tax and the tax of
10 cents per pound are far too high. I therefore favor a reduction in

each.

If its production is as great during the enzuingjearasit was in the
last a revenue of twenty millions would bederived from this article at
this rate of taxation.

‘With our present overflowing Treasury this amount of revenue is un-
necessary. All unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation. The burden
of taxation is already onerous and far too heavy and should be reduced.
But in order to bring the regulation of this article under the stringent
rules of the internal-revenue law I am willing that a small tax Eﬁfﬂll
be placed on the article, and when the eighth section of the bill is
reached I shall offer an amendment reducing the rate of taxation to 2
cents per pound.

It is admitted on all sidesthat the only power which Congress has to
legislate upon this subject is that which is derived from the power of
taxation, and therefore it is necessary that some tax shall be laid on the
article in order that Oonﬁmnional action may constitutionally reach
it. Two cents per pound will raise ample revenue to defray all the
expenses attending the enforcement of the law. With the enormous
profits derived from this business it can easily bear this tax if with its
exposure the people wish to buy and use it. The ohject which I desire
to see mumpg‘:l):ed by this bilfis to compel a disclosure of the nature
of the article in order that a fraud against the producers and consnm-
ers of pure butter may be prevented.

If this article is as wholesome and desirable as is elaimed by its pro-
dncers, it can fairly compete with genuine butter under its true name
and color. This is a land of freedom where any one sghould be per-
mitted to manufacture, sell, or purchase any article of food which is
wholesome; but it is a land of law, and therefore the public should be

tected from frandulent impositions. As I have already stated the
onest producer of genuine butter has no fear of competition with the
man of oleomargarine if it is sold under its true name. The
farmer and dai does not or should not ask protection from fair
competition, but they have a right to demand that legislation shall pro-
tect them from fraud.

I would prefer to leave this question to the legislation of the States;
but, like the regulation of interstate commerce, owing to the diversity of
the laws of the different States on the suhjeect, it can not be efifectually
and properly dealt with by State laws, and therefore it becomes neces-
sary to resort to the legislation of the General Government.

THE NATURE AXD PROCESS OF THE MANUFACTURE OF OLEOMARGARINE.

Before finishing my remarks I wish to briefly call attention to the
nature and process of the manufacture of oleomargarine, It was in-
vented during the Franco-Prussian war by Hippolite Mége, a Frenchman.
An eminent authority in Massachusetts friendly to its production de-
scribes the process of its manufacture as follows:

It was, according to Hippolite M a demand such as this which led him to
investigate the manufacture of a table substitute for butter from the fat of
animals slaughtered for food. By his investigations he was led to believe that
the only difference between butter and beef fat was that the latter contained an
excess of stearine. He nlso came to the conclusion that the taste and smell of
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ordinary tallow are largelﬁdue to the want of care in its manipulation. He
therefore “])rescribed the following method of glrouodum:

The caul fat was to be taken as fresh as rma.l e and to be thoroughly washed,
then chopped fine and rendered with a dilute solution of acid phosphate of lime
and the stomach of a pig or sheep at a temperature not exceeding animal heat.
(This heat has been ually ra in reissues of his patent until, at the pres-
ent time, it reads ** at a heat not exceeding 125° F." It is not ble to do good
work at a temperature below 116° F.) After the fat is completely liberated by
this process it is allowed to stand until the membrane settles; it is then drawn
off into coolers and allowed to granulate and to cool to a temperature of about
80° F. The fab is then placed in cotton-cloth press-bags and submitted to a

werful press, the press-room being muintainoci at an even tem: ture of 80°

. 'The oleomargarine thus produced is free from any dé?ammb @ taste or odor,
It is in fact a pure tallow oil, suitable for use as an article of food. In thigstate
it mon nnt ﬁxoelhmt substitute li?r hrd[;med by M. Mége. Th I

E ‘'was the process as originally pro| ¥ M. . © Process as now
{?:“0]?[?3:6 is much more simple, am.{ omits some of the objectionable features of

e process,

In the first place, the fat, which is received warm from the slaughter-house, is
sorted over, and all bloody pieces thrown out; it is then at once %hwd in cold
fresh water, where it is thoroughly washed. From this water, which not only
washes it but serves to cool it, it is at once taken to hashing-machines similar
to the ordin sausage-cutters, where it is cut into fine pieces. From these
machines it falls at once into the rendering tanks, where it is rendered at a heat
varying from 160° to 200° F., the object being to separate as quickly as possible
the fat from the membrane. No '‘gastric juice™ or phosphate of lime is used.
After the fat is well cooked a quantity of salt is added ; this serves to separate
the membrane more completely. After standing a few minutes the fat is then
run off into barrels or other vessels, where it is nllowed to settle and is erystal-
lized, When it has cooled to about 957 to 100° F, it is pressed in the usual man-
ner,

After pressing, the oil is churned with milk or buttermilk, some genuine but-
ter being uently added ; it is colored p: rly, and then run into ice-water
or pounded ice, so as to prevent its uryst;.lnﬁin.ﬁon. After this operation it is
worked as ordinary butter, .

‘When well made it is a very fair imitation of genuine buiter, being inferfor to
the best butter, but much superior to the low grades of butter too commonly
found in the market.

15 OLBOMARGARI“H WHOLESOME?
It is claimed by many that when properly made it is a wholesome
and cheap substitute for butter, and that its production should be en-

couraged.

On the other hand it is asserted by those opposed to its manufacture
as an article of commerce that in the manufacture of the article almost
any kind of animal fats are used, such as horses and dogs as well as
of beef and hogs.

I shall not hazard an opinion as to whether it is always wholesome
and a proper food or not. I presume that if made from pure and whole-
some materials it is wholesome.

I am inclined to believe that when it is manufactured by a reputable
firm like that of Armour & Co., and some others, of Chicago and else-
where, it may not only be harmless, but a nutritious article of food.
I will, however, present the views of some of those who insist that it
is otherwise. The committee which “reported this bill, in the report
accompanying it, declares, in regard to the counterfeit article—

That such imitations are not only disastrous to the dairy interest directly, and
to all branches of agricuiture indireetly, but that they are detrimental to public
health, being the fruitful cause of dyspepsia and other diseases.

Thatamong the articles and in, ients used in the manufacture of such imita-
tions there are the following; Nitric acid, sugar of Im‘d. sulghm.e of lime, benzoic
acid, butyrie acid, glycerine, jo neid, ial sulphurie acid, tallow, bu-
tyric ether, castor oil, eaul, ¢ juice, cureumine, chlorate of potash, peroxide
of magnesia, nitrate of dry-blood’albumen, salipeter, borax, orris root, bicar-
bonate of soda, caparic acid, sulphite of soda, pepsin, , caustic potash, chalk,
oil of sesame (or benne), turnip-seed oil, oil of sweet almonds, stomach of pigs,
sheep, or calves, m -seed oil, bicari)onala of potash, boracie acid, suligy%ec
acid, cotton-seed oil, alum, cows' udders, sal-soda, farinaceous flour, carbolic
acid, slippery-elm bark, olive oil, broma chloralum, oil of peanuts, sugar, caustic

Several of the gentlemen who have engaged in this debate have gs-
serted that the consumption of oleomargarine has produced Bright's
disease of the kidneys and it is otherwise detrimental to health.

ADULTERATED FOOD AND OTHER FRODUCTS.

In trath, Mr, Chairman, there is need for judiciouns legislation which
will guard the public health from the injurious effect which results
from the consumption of any food substances in the preparation of
which poisonous and deleterious compounds have been used, and also
of the manufacture of clothing and other articles; many such unwhole-
some articles are now in use.

Accompanying the report of the House Committee on Epidemic Dis-
eases in 1881 is much valuahle information on the adulteration of food,
&c.,which was collected by Mr. George T. Angell, of Boston. I askthe
attention of the House toa portion of that information, which was fur-
nished by gentlemen of high scientific attainments and reliability.
There is much valuable scientific information accompanying that re-
port, relating to a number of articles of adulterated food-products; but
not wishing to occupy much time and attention I will only ask leave to
present the following extracts: ’
POISONOUSLY ADULTERATED FOODS AND OTHER POISONOUSLY ADULTERATED

ARTICLES IN AMERICAN MARKETS,

me of the evidencein r read by George T. Angell, esq., of. i

[Bo the Bo:;!.or?:III Beoard of %mdefl%?wambgre ].l.afgi}.!if T

To give all the evidence I have collected on this subject would require a vol-
m?e. One paper which I have read upon it fllled eleven and a half newspaper
columns,

The German Government had in 1878 231,478 samples of different articles ana-
Iyzed for adulterations, and obtained 3,352 convictions in the courts,

In Great Britain during 1879 about 80 public analyists, appointed under act of
mﬂument. analyzed 16,772 samples, and detected and exposed 2,978 adultera-

In other European countries stringent laws are enforeed for the protection of
public health inst the poi and dang articles which would other-
wise be sold in their markets. . ;

The object of this paper is to show that protection is quite as much needed in
this country as on the other side of the ocean,

[From Professor George A. Mariner.]
No. 81 CrArK BTREET, CHICAGO, Oclober 18, 1870,

Drar Sie: In answer to your questionsy I would say that I have been an ana-
1ytical chemist to this city twenty-three years; am a graduate of the Lawrence
Scientific School, chemical department of Harvard University, and was durin
two {ms assistant of essor Horsford in the laboratory. I have devo
myself entirely to chemical analysis and teaching chemiecal students eversince.
I think I have had much the largest chemiecal practice of any man in the West,
At the request of a highly respectable citizen of Chicago, 1 have examined four-
teen brands of sugar, bought, as I understood, in this city; some granulated,
some white, some colored, some coarse, and some fine, Itested them thoroughly
for impurities. In twelve of the samples I found tin in the form of a chloride,
an active poison. The other constituents I can furnish if you I have
examined several sirups made essentially and entirely of glucose, and found in
them chlorides of tin, calcium, iron, and magnesia, and in quantities which made
them very poisonous, In one case a whole neighborhood was ]polsoned. and I
was told of one death. I have in several cases found sugar of lead in vin T.
I use no vinegar myself. I look with suspicion upon our vinegar. I u”eg:“
acid in place of it—lemon-juice, &e. I never eat pickles. I have found in vari-
ous cases they were poisoned with lead and copper.

1 have tested to some extent the cheap tinware sold in our markets, and have
no hesitation in saying that there is great dmger in using fruits, vegetables.
meats, or fish put up in tin cans of any kind. They are liable to contain lead
and tin, both active poisons. Terra alba is laﬂiely used in cream of tartar, con-
fectionery, and pretty universally for adulteration. I have found in many bak-
ing powders alum instead of cream of tartar—a thing dangerous and injurious
in cases,  Ishould say that I have come to expect adulteration, and to fear
dangerous adulteration, in almost every article of the groeery kind. T have had
large experience in the analysis of colored poisonous articles of clothln%. being
employed by one of the largest dry-goods firms of this city. I examined, Ithink,
sixteen samples, and nearly all of them were poisonous. I have also analyzed
for other parties. In one case a child nearly died from wearing colored slock-
ings. I would like to add that I have analyzed numerous samples of cosmetics
and powders used on the faceand hair. Almostall the hair cosmetics, including
most of those in common use, I have found to be very polsonous, and many of
the face powders and pre}:nmions I have found to contain arsenie or lead. I
should not be surprised if twenty thousand people in Chicago to-day were in-
furing their health and endangering their lives by the use of these cosmetics and

wders. You can hardly overestimate the present danger to Euhliu health
rom the large and growing sale of poisonous and dangerously adulterated ar-
ticles in our markets, and you have my thanks and earnest wishes for your
sueccess in your efforts to call public attention to this subject. I would say that
I have personally known Dr. R. U, Piper, of this city, for more than twenty
years, e has no equal in the West as a microscopist, and wide ex-
perience as a chemist and physician. I should say most decidedly that there is
no scientific man in Chi w evid would be entitled to receive higher
credit in our courts. -

Yours, tfully,
Sorcies G. A. MARINER, Analytical Chemist.
Georage T. ANGELL, Esq.

[From Dr. R. U. Piper.]
CHICAGO, Oclober 16, 1870,

DEAR 81&: I have no hesitation in saying to you—

First, That I have entirely abandoned the use of vinegar generally sold in our
markets, believing it to be unfit for use and dangerous. I know that sulphurie
acid is largely usoﬁ in ils manufacture.

Second. I never use the pickles generally sold in our markets., I think the
yellow pickles are quite as Zerons as green. Iknow thatlead is largely
used in their manufacture, Verdigris is used in making the green.

Third. I have examined a large number of :Fm:imen! of oleomargarine, and
have found in them organic substances in the form of m lar and tive
tissue, various fungi, and living organisms which have resisted the action of
boiling acetic acid; also eggs resembling those of the tapeworm. I have them
preserved, to be shown to any one who desires tosee them. The French patent
:i:::r w%ml; ;;laomb:rmmb‘ 'ha is mxni‘a requhmm itlm tIml;‘:n of the stmcgtsof pigs or

Ps pro the way theeggs n. ve specimens of lean meat
“‘f“?“mufm”' i e gm“" g phiod o gy ey Lot
of o e are sold and used as pure . as a rous
article, and would on no account t its use in my family. -

Fourth. Enormous amounts of the meats of diseased animals are sold in Chi-

. I have made a large number of examinations,

fth. I have been informed of several cases of poisoning in thiscity from the
use of canned meats,

Bixth. I know that Professor G. A. Mariner, of this city, a chemist of twenty
Z_e{mn‘ standing, of as high mﬂiﬂaﬁou as any man in the West, and a personal

end of mine, has found chloride of tin—an netive poison—in numerous
3]::11)1&5 g)augu he has examined ; also in some of them chloride of caleium—an-
er n.

I dol:]oot dare to use the sirups commonly sold in our markets, and I use but
little sugar, as I believe them nearly all adulterated.

In I'eg'lni tocﬁluem. I am informed and believe that seven-eighths of all the
sugar sold in Chicago is made of or adulterated with glucose. 3

As now manufactured and used, I know that many of our eminent physicians
believe it dangerous and productive of disease of the kidneys. The manufact-
ure of glucose in this country is now enormous, and large factories are being
built to increase its manufacture.

I could fill a volume with the adulterations which I have found within a few
years past in articles of food and drink in common use, by microscopical and
chemical anal I have made more than a thousand microscopical examina-
tions of milk in this city. I think that not over 10 per cent. of the millkc’sold
here by dealers is wholesome and unadulterated.

At your request, I would say that I am a physician of over twenty years' prac-
tice, and the ten I have given almost entirely to chemieal and micro-
scopical analysis. I have written several volumes on scientific subjects=sur-
Elml. medieal, &e.—and am well known to Drs, Storer, Holmes, Henry J. Bigelow,

utter, J. B, Treadwell, Harriman, and others of your city. 2.0 PIPRR.

o truly,
Gmm‘:?i“. AXGELL, Esq.

- [From J. M. Chap sugar dealer.]
CHIcAGO, Oclober 17, 1879,
DeAR Bim: I have been in the sugar business about twenty years, Fifteen
Among the brands

years our markets were filled with excellent ]Efm

then sold, as I remember them, wero Stewart’s, er's, Bradish, Johnson &
Son’s, and Ockershausen's, of New York; Lovering, of Phﬂadu]ghh: Woods,
Weeks & Co., of Baltimore; East Boston, Union, Salem T, Lam ; and Adams
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refineries of Boston; J. B. Brown & Sons, of Portland,and many others, all of
which were excellent sugars. Every one of these sugars have been driven out
of our markets, For the past two years, with three or four exceptions,there
have been, I believe, no pure sugars sold in Chicago. Theaverage sale of sugars
now in this market is more than a thousand barrels a day, In my opinion not
more than one barrel in a hundred is pure sugar, the rest being what we call
doctored goods,

J. M. CHAPMAN.
GEORGE T. AXGELL, Esq.

point of fact it was found by the academy experis in Paris that only an inferior
article was actually sold in commerce, and which appeared to injure the digest-
ive organs of sick and debilitated persons,

Mr. Michels, of New York city, n well-known microscopist and editor of &

ientifie journal, testifies that oleom: ine is simply uncooked, raw fiut, never
subjected tosuflicient heat to kill parasites which are l{ab.le to beinit; thatthose
who eat it run the risk of trichinse from the stomachs of animals which are
chopped up with the fat in making it. He states that he has found in it tissue
and muscle,; and cells of suspicious nature, and that Mr, Saylor has also found

in it positively identified germs of disease.

et e T [Dr. Smart.] M Michels further siates that all the ciul fut of oxen brought to New York
i ' city in a week would not supply one faclory four days, yet re were then
Dr. Charles Smart, United States Army, hu‘mccn!.lznunlﬂad awide variety of | goven factories in New York 51:«‘ and he asserts that there can be no doubt that

articles, and says adulteration is now practiced in this country to as great, if not | 4 and grease of varios dmr?;:l.lom are used in making oleomargarine.
greater, extent than it was in England when the great agitation Th. f t English chemist, Professor Church, states that he has found in it
there o few years ago. horse fat, fat l’i'om%:ones, and fats such as are ordinarily used for making can-

[Prize essays.] dles,

A £1,000 prize was offered last year, through the United States Board of Trade, But the genileman who, probablr more than any one else, has written upon
for best essays on adulteration, and four have been published, this subject is Dr, R. U, Piper, of Chicago, concerning whom the chief-justice of

The writer of the first, G. W. Wigner,an Englishman, says, under British laws

dulteration has been reduced from about 65 per cent, in 1560 to about 16 per cent.
in 1578, and in Canada under similar laws, from about 52 per cent. in 1876 to about
26 per cent. in 1879, though he says, they still have in English markets tinned fish
heavily contaminated with lead; sweetmeats ecolored with chromate of lead;
hams externally eoated with chromate of lead ; bréad containing large quanti-
ties of alum ; and children’s powders and sleeping draughts containing poison-
ous doses of narcotics. Teas, w used to be almost universally adulterated,
are now good. This results from stri t laws enacted by Parliament, about
four years ago, for the inspection and analysis of teas landed at any port of
Great Britain. In the Sanitary Engineer of June 1,1880,1 find that seven thou-
?r?d chemh ot of adulterated tea had Eeen recently burned, under British laws, in

tish India.

The second essay, written by V. M. Davis, of New York city, gives many adul-
terations, and says, referring to this country: * Webelieve it noex: ration to
S adulterat is practiced wherever opportunity offers and pecuniary
profit or commercial advan is made thereby.”

The third, by Pr. William Newell, of Jersey City, N.J.,gives among other

poisons liable to be found in food and drink, *chromotes of lead, Brunswick
greens, red oxide of lead, arsenite of copper, sulphate of copper, tate of cop-
per, carbonate of eopper or verditer, carbonate of lead or white lead, bisulphuret
of mereury, sulphate of iron, boge, sulphate of lime, carbonate of lime, red
ferruginous earths, and other injurious subst ; that potted ts, fish, and
anchovies, eayenne, &c., are liable to contain red fead, or even bisulphuret of
mercury; and pickles, bottled fruits, and vegetables to contain copper;” and
that * gﬁ ramifications of adulteration extend over this whole country.”
The fourth and last is by Dr. O. W.Wlfhln. commissioner of ?ublic health of
Milwaukee. He names, under the head of usual adulterations of food and drink
in this country, lead in d vegetables and ts, corrosive sublimate in rind
of cheese, poisonous colors in confectionery, eaustic lime in lard, aniline colors
in fruit jellies, preserves, sausage, and wine, salts of tin in sugar, cocculus indi-
cus and tobacco in beer and ale, salts of copper in ricklas, sulphuriec acid in vin-
egar, and about twenty-five other deleterious adulterations, He says it is use-
less to attempt to estimate the number of deaths and the amount of sickness
caused by adulterated foods and drinks, ** but the articles used are known,and
the effects of such articles when taken into the human body.”

[Professor Johnson.]

In an essay read before the “American Social Science ™ at Saratoga, ontheSth
of last September, by Professor 8. W. Johnson, professor of «hemistry in the Shef-
field Scientific School, Yale College, I find, among other adulterations named, the
following as liable to be found :

Bread, with alum and sulphate of copper.

Yeast, with alum. -

Baking-powders, with alum, terra alba, plaster of Paris, whiting, and kaolin,

Milk, with a variety of articles.

Cheese, with potatoes, beans, oleomargarine, vermilion, red chalk, sulphate of

copper, arsenic, and corrosive

]Eaxd, with boiled starch, alum, and quicklime.

Confectionery, with chromate of lead, red lead, vermilion, Prussian blue, cop-
per, and arsenic. .

Pickles, with sulphuric acid and verdigris.

Mustard, with yellow ochre and chromate of lead.

Vinegar, with sulphuric acid, arsenic, and corrosive sublimate.

Coffee, with roasted acorns, spent tan-bark, spent logwood, mahogany, saw-
dust, and burnt liver of horses.

Teas, with a great variety of articles. .
OLEOMARGARINE.

1 have spoken of

the superior court of that ecity, and three other judges, certify ** that the testi-.
mony of no other scientific gentleman of that city would, in their judgment, be
entitled to higher respect.”
- Dr. Piper says his attention was first called Lo the subject by an article pub-
lished by Mr. Michels, before referred to, in the American Journal of Microscopy.
Since then he has examined a large number of specimens. He testifies that,
while no true butter can earry trichnse, eggs of the tape-worm, &e., he has found
in oleomargarine not only organie substances in the form of muscular and con-
nective tissue, and various fungi, but also living organisms which have resisted
boiling acetic aecid, and eggs resembling those of the tape-worm ; these he has
preserved to be shown to any who may desire to see them, and he has also mi-
eroscopic photographs of them. He thinks these may get in through the stom- |
achs of pigs and sheep in making the article, though he has found in it
imens of uncooked meat. Iis conclusion is that it is a dangerous article,
and that he would on no account permit its use in his family.

The Rev. E. Huber, microscopist, of Richmond, Va., writes in the Southern
Clinie of May, 1889, that oleomargarine differs in its microscopical appearance as
well as in its nutritive and dietetic qualities from true butter; that the fats in it
are not subjected to o heat sufficient to destroy the germs of seplic and putre-
factive organisms, and that there may also be introduced into the systewn by its
means the eggs which develop in tape-worm. And he also states that he has
frequently found in oleomargarine eggs resembling those of the tape-worm.

Mr, Michels says I have reason to believe that the refuss fat of at least one
pork-packing establishment is used for oleomargarine; and as the trade in-
creases, fat of every description will probably be offered for sale; even that
from the carcasses of diseased animals may be purchased without guilty knowl-
edge of the managers,

Professor Piper says it is not u to supp that one of these popu-
lated stomachs chopped up with the fat, even if washed and cleaned, may con-
tain thousands of living organisms,

. From an article in Boston Herald of January 8,183, 1 find that Dr. George B,
Harriman, a most respectable micr pist of Boston, well known to me, has re-
cently examined some twenty specimens of oleomargarine obtained from dif-
ferent dealers, and has found in every specimen more or less foreign substances,
o variety of animal and vegetable life. Among these were corpuscles from a

,and small bits of claws; the blood corpuscles of sheep; the eggofa
tape-worm. Yeast was found sprouting in derable quantities, and spores
of fungi were very Ens‘alaent; a portion_of a worm, a dead hydra viridis, por-
tions of muscular fibers, fatty cells, and eggs from some small parasite were
among the discoveries, ]

I find also in the American Journal of Microscopy of October, 1878, a letter
from the celebrated Enfhliah microscopist, W. H. inger, said to be the great-
est living authority on this subject, in which he shows that oleoma e 18 not
suhj to a heat sufficient to kill the living organisms which refuse fats are

liable to contain. -

In view of lhe‘ggasl and iucmsinf magnitude of this business; and the re-
port of the French Academy of Medicine; and the discoveries of the scientific
gentlemen before named; and the danger of using the raw fats and stomachs
of diseased animals, and of those thatdie on the cars, which number hundreds
of thousands annually; or of pleuro-pneumonia; or of cattle fever: or of hog
cholera; I think we have no reason to rejoice over. the erection of these enor-
mous factories which are now su ?Iying the tables of our hotels, restaurants,
boarding-houses, and private mmll es with ol garine butter and ch

Whatever else may be said by the greal capitalists e in their manu-
facture, one thing they ean not honestly deny, namely t not three men or
women in a hundred would eat an ounce of these articles if they could know
by color or otherwise what they were ng.

No man would knowingly give his wife or children for butter the raw un-
cooked fats of animals that may have died of cattle plague, hog cholera, or

1l

ucose as a giant which has grown in afew years to col 1
proportions, I will now speak of what I may properly call its twin-brother—
oleom: ine,

Few persons have any correct idea of the extent to which this article is now

made in this conntry. A le firm in New York city has recently contracted
with parties in Vermont f:!:&, 000firkins, to be delivered this year, for packing
oleomargarine butter,

It is estimated that there was made in this country last year about a hundred
millions of pounds,

It is sold, as I am informed, in almost ev butter stall in our Faneuil
Hall market, and large quantities of it, I am informed, are ship, to Vermont
to come back as Vermont butter. It is g:t up in beautiful forms as well as in
tubs and firkins, and can not ordinarily be distinguished from the products of
the milk of the cow.

1t is not only filling our markets in the shape of butter, but also as ch
Many c'rel.meﬂym and many large dairies, as I am informed, are now mixing 25
per cent. or more of olmmurg:rlne oil with their cheese,

Are these commodities unwholesome? Manufacturers will t.e]‘l‘gnu they are
even better than the products of the milk of the cow; and 11 show you
B e T oo sy e et

Ve m pho phs w a different Ty, an mony
of scientific men whom I believe.

i It is m great pity that chemical analyses are so expensive. A greal};lueose or
o e ,making millions of dollars, can easily afford to furnish all
the chemista in the country carefully prepared ples of their dities,
and pay the highest prices for analyses and certificates, But who is there in
this v to tiously collect from the highways and by-ways in our vari-
ous citiesand towns, a great variety of the cles actually sold, and pay honest
chemists to analyze them?

Professor Henry Leffman, one of the most re;m::hble chemists of Philadelphia,
states that he knows large establishments w employ scientific men simply
of adulterating and to invent new processes of adulteration.

of Medicine have, as I am informed. mﬂ&:mrbd
e is unfit for use in French h:l.s,mrl nch
refused to permit its nse in hospitals. The

und taken was, as I am informed, while it might be pom'.l?le to make,
# chemist's & pure article which would not be unwholesome, in

other di But how manufacturers are to either themselves or the
publie against the fats of such animals isa problem which no manufacturer or
chemist employed by him has, thus far, to my knowledge, attempted to explain,

If any one shall ever assert that such fats can not be used, Iam pre with
evidence to !)mve the contrary.

A new article of butter and cheese has recently made its appearance in West-
ern markets containing from 50 to 75 per cent. of hog's lard. The Chicago Tri-
bune, of November 17, 1880, states that fifteen factories in that eity are now en-

ged in its facture,and that one article used in making the cheese will
eat thyough the oak barrels in which it is kept. Conecerning its effects on the
I omach I have,thus far, no evidence.

r. WARNER, of Missouri, addressed the committee. [See Ap-

dix.

Mr. B}CMLLLDT addressed the committtee. .[See Appendix.]

Mr. ADAMS, of Tllinois. I do not believe that if this bill becomes
law butterine will cease to be manufactured and sold. Itwill nolonger
be sold as butter. It will besold for what it really is. If butterine can
be sold to the consumer under its own name as a substitute for butter,
dairymen will have no right to complain. They would have no more
right to complain than if olive oil, or even purified cotton-seed oil, were
to be generally used in this country as an article of food, as olive oil is
in some of the countries of Southern Europe.

But dairymen have a right to say that their product shall not be
counterfeited. This right of the dairyman is identical with the riflt
of the consumer. In ordi wcasea the consumer may beBletEhto is
own intelligence to protect against impositions. By the ex-
ercise of a msonahlg“gegme of caution he can protect himself from
frauds in under-weight and in under-measure. If he can not detect
a paper-soled shoe on inspection he detects it in the wearing of it, and

in one way or another he can impose a penalty upon the frandulent
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vender. As a general rule the doctrine of laissez faire can be applied.
Not so with many of the adulterations of food. Scientific inspection
is needed to detect the fraud, and scientific inspection is beyond the
reach of the ordinary consumer. In such cases the Government should
intervene. This is generally admitted to be a reasonable doctrine.
Many of the nations of Europe and many of the States of this Union
have recognized their obligations to their citizens to protect them
against frands which can not be detected by ordinary i ion, and
have passed statutes imposing penalties against adulterations of food,
whether injurious to health or not.

But it is said that legislation by the States of this Union is suffi-
cient. Congress, it is said, onght not tointerfere. True it is that Con-
gress as a general thing may well leave to the jurisdiction of the several
States laws relating to the public health and laws imposing a penalty
upon frauds of venders. But there are exceptions to the rule, and the
subject covered by this bill is one of them. When I hear gentlemen
insist that the fraudulent sale of butterine as butter may be safely left
to the jurisdiction of the several States and onghtnot to be handled by
Congress, I am reminded of 4n episode in my legislative experience.

Some years ago I was a member of the State senate of Illinois.
There came before that body a measure somewhat like this; whether
it related solely to oleomargarine or included other adulterations of
food I have forgotten. Oleomargarine was certainly included, and I
think had a prominent place in the bill and in the discussion upon
the bill. The bill was supported by about the same arguments that
we have heard on the floor of this House in support of this bill. It
was strennously opposed. What do you suppose, Mr. Chairman, was
the main argument used againstit? It was n less than this:
That thesubject could not be effectively handled by a State Legislature,
and therefore must be left to the action of Con%rm The reasoning
was this, and it struck me as having considerable force: Oleomargarine-
makers in Illinois manufacture not merely for consumption in Illinois,
but also for consumption in Missouri and other States. .

Oleomargarine-makers in Missouri manufacture partly for consump-
tion in Illinois. It is practically impossible to detect and arrest the
product as it passes to and fro across State lines. However strict the
law against it might be in Illinois, we could not be sure that other
States would pass similar laws and enforce them atricﬂ;_r against the
sale of oleomargarine for consumption in Illinois. 'We might suppress
the manufacture in Illinois and thereby benefit the manufacturers in
other States. The consumer in Illinois would not be protected. He
would simply eat butterine not made in Illinois but made in some other
State. Nothing will be effective except a national law, enforced every-
where with equal strictness throughout the United States. This was
the argnment which I heard against the enactment of an anti-butterine

law by a State Legislature,

Now I find myself in Congress, and the butterine bill is in Congress,
too. And when I listen for the substantial objections to such a bill,
lo, and behold ! I find that it is claimed that it is not a fit subject for
national legislation, because it belongs properlyin the State Legislature.

That is to say, when I was in the State senate and the butterine bill
was there I was told that it ought not to be there because it ought to
be here, while now that I am here and the butterine hill is here I am
told that it onght not to be here because it ought to be there. -

Perhaps the wisest course would be to assume that it might properly

be in both places at the same time. We ought to supplement with [

Congressional action the supervision of the subjects by the States. We
impose an internal-revenue tax on beer and whisky, and it claims to
be enforced uniformly in all the States of the Union. But the sale of
Peer and whisky is also subject to tion by the States. One State

“permits it under a low license, ano State permits it under a high

license, while still another does not permit it at all. - Even counties
and cities within the same State may adopt varying regulations on the
subject and may vary them from time to time. i1

Sowithbutterine. 'We maylay an internal-revenue tax upon it every-
where within the United States. 'We may supervise its manufacture
and sale by Federal officials. At the same time we leave to the several
States to say what further regulations they shall impose within their
respective limits.

The advantages to be gained by national supervision are twofold.
We prevent a frand upon the consumer. We afford a safeguard to the
public health. There is no doubt in my mind that some butterine is
wholesome food. There is just as little donbt that, as it is sometimes
made, it is injurious to health, to say the leastofit. And as the or-
dinary consumer can not detect the difference between that which is
properly made and that which is not, it is a legitimate funection of
government to give the citizen the means of ascertaining whether it
is wholesome or unwholesome. It is a great step in the right direc-
tion to compel the retail dealer, if he sells it at all, to sell it for what
it is. :

‘When I buy butter I am tolerably secure against serions harm. If
the butter is badly made, it is not usually dangerous to health unless
it is bad enough to betray itself tothesenses. Ineed nowarning against
adulterations injurions to health when I buy butter. And, :%e.refore,
when I buy butterine as butter I am liable to injury without warning.

XVII—-316

But when I buy butterine as butterine I am put on my guard, and I
shall be likely to investigate the quality of the butterine that I buy;
that is, I know I am buying something which, if carefully made, con-
tains nothing injurions to health, but which, if carelessly or improp-
erly made, carries, it is said, the germs of disease.

Mr. Chairman, 1 think that when we have gone as far as this we have
gone far enough. If we can see to it that butterine is sold only under
its own name to the consumer, we can safely leave to the consumer the
task of distinguishing between good butterine and bad. He will be
aided first by the natural rivalry between butterine and butter, and
secondly by the rivalry between different makers of butterine. The
rivalry between different makers of butterine will be a very eifective

ney in extirpating the unwholesome product. It does not operate
ectively now, because a very large part of the butterine now manu-
factured is intended to be sold to the consumer as butter. Itisnot
seriously pretended that it is sold as butter by the manufacturer to the
wholesale dealer or by the wholesale dealer to the retailer. The frand
intervenes between the retailer and the consumer.

If this bill becomes a law the manufacturer, in order to find a mar-
ket, will be obliged to take npon himself the trouble and expense of
persuading the consumer to buy it for what it is. He can do this only
by making a pure and wholesome article. He must persuade the con-
sumer that it is wholesome and pure.

Therefore, Mr, Chairman, if any butterine-maker is willing to put
his product into sealed and stamped packages, which can pass from the
manufacturer to the wholesale dealer, and from the wholesale dealer to
the retail dealer, and from the retail dealer, with the stamps still un-
broken, to the consumer he ought to be allowed to do so. If this
course were adopted by any one or a few prominent manufacturers all
oleomargarine that can not stand the test of the microscope will soon
vanish from the market. :

To give the manufacturer this right is to treat him as we treat the
manufacturer of tobacco. When the eonsumer of smoking-tobacco wants
to buy 4 or 8 ounces of a particnlar brand he does not have to depend
on the integrity of the retail dealer to give him what he wants. The
retailer giveshim a4 or 8 ounce package, which has been put up, sealed,
and stamped in the factory. He knows just what he gets, If he finds
any defect init be can place the responsibility upon the manufacturer,
and the fact that the identity of the thingsold can be traced back from
the consumer to the manufacturer will compel the manufacturer either
to make a wholesome article or to retire from business. An article so
packed and stamped by the manufacturer can not besold asbutter. It
can not be nsed as an instrument of fraud. It can not injure the pub-
lic health. To forbid the use of such packages isto encourage the prac-
tice of fraud on the consumer by the retail dealer.

As the bill now stands the manufacturer must pack the product in
packages of not less than 10 pounds, while the retail dealer is re-
quired to sell from the original package. The retailer whose customer
wants 1 or 2 pounds must dish the requisite amount out of the 10-

pound package. I desire to amend the bill at the proper time, so that

the retailer may sell to the consumer a 1 or 2 pound package just asit
comes, with the seals and the internal-revenue stamps unbroken, from
the factory. To effect this change will require certain amendments to
section 6 of the bill. I trust that the committee will recognize that
these amendments will practically improve the measure.

Mr, CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, if this isa bill to raise revenue the
pains and penalties proposed to be placed upon the manufacturer or the
seller are too high to bear the burdens proposed by the act under con-
sideration. The tax proposed to be imposed upon this article can not
produce revenue. If revenue is the object, make the pains and penal-
ties less, and the tax less onerous, and you produce revenue. If the
ohject of the bill is to legislate an industry of this country out of ex-
istence, the tax is not high enough, and the painsand penalties are not
in proportion to produce such a result.

If it is true, as elaimed, that thearticle now under consideration pro-
duces disease and contagion and death, where is the evidence? I do
not say that we should depend upon chemical analysis. Let us go to
the facts. If humanity is disturbed or diseased by the use of this ar-
ticle, we are without any evidence before this House to that effect. If
such is the fact, we should consider directly the question of abolishing
the production of this article altogether as deleterious and injurious to
the public health,

If the object of the bill is revenue, make your tax low and your pains
and penalties lower; then you will get revenue, as you have done upon
whisky. Let us not, standing within the mere letter of the Constitu-
tion, undertake by indirection through heavy taxation and severe pains
and penalties to exclude an article of food from the market. Asweall
know, the farmer is the great producer. His industry, which raises
from the earth that which supplies to man his food—an industry which
makes this country great and powerful—should not be tampered with,
but should be fostered and protected for its benefits and blessings, and
not by the destruction of other industries. I am not quite sure that
the farmers of the country claim such exclusive and personal benefits
which manifestly injure the business and means of livingof others, who
are equally entitled to fair and just government.
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But whatever we do, let us not fight any branch of industry by in-
direction, as this bill clearly does in all its essential discrimination.
i I am opposed to the centralization of all power here
and especially those reserved to the States, where the
for the protection of persons and property of the
citizen. Butf assuming that the gentleman from Georgia is correct in
his statement of the law passed by that State, suppose the adjoining
State should not.pass sucha law, then the maker of oleomargarine wonld
go to that State, just as under the system of allowing the several coun-
ties in a State their ‘‘ local option *” as to the use or sale of ardent spirits,
if one county adopts the prohibition and the adjoining county permits
the sale and use of intoxicating liquors, the business is destroyed in
one county, while the adjoining connty makes profit from that destruc-
tion. If, in the manufacture of oleomargarine, there is anything so
pernicions as represented, let us put it down by direction, not by indi-
rection.

But, Mr. Chairman, suppose we carry out the principle of this legis-
lation. Suppose we raise a tax upon spurious coffee, so much com-
plained of and so deleterious. Suppose we fax molasses, so much of
which is made of rags until people are afraid touse the article. Sup-
pose this principle were applied to the manufacture of whisky. In
Pennsylvania we produce rye whisky. Suppose the Pennsylvania pro-
ducers of whisky from rye should come tfo this angust assemblage of
the nation’s wisdom, representing that whisky made of corn produces,
as the papers say, Bright’s disease, and asking that corn whisky be
legislated out of existence by taxation. Every member on this floor
from Kentucky would protest earnestly against such legislation [laugh-
ter], and in that protest they would be joined most emphatically by
members from the State of Ohio.

Again, Mr. Chairman, the enterprise of the South is introducing on
the slopes of the mountains there the culture of the olive, which is
likely to be a great success. Bu when that industry shall be suc-
cessful, the producers of olive oil should determine that the uction
of the oil expressed from the cotton seed should be legi out of ex-
istence. You will have parties interested in the manufacture of olive
oil knocking at the doors of this House and asking such legislation.

nMr;u_']I'ILLM&N. California already produces large quantities of
olive .

Mr, CURTIN. Iknow that fact; but if the producers of olive oil
should succeed in convincing that the production of the oil
from cotton seed should be legislated out of existence that production
would go to the wall, and one of the greatstaples of a part of this coun-
try would suffer destruction,

Sir, I would like to find where are the graveyardsin which are buried
those persons whose lives have been shortened by the use of the article
we are now asked to legislate against, There is not before the Honse
any evidence of the fearful diseases or contagions which it is alleged to
produce. Mr. Chairman, the average American ought to know, if he
does not, what he buys. He ought to be the judge of what is useful
food for himself and family, and he has a right to get for his family
what he and they eat where he can buy it on the most reasonable terms;
that is a personal right of every American citizen of which he should
not be deprived. Mr. Chairman, there is not a country in Europe
which does not eause all food to undergo a rigid examination, and of
the liquids nsed as well, and it must be fresh in the memory of the
members of this Honse since our beef and pork were excluded from the
markets of Germany. To such legislation I would give my hearty
approbation.

Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to my friend from
Pennsylvania [Mr., CURTIN] if it is shown that any kind of whisky
produces Bright’s disease I would not oppose voting it out of existence
simply because it might benefit some other person who made something
else. It is sufficient to know it is producing disease, and thatit isunfit
for use.

Mr. CURTIN. Is that to be taken ount of my time, Mr. Chairman?
[Great laughter and ngplause.]

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ihave the floor. Sy

The CHATRMAN., The committee will come to order, asitisimpos-
sible to nnderstand what is'going on unless members will resume their

seats,

Mr. CURTIN. Why, sir, there is not a nation on the face of the
globe which does not have provision of law for the inspection of food
sold to the people. How is it about your pork and about your beef
sent to Germany; are they not inspected?

Mr. MILLIKEN. I insist upon being allowed to proceed.

Mélr. CURTIN. Do nottake up toomuch of my time. [Greatlaugh-
ter.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests gentlemen to resume their

seats, :

Mr. CURTIN. If you wish to make sanitary regulations, then make
them like men and let us understand that they are sanitary regulations,
and for that purpose only.

The CHAI%MAN . The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania
has expired, and the Chair recognized the gentleman from Maine [Mr.

in Washi

MiLLikeN], who is entitled to the floor.

Mr. CURTIN. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I thought he
was taking up my time.

The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman’s has expired.

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have the floor, I believe.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is ized.

Mr, HATCH. I move that the committee rise.

Mr, MILLIKEN. I am on the floor and the gentleman can not take
me off without my consent.

The CHATRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted.
The formal amendment was submitted by the gentleman from Tllinois
to strike out the last word.

. MILLIKEN. I move to strike out the last two words.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed.

Mr, MILLIKEN. Mr. irman, it would give me great gratifica-
tion to have the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr, CURTIN ] make my
speech if he was on the right side, for I have no doubt he would make
a much better speech than I could.

I was proceeding to say when interrupted that this bill seems to be
fought by a few gentlemen here with a pessistency equal to the profits
in this fraudunlent business, and in a way as unwarranted as the prod-
nct itself is dishonest. It is fonght by every manner of filibustering,
and by introducing amendments frivolous in the last And it
has been fonght in a legitimate way, too, with a great deal of skill.,

It gives me pleasure always to listen to the very eloquent remarks of
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and I never lis-
ten to him with more delight than when he getsupon his favorite prop-
osition that one man or one industry should not be taxed for the ben-
efit of another. There is a little trick of oratory in this—and I do not
say it in an offensive way, for it has been used by great orators in the
past as well asin the present—and that is to urge upon the House, or
upon the audience, as the case may be, a proposition which they en-
tirely agree with, and get them tho; y warmed up and enthusiastic
in their embrace of that proposition, and then by a skill which only
the accomplished orator understands transfer that enthusiasm to the
subject which is before them. So my friend made his remarks and
argued upon this proposition that one industry gshounld not be taxed out
of existence for the benefit of another. 'Who disputes the correctness
of that proposition? No one in thid House. No one disputes it at all.
Baut, sir, that is not the question hefore the House. The question is
whether we shonld raise a revenue on a manufactured article which is
stated to be a frand. The evidence of its frandulent character is that
it stalks forth not under its own name, but under that of another. It
has gone out, ever since its invention, to the country as butter and not
as oleomargarine. And I say that the fact that it assumes p disgnise,
fearing that its name would discover its bad character, is eviflence that
itis a fraud. Hewho counterfeits food is worse and more wicked than
he who counterfeits money, and deserves to suffer a severer penalty,

Now in favor of what industry do our friends on theother side say this
legislation is to operate? Is that legislating for one industry against
another when you legislate this fraud out of existence in favor of the
honest farming element of the country ? Why, Mr. Chairman, itis the
very father and mother of all industries. The farmer produces the
prime necessities of life. You all know that every man here, whether
he be a farmer, or a doetor, or a lawyer, or anything else, is as closely
identified and interested in the avocation of the farmer, that avocation
which produces all we eat and drink and the material of all we wear,
as the man himself who pursues that avocation.

Not only that, sir, but it is that which gives to the great cities its
manhood. There is not a eity on earth that counld live for three hun-
dred years if the countrydid not furnish it with its manhood as well as
with food. The strong man comes from the country, where, bred in
the pure air, he aequires strength and vigor. He comes to the city,
but in its turmoils and cares and interests he exhausts his manhood
and his strength. He can not reproduce himself. The country that
sent him must send another in his place.

The farmers are the conservative force of the country, to be relied
u}:on in times of excitement which threaten the good order and safety
of society.

‘Who ever heard of a riot of farmers? They are not those who pull
down the column Venddme, who destroy the Tuileries, with all those
records so valuable to mankind. They are rather the conservatoxs of the
genius and labor of the past. They are neither communists, socialists,
nor anarchists. They above all others are sober-minded and deliberate.
Their patriotism is proverbial. Their possessions are a part of the
country itself. They can not pocket these and depart for other lands.
If we have bad government they can not escape it. They must live
under and suffer it or improve it.

Hence they have been of all people the most to be relied upon to
stand steadily by real and needed movements of reform, while they
have been the first and strongest to defend good government and whole-
some laws. :

Amid the mutterings and threatenings and bloody collisions in our
great cities who does not see the wisdom of strengthening this great
conservative element of our nation, the thinking, reflecting, intelligent,
patriotic farmers? How soon we shall need their conservative power
no one can say. Let us see that they are not driven from their useful
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fields of labor by any great and powerful interests that stand behind a
counterfeit.

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee do now rise.

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the chairman of the committee will yield
me five minutes. I want to say a word for these farmers. :

Mr, HATCH. YVery well; I will withdraw the motion.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, the farmers of this country have
been so persistently misunderstood, not to say misrepresented, in the
course of this debate that I shall ask the House to give me only the
brief space of -five minutes to enable me to set them right, if they need
to be set right, before this committee. Iaskthattime to set at rest
some of the misre tations that have been made with reference to
the pending question.

It has been stated on this floor, and reiterated timeand again, that the
farmers are here demanding financial protection for their industries, and
I reply that such is not the truth. They do not ask any such protec-
tion. They ask protection not for the purpose of advancing the value
of the products of the farms and dairies, but they simply ask the pro-
tection of thelaw of the land; that protection which is thrown around
all of our citizens in their property, and just as every other citizen in
the land is entitled to protection under the Constitution and the law
to life, liberty, and property. They ask that and nothing more, and
io say that they make any other demand is to say that which can not
be sustained. They are not asking here protection in the sense that
their products may be advanced in value, but they ask the protection,
I repeat, of the law of the land; that and nothing else.

This is a subject with which we had to deal in the committee, and
we investigated it, and I have the testimony before me. That ques-
tion was asked Mr. Reall, the president of the American Agricultural
and Dairy Association, and nobody will dispute his capacity toanswer
it. He was asked what protection do you want; and are you endeav-
gri_ng ?to break down this industry in order to build up that of the

airy

‘What is his answer ? He says:

‘We only want fair competition, and care not how great it is if it be with a gen~
uine article.

That is all they demand. They do not want to come into competi-
tion with their own stolen name. Are you not willing to t the
statement of the head of the agricultural organization of the United
States? Are you not willing to accept the truth of his statement?
What does Mr, Littler say, who is secretary of the Iowa Dairy Asso-
ciation, secretary of the Chicago Produce Exchange, and the head of
rganization? When asked the question, What do

the great Western o
you desire the protection for—is it one industry against another ? His
answer wass,

No, sir; we ask nothing of the sort; honest competition can be no cause of
complaint upon our part.

‘What do you say to that, gentlemen? Is that in harmony with the
statement you are making here that this is an effort to build up the
butter interests of the country at the nse of a legitimate industry ?

What does Mr. Hughes say, the president of the Baltimore Produce
Exchange? He said that they do not want legislation for the purpose
of destroying an industry.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then a nominal tax is all that is required.

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. Hughes says in response to similar questions
asked him:

Put oleomargarine or butterine in com
from the beef fat or lard and it will not

tition with butter as it is turned out
t butter in the least.

Mr. Chairman, that is the uniform tenor of all the testimony taken.
All they ask is fair competition. Then what do you gentlemen com-
plain of? They say that the fraudulent character of this compound
and its sale under the name of ‘“butter’ is an evil, an injury, and an
injustice, and it is that of which they complain. Mr. Hughessays all
we ask is to have this compound placed before the country in its proper
light. Mr. Littler says all we ask is that the country may have in}c)uer-
mation of the sale of this product under its proper colors to protect
them. He wants the people to be informed of what it is, and not that
it shall sail under false colors. 'What then becomes of your charge that
this is an endeavor on the part of the farmers to break down one great
industry to bnild up or help their own?

Again, Mr. Chairman, as to the constitutional power to levy the tax.
I presume it will not be questioned that we have the power to levy such
{axes as are necessary for the support of the Government, and these taxes
must be levied upon property and objects to be selected by
If then you are toselect an article on which revenue is to be raised, by
what principle are you to be governed? Can you select one better
adapted to it than the one in question? for this will be a tax not only
that produces revenue, but one which at the same time protects the prop-
erty the farmers have in the good name and in the good will which that
good name has given to one of their principal products.

Are youin favor of honesty ordishonesty? Are you willing to protect
butter against the theft of its own good name? If you are against dis-
honesty, gentlemen, and want to raise money, the question is how much
is necessary to be raised, and how can you best select the property to
which to apply it—not how much is necessary to break down the indus-
try or runitont. We took testimony also upon this point of dishonesty

in the sale of this product with a view to profits and raising revenue,
and the testimony shows that not more than 1 per cent. of the whole of
this stuff that is sold in the oonnh-mas been sold for what it really is.
It is never sold for anything else t butter.

Mr, TILLMAN (from his seat). How about bad whisky.

Mr. MORGAN. There is no frandulent whisky. My friend thinks
all whisky is good. [Laughter.] But here is a substance made at a
cost of 7{ cents a pound which is sold for butter for not less than 26
cantsaoaxund, and often retails at from 30 cents to 36 cents a pound.
If 200,000,000 pounds of this stuff is sold at a dishonest profit of 200
per cent., is not here a splendid and legitimate field to turn at least
100 per cent. of that profit from the pocket of the fraudulent vender to
the coffers of the Government? If this is not a suitable place to im-

a tax, where is one? P

Good butter can not be made for less than 20 cents per pound; the
best oleomargarine or butterine can be made for 7} cents per pound.
Here is, then, under the inexorable law of production, a protective
tariff of about 175 cent. per pound in favor of this product, It will
always sell at retail at the price of butter, or just enongh under to com-
mand the trade. No person can tell it from the smell, from the taste,
or by the eye from creamery butter. It is given the favor, the savor,
and the flavor of butter, and its steals its good name and its good wi
with consumers, Neither whisky nor tobacco, both of which should
be taxed as long as money is required to be raised to support the Gov-
ernment, affords so just a field for taxation. Without burden to the
people, or even affecting the price of the article, a splendid revenne
can be raised from it.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Isubmit the amendment which I send

to the desk. -
The Clerk read as follows:
Add to section 4 the following: ;
“Provided, Thatthe provisions of this, and the pPeceding sections, shall not
apply to any man . wholesale or retail dealer in oleomargarine who,

under such rules and regulations as shall be established by the Commissioner

of Internal Revenue, shall show to the satisfaction of said Commissioner that
the ol garine factured, sold, or offered for sale by them or either of
them isas wholesome in every respect as hutter.”

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I offer the amendment which
I send to the desk.

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment will be read for information.

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows:

Strike out of line 4 of section 4 the words “ one thousand " and insert * fifty ; "
and strike out of line 9 the words “five hundred” and insert “ fifty."

Mr. HATCH. I am advised by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
BRECKINRIDGE] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] that
they do not desire to to this amendment. The debate on this -
section has already run forty or fifty minutes. I ask unanimous con-
sent that debate on this section and amendments thereto be closed.

Mr. DUNHAM. Oh, no.

Mr. HATCH. Then I move that the committee rise.

Mr. BAYNE. I think unanimous consent may be had.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous
gimsent that debate on the pending section and amendments thereto be
Mr. DUNHAM. I guess we had better do it in the regular way.

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union having had under consideration the
bill (H. R. 8328) had come to no resolution thereon.

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con-
sidering bills raising revenue. And ing that motion I move that
all debate upon the pending section of the bill (H. R. 8328) and amend-
ments thereto be limited to one second.

The motion was to. -

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union was agreed to.

The House ingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and resumed the
consideration of the bill H. R. 8328,

The CHAIRMAN. By orderof the House all debate on the pending
section and amendments thereto is limited to one second. The Clerk
will read the amendment submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], whichisan amendment to the text of thesection.

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I desire to make a parliamentary in-

quiry.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. With the liberality with which this
discussion has been conducted heretofore I presume the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. HaTcH] will divide the time. [Laughter.

Mr. HATCH. I will be moregenerous than that. I will yield itall
to my colleague.

The amendment proposed by Mr. BREOKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was
again read. :
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The CHAIRMAN, All debate on the section and amendments
thereto is limited to one second,

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I have that second.

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri will proceed.

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I wish to say that in all—

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
[Langhter. ]

The amendment was disagreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is next on the amendment sub-
mitted by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. WARNER].

The amendment was again read.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 95.

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I wish to reserve the point of mo
quorum for the purpose of making an inquiry. I do not wish to delay
the vote on this bill. Is the gentleman who has charge of it willing
that a vote should be taken on this amendmentin the House ? I look
upon it as being material, and have offered it in good faith.

Mr. HATCH. 8o far as I am personally eoncerned I would have no
objection. But I have acted in this matter for the committee that have
this bill in charge; and I do not regard the amendment offered by the
gentleman in the light he does. I think it would be utterly impossi-
ble and impracticable to carry it out. There is no such thing as oleo-
margarine that is as wholesome in every respect as butter.

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I do not make the point as to a quo-
rum.

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was dis-

agreed to.
The Clerk read section 6, as follows:

SEc, 6. That all oleomargarine shall be packed by the manufacturer thereof
in firkins, tubs, or other wooden not before used for that pu.rgoae, each
containing not less than 10 pounds, and marked, , and branded as the
Commissioner of Internal l{:,venue, with the approval of the Secretary of the
Treasury, shall prescribe ; and all sales mads by manufacturers of ol A~
rine and wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall be in original stamped pack-
ages. Retail dealers in oleos ine must sell only from original stamped
packages, in quantities not ex ng 10 pounds, and 1 pack the oleomarga-
rine sold by them in suitable wooden pac which shall be marked and
b ded as the C issi of Internal enue, with the approval of the

Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe. Every person who sells or offers
for sale,or delivers or offers to deliver, any oleomargarine in any other form
than in new wooden packages as above described, or who packs in any package
any oleo rine in any manner contrary to law, or who falsely brands any
package or affixes a stamp on any package d ting a less a t of tax than
that required by law, shall be fined for each offense not less than §100 nor more
than $1,000, and be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than two
years.

Mr. SPOONER. I regret to find so many of my friends, for whose
opinions I usually have much respect, differing from me concerning the
propriety of this proposed legislation. That difference, I apprehend,
arises largely from a mistaken or distorted view upon their part of the
facts involved and of the actual evils requiring correction; for I am sure
I am as much opposed as any of them can be fo fraud in any mannfact-
ure, and particularly in any article of food, and I as strongly insist that
each should be sold for what it actually is, and that no imposition should
be practiced npon the purchaser. Our difference, I believe, is as to the
necessities and methods of legislation. 2

With the progress of civilization comeinventions, improvements, and
scientific discoveries; and, while all that is new is not necessarily good,
nor necessarily better than the old which it attempts to compete with,
supplement, or supplant, intélligent legislators, mindful of the history
of the past, teeming with prudential lessons, should hesitate to inter-
pose any barriers to legitimate industry and business enterprise, save
such as experience and necessity dictate. New methods and processes
for the utilization of various products have marked our progress in.the

t, and will unquestionably accompany our progress in the future,
among which canned meats, fruits, and preserves, condensed milk, pre-
pared soups and meat extracts, oleomargarine, and other products of
inventive skill have grown to be important, if not indispensable, articles
of food consumption.

This bill proposes to impose special taxes, as follows: Upon manu-
facturers of oleomargarine, $600; upon wholesale dealers in the same,
$480; upon retail dealers, $48; and an additional tax of 10 cents is also
imposed upon every pound of the article produced, which taxation, if
it does not destroy the entire industry and utterly prevent the manu-
facture and sale of oleomargarine (as the advocates of this bill seem-
ingly intend), must necessarily largely increase its cost to consumers.
Are the advocates of this bill seeking either of these results?

Now, if I am correctly informed, many of the advocates of this bill
have indulged in gross exaggeration of statement, entirely unjustified
by any acts which have come to my knowledge. They overstate their
case; forif oleomargarine is the unwholesome product they deseribe, and
yet has acquired an annual sale of one hundred and fifty or two hun-
dred million pounds, who ean reconcile its continued p ase and great
consumption with the continued health of our people and the survival
of its consumers?

All reasonable purity in food isextremely desirable; but hypercritical
analysis is scarcely to be commended, and if invoked might discredit
many healthful articles of food in general use.

He is a bold and I think an imprudent man who would attempt to
trace every attractive and palatable dish upon his table back to its origi-

nal constituents and through its various manipulations. If he should
insist upon absence of any cause for suspicion, I fear he would ecit little
and drink less, ;

Even the water we drink, if persistently traced from its sources
through its devious and questionable channels, would excite our sus-
picion and perhaps owr disgust.

The same people who are loudest in their protests against Germany’s
exclusion of American hog products (upon the pretense of their un-
healthfulness) are among those who are the most bitter in their war-
fare against ‘‘ oleomargarine,’’ as defined by this bill—a product of this
identical American hog! What is lard—rendered from what fats and
how? - Yet it is one of the articles most commonly and generally nsed
in the cooking of our people. And how is its purity and healthfulness
vouched for more fully than is oleomargarine, mannfactured by respon-
sible parties from the best of it? What are sausages? From what
kinds and qualities of meats made ? -

Mr. PRICE. I giveit up. [Launghter.]

Mr. SPOONER. And in what packed ?

Mr. MILLIKEN, I suggest if the gentleman from Rhode Island can
et:ﬁlain what saunsages are he can tell what oleomargarine is, [Laugh-

Mr. SPOONER. Yet there is no proposition to tax any of these prod-
ucts, save oleo: ine, out of existence.

Are not the advocates of this bill pressing their inquiries too far, and
in a direction calculated to injure the very interests they claim to sup-

rt? “ For people will talk, you know!’ And I am surely justi-

ed in assuming that ‘‘ choice beef fats’’ are at least equally unob-
jectionable with lard. ;

Why then this war on these products? If unwholesome, or if sold for
what they are not, I heartily assent to such legislation from proper
sources—by Con if necessary—to prevent the sale of the unhealth-
ful and compel the sale of the others for only what they really are; but
I cap not, under any such pretense as this bill makes, lend my voice or
my vote to the destruction of one legitimate domestic industry for the
advantage of another, however great or important that other may be.
Such an attempt seems to me inconsistent with any theory of the cor-
rect and honorable exercise of my duty as a legislator.

I have heard some of these gentlemen, who I fear are afflicted with
peculiarly vigorous imaginations, stigmatize oleomargarine in terms
unjustified by any facts which have come to my knowledge.

They have called it ‘‘bogus,’”’ ‘‘counterfeit,” ***dirty,” *filthy,"
‘‘poisonous !’ Adjectives have failed them with which to express their
disgust and abhorrence; and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER-
80N ] apparently attempted to persuade the House that the recipe from
which it is usually manufactured is identical with that by which the
‘‘witches’ broth’’ in Macbeth was compounded! Yet I have heard no
authentic statement in support of such extraordinary charges; nothing
save wild and extravagant assertions, based upon little else than vague
speculations and suspicions; for it certainly is not *“bogus’ or ‘‘counter-
feit?? if it is sold for what it is.

Now, 1 am neither a manufacturer, a physician, nor a chemist;»but
perhaps I should not be accounted singular in ing the disposi-
tion, not uncommon certainly in the locality which I represent, to be
guided by reliable testimony, rather than by intemperate abuse and
unsupported assertions. I will therefore let manufacturers, chemists,
scientists, and physicians speak and give to you the facts upon which
I necessarily base my judgment.

Mr. Philip D. Armour, of the celebrated firm of Armour & Co., of
Chicago, in his sworn affidavit, presented by the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. DuNHAM], gives a clear and definite statement of the in-
gredients used in the manufacture of oleomargarine and butterine and
describes the entire process of manufacture. Thataffidavit is asfollows.

StaTE OF ILLIxOI1S, Cook Countly, ss:

Philip D. Armour, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a resi-
dent of the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, and that he is a member of
the firm of Armour & Co. 0

Deponent further says that said firm of Armour & Co., in the course of their
business, makes and sells oleomargarine and butterine, and that this deponent
knows of his own knowledge the materials and the methods used by said

in the making of said products. They are as follows:

METHODS OF MANUFACTURE.

The fat is taken from the cattle in the process of slaughtering, and after thor-
oughly washing is placed in a bath of clean, cold water and surrounded with ice,
where it is allowed to remain until all animal heat hasbeen removed. It isthen
cut into small pi by hinery and ked at a temperature of about 150
degrees until the fat in liquid form has rated from the fibrine or tissue;
then settled until it is perfectly clear. Then it is drawn into graining vats and
allowed to stand a day, when it is ready for the ];m The pressing extracts
the stearine, leaving the remaining produet, which is commercially known as
oleo oil, which, when churned with cream or milk, or both, and with usually &

roportion of creamery butter, the whole being properly salted, gives the new

F prodnch,bolcomnrgnri.ne.
In making bulterine we use neutral lard, which is made from selected leaf lard
in a very similar manner to oleo oil, excepting that no stearine is extracted.
This neatral lard is cured in saltbrine for forty-eight toseventy hours at an ice-
water temperature. It is then taken and, with the desired proportion of oleo
oil and fine butter, is churned with cream and milk, producing an article which,
when properly salted and packed, is ready for market,

In both cases coloring matter is used which is the same as that used by dairy-
men to color their butter, Atecertain seasonsof the year, namely, in cold weather,
asmall quantil‘.% of salad oil made from cotton seed is used to soften the texture
of the produet, but this is not generally used by us,
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Deponent further says that no other material or substance except as above
stated is used by Armour & Co. in making oleomargarine or buiterine,

Deponent further says that he has read the statement made in a re of the
Committee on Agncultum to the House of Representatives pu ng to give
the materials used in making oleomargarine and butterine, and he says that
none of the malerials or substances therein enumerated are used by Armour &
Co. in making said produets or either of them except as herein stated.

Deponent further says that he has read a letter dated May 19, 1886, sisned
Armour & Co., Swift & Co., George H. Hanmmond & Co., N. K. Fairbank & Co.,
and Samuel W Allerton, a copy of which is hereto attached, and he says that
the same is the letter of the parties whose names are attached there thereto, and that
the statements therein made so far asthe same relate to Armour & Co.are true,
and so far as they relate to the other parties signing said letters, he upon in-
formation believm them to be true.

And this dep t further dep and says that no ingredient is or ever has
been used by said firm of Armour & Co. in the manufacture of said oleomarga-
rine and butterine which is in any way injurious to health.

PHILIP D. ARMOUR,

Bubscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of May, 1886,
[sEAL.] EVERETT N, Nolary Public.

In the ‘“Marx case,’’ in New York, the following sworn tammony
was given:
By Professor Henry Morton:

Iam of the sci of technol gy at the Stevens Instliute. Bnbokun.
and have been l'or fourteen years. I haveseen ol garine
and analyzed it frequently, and have obtained know!adge abont it ﬁom rendiug
in reference toihs ry from the time it was first devised and introduced up

to the presen

Iam rm:nllinr with the article known as dairy butter, and have analyzed and
examined it,

Oleomargarine isa word used for two things. It is often used for the product
obtained by the treatment of fats, by which there is gotten out from the fat a pure
fatty substance having almost the identical elements of fats existing in butt

A great deal has been said in regard to the poor grade of fats from which the
oleo e is made, Any one making such assertions in regard to the fats
is simply ignorant of the whole subject. When a fat has become in the least
tainted it can no longer be used for this purpose, as it is impossible to remove
the odor from the fat after it has once acquired it,

The use of substitutes for butter seems to be steadily on the increase in this
country. When good butter is at from 40 to 50 cents per pound, it has passed
be; the means of persons in moderate circumstances, and they have the
fh?ice of three

ute,

The following letters of recent date give the opinions of competent
authorities, who personally witnessed the manufacture, as to the char-
acter of the process employed and the resulting products :

Cmicaco, May 15, 1886.

GESTLEMEN: It gives us pleasure to say to you that we have recently visited
your factory at the Union -Yards, in this city, and thoroughly examined
the whole process of the mﬂnmulntian and manufacture of butterine and oleo-
margarine. We cheerfully testify that we consider the Froducts cleanly, lw.la-
table, and wholesome food products, containing noth injurious or detri-
mental to health, but, on the contrary, cheap and desirable substitutes for tho
medium grades of dairy butter.

Yours, respectfully

things—to do without, to use poor butter, or to use some substi-

CYRUS EDSON,
OSCAR C. DE WOLF', M. D.
Messrs, AnMoUR & Co., Chicago.

ILLINOIS STATE BoARD oF HEALTH,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Bpringfield, I, May 17, 1836,
ENTLEMEN : While ea%ged in an official investigation with regard to the
almghmringof beef atthe Yards, accompanied h? C\E rus Edson,
of the New York board or health, and Dr. O, O, De Wolf, health

And the word is also used to indicate the marketable article prod when that
gnmfauy substance is churned up with milk or eream, and perhaps mixed with
utter, so as to be in a condition of nolldiﬂ.ea&lon for use on the table.
Q. meamor, will you state the g haract rguarine I
as far as wholesomeness is concerned ?
A, In my opinion it 18 precisely as wholesome as dairy butter,

By Professor Charles F. Chandler:

My profession lithd. of a chemist, and has been for thirty years. Besides

oollege TOf ip at Columbia College and mg:onnmiou with the Colleg
ys?oimu and Surfwm and the College of Pharmacy, I have been chem

of the board of health for many years, and for twelve yvears its president. Iwas
chairman of the sanitary committee for three years, In connection with my pro-
fession and business, Iriave examined the substance known as ol e,
and compared it with the product known as dairy butter.

Q. What is the difference between the two articles, so far as wholesomencss is
concerned ?

A. There is no difference,

Q. How does the one eoaupare with the other, so far as cleanliness is concerned ?

manner.

A. Oleomargarine is manufactured in a very cleanly

No attempt was made to contradiet this testimony.

The following opinions have been given by scientific men:

George F. Barker, University of Pannsvlvan says it is perfectly whole
some and is desirable as an nru’t;le of food.” AN W i

8. W. Johnson, Sheffield- Eeianuﬁc School of '!'“ale College, says of it: “A prod-
uet that is tive and wh , and one that is for all or-
gl‘:mry culinary and nutritive purpoees the full equivalent of good butter made

m cream.’

8. C. Caldwell, chemical laboratory, Cornell University, said of it: ** Possessing
no qualities whatever that can make it the least degree unwholesome., -

c» Goemmnn,Amhm&,Haas who said it * furnishes thus a whol
ticle of food.”?

Charles P. Williams, analytical chemist, Philadelphia, gi\es as his opinion :
“1t is a pure and wholesome article of food, and in S: is respect, as well as in re-
spect to its chemical composition, fully the equivalent of the best dairy butter.”

Henry A, Mott, analytical chemist, New York, says: ' Essentially identical
with butter made from cream—a perfectly pure and wholesome article of food.™

J. 8. W, Arnold, medical department, University of New York, said of it: “A
blessing for the poor, and in every way a perfen ¥ pure, wholesome, and pala-

table article of

W. O. Atwater, Wesl an University, Connwtncut, said it *“is perfectly whele-
some and healthy, and a high nutritive value.”

Charles F. Chandler, health departmenk New York city, says: " The prod-
}1::&3 palatable and wholesome, and I regard it as a most valuable article of

A. 8. Heath, M. D., Robert J. Dodge, and Willet Seaman, judges, American
Institute, New York, who reported: * This process utilizes valuable products
and makes useful in the kitchen and upon the dining table much that was for-
merly used for less important purposes.”

Scientific American: ‘* Oleomargarine is as much a farm product as beef or
butter and is as wholesome as either,”

Professor H. A. Mott, jr., Ph.D., E. M., in reply to John Michael, who claimed
to have discovered parasites in a sample of oleomargarine butter. said: *“The
best answer to these rmnar;:‘i:dpmhably a confession which Mr. Michael made
to me personally when he that in all his examinations, and in all his read-
ing.llll_e l}’nd never seen or heard of germs of disease or embryos of parasites in
caul fat.

Professor William Brewer, of Yale College, said: ** The idea that oleomar-
garine is more dangerous than butter, because heated to only 120° Fahrenheit,
18 simply nonsense,"

The committeeon health of the State board of Massachusetts, of which
my friend and neighbor the gentleman now representing the first dis-
trict of that State upon this goor [Mr. DAvIs] was then a member, in
1883 made the following report on oleomargarine:

When well made it is a very fair imitation of genuine butter; being inferior
to the best butter, but much superior to the low grades of butter too commonly

found in the market.
So far as its influence on health is concerned we can see no objection to its

of this ol

ar-

use.

Its sale as zenuine butter is a commercial fraud, and as such very properly
condemned by

As to its pmhibmion by law, the same law which prohibited it should also pro-
hibit the sale of lard and tallow, and, more espeeially, all low-grade butters,
which are far more injurious to health than a good sweel article of oleomarga-
rine.

eommhaioner of Chi , recently, I witnessed your process for the manufacture
of oleomargarine and utterine. ‘By what I saw I am convinced that it is cone
ducted with the most serupulous cleanliness; that nothing in the manufacture
or the materials used is detrimental to health, and that the products are whole-
some,

Very respactfully,
To ArRMOUR & Co.

Such is the testimony.

Now, I see but two possible evils eonnoeted with the manufacture
and sale of these products which can require correction. Ifan unwhole-
some article is manufactured and sold by unserupulous persons, or if
the product is sold for something it is not, in fraud of the purchaser and
consumer, proper legislation to regulateits legitimate manufacture and
sale may be fairly demanded. In my opinion such legislation is within
the proper sphere of State and municipal control, and can be safely left
to the intelligent care of the people acting through their local govern-
ments as they do in protecting themselves against the sale of unwhole-
some meats and v bles, impure milk, and other food preducts, and
against frands and impositions generally. I believe that all necessary
regulation and control can thus be secured, and the actual evils oom-
plained of, wherever existing, effectnally remedied.

It seems to me that even those evils have been considerably
fied in this debate; for I think purchasers as a rule can protect them-
selves in the purchase of butter, as in the purchase of other goods, by
the exercise of ordinary prudence, and purchasing of known, reputa-
ble dealers. How do we protect ourselves from imposition in making
other purchases? Competent dealers know, and are bound to know,
what their goods are, and where they come frem; of what manufact-
tred, and of what quality. If I want to buy West of England broad-
cloth, or Lonsdale cambrie, or Haxall flour, or any other particular
kind or quality of goods, is there any difficulty about it? Certainly
not in my part of the country.

If a person, satisfied of the purity and wholesomeness ot’ Armour &
Co.’s oleomargarine, wishes to purchase it, is there any difficulty in ob-
taining it ? and having obtained it,will any one doubt that he has pro-
cured an article: manufactured of the materials and in the manner
specified by Mr. Armour in his affidavit,which I have read? Andecan
not the same result be safely predicted concerning the product of many
other honorable manufacturers? And if he wants to buy genuine but-
ter, is it not quite as easy a matier to procure it?

In either case he has only to seek honest, honorable dealers—who
are plentiful among my own constituents and, I have faith to believe,
numerous in the various loealities which all you gentlemen represent—
and the purchaser may be confident he obtains exactly what he buys.

But if, as claimed here, Congressional legislation is necessary for the
protecuon of purchasers and consumers, it is entirely nnreasonable to
demand other laws than such as are required to secure the legitimate
ends songht—to insure a proper manufacture and wholesome product
and its sale under its own name; and if the plan proposed by this bill
is decided to be the desirable one, I earnestly insist that the taxation
should be limited to raising the amount of revenue required to defray
the necessary e ses of governmental inspection; regulation; and con-
trol; and that we should refuse, under the pretense of' attaining those
ends, to lend ourselves to the imposition of the immense taxes proposed
by this bill, wringing from the people annually perhaps twenty mill-
ions or more of dollars in taxes unrequired by any needs of the Gov-
ernment. Let us be honest as well as Juat.

Mr. SPRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this bill in all its
parts and provisions, from beginning to end. I am in favor of levying
a tax of 10 cents per pound upon every pound and fraction of a pound

JOHN H, RAUCH, M. D,
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of oleo e and butterine manufactured throughout the whole
and th of theland, and in favor of passing this bill, because
1 believe it will accomplish that object. E -

The opponents of this measure declare themselves in favor of doing
anything and everything to prevent the unwholesome, filthy stuff from
being thrown upon the market and sold under false pretenses. The
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM], the champion of the opposi-
tion, says he is willing to have a provision in the bill that this imita-
tion butter shonld be painted red or green, so that purchasers could
not be deceived.

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] declares himself in
favor o%ellllaving it so marked or stamped that no fraud can be prac-
ticed. Ay, willing that innkeepers, boarding-house keepers, orothers
who use it for sale to the public should be compelled to put up a sign
over their front doors and in their dining-rooms and on their registers
that ‘‘ We use oleomargarine here!’’ to protect the iublic against its
use, and all conenr in the opinion that everything should be done to
warn the public and the poor against its use, but they are violently
opposed to the one feature of this bill which alone gives us jurisdiction
over it, namely, the 10-cent-tax clause.

The constitutional opposers, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]
and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], contend that we
have no power under the Constitution to tax this filthy stuff. I think,
however, they have surrendered that position since the distingunished
gentleman from Virginia, the chairman of the Judiciary Committee,

ropounded the law as he did on the floor of this House on Tuesday
Fast. For the sake of accuracy I guote his words. He said:
» Genilemen have asked me, and they asked my friend from Georgia I;n!r. HanM-
MoxD], the other day, “ Do you not believe this tax is constitutional?” Yes; I
believe that has the power to levy the tax on oleomargarine. For
what purpese? To raise revenue, :

Since this exposition of the law from the distinguished chairman of
the Judiciary Committee, a gentleman from whom we are all willing to
take the law, and from whom the distinguished gentlemen from Texas
and Georgia are compelled to take it, we have heard no more about the
law or the provisions of this bill being unconstitutional.

Mr. Chairman, I go further than the gentleman from Virginia. I be-
lieve Congress has the power to tax oleomargarine for the purpose of
revenue, and I believe it is equitable and right to exercise the power.
Why, sir, it is conceded by every gentleman who has spoken against
this bill that ol ine is a filthy and deleterious compound, that
it was a di ing compound, and that it was prmnnd they
favored any police regulation that would protect the publie from its
sale and nuse. If, sir, this is trne, will not the continuance of its man-
ufacture increase the police and the other legitimate expenses of the
Government; and if this ind or fraud increases the legitimate ex-
penses of the Government, is it not just and equitable that the prod-
nctahouldbetaxeﬂmmaetthininurmdw? :

The manufacture of an imitation or counterfeit article in large quan-
tities is prima facie evidence of intention to sellit as genuine. In this
mmmgﬁm thatitisso sold. Of the 200,000,000 pounds
man in this country last year no one pretends that 1 per cent.
of it was sold for what it was—ol ine. All theevidence shows
that these spurious butters are filthy and unwholesome and are fraudu-
lently sold. The consuming publie, be they neverso poor, will neither
buy nor eat them knowingly. Itisnotanhonest or legitimate article,
it wears a false guise, it is sold forbutter, and is made from the gut-fat
of hogs, dogs, sheep, horses, or cattle, Which in many instances have died
from disease, and has not a single ingredient of which butter is com-
posed. Can this be said to bea legitimate industry, and that by passing
this bill we are discriminating in favor of one legitimate industry and
against another legitimate industry to prevent honest competition?
Sir, I deny it, I concede, however, that by the passage of this hill we
dodiscriminate. 'We discriminate in favor of honesty and against frand
and forgery: We discriminate in favor of public health and against
discase. We discriminate in favor of life and against death. I, sir,
am in favor of this discrimination, and if there is any gentleman on the
floor of this Honse who is to this kind of discrimination when
the final vote is taken on hill his name will be found in the list of
those who are recorded as opposed to this measure.

Mr. Chairman, I have the honor to represent a portion of the richest
s Tiatian Kmkierer: Madlos st Ovas Metas T

erson, Herkimer, Mon an on

been celebrated for the pmﬁ’a e bovh Yrrtiac and chacsein the
world. It was here that the first cheese factory was erected. It was
here that the first creamery was put in operation. The milk factory
and creamery have added very largely to the material interests of the
dairyman. With their aid, and protected from fraud and forgery, there
can be no limit to the power of production of pure butter, and the in-
crease of this production does not d iate the value of the soil, but
greatly enriches and increases it. This brings me, Mr, Chairman, to
another class of ohjections to this bill.

There is a class of gentlemen who are op to this bill—gentle-
men for whom I entertain the most profound respect, but whom I have
not always, consistent with the discharge of the duty I owe to

an intelligent constituency, been able to follow—ywho object to this bill

because they say it is protection pure and unadulterated. Thatis, b
levying this tax they say we raise the price of butter 10 cents per poun
and that wlzfut 10 cents per pound ukpon all butter manufactured by
this great industry into the pockets of the producer and take it fro
the pockets of the consumer. I shall not stop now to discuss this ques-
tion, but will content myself with saying that upon the tariff issue
theory and practical experience do not travel lovingly hand in hand,
as we have often discovered by listening to the ents pro and con
upon this great and interesting subject. The price of butter will con-
tinue to be regulated by supply and demand, without reference to the
tax laid upon this frandulent imitation.

This frandulent competition, which was able last year to put upon the
market 200,000,000 pounds of fi butter and displace 200,000,000
pounds of gennine butter, was to the men engaged in this industry a
grievous wrong, The farmers have for the first time almost in the his-
tory of the country petitioned Congress to protect them from a frandu-
lent assanlt upon their business—not to protect them for <theu}mrposa of
getting high prices, but to protect them from unfair and illegitimate
competition. Call it what you please; call it protection pure and un-
adulterated. I, sir, am in favor of protecting American industries and
American labor from foreign competition; and, Mr. Chairman, I amin
favor of protecting the dairying interests of America from competition
with this fraudulent industry—the manufacture of oleomargarine.

I am in favor of it because the men who are en, in the dairying
interests are, as a class, men who have ever been the friends of our Gov-
ernment, men who in the early days of our being made it possible for
us to become a free and independent people, and who at all times since,
in prosperity and adversity, in peace and war, have contributed freely of
theirmoney and their brawn to protect the Constitution and Govern-
ment of our country.

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I
send to the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

In lines 2 and 3, strike out the words " wooden packages not before used for
that purpose " and insert the word * packages,”

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, on one occasionsince I have been
in Congress I was greatly puzzled to know why the vote on a certain
sugarhi.llwasinapmﬂcnfu' way until the solution came ont that if
the bill passed it would prevent certain sugar refiners in New York
from doing the work, and therefore Michigan was opposed to it because
Michigan made the barrels to put the sugars in. [Langhter.]
I do not know whether the ‘‘ wooden’’ here has such a job initasthat
or not; but certainly, whether oleomargarine is good or bad, I do not
see why Congress should legislate that it shall be put up oply in new
woodenpackxﬁi It looks to me as if there was a job for some barrel-
maker in this bill.

It looks to me as if there was not only an effort to protect butter,
but an effort to protect barrels. There may be some good sensible rea-
son for this that I do not understand, and I shall be pleased to be en-
lightened on the subject by an{body who can enlighten me. Tin may
be stamped and marked and branded as well as wood. Tin is more
convenient than wood in a great many particulars. Why tin may not
be used I ask the gentleman in charge of this bjll.

The question was taken on the amendment o: by Mr. HAMMOND;
and there were—ayes 52, noes 102.

Mr. HAMMOND. No quornm has voted.

The CHATRMAN. The point being made that no quoram has voted,
the Chair appoints the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. HAMMOND, and
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. ScorT, to act as tellers.

Mr. HAMMOND (during the count). Mr. Chairman, I submit
whether I am properly paired here.. The gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Scort] has told me to count him on my side.

The CHAIRMAN. As no objection is made, the count will proceed.

Mr. HAMMOND withdrew the point of no quornm, and the tellers
reported—ayes 35, noes 88,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, Imove to amend by inserting after
the word ‘‘ wooden,’’ in line 2 of this section, the words ‘‘or tin.”

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 20, noes 78.

Mr, VAN EATON. No quorum.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair
will appoint the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. VAN EAToN, and
the gentleman from Towa [Mr. HENDERSON ]| to act as tellers.

The House again divided;and the tellers reported—ayes 42, noes 126.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend in lines
3 and 4 by striking out the words *‘each containing not less than ten
pounds.” The p of this amendment I have already tried to
show. It istoenable any manufacturer of pure oleomargarine, if there
is any such, to prove the fact to the consumer by putting up the prod-
uct in packages of such size that the consumer can buy them from the
retailer without breaking the stamps.

Mr. LORE. Mr. Chairman, I amopposed totheamendment, and I de-
sireto say thatlam in favorofthisbill asa'means of givingsomerelief to
the agricnltural interests of our country whichit concerns. No bill this
session has been opposed with more vehemence than the one now pend-
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ing. It has been attacked by my very able and distingnished friend
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who wields the sledge-hammer of the Con-
stitution as Samson did the new jaw-bone of the ass, with which he
slew a thousand Philistiens, and we have had the Constitution and
the law explained, iterated, and exhansted in an effort to defeat the bill.
Next, the opponents of the bill resorted to amendments in every con-
ceivable form, many of them frivolous, ridiculons, and . Then,
the facile gentleman from Maryland, my friend Mr. FINDLAY, who is
the embodiment of wit and sarcasm, and who eﬂdently, like Tam
o’ Shanter’s wife, who sat—
Gathering her brows like gathering storm,
ng her wrath to keep it warm—

like her he had been nursing his wit and his sarcasm to keep it warm
to insured defeat, aided by several other gentlemen around him, gave
his sarcasm vent u this bill thus far without avail, as its friends
have manfully stood by the interests of the people, and I trust will do so.

Mr. Chairman, this fact stands clearly out, that there has been no
bill presented to this House the objects and purposes of which have heen
desired and asked for with such unanimity by the people of this coun-
try.
Mr. BLANCHARD. By what portion of the people of this country?

Mr. LORE. By the people all over the country. There is nota
farmer in this country who makes one ponnd of butter beyond his family
needs that does not desire the passage of this bill, and they nu.mber
about eight millions.

Mr. BLANCHARD.
that.

Mr. LORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, the point I desire to make is this:
Oleomargarine is a frandulent compound which is represented and sold
as butter, and it imposes upon the people only because it is a fraud and
is skillfully disguised under artful manipulations, Therefore, in the
interest of fhir and honest dealing, we desire to suppress this fraud,
and, if necessary, even to tax it out of existence. But aside from that,
if there were any doubt in my mind as to the propriety of the measure,
that doubt would be dispelled by the way the matter is presented here
on the one side and on the other. The forces arrayed in the contest
show most clearly the true nature of the subject.

Iwill ask who are opposing thisbill? First, the ““cattle kings,’” who
have their flocks upon a thousand hills,”’ claim that we must eat oleo-
margarine in order that their tallow and lard so used, the products of
their herds may bring a higher price. Next, the manufacturers of the
spurious articles who, at small expense and on small capital, preying
upon popular needs with spurious compounds, are coining millions by
deception and frand. Then there is another class of men who oppose
it—those who go about our cities gathering up the ‘‘fat of the land;’’
and sometimes they are not careful what kind of fat it is, so that it is
animal fat. It is often foul, rancid, and malodorous.
up, turnit into their factories, and convert it into an imitation of butter.
One corporation last year is said to have made thereby over a million
dollars. While your farming interests are paying about 2 per cent. on
their lands and industry, you will find that these men are making two,
three, four, even five hundred per cent.

On the other hand, the passage of this bill is desired by all that class
of people, as I have before said, making even a pound of butter beyond | uses
that which they use in their families, The remedy applies o every
scction of the country. Of the eight million people engaged in agrienlt-
ure, I think I may safely say at least one million have a direct
interest in the passage of some measure that will give relief against these
imitation butter frands. Put up in the form of butter and intended to
be bought by the community as such, thisarticle is fraudulently foisted
upon |il.lgae public. Let it be branded; let it goout for just whatit is; let
p-ople know what they are hujmg, and my word for it, no man is so
poor, and I trust no man will be so mean, that he will feed his children
upor;‘ :;ch stuff as is put into this article, I care not how it may be
purifi

Why, sir, we have evidence that in this very city men Eo about gath-
ering up from the butcher-shops, market-hounses offal and other matter
which is absolutely so rancid and offensive as to sicken one as he walks
past the cart; yet outof this disgusting garbage are man oleo-
margarine, batterine, and other compounds of this character which are
sought to be palmed off upon the people as pure and wholesome food.
The materialsout of which thisspurious article is made be steeped,
as it is said they are, for forty-eight hours insalt, but the salt will have
¢*lost its savor’’ before ever it can purify and make palatable such ma-
terial. Yet in its favor we hear gentlemen presenting constitutional
arguments and elaborate legal platitudes.

Sir, this biH is not subject to constitutional objections; it has been,
and 1 presume will be, exposed to the shafts of ridicule from the subtle
intellects that gnther about us here; butridicule is the last resort of des-
peration. - Let mesay to gentlemen who have so vigorously attacked the
measure, ‘‘then bringina betterbill. It is easy to criticise and destroy;
you admit the evil; give us an adequate remedy.)’ The Committee on
Agriculture has been considering this bill dunng this entire session;
they are gentlemen of marked intelligence and capacity, and have gman
the subject mature thonght and thorough consideration. I prefer their
bill to crude suggestions made by members on the spur of the moment,

The gentleman is certainly mistaken about

y gather it | por.

however able such members may be. If any man in this House or
any committee of the House can frame a bill which when brought dlg
for discussion will not be objected to by some one of the three hun

and twenty-five members who are gathered here, representing all sec-
tions of our country, then indeed we shall have reached a when
the angels have gathered er and wise men may sit down and
worship them. Verily the millennium would be upon us when three
hundred and twenty-five Con en agree,

I desire to insert as a of my remarks the following circular, is-
sued by G. P. Lord, of Elgin, I1L, which delineates in the clearest
manner the history, composition, and objectionable features of these
fatty compounds which originated in the fértile brain of a Frenchman
named Mége, in the dire distress and famine of the city of Paris in the
Franco-Prussian war. I ask careful consideration of the facts as the
best vindication of the wisdom of the bill:

MORE ARTIFICIAL BUTTER.

It is reported that boards of trade, cattle associations, and other commereial
nssoe].atlons. K.n‘lghts of Labor, and other organs of workmen have petitioned
the p 2 of alaw restraining and taxing the manufacture
of ofeomnrgnrina.

It is claimed by these petitioners that *‘ the manufacture of oleomargarine is
now in such a state of perfection that the product is r!:ite as healthful and pal-
atable as that made from cream; that oleomargarine is much to be preferred as
an atticle of food to rancid 'buuer, and that the.ra are not cows enough in the

country to supply sufficient butter for the mp‘l

To this it is replied that there is nosnch made as ** rancid butter ;" that
if there ever is any rancid butter in the market it is because the demand for
butter is not equal to the su ‘gen and the butter has been kept until it bas

iled or became rancid ; thal ever the demand shall be equal to the sup-

there will be no rancid butter in the market. Until such a state of things

exist it is folly for any man to assert that there are not cows enough in the coun-
try to wpply all the people with good sweet, fresh dairy butter.

oleomargarine, if it be true that thiose engaged in that business

have mrried the manufacture of that article to such a state of perfection as to

challenge the confidence of the publie, it must be so by reason of improved

materials used by them.

methods or
As the manufacture of all of substitutes for butter is carried on under

tented formulas, we can know w! ma s are , and the public can
r:dge whether the article is equal to butter made from pure cream.

Patent No, 146012, dated December 390, 1873, is the famous Mége patent, and
has been ﬁmes,towit. No. 5868, May 12,1574; No. 8124, Septem-

reissued t!
ber 24,1878; No, 10137, J -
Under this formula ﬁm folluw 3 ‘ingredients are used in makipg oleomarga-
rim, to wit: Animal fa at a very low temperature, salt, sulphite of
soda, biphosphate of k'\e. blentbombo of soda, 10 per cent. of milk, eream, or
wnher. stomach 1:!!'.5r o calf, pig, or sheep, udder of a cow, and perhaps some
butter.

Patent 11 dnted Jan 1571. This patentée uses the following ingre-
dients: ﬁiln?‘ partembod&or mautton, mpa tallow, three parts; vegetable
or fixed oilsmen rts; hog's hrd.utem-ina two parts.”

Patent 120026, d&d October 17,1871. This patentee uses ‘‘collon-seed oil,
chlorate of poh-h,nﬂ.u:r carbonic acid.” And gk‘lmﬂy informed the officials
in the Patent Office that his preparation is “ found to be a pepastic and altera-
tive™ article of diet.

Patens 145840 was issued December 23, 1873." This patentee uses “tallow,
rm' other fatty matters, ntlongmlphuﬂc acid, alum, chloride of sodinm va-

Patent Im.dated July* 1874. ents used under this formula are
= fat.‘numo! lead, al o potuh,njtute of soda,and sulphuric

Pﬂtmt 169(.’03. issued October 19,1875, Ingredients used l.mder this formula,
““animal fats, salt, soda uh.bdurﬂonate of potasa, sweet cream.’
Patent 173591, issued February 16, 1576. is ntee says that his * inven-
tion relates to the fact of butter for ta lam{mmole{neund m"igl-
rine.a! obtained from animal fats, fruits,and nuts,” and under his formul
fats, any one of the oil of peanul ur " oil of sweet almonds, or oil

olives, lactic acid, cane e.uhnlk.au loppered eream or milk.”
Plteni 187327 was issu zilsw Under this formula the following
i are mﬁ L A.nhn.nl fats, salt, saltpeter, borax, boracic acid, salicylie

benzoie acid.”

Patent MWJMW 11,1881, This patentee ** tes his
and margarine from the stearine by any known methods,” then placesthe oleo-
margarine with an alkaline solution, and agitates them until the alkaline solu-
tion and oil lesof the oleumﬁul.ne ly saponified, and then flavors
this half- BOAD withbutyﬂo d, and he thn aundacity to assure thé ofli-
cials in the Patent Office that his soap grease so flavored will have so “fine a
E;vor that even an expert can scarcely distinguish it from excellent dairy but-

Patent 262207, dltad August 81882, Ingredients used in this formula : Animal

mm,eotwnaaui oil, slippery gim batk. to wit, “su:ty-ejght parts cofton-seed
oil, tmtmtpaﬂ: pmpuud suin &% about five parts beef stearine.”

22,1882, Under this formula the patentee uses

eom:l&gnrme bytlm Hégv&, p stearine

obtained from cott d oil,b -seed oil, emulsionizing the

mixture with milk, cream, or "other mer{ mbstanm

Patent 263109, dated A t 22,1882, N.I Nathan,the patentee, claims to pu-
ﬂfylmrhrdththmuwpntnpinmm he uses borax, nitrie aid, more
nitrie acid, commegcial oleo: milk, or m:mm and sugar,

I have before me a of a letter addressed to N. S, Anderson, 921 D street,
Washington, in w! tee oﬂ’aﬂ his “ erenmry brand of butterine, at-
tractively put up, at 10 cents perpu\md
Patent was issued 19,1882, Under this formula the patentee
mea nnlmal f'ais or \"ggregbla olls‘!}nﬂ nrl:{igi;t;_o R A

tent 266368, Octol 1832, Under ormu e ingred used are
clu-iiied lard, buttermillk, in, and tallow.

Patent 266580, October 24,1882, This patentee claims to use 50 to 60 per cent, of
lard, 80 to 35 per cent. of butter,5 to 10 per cent. of beef suet,1 to 2 per cent. of
glycerine, 5 to 10 per cent. of water. e kindly informs the Patent Office De-

12

rtment that prior to his invention mkriormoductshare been made in which
g:g 5 1‘:&l has been md whcl!y in place of beef suet in the manufacture of oleo-
margarine.

Patent 265833, dated October 10, 1882, This pat.anlee treal.s his oleo
?Eilewitihnlmandthcmllkheumhanhoum th sal soda, then
m together.
tm?l ML‘T. issued October 24, 1852. Under this formula the following in-
modl h? eomnrgu-ino oil, butter, milk or cream, sweet or sour,
ycerh:e. oil ben.
ug{entm October 24, 1882, This patentee claims to use lard, warm but-
> pepein, tallow, and dairy butter,

k.\:}r)( X

o
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Patent 266777, October 31, 1882, Under this formula the ingredients used are
muon«neednrutharmetnbleoﬂs, caustic soda, corn , or other farinace-
ous flour that has been cook
Pa.tcnt 267687, November 14, 1882, Th.i:rfalent uses sweet cream, oleom
rine, or oil derived from tallow, a5 ofl derlved from lard or hog faf, an oil
rived from butter, oil derived from ,or

Patent 327626, October 6, 1835 T‘hia patmtee uses milk white wine rennet,
bicarbonate of soda, bicar alum

Patent 335084, Jmuary 26, 18&0 'fhis patentee uses milk, rennet, nitrate of

h, granulated sugar, and butter.

There are other I?ntents for making oleomargarine, butterine, or substitutes
for butter, but as these areamong the latest discoveries or inventions they show
whether or not *the manufacture of oleom: ine is now in s a state of

rfection as to be able to produce an article that is fit for food, saying noth-

about its \fnlue as compared with pure butter.

t will be noticed that the patentee of No. 267637, issued November 14, 1¢ lnw
introduced into his mmmund an “oil derived from butter.” If wei inquire
this is obtained we will find that the * rancid butter’ in the market is deodor-
ized,” and the oil is afterward
the manufacture of food.,
But we say again lhnt there is no such thing as *' rancid butter” made that
butter b the supply is greater than the deman

As those engaged in making spurious butter are continually 'har%ing' about
“rancid butter,” we would emphasize the fact that rancid butter is butter that
has spoiled because is not a sufficient demand to meet the supply in the
market, that nineteen-twentieths, if not ninety-nine hundredths of the butter
mnde in this country—when fresh—would be of a flavor and quality fit for a

nﬁe mnuﬁwture of poor butter is a thing of the past, not because, as it is

of bogus butter has compelled farmers to improve the
quaiity ot' thelr pmdmt. buat becanse the demand for fine butter an
hanced value of such butter has stimulated the dairy farmers throughout the

expressed and is being used in various ways in

the en-

country to improve the quality of their butter and thereby secure to themselves
the enhanced value,

And here we may say that re sweet, fresh dairy butter is the finest and
cheaseat flavoring extract for ng and making food palatable that can be
found in the market, nor as sm'.h a flavoring extract is the price of butter be-
yond the of the poor,

The poor or laboring class can not afford to spoil their food by using an imi-
tation or spurious flavoring extract in the Etepamtion of their food.
oleomargarine is unfit for use in the culinary deparlment is evidenced

That
by the fact that the French Amdemy of Medicine reported that it was unfit for
ch minister

use in the French hospluls.an the Fren toalllow its usein
c;glhls under cha vernment. i
is fact was brought hdore the Committee on Epidemic Diseases as per their

neporb No. 199 of 4, 1881, ordered printed to accompany bill H. R.

It is fair to say that if the French oleomargarine is unfit for French paupers,
can oleo! e (as shown by the patents) is entirely nntft,ffor
Ameﬂm freemen to use.
Nor is the point well taken that *the manufacture of imitation butter has
quite as much rixht to seek protection as those engamciln dai r{sing
urious to a

Manufacturin milal.ion or spurlnua butter is
legitimate and ished industry. It is alsoa fraud upon the publie.
No one inquires in mn.rkat for spurious or imitation butter.

All such stuff is palmed off on an unsuspecting public as butter.
it g gt mivn e et o rBid ool st agssie o
re the Governmen Tof co! or an; er
ﬁamcnt schemers, . i
e, the dairymen ask protection,and why? B the Gu'!:u t has
Fiven to parties chartered or patented rights, enabling such parties to manu-
acture and sell—either as genuine or otherwise, as they please—an imitation of
their product. We say to sell either as genuine or otherwloa for the reason
that there is no limitation of theirrightsin the patents which they have obtained.
There are no patents on dairy butter.
That business has been carried on for hundreds of years, and it is open to all,
and the farmer has no protection inst the frauds trated by those who
have oblained chartered or paten rights from the Government to defraud the

dai en of their legitimate industry.
{t |.ru stra that our Goummcm should have ever granted to any man or
of men c

patents that would, in the va{ghmum of things, defraud
and dmuoyan{meﬂumte agricultural i still

Congress s d hesitate or delay in ennadng such laws u “will repair the
i.njury already done by those who are c&rryingion a business that has n in-
augurated under and by virtue of charters which t.hey have obtained from the
Government, .

1t is true that the dairy industry does ask p andihe{:himﬂ:utha
Government has no more right to nt charters or p s fort
of an imitation of butter than it to give permits for the manufacture of
bank bills or coin, or for establishing lotteries, or to any or all of the numerous
frauds that are prmieed on the publie,

The dai further claim that the Government having granted to parties

tented rights for the man of imitation butter, and allowed the busi-

ess to extend so as to largely supply the demand for butter so that the farmer’s

producl, is allowed to accumulate and spoil, or grow *‘rancid’ in the hands of

in our cities, therefore it is the dnl.{ of Congress

to pass such laws as will restrain the further f this evil,and thus re-
store to the dairymen their legitimate and we l-earned rights.

Nor is this a‘J.l for the public need protection as well as the dairymen, for un-
der all of the pat the 1 fat is rendered at a very low per-
ature, n temperature so low as not to destroy any parasites that may have been
in the living animal.

It is true thal. all of the patentees seek to separate the anlmal fat from the
tissue, but no one will claim that such a separation is perfect, and therefore any
lwt parasite that may be in the animal tissue is liable to and is frequently

‘erred to and is found in samples of oleomargarine.

mee.saor Piper testifies that while no true butter can carry trichina, eggs of
the tape-worm, &o., he has found in oleomargarine not only organic substances
in the form of muscular and connective tissue and various fungi, but also living

nisms and resembling those of tape-worms,

r. Michaels, of New York city, a microscopist, and once (if not now) editor
of a scientifie }ouma] testifies that oleomargarine is simply uncooked raw fat,
never subjected to sufficient heat to kill parasites that are linble to be in it. He
states that he has found in it tissue and muscle and cells of a suspicious nature,
and that Mr, Sayler has also found in it positively identified germs of disease,

The Rev. E. Huber, microscopist, of Richmon , Va., writes in th,a Southem
Clinie of May, 1880, that oleomm‘garine differs in its mi
well asin it,u nutrititive and dieletic unlil.im‘ from true butter; thnt the fats in
it are not subjected to a hentmﬁdma the germs of septlu and putre-
factive organisms, and that there may al.uo be inlroduoed into the system by its
means the eggﬂ which develop into tape-worms. And he states that he has fre-
quently found in oleomargarine emmhling tape-worms.

Dr. George B, Harrison, a microscopist of Bosto: , in the Boston Herald

of January 8, 1881, says he has recently enmmeti some twem specimens of
oleomargarine, obtained from dLﬂbrent dealers, and has found in every speci-

men more or less of foreign subs‘tn.nces avariety of animal and vegetable life,

the blood corpuscles of sheep, e§g fa tape-worm ; yeast was found sprout-
ing in considerable quanm spores of fungl were very prevalent. Ho
found a portion of a worm, dead hydra varidis, portions of tmwm:&ar fibers,

cells, an from some small parasites,

The Engl E h mieroscopist, W. H. Dallinger, said to be the fmhstliving au-
thority on this subject, in  letter to the American Journal of Microsco
October, 1878, shows that oleomargarine is not subjected to a heat suﬁcient l.o
kill the living organisms which refuse fats are liable to contain,

And Geoge T. Angell, of Boston sn.gﬂ

“ No man would nowingly give his wife or children for butter the raw, un-
cooked fats of animals that may have died of cattle plague, hog oholam, or other

‘‘ But how facturers are to d either themselves or the public against
the fats of such animals is a problem which no manufacturer or chemist em-
ployed by him has thus far, to my knowledge, uttempted toexplain, * * & Jf
any one shall ever assert that such fats can not be used, I am prepared with ev-
idence to prove to the contrary. 72

These facts were ted to the Cc on Epidemic Diseases, and are
incorporated in their resvurt. No.199, to accom . R. bill 7005, on ‘adultern-
tion of food, February 1881, and that comm tee sayn that they have investi-
gated so' far as the d thi injurious and poisonous compounds used in the
preparation of fi aubutances and find from the evidence submitted to them
that the ndulfaeral.ion of ar1.lclas used in the every-day diet of vast numbers of
Rﬂple has grown to and is now practiced to such an extent as to seriously en-
4 ger the publ!o health, and to call loudly for some sort of legislative correc-

on,

T

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

The committeeroseinformally; and, Mr. MCCREARY having taken the
chair as Speaker pro tempore, several m in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were communicated to the House by Mr. -
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President
:1;:}:1 approved and signed a joint resolution and bills of the following

es:

Joint resolution (H. Res. No. 79) for the relief of William L. Dun-
lop, trustee;

An act (H. R. 1361) giving a pension to Nira D. Gwynne;

An act (H. R. 3921) granting an increase of pension to Richard Gear;

An act (H. R. 6429; granting a pension to Eunice E. Clark;

An act (H. R. 7207) making appropriation to supply deﬁclency in
amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1886, for examination and
ired by aets of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to ascer-
of water and width of channel at South Pass of Mississippi

EH. R. 1398) to t a pension to Silas 8. White; and
H. R, 5254) to increase the pension of George W. Smith.

OLEOMARGARINE.

The Committee of the Whole on t‘he state of the Union resumed its
session.

Mr. McADOO. Imove proformatoamend theamendment by striking
out the last two words.

Mr. Chairman, recognizing the fact that the product under consider-
ation so closely resembles butter that there should be some distinction
made, so that the purchaser may know that he is buying oleomargarine
instead of butter, I have very reluctantly come to the conclusion that
itis my duty as amember of is House, looking to my obligation under
the Constit.ut.ion of the United States, to vote this bill. Sir, if
the Constitution of the country is to be entirely left out of sight in our
legislation, there is no evil in the land t which we may not direct
our enactments. There is a great deal of agitation hont the
country in favor of what is ealled a “‘uniform divorce law,’” and this
Congress could readily be flooded with appeals from cle_lgyman phi-
lanthropists, humanitarians, and social reformers in behalf of the en-
actment by Congress of a law which wonld make our marriage laws uni-
form throughout the whole country. How many touching appeals to
our hearts and our judgments could be made on snch a question we can
all readily i And yet every member of this House knows full
well that. the Constittztim of the United States does not permit the
Federal Government tointerfere with the marriage relation in theseveral
States. Yet, Mr. Chairman, with as much propriety and as much con-
stitutionality might Congress interfere with the marriage laws because
soma le consider it a great evil that they are not uniform and are

msidered unjust in many States as to lose sight of this instrument
a.nd pass a law to interfere and regulate the police and internal arrange-
ments of the several States, under the confessedly untrue plea that we
want to increase internal taxes. Admitting the whole case against oleo-
margarine, in my opinion the remedy is worse than the disease. Op-
posed to internal taxes, how can I vote for this admittedly unnecessary
one? Opposed to interference with legislation that properly belongs
to the States, how can I give my vote for this bill? I deeply respect
the farmers and am jealous of the rights of the consumers, but to serve
either I can not set this vicious precedent in Federal legislation. It is
doubtful, in my humble jndgment, if legalizing oleomargarine by a tax
will not make it stronger. Taxing whisky helps the whisky-making
interests.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is at all germane to this dis-
cussion we should go into the guestion of the healthfulness or un-
healthfulness of this article. Much eloquence has been lost, or at least
expended, here as to the purity or impurity of oleomargarine. Gen-
tlemen have given loose rein to their imagination. They have seen
horrid shapes and things of darkness creeping through it. Mr. Chair-

AJ_:_ct

man, let me say, and as no defense of oleomargarine, that if you sub-
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ject to the microsecope almost any article of food you will find these
horrid shapes and things are in it. [Laughter.]

But, sir, it has been, in my opinion, left an open question, after all
this storm of words, and even of contending scientists here, whether
oleomargarine,” if made according to the established formula, is un-
healthy. Why, the distinguished gentleman from Delaware [Mr.
Lorg] who has just sat down is, in his severe and classical propor-
tions, a physical example of the effect of dairy butter, while my urbane,
rotund, and oleaginous friend from Massachusetts [Mr. LOVERING]
rt;spresex]na the effect of eating oleomargarine. [Great laughter and ap-
plause.

The same argument will apply almost to any article of food. If we
are to protect the atnmncgs of the people by depleting their pockets
let us take up the subjectof sansages. [Laughter and npplnuse‘? Let
us take up the weird and mysterionssubject of hash, [Renewed laugh-
ter.] Millions of free Americans to-day in millions of boarding-houses
thronghout the land are being supplied with, and implicit confi-
dence in, a compound under the denomination of Emh, which science
dares noten and which no man knows the contentsof. [Laughter
and applause.] Let us have a heavy tax, say of 75 cents, on every dish
of hash, and let us compel boarding-house keepers to file in the city
hall of every town or city an inventory of the component parts of this
most remarkable American dish. [Laughter and applause. ]

The chairmanheld that amendments offered to the hill were facetious
and ridiculous. Now, Mr. Chairman, without questioning the ability
and foreknowledge of the Chair, let me suggest that if a ridiculous meas-
ure comes before Congress all amendments to it of necessity must be
ridiculous. Such amendments are germane for the very reason that
they are in harmony with the subject, and it was this my friend from
Texas [ Mr. REAGAN] clearly pointed out by his amendment offered yes-
ierday. It ap ridiculous ad infinitum if carried out toits logical
consequences,

I do sincerely hope this bill, which has the single merit of trying to
prevent the fraud of trying to impose upon an innocent purchaser a spu-
rious article for that which he intends to buy, but which in its proposed
remedy violates the Constitution and which lays a long train of evils
in its path theend of which no member of this House can foresee, which
is so vicious in its propensities and inclinations as a legislative measure
from the crown of its head to the sole of its feet that I sincerely hope
it will be defeated.

I have considered it fairly and honestly and sincerely wanted to vote
for it, but can not with my convictions. I have the remonstrance and
petition of every man in New Jersey who owns a muley or horned or
other Jersey cow in behalf of this bill. [Laughter.]

Mr. LORE. Will the gentleman yield to me to ask him a question?

Mr. McADOO. I bave not time. With me it is simply a question,
shall Iviolate my oath tosupport the fundamental law of the country ?
‘Will I, in order to abate one evil, lay the train for a thousand others?
‘Will I help by my vote to start Congress on the track of vicions legis-
lation in order to allay the temporary excitement of the country on
behalf of these interests said to be imperiled? .

When the sober second thought of this House comes back to it, when
this bill is carefully analyzed, when its consequences are seen mem-
bers will surely hesitate on this bill. When men instead of discussing
the real question at issue dilate on the horrid character of oleomarga-
rine as they depict itand as contrasted with dairy butter, the real issue
is obscured and we fail inour duty. It isnota question of expediency,
hut one of duty.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr., Chairman, I desire to submit some
reasons why this bill should not be passed unless it is substantially
amended.

If this measure fails its projectors will be responsible for itsfate. A
conservativebill, dealing fairly and justly withall theinterests involved,
might, in my opinion, have passed without provoking serious or pro-
tracted opposition, 1t is not surprising that when it is proposed to tax
abuttersubstitute, honestly made emdgonestly sold, to the point of pro-
hibition, that the attempt isresisted with earnestness. 'Why, thelicense
taxes imposed on this industry exceed by 400 per cent. those put on the
manufacturers and dealers in tobacco and spirituous and t liquors,
1Is this necessary to protect the consumer? Isit necessary to insure an
honest commerce? Inaddition tothespecial-license taxes the bill levies
a tax on the product equal to not less than $20,000,000 per annum,
Besides this the bill provides for extravagant and inhuman punishments
for trivial offenses.

It is to these provisions I object. Against these I enter my earnest
and solemn protest. It is these extraordinary and unnecessary exac-
tions and punishments which inspire my opposition. Reduce these
taxes, diminish these penalties, and my support is assured. I do not
seek to impair the measure, but by making it fair and reasonable insnre
its efficiency. Take off three-fourths of your special-license fees and
put a tax on the product of 2 cents per pound and your bill issafe. The
tax I suggest will raise §4,000,000 a year. Then this will indeed bea
revenue measure. Tax it 10 cents a pound and the industry will be
destroyed and the Treasury will not receive a dollar. The bill as it is
will not, in my judgment, pay the expenses of its execution. Butthe

interest behind this legislation does not want taxes, but wants prohi-
bition. At the hazard of repeating myself I submit— \

First. The manufacture of oleomargarine is alawful and an entirely
legitimate industry; that the pure product is a nutritious food, elean,
palatable, and healthy; that it is made and sold in large quantities in
our domestic trade and is exported for what it really is. It has been
subjected to the most rigid scientific tests and found to be a harmless
and healthy food.

Second. There enters into the honest product no ingredient thatis nof
healthy and in common nse on the tables of the best people; that it is
made of pure and sound beef fat, leaf lard, vegetable oils mixed with
milk, cream, and pure butter; that while it is as healthy and palata-
ble as butter, it may be produced cheaper, and is therefore more easily
obtained by consumers of limited means.

Third. This new industry has not only farnished the people a cheaper
food, but has increased the demand for, and as a result the value of, the
beef cattle and fatted swine of the farmer. If the manufacture tends
to diminish the profits of the dairy, its destrnction will rob the farmer
whc;i deals in fat cattleand swine of a portion of his just and rightful
profits.

Fourth. Alllegitimate industries havearight tolive. Ifanindustry
is lawful, healthy, and pursued by honest methods, it ounght not to be
subjected to taxes, penalties, or conditions not imposed on other lawful
pursuits. Itisthe true American policy to encourage home production,
increase the market for what we raise, and create larger fields for the
employment of labor. That oleomargarine may be substituted for but-
ter, or that it is cheaper than butter, is no excuse for legislation that
will destroy it or injure it.

Now, Mr. i , these propositions have not been seriously ques-
tioned in this debate. The conclusion to which they inevitably lead
is easily understood. But, sir, again I.say these evils growing out of
this traffic ought to be remedied, and so far as the remedy provided
by this bill is just and reasonable it is worthy of support. It is cer-
tain—no one denies it—that a filthy and unhealthy food product in
imitation of butter, a bogus oleomargarine, is often put on the market
as buttgr by unscrupulous men. ThisT condemn without reservation,
and this I would prevent by the exercise of any legitimate legislative
power. But, sir, because filthy butter is sometimes sold as pure butter
affords no excuse for taxing all butter out of existence. Becausea New
York dairyman waters his milk and then chalks it is no reason why
honest milk should be taxed. All the legislation needed in these in-
stances is such as will secure honest butter and pure milk,

Now, sir, this evil, this grievous evil of selling impure and unhealthy
food products is a crime against society, and is so declared by the penal
code of every State and every incorporated city in the Union. Itseems
that these laws, if faithfully enforced, would protect the people from
‘‘a fungi, tape-worm, and trichina’’ imitation butter wherever made
or by whomsoever offered for sale. I am pleased to see that this bill -
gives the le some additional protection by subjecting this un-
healthy and filthy stuff' to seizure and confiscation. As this power to
seize and confiscate is exercised by the Government to duly enforce a
collection of its revenuesit is subject to no constitutional objection. If;
however, this legislation was intended solely to protect the public health
it would be a palpable invasion of the authority of the States.

I hope this provision will remain in the bill. While it is an inci-
dent only of the taxing power, it will aid in securing the people a pure
food, and will be a protection in some measure to every honest food
product intended for table nse as butter or asa substitute forit. Hon-
‘est men who make honest butter substitutes and put them fairly npon
our markets will benefit by it, as will the producers of the pure butter
of the dairy. This legislation only discriminates against the dishonest
and impure product.

8ir, I go further: I admit an imitation butter is sometimes imposed
on the people as genuine butter. This is a frand, and while the State
only can declare the act criminal and impose a punishment on it, I freely
admit the Government may, in the di ion of Congress, impose a tax
on the product, whether it is pure or otherwise. I have all the time
admitted the power. It is only a question of expediency. Ithinkall
thinking men will admit, when they reflect coolly and dispassionately,
that the taxinipower shonld never be invoked except when revenue is
needed for public purposes. ButI pass thispoint. Ifreely concede that
if we may impose a tax on butterine, or oleomargarine, or other substi-
tutes for butter, we have the right to provide for ascertaining where
these substances are, who manufacture them, who sell them, and to
equip all the necessary machinery to prevent them from escaping the
tax-gatherer. : .

To accomplish these ends we may compel them to be sold and offered
for sale for what they really are. I am not prepared to question the
fairness or prudence of this part of the bill. To me it seems a legiti-
mate use of the taxing power. What I have been attempting to im-
press upon the minds of the committee is that when we have compelled
the dealers in a pure and healthy imitation butter to offer it for sale
and to sell it for just what it is—to put it on the market in its real
name and to sail it under its true colors—we have given the makers
and dealers in butter all they can rightfully ask. All that one citizen
can ask of another is honest competition. The rights of one citizen are
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assacred as those of another. My honestly acquired property is as much
entitled to protection as yours. Shall the lawful occupation of one
citizen of the Republic be stricken down that that of another may thrive
and grow fat? It has been tanntingly said.to me, ‘‘ Tou are the friend
of bogus butter.”” Ianswer, *‘No; I knownothingabout it, and I do not
care if notan ounce of itis ever made.” But, sir, Iam honestly contend-
ing for a principle worth more to the people a thousand times than all
the butter, pure or spurious, that has ever been made—the perfect lib-
erty of every citizen of the Republic o an equal right with every other
citizen to engage in a lawful en ise, and the right of all to pursue
an honest industry without being subjected to unnecessary taxation.
The vindieation of this liberty, of this equality, of this right to enjoy
the fruits of honest toil is of inestimable value to the poor and the
rich alike. In the presence of this great principle the other questions
presented by this bill are scarcely worthy a moment's thought.

But, sir, I say again I am willing to so legislate that no mannfacturer
of a product that may be used as butter can practice a fraud on the con-
sumer. I am anxious to protect an honest article from having to com-

with a fraud. Who asks more asks me in the sacred name of the

w to oppress some one, to injure some industry, to destroy some inter-
est. This I dare not do.

I repeat with emphasis that I regret that protection to any indus-
try must be given in a questionable way; but as this bill on its face is
for revenue, and this assumed protection a proper incident, I will waive
my ohjections, serions objections, to its methods, and giveit my best sup-
port whenever its projectors will consent that it be shorn of its power
and its pu to destroy honest and perfectly legitimate industries.

Is not my proposition a fair one? No gentleman in this debate has
shown, or attempted to show, that the amendments I suggest will in the
least impair the protection the friends of the measure seek, if they seek
only what they publicly claim..

You may force me, gentlemen, to vote against this bill. If I do, it
will not be, as you know, becanse I indorse impure foods or sympathize
with dishonest methods; but because I am not ing to indorse meas-
ures or a principle that will unmecessarily destro? an industry, a meas-
ure that will fax a fair and honest business wholly out of exis! I
must demand as a condition of my support a modification of pen-
alties and a reduction of the onerous and ineguitable special taxes im-

posed by this bill. I hope I am understood. It has been my purpose
to define my position clearly.
Every gentleman knows that this extraordinary tax, these extreme

lties, are not required to protect the consumers of food. It isan
E;::aemthes, that this use of the taxing power is intended to secure the
end I haveimputed to it, and I submit if is a monstrousoutrage to use
this power to g:;tmy even the weakest or the hnmblest honorable in-
dustry. No manufacture ought to demand more than to be secured a
fair, open, and honest opportunity to compete with a rival industry.
" It is said this measure is not a departure from the long-established
policy of the country; that we have always exercised the power to tax
one product to protect another. 1 deliberately deny that this hasbeen
the case as between home products. We tax tobacco, but what home
productcom with tobacco? We tax whisky, but not in the interest
of & rival industry. 'We tax imitation wines as wines to prevent frauds
on the revenue. All these measures are for revenue solely. Customs
duties are imposed on a rival product when of ign manufacture to
protect Ameriean home labor. The prime object of a tariff is to pre-
vent the destruction of a homeindustry by foreign cheaplabor. Tariffs
favor home production. They encourage home competition and the
development of new industries. This bill protects nothing from for-
r, it encourages no home competition, nor does it build np any
new industry. On the contrary, it destroys competition and robs one
citizen to put the money in the pocket of another, Have it understood
that *‘ protection to ican industry ’’ means this and you give ita
blow from which it will not easily recover. This bill seeks a class leg-
islation in its present shape of the most pronounced type. A great
danger lurks under its thin dignises; it makes a precedent which may
be at any time employed to the weak in the interest of the
strong. The theory upon which this bill proceeds may be used to
justify any legislative monopoly however monstrous or exacting. A
morning paper somewhat ironically but truthfully says: :
atey Sakireat. by BaoALA b mob Pl PeobIbNeory (e (ot et o4 te Cimaad
of the whale-oil and petroleum interests, and on blue jeans at the command of
the woolen in and on pork and sausages at the command of the hucksters
of mutton-chops, and on plain straw hats for the ** protection " of the P
hat impo: and on two-dollar shoes for the protection of Burt's shoes at $6a
pair, and on cider and lager beer for the benefit of champagne?

And I may add, why not tax the common milk of the farm for the
benefit of the golden dairy product of the Alderney or the Devon, and
white butter in the interest of the yellow, and all inferior farm products
in favor of those that may be assumed to be their superiors? A prin-
ciple in legislation that could even be tortured to justify these things
is frightful. Never was a measure supported by more extravagant dec-
Jamation or stranger or more inconsistent logic. z

On one hand it is said if these imitations are put on the market for
what they are, under their true name, nobody will buy them. When
we ask if they are not healthy food products, and may they not be law-

fully sold, and bought, and used, we are answered, ‘* Yes; and if we tax
them at the enormous rate of 200 per cent., cover the husiness of pro-
duction and sale all over with frightfal penalties, and compel them to go
into the market as imitations, they will still be sold, bought, and con-
sumed.”” On the one hand it is said that these products can pay these
taxes and live and thrive; on the other it is declared that they ought to
be crucified by taxation. Tell me, gentlemen, please tell me who is
right? Ifthesecompoundsareinevitably filthy, impure, or unhealthy,
in the name of humanity let them be exterminated root and branch.
For such stuff I have no defense. I will, in all proper ways, assist in
protecting mankind from such. But, Mr. Chairman, the framers of this
bill admit these imitations to be harmless, or the hill itself is a shame-
less fraud, for it encournges their production for exportation by exempt-
ing from taxation all that may be sentabroad. Do yon propose to sell
the Germans, French, and English commodities that are nnclean and
dangerous to health? Are yon in earnest in encouraging this exporta-
tion? Oh, the foreigner will rush into the market to get American
oleo ine when he reads this debate!

It is said that the trade in these goods is secured by improper and
frandulent means. If so, let the wrong and the fraud be prevented.
No one ohbjects; but do not seek to correct the abuse by legislation as
improper and frandulent as is the wrong itself. Do not destroy all
respect for the name and fame of our great country by sending asham
and a fraud into the markets of the world. But I do not impnte this
purpose to any gentleman. This exportation clause is a confession
that these compounds may be and are made pure and healthful. That
they are such I offer here a little of the proofs, volumes of which are
in my possession.
18g5he supreme court of New York says in The People vs. Marx, June,

On the f th i i
margari ng?:a: wn;| posedd e “g?ftf el :nifnl;'&‘;ﬂe‘;{smiﬁm Wm;ﬂm Ei?l;"?;
ence between them was that it contained a smaller proportion of fatty au{sunoe
known as buiterine; that this butterine exists in ry butter only in a small
pr:ﬁﬂion—f?om 3 to 6 per cent.; that it exists in no other substance than butter
made from milk, and is introduced into ol garine butter by adding to the
oleo ne stock some milk, cream, or butter, and churning; and when this

is done it has all the elements of natural butter, but there must always be a
smaller per eent. of butterine in the manufactured uet than in butter made
from milk. The only effect of the butterine is to give flavor to the butter, hav-
ing nothing to do with its wholesomeness; that the oleaginous substances in
the o! e are substantially identical with those produced from butter
and cream. Professor Chandler testifled that the only difference between the
two articles was that dairy butter had more butterine; that oleomargarine con-
tained not over I‘fer cent, of that substance, while dairy butter might contain 4
or 5 per cent; and that if 4 or 5 per cent. were to oleomargarine there
wons be no difference; it would be butter; irrespective of sources, they would
be the same substances. According to the testimony of Professor Morton, whosa
statement was not questioned or controverted, oleomargarine, so far from being
an article devised for the purposesof deception in trade, was devised by a French
scientist, who was employed by the French Government to devise a substitute

This is the substance of the uncontradicted testimony of sixteen dis-
tinguished chemists whose names are before me. I will not tire the
patience of the committee by giving them; they may be found in the
reeord of this éase.

In deciding the above case the e court makes some observa-
tions which I commend to the serious consideration of all. I quote:
dmue':sumofdiggkihdare rt“tmnleven?l.hnir__ dtl; If the arg t

u absol I“i‘llm
:ﬂhil omch ofnhgdl_’u;ory for the vy mm; another withtgglc“i

purpose
t tes can be t d, why could not the oleomargarine manufacturers,
should they obtain sufficient

power {o influence or control the legislative coun-
cils, prohibit the manufacture or sale of dai uets? Would arguments then
be found wanting to demonstrate the im-nlrzi ty under the Constitution of such
an act? The prineciple is the same in both cases. The numbers en upon
each side of the controversy can not influence the question here, ual rights
toall are whatare intended to be secured by the establishment of constitutional
limits to legislative power and impartial tribunals to enforee them.

I could multiply judicial anthorities asserting this doctrine, but I
need not. Nobody controverts it. Tt is a corner-stone of republican
government. It would be well for all to consider the danger of assert-
ing that one of two industries, securing control of Congress by force
of its numbers, may lawfully tax the other out of existence. That
this bill proposes to do, and that every court holds may not be done
without violating the letter and the spirit of the Constitution. }

But, says some one whose hands are wholly innocent of the touch of
the plow-handle, and whose zeal is in proportion to his want of knowl-
edge of agriculture, its wants or its interests, ‘I am for the farmer, and
you are his enemy.”’ I might retort, but I will not, *“ Who annointed
these lawyer-Congressmen’’ the l?'nuﬂmns of the toiling farmer? Iam
nota farmer, but nearly every dollarof my little meansis invested in the
farm and its produets. My family, friends, and supporters are largely

in agriculture, and he who intimates that 1 do not respect the
farmer, his industry and his interest, is wholly ignorant of the facts.
Farmers are the bed-rock of our industrial systems; they are fair and
intelligent; they despise the demagogues who traffic in their fmd
name; they ask nothing but justice and equality in legislation for legal
methods and honest goods; they are capable of judging both motives
and measures. -

I am told by many of its friends that allof the objectionable features
of the menasure will be eliminated before it can become a lnw. Well,
sir, when this is done it will stand well in my favor and get my vote.




-

1886.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

5051

To get clear of unwise and dangerous provisions is just what I have
been seeking to do. O, it is said, we can not do this here; we must
stand by the bill of the committee and let its defects be cured elsewhere.
. Why, sir, this House did not delegate the anthority to this committee
to commit it to this or any other bill, and itis as much the duty of
the House to pass a good and fair bill as it is of the Senate. To skulk
responsibility is an act of cowardice, as I look at if, and I respectfully
decline to do it. But again, and for the last time, I say that when a
just bill is presented I will vote for it, and my convictions of duty com-

1 me to vote against the present bill, I hope one will come from the

te that will challenge the support of all.

I have not attempted to delay this measure nor to defeat any just end
it is capable of attaining. The majority has the right to pass it and I
will not seek its defeat by resorting to parliamentary obstructions, but
will help its friends to reach a vote at as early a day as is practicable.
I have endeavored and will continue to labor to perfect it and make it

fit to become a law. From the beginning my whole desire has been to |

give protection to all and save all from injury. There is little hope
that any amendment will be allowed by this House. All abouf me
gentlemen say it must go through just as it is. I do not like this
method of legislation, but each must act and judge for himself. Iwill
do my duty as I understand it. From time to time I will offer such
amendments as may appear to me to be fair and just, and such as will
not impair the efficiency of the measure, in the attainment of any hon-
est purpose, and if all substantial amendments are rejected, I will be
compelled, in obedience to my judgment and my best convictions of
duty, to vote against it. My people never ask me to do what in my
conscience I believe to be an unjust and dangerous thing. Thisisa
sudden frenzy—so sudden as to justify icion of its purpose. If has
never been discussed in any canvass nor debated by the people.
My constituency—a thinking, reading people, en in all the varied
industries, in trade, manufacture, agriculture—have given me no in-
structions, but left me to follow my judgment. This I have done with
an honest purpose and with a full sense of my responsibility to them
as their representative.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I profess to have just as high a
regard for the Constitution as my colleague who has just spoken [ Mr.
McADoo], and haviny that high regard, I can with a clean conscience
vote for this bill.

I rose simply to say a word about the pending amendment. During
all of these weary days I have voted consistently with the friends of
this bill. The character of the opposition has been such as to almost
imbitter me against any pro amendment; but I say to the Hounse
that in my judgment this amendment ought to be adopted. It is of-
fered by a friend to the bill and is offered for a worthy purpose, to
allow the manufacturer who puts care and prudence into his goods to
demonstrate that fact to the consnmer of those goods. It seems tome
that no valid reason can be urged against the amendment to the bill,
and the bill itself would be stronger with the House and before the
country with that amendment if adopted.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an
amendment to the amendment so as to make it read:

In tubs or other wooden or paper packages not before used for that purpose,
each containing, &e.

Then following the amendment as now pending.

de‘:‘;m CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send his amendment to the
| Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. It is simply to insert in line 2 of
this section, after the word *‘wooden,’” the words ‘‘or paper;’’ and
upon that amendment I desire to express a few further opinions upon
this bill, which .should be styled a bill for the betrayal of the party,
and for an outrage-of the rights of the people.

This bill, professing to bein the interest of honest table food, profess-
ing to be in the interest of the farmer class of the country, not only
fixes pains and penalties upon a legitimate industry, but requires that
that industry shall be so conducted that there will be no packages of
less than 10 making it impossible for a poor man out of his
weekly wages to buy a complete package of this product however un-
healthful it may be, or however much he may desire it. Itisnotonly,
therefore, a bill to rob the poor man, but it is a bill to muzzle and to
chain him. It is not only a bill in favor of frandulent dairy interests,
but it is a bill for the oppression of those who can least take care of
themselves,

Mr, MORGAN. Let me ask the gentleman a guestion.

Mr, GIBSON, of West Virginia. No; I can not yield.

Mr, MORGAN. Then let me state that a man can sell a spoonful if
he wants to, if he pays the tax.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. And, Mr. Chairman, it not only
does that, but it offers a reward to every man’s neighbor to hecome a
spy upon his neighbor. This act would undertake to create again the
informer system in this country and to divide the fees among the in-
formers. First, the State wiped out the iniquitous system as barbar-
ous and infamous; then the General Government wiped it out, and it
has been ever since, in the Halls of this Capitol in every Congress that
has ever sat here, denounced as unjust and oppressive.

You remember how corruptions and frands arose under it in New
York, where this spy and informer system was in force; how complaint
was made all over the country where it prevailed, and yet we return
to this stinking, nasty, fraudulent system for the purpose of carrying
out this miserable bill. Why, the bill makes every man’s neighbor a
spy. It gives him a reward for informing upon his neighbor; and un-
der the bill, if it shonld ever pass, noman or woman can feel safe while
his or her neighbor is paying a visit.

Mr. STRUBLE. Especially if violating the law.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Ah, if they are violating the law |
Sir, if you had that regard for the law you are undertaking now to
preach up you would not be here advocating this bill. [Laughter.]
This is not the first time we have heard people cry out and advocate
things in this Hall that we know they are not in favor of. I stood
here not five minutes ago and heard a man say he was voting for the
bill because he was an arrant coward.

Mr. STRUBLE. You did not hear me say that.

Mr. MILLIKEN. Who was it? Why does not the gentleman call
the name?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. If I undertook to call the names of
those who are acting in that manner it would take me the whole of my
five minutes, and I would have to commence on that side of the House.
[Launghter. ]

Mr. MILLIKEN. Give one name.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. If gentlemen on that side want the
names I will point them out.

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman ought not to use the expression
or make such a statement if he does not intend to give the names; and
if the gentleman refers to me, his statement is not trme. When the
gentleman makes such a statement and does not call names, he reflects
upon every man here.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Let those gentlemen who think that
I reflect npon them call upon me and I will not be found wanting.

Mr. CANNON. However, it creates asortof asuspicion. [Laughter.]

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Oh! Iunderstandthat. Gentlemen
know as well as I do the object of this bill. Some people are very sus-
picious on all subjects because they have very evilnatures. | Langhter. ]

Mr. CANNON. That does not apply to this side. [Langhter.]

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Now, sir, thisbill, full to overflow-
;.nl]:g with oi?l;gnimge i:gl:}{'lled nothing ;vhab?verynhl?f ahbemﬁ}a on

part e of their party, and a betra the on
the part of the Repablicans, who have :;lways claimed to be tll::tt"riends
of the laboring man.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. CANNON. It occurs to me there has probably been scolding
enough about this bill. I have sat here for four days and heard it. I
have heard everybody’s motives impugned; everybody accused of cow-
ardiee or foolishness in connection with this bill. I never thought as
a matter of taste that was a very manly way in which to present one’s
views touching matters before the House. It isto be supposed that
each man here performs his duoties, and represents his constituents as
he believes is right, according to his judgment and under his oath; and
for one I have yet to arise in my place in this House and make insinua-
tions against my fellow-members, collectively or individually, unless
I was ready when challenged to give the name or names.

I want to say for myself, for fear that my mere silence here for days
might give assent by implication to these statements that are made,
the principle involved in this bill meets my full and hearty approval.
I believe in it. I am for it, because I believe it is just and proper, and
if enacted into law will inure to the benefit of the great majority of the
people of this country [applause], not only the farmer but the people
that d upon the farmer as well.

I could take the speeches of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, whose
seat is before me [Mr. KELLEY], and the speeches of gentlemen all
along the line from the foundation of the Government to the present
time, where they show the propriety of a promotion of a diversity of
industries, and I will strike out iron, strike out steel, strike out woolen
goods, strike out anything, and insert butter in its place, and youn have
the argument as strongly in this case as you have in the cases that they
put so ably and so strongly.

Once more I want tosay I am for this bill, notonly becanse I believe
I am representing my constituency, but I am for the principle involved
in it, because I believe it is justified and demanded from a broad and
just public policy.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to ask my friend a question before
he sits down, as his time is not yet exhausted. Are you in favor of
taxing any industry in this country for the very purpose of destroying
it? Let the gentleman answer categorically.

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman in reply that I am not
only in favor of raising revenue, but I am in favor of protecting every
great industry in this country that needs protection.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, undoubtedly; but that does not an-
swer my question.” Is my friend in favor of taxing any industry to
dym‘h'oy it simply because it is the competitor of another industry?

s or no.
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Mr. CANNON. I will answer the gentleman.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I agree with the principle the gentleman
enunciates.

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will be still I will see if, in my
own time, I can make a uproper answer to his question.

[Here the hammer fe

Mr. CANNON. Iam in favor ofsotaxmg bogus butter as to pre-
vent its bei uponthe consumeras genuine butter at a price
not only equal to its real value, but an added price for the falsehood
that istold to the consumer who takes it for butter, when in factitis a
counterfeit.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. [Laugh-
ter.] The hour for debate on this amendment and the amendment
thereto is exhausted. The question is on the amendment to the amend-
ment submitted by the gentleman from West Virginia.

Mr, HATCH. I move that the committee rise. Pending that mo-
tion I ask unanimous consent that all debate on the section under dis-
cussion and the amendments thereto be limited to ten minutes.

Mr. VAN EATON. Will the gentleman give me five of them?

The CHATRMAN, Is there objection o the request of the gentle-
man from Missouri?

Mr. DUNHAM. I object.

Mr. HATCH. Then I move that the committee rise.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Upon what amendment doesthe gentleman
propose to limit debate?

Mr. HATCH. On all amendments to the pending section.

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the amendments as they
now stand, and the Chair thinks those may be of before the
question is put on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. HATCH. Very well.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment submitted
by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GissoN] to the amendment
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS].

The amendment proposed by Mr. G1BsoxN, of West Virginia, was read,
as follows:

In line 2, section 6, after the w. ‘‘wooden,"” insert “orpaper ;" 8o that it will
read “'in ﬁrkim! tubs, or other woodenurpaperpm‘knces

Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois. I desire to make a parlinmentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. ' I ask if that is a proper amendment to my
amendment, since mine has reference to one line, and the amendment of
the gentleman from West Virginia has reference to another ?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. This is a proper amendment to the
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, because his amendment re-
lates to the quantity of certain packages, and mine designates the char-
acter otEﬂckaﬁea in which his quantity is put.

Mr. TCH. I suggest to the gentleman from West Virginia if he
will offer his amendment to the sixteenth line, where the packages are
mentioned in connection with their sale, I will accept the amendment
as far as T am concerned. But in the second line there is a reference
merely to the manufacturer.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. As the gentleman from Missouri
says he will accept it at the sixteenth line, I withdraw my amendment.

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I wish to ask the chairman of the com-
mittee whether he will not accept my amendment with the view of
perfecting the bill.

Mr. HATCH. I will hear it read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Inlines 3 und 4, section 6, strike out the words “ each containing not less lh.m
10 pounds.”

Mr. HATCH. I will state frankly I can not accept that amendment,
simply because it is an effort to allow the manufacturer toimitate butter
in rolls of half a pound or a pound.

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow my second
amendment to be read, and then he will understand my purpose is not
what he now states?

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the remainder of the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows-

In line 9, section 6, strike out the word ** only“ a.nd insert in neu thereof “the
same tmly when putup in stamped packages or.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky.
ment to that amendment.

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Iask to have my amendment read in order
that the chairman of the commitiee may see that I had no such purpose
as he intimated of letting the oleomargarine be put up in packages to
counterfeit butter. My objectis to allow the manufacturer to make up
packages so small that they can go with their seals unbroken and the
internal-revenue stamp upon them from the manufacturer to the whole-
saler, from the wholesaler to the retailer, and from the retailer to the
consumer, so that nobody can be deceived. I willsay to the chairman
of the committee that one gentleman here, a strong friend of this meas-
ure, has characterized this as an amendment tending to perfect the bill.

Mr. HATCH. I have no doubt gentlemen have so stated, and that
may be their view of it, but we have considered that question very
carefully in the committee—it was under consideration for hours—

I desire to offer an amend-

and we know what would be the effect of the amendment suggested by
the gentleman. ' Not that he has any such’ purpose in offering the
amendment, or anaydpnrpose except, as he states, to perfect the bill, but
the effect of it, if adopted, would be to enable dealers to put this ‘arti-
cle up in packages like those in which butter is sold. ¢

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BRAGG. I understood the Chair to state a while ago that de—
bate upon this paragraph or amendment had been closed by order of
the House.

The CHATRMAN, The Chair did not so state. The Chair stated
;;]l;at in the condition of the amendment at that time debate was ex-

Mr. BRAGG. Has there been any change in the condition since?
The CHAIRMAN. Yes; theamendment to the amendment has been
withdrawn, leaving only the single amendment pending. .
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee rose informally to receive a message from the Senate,
and Mr. RicHARDSON {ook the chair as Speaker pro lempore.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoo0K, its Secre
the House that the Senate had passed without amendment
following titles:

A bill (H. R. 6965) to authorize Columbia County, in Washington
Territory, to issue bonds for the construction of a court-house; and

A bill (H, R. 2395) to authorize J. G. C. Lee, a major and quarter-
master in the United States Army, to issue a duplicate check, and the
assistant treasurer of the United States at New York to pay the same,

The message furfher announced that the Senate hmfipaased with
amendments the hill (H. R. 5838) to legalize and validate the general '
laws of the Territbry of Dakota for the incorporation of insurance com-
panies, and for gther purposes, asked a conference with the House on
the amendmenty of the Senate, and had appointed as conferees on the
part of the te Mr., HARRISON, Mr. PLATT, and Mr. GRAY.

OLEOMARGARINE.

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session.

Mr. FINDLAY, Mr. Chairman, I have here an amendment which
I think is absolutely n to perfect this portion of the bill. I
propose to strike out the word *‘ wooden,’’ in line 12.

Mr. HATCH. I have already stated to the gentleman from West
Virginia that I will accept that amendment in line 16 where it applies
to the retail dealer.

Mr. FINDLAY. I think it ought to come in here. This provides
that retail dealers mustsell only from original stamped packages. Now
the retailers are required to sell from the same packages that come from
the manufacturers in quantities not exceeding 10 pounds, and to pack
it in suitable wooden packages. My amendment will permit the retail |
dealer to sell any small quantity of the articleand roll it up in a cloth
or any other convenient material.

Mr. ,];:IATCH. I am willing to insert after ‘‘ wooden '’ the words “or

Mr. FINDLAY. The bill as it stands now will require every retail
dealer when he sells a pound or a half pound of this article to put it
up in wooden packages. Is there any sense in that ?

Mr. HATCH. They can use these little wooden trays, which are
cheaper to-day than paper. Every gmcer in the country uses them.

Mr. FINDLAY. Do you mean to say that wood is cheaper than
paper?

Mr. HATCH. I havc been told so by grocers.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will permit
me, there is no such thing as a retail dealer under this bill, because
this very portion of the bill says that this article shall be sold in guan-
tities not ex ing 10 pounds.

Mr. HATCH. And that makes the man a retail dealer.

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Chairman, I recognize the fact that there are
wholesale dealers and retail dealers by virtue of this section of thebill,
but I say it is very unwise to require a retail dealer if he sells a pound
or half a pound of this article to put it up in a wooden package.

Mr. HATCH. have already said that I am willing to accopt the
amendment of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBsox] to come
in on line 16.

Mr. FINDLAY. If the chairman of the committee will not accept
my amendment, I will withdraw it.

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment ofs the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS].

Mr. ADAMS. One more suggestion, Mr. Chairman. The form and
material of these packages will be regnlated by the Commissioner of
Internal Revenue, and he will see to it that manufacturers do not use
such 1-pound packages as will enable oleomargarine to be confounded
with butter.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, it is only necessary for me to say in
reply to the gentleman from Illinois that I have already, upon confer-
ence and consultation with the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and
the officers of his bureaun, oblained fully the views of those gentlemen
upon this question, and that therefore the bill has been reported in this
shape by the committee.

, informed
il]s of the
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The guestion was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. ADAMS,
and it was rejected—ayes 64, noes 92.

Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of carrying out
the statement I have made here, I move to insert, in line 12, after the
word ‘‘wooden,”’ the words *‘ or paper;”’ so that it will read ‘‘in suit-
able wooden or pa ges,’” &e.

Mr, FINDLAY. Why not say “‘or linen?”’

Mr. HATCH. Simply because, as the gentleman very well knows,
nothing of this kind, when sold by grocers, is ever wrapped in linen.

Mr, FINDLAY, Then why not say simply *‘suitable packages?’”’

Mr. HATCH. Again, in line 16, after the word ‘‘ wooden,”” I move
to insert the words *‘ or paper.’’

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. And the same amendment wherever
it is necessary throughout the bill to carry out that idea.

Mr. HATCH. I do not think it is necessary anywhere else.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I sent to the desk some time ago an amend-
ment which I ask the Clerk to read.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 9 of section 6 strike out the word *only" and insert in lieu thereof
the words **the same only when put up in stam ;" so as to read :

** Retail dealers in oleo e must sell the same only when put up in
stamped packages,”’ &c.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. WHEELER. I move the amendment which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

After line 23, section 6, insert:

** No person who was reported by the tenth census as unable to read or write
shall be fined or imprisoned for violating the provisions of sections 6,11,12, or 13
of this act until one year after the passage of the bill now pending in Congress
to aid in the sup; of common :"fh‘ftll,“ nindt all money collected undtr t!xis

act shall be for the purpose n pport of %
the money to be distribnlzed among the States in proportion to the illiteracy in
enid States as shown by the tentlr census.”

Mr. HATCH. T raise a point of order on that amendment.

The CHATRMAN. The committee has passed section 6, and it is
not now amendable,

Mr. WHEELER. Then I will move the amendment to section 7.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next section.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 7. That every manufacturer of oleomar;
ing, on taining ol garine manufactured by him, &
on which shall be printed, besides the number of the manufactory and the
trict and State in which it is situated, thege words : ** Notice.—The manufacturer
of the oleomargarine herein contained has complied with all the requirements
of law. Every person is cautioned not to use either this package again or the
al.a.mi: thereon again, nor to remove the tents of this package without de-
stroying said stamp, under the penalty provided nghw in such cases,” - Every
manufacturer of oleomargarine who neglects to a such label to any package
containing oleoma: e made by him, or sold or offered for sale by or for him,
and every person who removes any such label so affixed from any such pack-

shall be fined §50 for each package in respect to which such offense is com-

mitted.

Mr. WHEELER. I now offer my amendment to this section.

Mr. HATCH. I have submitted a point of order upon the gentle-
man’s amendment, |

The CHAIRMAN. What is the amendment of the gentleman from
Alabama?

Mr. WHEELER. It provides, in substance, that no person shall be
fined or imprisoned for violating certain sections of this act, provided
he was one of those persons reported by the tenth census as unable to
read or write, until a year after the passage of the bill now pending
giving him an opportunity for education. _

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not ask the tleman to state
the substance of his amendment, but simply what his motion was.

Mr, WHEELER. My motion was to insert this amendment at the
end of section 7.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment.

The amendment was again read.

Mr. HATCH. I make the pointof order that this amendment is not
germane to the pending section.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment is not germane
to this part of the bill. :

Mr. WHEELER. Then I will reserve it until we reach section 11.

Mr. VAN EATON. I move to amend the pending section by strik-
ingout, in line 16, the word **fifty *’ and inserting ‘‘ twenty-five.” In
support of this amendment I wish to say that unless I can succeed in
my effort to protect ‘‘the great American hen” it will be impossible
for me to support this bill. "I hold in my hand a dispatch I have just
received from the Merchants’ Exchange at Oshkosh, in the district once
80 ably represented on this floor by Hon. Mulberry Sellers. I send up
this dispatch to be read in my time.

The Clerk read as follows: -

Once upon a time Mr. and Mrs. Cow went out for a little promenade, as was
their custom in pleasant weather. They took with them tgeir favorite child,
Butter, a bright, yellow-haired cherub, greatly admired by the friends of Mrs,
Cow. As they strolled along, the cherub wandered into a grocery store near by
and presently came running out, accompanied b&mot.hcr cherub, who was its
very twin, r. Cow looked inquiringly at Mrs, Cow.

:* Oh, mamma!” cried dear little Butier, ‘‘Seel see! Ihave found my twin.”

“ Quite true, my child," responded Mrs, Cow, and, turning to the twin, she
asked, * What is your name, my dear?”

“ Oleomargarine,” lisped the twin.

rine shall securely affix, hymi
dis-

“What a pretiy name," said Mrs, Cow ; * and who is your mamma and 3 44/

“I do not know,” said the twin. *“ I guess I mustbe n.dpoor little orphan.”

‘S0 you are; so you are,” said the kind Mrs, Cow; and after some consulta-
tion with her husband and continued appeals from her own cherub, she asked
mmiﬁ:: twi °$?3:‘ thgobe o lfhn.;} igﬁ.r(%mra Buity slept to-

n ¥ o an n ¥ and Bul

ther in the sweetest harmoniesof ehildhood. Inthe morning Mrs. Cow went
n to call the little ones, and they both sat up in their trandle-

“Which is Butty and which is Oly 7 laughed Mrs, Cow in playful mood.

“Tam Buu:r;" lisped °’§‘ sweetly.

*No, I am," screamed_Butter, pulling out several handfuls of Oly's golden
T

hai
" persisted Oly; and then Mrs. Cow, looking first at one and then

‘“No, I am,
M How s this? ™ inquired Mr, Co ing into the
ow nq r. Cow, coming in nu f

“Oh, oh! I do not know which is Butter and which is Orlsgﬁ(m'gnﬂ W eried
Mrs. Cow, pointlng(at the two little similarities,

“Eht" r. Cow, turning to the bed. -

“Bee! " exclaimed Mrs, Cow, ' there isn't any difference. Which is which 7"

“* Both of them,"” growled Mr. Cow. *'But, wife, if there isn't any difference,

what is the difference?” And he went back to his morning newspaper, leav-

ing Mrs. Cow still in tears.
oral: If there is any moral to this fable, you are welcome to it.

[Laughter. ]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr. VAN EAToN] has expired.

Mr, WORTHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect to add any-
thing to the fund of information which has been contributed by other
gentlemen on this subject, yet I am unwililng to vote on all the phases
of this question without expressing my views uponit.” Thereis no more
doubt that Congress has the right to tax every pound of oleomargarine
than that it has the right to tax every gallonof whisky and every pound
of tobacco. Itisequally certain thatif thistaxing powerisabused forthe
purpose of crushing and destroying the manufacture of ol
such action on the part of Congress is indefensible. The real questions
then presented to us unbthis st;bjecf. are, in my judgmentih first, is oleo-
margarine & ] subject of taxation; and, next, are the rates pro-
vided in this gﬁﬁr and reasonable?

I assume that oleomargarine is a proper subject of taxation. Why
not? The elements of which it is composed, we are told, are cheap}
and if we have any trustworthy information on this subject, the arti-
cle is sold at a large profit. In addition to that, the tax which will be
coll ected under this bill, if it should pass, will be paid nltimately by
the consumers, because those who manufacture and sell oleomargarine
will be simply the agents of the Government to collect and receive the
tax from those who purchase and consume the article; and any one
who has ever given any attention to this subject of taxation knows that
taxes which are paid in this way by the consumers are the least oner-
ous and burdensome of all taxes.

But there is another reason why this is a proper subject of taxation,
a reason which has been adverted to so frequently that I shall simply
mention it. It is certainly no objection that some desirable result fol-
lows the taxation of this article. At present the article goes into the
market, not as a fair competitor with the farmers’ butter, but it goes
there masquerading under false colors. Now, if we can succeed in get-
ting revenues from this article under a proper law duly authorized by
the Constitution, and at the same time can expose a frand and compel
oleomargarine, which it is said so nearly resemblesbutter as to require
an expert to tell the difference between them, to hoist itsown colors and
fight under #s own flag, that is certainly a desirable object, and we
onght to be willing to pass a law for the purpose of ‘securing that end,
if for nothing else.

Now, there is one other object which seems to me desirable,though
it may not suit the views of a great many members of this House. I
do not believe in the doctrine of protection. I am here tosay, as I will
say upon every proper oceasion, that I believe the system of protection
to be wrong in principle and unjust in practice. It is impossible for
one end of the seesaw board to go up without the other going down.
It is impossible by any system of taxation to put money into the pockets
of one class in the community without at the same time taking it out
of the pockets of another class. If it were in my power I would wipe
from the statute-book every tariff law except those that bring in nee-
essary revenue. But it seems that we are not able to do this. The
combination against us is too strong. The iron-men, the glass-men,
the coal-men, the men interested in pine forests, and those who have
salt-wells have so banded together—being held ther not by bands
of steel, but by bands of interest, which are infinitely stronger—that up
to this time we have been unable to reduce materially the war taxation,
although twenty years have elapsed since the declaration of peace.

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex-
hausted. !

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to strike ont ‘‘one hundred’’ and in-
sert ‘‘fifty,”’ and yield my time to my colleague.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I am much obliged.

I do not know, Mr. Chairman, how much longer we shall be com-
pelled to suffer underthis system of taxation. So far it has fallen with
peculiar severity on those who live in the Great West. The farmers
havé been the hewers of wood and the drawers of water for every pro-
tected industry in this country. DBy reason of it they have paid higher
prices for everything they have had to buy, and have received no higher
prices on account of it for what they have had to sell. It hascreated a
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rej in European markets against American agricultural products,

%rmcnanﬂﬂermanymt’auebotaka American pork, while our exports
of cotton and wheat to England are every year growing less. Western
farmers have protested against this unjust tariff system. Iam here as
the tative of a district with 2,500 Republican majority, acecord-
ing to the last Presidential vote, because I have denounced in every
town and at every cross-roads this infamous system of taxation.

‘We can not break it down. The combined forces of protection are
so far too strong for us, Some of my Democratic brethren, too, I am
sorry to say, are imbued with the same views entertained by gentlemen
on the Republican side of the House.

‘What then is the next best thing to do? I have heard that one of
the ways of forcing the repeal of an odious law is to enforce it. If we
can not defeat this system of tariff legislation in any other way, I am
in favor of protecting every possible industry you can find in this coun-
try. [Laugll)lter and applause.] We will protect the iron-man of Penn-
gylvania against the iron-man in Georgia, and the iron-man of Georgia
against the iron-man of Pennsylvania; and the woolen manufacturer
in Massachusetts against the woolen manufacturer in Rhode Island,
and the woolen manufacturer in Rhode Island against the woolen man-
ufacturer in Massachusetts. We will interlace these protective meas-
ures until we protect every industry in the country. In this way it
will amount to no protection at all, because all will farealike, and the

ple will begin to see the enormities of a system which they have
xn tanght to believe was a great blessing, [Laughter and applause, ]

Now it may besaid we do not want any revenue; that we have enough.

‘Let us take off the tariff tax from salt, take it off lnmber, reduce it on
sugar, reduce it on woolen goods, and in their stead puta little on oleo-
margarine, make it travel in its own clothes, and give to the farmers of
Illinois and Iowa and Wisconsin and Kansas and Nobmkn alittle taste
of this protection tax which they have been for so many years helping
to pay into the coffers of the manufacturers of the East.

If we do this, and extend this system to the protection of the farmers’
products, we will find a great many gentlemen—we will find perhaps the
venerablegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ], for whom L have
so much respect and who is such a strong advocate of high duty—we
will find him and his friends learning the lesson that we have long
since learned by sad experience, that protection is a sharp-edged tool,
cutting the many while helping the few; and may possibly find Eastern
tax-payers uniting with Western men without respect to party, Repub-
licans and Democrats alike joining hands to reduce the taxes in the
shape of duties which consumers pay solely for the benefit of manu-
facturers and producers.

Mr. BUTI‘ERWORTH Are you in favor of taxing one legitimate
domestic industry out of existence merely because it is the successful
m;&t:tor of another domestic industry? Is not that absolutely inde-

?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I think itis. I said in the ountset that if
the rates of tax were so high as to crush and destroy the oleomargarine
interest that this bill was absolutely indefensible. . I believe there is
no propriety in putting a license tax on manufacturers of $600, on whole-
sale dealers of , and still less a license tax of $48 a year on little
retail dealers who may not have $500-worth of stock in their stores.

A MEMBER. Is 10 cenfs a pound too much?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I think that 10 ecents a pound is too high.

Mr. STRUBLE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I have onlyfive minutes, and much of that
time has already been taken up by interruptions. There are other
matters in this bill that are objectionable. Section 6, that we have
just been considering, contains penal legislation and you can drivea four-
horse team through it. [Laughter and applause. ]

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. The gentleman must excuse me. Itmakes
it penal for a retailer to deliver oleomargarine in anything but a new
wooden package. How are you going to determine whether a package
isnew or 0ld? When you pour water into a bucket does it make that
bucket an old one as soon as you pour itin? You put a new pair of
shoes on for the first time and take them off again; arve they new shoes
or old shoes? What is a new package and what is an old package?

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I do not expect to get-the floor again and T
only have a few minutes.

Mr. HATCH. I will agree to yield five minutes o the gentleman if
he will allow me to ask a question.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Very well; go ahead.

Mr. HATCH. Does not the gentleman know that under the present
revenue laws you enforce the very provisions enacted here and which
he criticises, by providing that cigar-boxes and tobacco packages shall
not be used a second time to put cigars in or to put tobacco in?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Certainly; and I have no objection to such
a provision; but while youn are saying that I want you to put itin lan-
guage that is not susceptible of misconstruction.
tﬁl:r gATCH It is exactly in the language of the statute-book on

su

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I fear the gentleman from Missouri is mis-

taken in that, for he will find that the reference is made to the descrip-

tion immediately preceding it, and that description is not new or orig-
inal packages. The revenue law in almost every instance uses the
word original instead of new packages.
But again, while on thissubject, Mr. Chairman, insection 12 I find—
That every person who purchases or receives foraalasn{’gll e
1A

any man urer who has not paid the special tax shall
fense to a penalty of §100, &c, "

It does not say who “ knowingly *’ purchases, and yet, sir, you may
send your child, fourteen or fifteen years of age, to a retail store—

Mr. HATCH. I will save the time of the gentleman’s argument, if
he will permit me to interrupt him, by saying that that was an inad-
vertence in the original drauq‘ht of the bill. It is the intention of the
committee to insert the word ‘‘ knowingly '’ when we reach that point.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I am very glad fo hear it, and I hope upon
a careful review of the hill that the chairman of the committee at the
proper time will correct many other inadvertences which are to be found
upon examination.

For myself I wish to say that if this tax can be reasonably reduced
and if the license tax is put at fair figures I am in favor of the bill. I
agree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoX] that the bill is
nght in prmmp e, and with these modifications I hope tfo see it pass;
and I would be glad to see gentlemen who occupy the same position
that I do with reference to the bill in its present form aid in correct-
ing its serious and manifest defects and thereby secure its speedy enact-
ment into law. [Applause.]

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. EVERHART. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the right to
tax is coeval with sovereignty. Itisessential toits existence; it needs
neither grant nor reservation—

Mr. STRUBLE. I rise to a question of order; it is ntterly impossi-
ble to hear.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order.

Mr. STRUBLE. Just as in the circuses it will be observed that the
bald-headed men are standing upin front. [Laughter.]

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. How about the red-headed ones?
[Renewed laughter ;|

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will resume their seats. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor.

Mr. EVERHART. Mr, Chairman, the right to tax is coeval with
sovereignty; isessential to its existence; needs neither grant nor reser-
vation, and is limited mainly by the unifurmity of its operation and the
wisdom of the Government. Itis a legislative right, and no court will
inquire as to the degree of its exercise. It mayimpose prohibitory bur-
dens upon foreign and domestic products. It may diseriminate for or
against industries or classes. It may throw greater restrictionsaround
distilleries than breweries; favor cider more than wine, and cigars more
than cigarettes. And Gongress under other clauses may bestow chari-
ties, endow schools, grant pensions, punish counterfeiters, and by the
establishment of a national board of health provide against the invasion
of disease. The constitutionality of the question under consideration
seems therefore beyond dispute, whether it be for revenue only, or me-
diately for the public welfare. The policy is justified by the facts.

Mr. Chairman, the time-honored business of butter-making is threat-
ened with azgnal mischief. Another article has been put in circula-
tion not as original, or auxiliary, or even as a substitute, but skill-
fully disgunised so as to for the honest uct. And this is oleo-
margarine. [Launghter.] Composed, assaid, in some instancesat least,
of miscellaneous offal, the slag of the butcher-shop, the kitchen, and
the alley; dissolved, neutralized, combined, and prepared by drugs and
temperatures so that it may resemble the taste, form, and color, and
bear the name of butter. Then its fabrication and excellence are
lauded as if its origin were associated with springs and pastures, with

e from
each of-

cows aﬁd churns, and all the charm and flavor of the dairy. [Ap-
planse.
The more perfect the imitation the more saleable and dangerous the

commodity. And this mixture its friends expect the poor man to roll
under his tongue as if it were a morsel sweet as sin, and which indeed
it may be. [Applanse and laughter.] Against this snbstance, whose
claim now to be deemed a rival industry savors of a false pretension,
the bill would protect the people, as other measures protect them against

us coin and the importation of infected rags. It is designed——

[Here the hammer fell.i]

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if I can be recognized
I will yield every one of my minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
yania.

Mr. EVERHART. I am much obllfed to the gentleman. Sucha
deception seems even more reprehensible than that which exaggerates
or dispa or that which surreptitiously abstracts Eroparty, or that
violence which boldly seizes it. - 1t not only deceives the customer, but
assails the credit of the real article, confounds its identity, impairs its

prestige. And though, if the oleomargarine ingredients be neither
filthy mor deleterious, nay, though it be pure as the ‘‘icicle on
Dian’s temple” and wholesome as the ‘‘ bread of angels’ or, like
‘*the sovereignest thing qn earth,”” yet still it is but a counterfeit
claiming to be genuine. Tnd being of cheaper materials and of more
extensive pmduct:on, its tendency, like that of poor money to expel the
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better, would, unhindered, usurp the market and corrupt the trade.
And this to the serious and aggravated of that great majority
who cultivate the soil, whose sweat and labor mingle with its farrows,
and augment the publie wealth; who supply us sustenance from the
harvest and the orchard; who are the conservators of law and order;
and whose brawny patnutim is the last reliance in the hout
of trouble, in riot, and in war. [Loud applause,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment
and the amendment to the amendment.

The amendment proposed by Mr. VAN EAToX was read, as follows:

In line 18, strike out the word “fifty”” and insert ** twenty-five.”

The amendment to the amendment proposed by Mr, TOWNSHEND
was read, as follows:
Strike out *twenty-five " and insert * one hundred.”

The amendment to the s.mendment was disagreed to.
The amendment was
The Clerk read section 8, as foilows

Beo, s T’hnt upon oleomargarine which shall be manufactured and m&& or
ion or use, there shall be u.!!enedlndeulleuheda

oenl.s per pouml to be paid by the manufacturer thereof; and any fractional
part of a pound ml:agnuhallbetaxeduapound The tax levied by this
section shall be rep ted by ps; and the provisions of
laws gove: the engraving, ..ilme sale, accountability, ent, and de-
struction of stamps relating to tobaceo and snuff, as far asapplicable, are
made to apply to stamps provided for by this section,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I offer the amendment which I send to the
desk

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 3, strike out “10” and insert “2," so that it will read:

"Themﬂmllheamdmdwﬂwtbdatuofﬁmhwpom

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no desire to detain the House with any
elaborate remarks on the amendment. I simply wish to call attention
to the nature of it. The bill provides a tax of 10 cenis a pound on
oleomargarine. The amendment I offer p: to reduce that to 2
cents. If the same quantity of oleomargarine is manufactured next
year that it is said was manufactured last year a tax of 2 cents a pound
will raise a revenue of $2,000,

Several MEMBERs. Four million dollars.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Be that as it may, a tax of 2 cents a pound
will raise an ample fund to defray all the expenses that may be neces-

to enforce the revenue law in this case.

I shall not occupy the attention of the committee longer at this time,
I think it would be wise if the friends of this hill should adopt the
amendment. If it is adopted I am confident we will have a speedy
conclusion of the discussion over this bill.

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to oppose the amendment. I believe if this
amendment is adopted—and I know a great effort is being made to re-
duce the tax from 10 cents to 2 cents per pound, or some other
ure—it will eviscerate from this bill its efficacy and its force. This
hill is intended to protect the dairy interests of this country. If the
tax be made so low that this stuff may be manufactured, and put in
competition with butter on the market, although all the safeguards
that are provided for by this bill shall remain in it, it nevertheless
will persist as a rival for honest butter in the market and sooner or
later will drive honest butter out of the market.

Now, if you put a tax of 2 cents a pound on this article, and the cost
of manufacturing it is but 8 cents a pound, you have a material which
can be put upon the market at 10 cents a pound; and if you undertake
to put upon the market a commodity that will cost but 10 cents a pound
against a commodity that can not be produced at a profit at less than 20
or 25 cents a pound, the effect is going to be, as certain as anything can
be, czlé?t the lower-priced article will drive out of the market the higher
Imch:l can talk as much as you please about the safeguards thrown
around this; about the manufacturer having to put the article in a
marked package; about the retail dealer having to sell from a marked
package, but who is to protect the consumer, and what provision in
this bill is to advise the consumer when the commodity is put on the
table that thatis oleomargarineand notbutter? All thesethings may be
done, and yet when thisthing reaches a boarding-house table, the table of
the hotel-keeper, or the table of any citizen there is no mark by which you
can distingunish it from honest butter. It is there, and all the safe-
guards taken would amount to nothing at all. To reduce this taxto 2
cents a pound would be to take out of this bill the very feature of it
which makes it a protection of the dairy interest: And I say to the
friends of the dairy interest that if they vote in this amendment they
might as well decline to pass the bill at all, because, although all that
has been provided for may be done, the butterine will be sold and it
will be a rival to honest butter in the market and will reach the con-
sumer and the consumer will have no means of determining whatitis.
. Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question?

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Doesthe gentleman believe honest butter will
;:mt successfully compete with oleomargarine when the purchaser knows
£?

Mr. BAYNE. It can not compete with oleomargl.nn
Mr, TOWNSHEND. When the purchaser knows it?
Mr. BAYNE. He does not know it.
Mr. TOWNSHEND. He will if this bill is
Mr. BAYNE. I do not care whether the retail grocer knows it,
whether the wholesale dealer and the manufacturer know it, they may
know it; but the consumers are the persons who ought to be advised.
If youwill in rate mto this bill some provision like what they have
in the State of _?o t, requiring that oleomargarine shall be eolored
so that when it is put upon the table the consnumer will be able to dis-
tinguish its color from that of natural butter, then you will havea pro-
tection; and for my part you can then make the tax as low as you
please—1 mill & pound, if you want to do it in that way. But unless
that is done the passage of this bill will be a keeping of the promise
to the earand breaking it to the hope of the farmers of this country if
you reduce the tax from 10 cents a pound to 2 cents.
A taxof 10 centsa pound will canse the exportation of this material.
I understand that it is being largely exported now. Let us keep this
taxon it and encourage its exportation. Let us *‘ build up’’ our foreign
commerce in this way by subsidizing steamship lines, if necessary, and
rid of this “su?ln.s product’’ to the other countries of the world.
Laughter.] But do not take from this bill its vital force, its efficacy,
its protective feature.
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Does not the gentleman know thatun-
der the provisions of this bill the manufacturer may export oleomar-
ine without paying the 10-cent tax.
Mr. BAYNE. I know it, and I want it that way.
one cent of tax put upon that which is exported.
[Here the hammer fell. ]
i(j[; McCREARY.

I do not want

I move to strike out ‘‘ two’’ and insert “‘five.”
. Chairman, this debate has developed one remark-
able fact: The 1eg\alnhvs records of gentlemen who have opposed this
bill are noticeable for their opposition to monopoly, centralization, and
consolidation. Now I wish to call the attention of the House to the
fact that the principal protests against this measure have originated
not only with boards of trade, but with gentlemen who are controllin
and mono many of the great industries of this country. I
attention to the that ten or fifteen years ago the article of lard was
produced all over the United States by every farmer, and the sale of it
'was not centralized in any one locality, while to-day if a man desires
to engage in any considerable transaction in lard he is obliged to go to
the city of Chicago, and there have it dealt out to him by two or three
firms who eontrol the lard industry of the country, and at such prices
as they may choose to part with it.

The same men who are at present controlling the wheat and corn
markets and the lard and the hog produets of the United States now
propose to control the industry which secks to displace the legitimate
dairy interest of the country. They can not control it until they de-
stroy the farmer. But when they dodestroy the dairyman and his in-
dustry, when his cows are sold by the sheriff and his farm is sold by
the sheriff and the seven millions of men who comprise this industrial
class have been driven into bankruptey and ruin by frand and the arti-
cle of pure butter ecan only be found on the tables of the rich, the wage-
worker can have the privilege of buying from these gentlemen who are
now appealing to this House a filthy, nnwholesome counterfeit or imi-
tation of butter at double the price at which the pure article can be
procured if the dairy industry is preserved. I hear gentlemen on this
floor saying that the opposition fo this bill is in the interest of the wage-
worker. If it is, sir, I fail to see it.

I say that this bill is for the purpose of keeping disseminated through-
out this country an interest which coneerns the health and the eomfort
and welfare of all the people of the country and giving every man who
chooses an opportunity to engage in it.

The distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, my colleague, Gov-
ernor CURTIN, speaks for the Knights of Labor. Other gentlemen on
this floor speak in behalf of other classes, but the gentlemen who are

ing this bill have not yet expressed one particle of sympathy with
the farmer. I can say to the House that the failure of this bill will
put butter or its imitation representative into the hands of the biggest
monopoly that exists in this country to-day.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out *‘ten*’ and insert
““one,’’ and I offer that as a substitute for the pending amendment. I
offer this amendment in good faith, and pledge myself if it be adopted
to vote for the bill; but, sir, I can not vote for any bill that embodies
the doctrine of protecting one domestic industry against another. In
my interviews with the dairymen I have never heard one of them state
that the object of levying this tax on oleomargarine was to bring reve-
nue to the Treasury. On the other hand, all of them have stated that
the object was to protect the dairy interest of the country against the
injurious competition of these products. Mr. C I can not com-
mit myself to such a policy. I believe that the internal-revenue sys-
tem is odious to the people of this country and inconsistent with the
genius and the spirit of republican government, and so soon as we

apprmch the ent of our war debt I hold that that system should
be swept en R y away from our statute-books. [Cries of “*Vote!"
[ vote 1 !’]
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The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman from
Tennessee [ Mr. GLASS] is not now in order.
Mr. GLASS. . I offer it as a substitute.

The CHAIRMAN. It isnot a substitute. It is an amendment in
the third degree, and is not in order. The question will first be taken
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc-
CrEARY] totheamendment of the gentleman from Illinois. The amend-
ment is to strike out *‘two’’ and insert ‘‘five.”’

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last

word.
The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order.
Mr. LEHLBACH. Is not debate in order.
The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order at this time. Debate has

been exhansted and the question must now be put upon the amendment
1o the amendment.

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. MCCREARY was
rejected; there being—ayes 33, noes 90.

Mr. GLASS. May I now offer my amendment as an amendment to
the original amendment ? :

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman is now in
order and will be read. :

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend the amendment by striking out the word “ two" and inserting ** one,”
making the tax 1 eent per pound.

The amendment was rejected; there being—ayes 47, noes 118.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment of
the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. TowNSHEND], which will be read.

e Clerk read as follows:

In line 3, strike out “ten" and insert '‘two,” so as to make the tax 2 cents
per pound.

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, is debate exhansted ?

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman can move to amend the amend-

ment,

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move then to amend the amendment by
striking out the last word.

Mr. i it has been proclaimed to this House time and again
by the representatives of the great butter industry, by those who speak
for the agricultural interests of this country—and I represent that in-
terest with others here—that all that is desired in this matter is such
a law as will place the manufacture of oleomuﬁine separate and
apart from the manufacture of butter, compelling men who manu-
facture el ine to label or stamp it for what it is, so'that it may
go to the consumer as oleomargarine and not as butter. Now, there is
not & man on this floor who does not know that a tax of 2 cents a pound
is ample and more than ample to gay the expense of bringing about
that result. Now, Mr, Chairman, I desire to say to this side of the
House—we are for protecting American industries against every kind
of foreign competition—in that we differ from our friends on the other
other side—

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The chairman of the commit-
tee [Mr. HaTcnn] has said that no expense would be incurred, and
therefore we do not even need a 2-cent tax.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I t the suggestion, even the 2-cent tax-
ation is not required; but supposing a tax of this amount is necessary
and is sufficient, I wish to say to my friends on this side of the House,
if the time has come when you are willing to wipe out one legitimate
domestic industry which but for your antagonistic legislation might
survive and flourish, to wipe it out simply because it is the competitor
of another domestic industry, youn may expect that the specter of free
trade will stalk to every town and village of this country within five
years, and it ought to, as the inevitable result of the blow you deal at
the protective s;stem [Applause on the Democratic side. |

Now, let me say another thing. If oleomargarine is what gentlemen
gay it is, the bare of the character of the article, the bare re-
quirement that it shall appear before the country for what it is, is enough
to destroy it. If it can not stand on its own merits, it onght to die.
If it can survive and flourish on its own merits, there is no right on the
mt of Congress to strike it down, withount other reason than that it

entered the field to compete for favor with another domestic prod-
nct of the country, no matter whether that other product is of the
field, shop, factory, mill, or dairy.

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman vote for a proposition to require
this produet to be colored pink or blue or some other color which will
distinguish it from butter?

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is not necessary to color it pink or blue
or to stamp on it a fac-simila of the American flag. It is simply neces-
sary that it should pose in its own domain as oleomargarine; and if the
people of this country desire to buy it, knowing what it is, npon its
merits for what it is, if citizens of the country desire to manufacture
it for what it is, selling it in its true character, I deny the right-of
Congress to wipe it out simply because some other industry finds it in
the field as a competitor. %Applaus&]

Mr. HATCH. - The Speaker informs me that there are several exec-
utive communications upon his table which should be presented to the
House this evening, and I therefore move that the committee rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER m]{orhed‘ that the Committee of %ho Whole
House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under con-
sideration the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, alsoimposing a tax upon
and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of
oleomargarine, and had come to no resolution thereon.

; REBECCA ELDRIDGE.

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a communication
from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:

To the House of Representatives :

I return without approval a bill or}ginnting in the House of Representatives
numbered 2145, and entitled *An act for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge.”

‘This bill g{mﬁdﬁa for the payment of a pension to the clai t as the widow
of Wilber I, Eldridge, who was mustered into the service on the 24th _day of
July, 1862, and di: June 21,1865, He was lpen.noned at the rate of #2 per
month for a slight wound in the calf of the left ?, received on the 25th day of
March, 1865, There is no pretense that this wonnd wasat all serious, and a sur-
geon who examined it in 1880 reported that in his opinion the wounded man
uTEnaisspbiel S ahig ke sty seaplEbe ot

e rather su; y thro e muscles,” an e
e!nm.idl;:.dglidulcmwum‘ “unless after long standi __orw&l.&:z

On the 28th of January, 1881, while working about a building he fell backward
from a ladder and fractured his skull, from wiﬂe.h he died the same day.

Without a particle of proof and with no fact established which connects the
fatal accident in the r test di th the wound referred to it is proposed
to grant a pension to the widow of §12 per month.

Itis nota gleuunl thing to interfere in such a case, But we are dealing with

nsions and not with gratuities,
u GROVER CLEVELAND.

ExecuTive Maxsiox, May 28, 1886,

Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill and accompanying message be
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

The motion was agreed to.

ELEANOR C. BANGHAM.

The SPEAKER. TheChair also lays before the House the following
communication from #he President of the United States, which the
Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

To the House of Representatives :

I hereby return without approval a bill which originated in the House of Re

mntﬁvﬂ! numbered 1 and entitled “An act for the relief of Eleanor O,

The claimant in this case isthe widow of John 8. Bangham, who was mustered
into the service of the United States as a private on the 26th day of March, 1864,
and was d by General Order June 23, 1865,

It appears that du;ring his fifteen months of service he was sick a considerable
part of the time; and the records in two of the hospitals to which he was admit-
ted show that his sickness was epilepsy. There are no records showing the
character of his illness in other h ¥

His widow, the Ermnt claimant, filed an application for pension March 12,
1878, nl!?ing that her husband commi su September 10, 1873, from the
effects of chronicdiarrhea and general debility contracted in the service. Upon
the evidence then produced her claim was allowed at the rate of 88 amonth. She
remained upon the rolls until July, 1855, when a examination of the case
was made, upon which it was developed and mitted by the pensioner that
the deeeased soldier had suffered from epile from early childhood, and that
during a despondent mood following an epile; fit he committed suicide.

Upon these facts it was determined by the Pension Bureau that the pension
should not have been granted, and it was withdrawn. It was so satisfactorily
proven that the disease which indirectly caused the death of the claimant's

sband was not cted in the service that,in my opinion,the conclusion
arrived at on such exhmination should stand.
GROVER CLEVELAND.

ExecvTive MAxsiow, May 28, 1886,
Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill and accompanying message be
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed.
The motion was agreed to.
SIMMONS W. HARDEN,

The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House a communi-
cation from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will

read.
The Clerk read as follows:
To the Senate and House of Representalives:

I hereby return without approval bill numbered 1406, which o
the House of Representatives, and is entitled “An act granting a pens
mons W. Harden.”

The elaimant mentioned in this bill enlisted as a private December 30, 1363,
and was discharged May 17, 1865.

He filed an application for pension in 1866, in which he alleged that he was in-
jured in the leﬂlde by a fall from a wagon while in the service,

In 1880 he filed another nplpltmion in which he claimed that he was afilicted
with an enl ent of the lungs and heart from overexertion atareview. His
record in the Army makes no mention of either of these troubles, but does show
that he had at some time during his service dyspepsia and intermittent fever.

The fact that fourteen years elapsed after he claimed to have beeninjured by a
fall from a wagon before he discovered that enlargement of the lungs and heart
;:‘uc.?:i; real difficulty is caleulated to at least raise a doubt as to the validity of

is m.

The evidence as to his condition at the time of enlistment, as well as since,
seems quite coutradicl.ory and unsatisfactory. The committee to which the bill
was referred report that * the only question in the case is as to his condition at
time of enlistment, and the evidence is so flatly contradictory on that point that
it is impossible to decide that question.”

Notwithstanding this declaration it is prop d to allow him a pension of §16
a month, though he has survived all his ailments long enough to reach the age
of seventy-two years,

I think upon the case presented the action of the Pension Burean overruling
his claim shounld not be reversed.

GROVER CLEVELAND,

ExecuTivE MAR=10N, May 28, 1836,

nated in
on to Sim-
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Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill and accompanying message be
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed.
The motion was agreed to.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 4

Mr, FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, r‘oﬁorted that the
committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 4838)
to abolish certain fees for official services to American vessels, and to
amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, seamen, and own-
ers of vessels, and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed the
same,

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the House take a recess until half past 7
o'clock this evening.

Mr. HAMMOND. If we take a recess until half past 7, will the
evening session be for the consideration of pension bills only ?

The SPEAKER. The session this evening will be held under the
special order of the House.

Mr. McMILLIN. Iask by unanimous consent that the session this
evening be postponed till 8 o’clock. It is difficult for members to get
back at halF;st 7, and few are present at that hour.

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

The House accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) took a

_Tecess until 8 o’clock p. m.

EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was called
to order by the Chief Clerk, who directed the reading of the following
communication: !
SPEAKER'S RooM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washinglon, D. C., May 28, 1886,
© 81r: Hon., JAMEs B, McCREARY is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore
at the session of the House this evéning,
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker.
Hon. Joux B. CLARk, Jr.,
Clerk Houseof Representatives.

Mr. McCREARY accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tempore.

OEDER OF BUBINESS,

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills
under the special order.

The motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
on the Private Calendar, Mr. McMILLIX in the chair.

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the privilege be accorded to each member present to call up a bill for
consideration before proceeding with the general order.

"There was no objection.
ABEL MISHLER.

Mr. ERMENTROUT called up the bill (H. R. 2964) to restore to
the pension-list the name of Abel Mishler, of Pennsylvania; which was
, as follows:
Be il enacled, &¢., That the Becretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au-
thorized to restore to the pension-list the name of Abel Mishler, late first Tieu-
«tenant of Company H, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteers, and quartermaster of said regiment.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom--

mendation that it do pass,
JENNETTE DOW.

Mr. LYMAN called up the hill (H. R. 3363) granting a pension to
Jennette Dow; which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, &¢., That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to enter upon the pension-roll of the United States, atthe
rate of $8 per month, the name of Jennette Dow, widow of Charles E. Dow,
late first sergeant of Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment of Illinois Infantry
Volunteers.

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend-
ment: i
Strike out, in line 5, the words ‘* at the rate of eight dollars per month™ and in-
pert ** subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with
the recommendation that it do pass.

MARY RENFRO.

Mr. NEAL called up the bill (H. R. 2358) granting a pension to Mary
Renfro, which was read, as follows:

Be il enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, di-
rected to place the name of Mary Renfro, mother of Mark C. Renfro, deceased,
late a private in Comgan D, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, on the
pension-roll of the Un tedysmtes at the rate of §8 per month, according to the

les and regulations ﬂg&l’n[ﬂg such cases, said pension to continue d g the

ifetime of said Mary o, :
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read.
The report (by Mr. TAULEBEE) was read, as follows:

The soldier and son of claimant, Mark C. Renfro, enlisted as private in Com-

pany D, S8econd Tennessee Volunteers, September 1,1861, and was killed in battle

v nl{m?ﬂ. 1864, :
C! ant filed application for pension as dependent mother on August 13, 1579,

XVIL

317

_at and before his enlistment, at which

which was “ rejected by Pension Office D ber 2, 1852, on the ground that the

goldier at the date of his death left a child surviving him. The soldier was killed

gn}y 20, 1864, and it is shown by the testimony of witnesses that his child died
uly 22, 1864,

3 Tﬁc fmu; are fully shown by the brief as prepared in the Pension Office ag &i-
ows, to wit:

* Bazzel Hedgeoth and F. M. Narramore testify that they have been acquainted
with the claimant and her family for fifty years; wasacquainted with the soldier

@ he and his g_ou.niuwife were living
with and sup ng his parents, and that soldier’s wife died about March B, 1864,
]eavlu% a child, Mary F. Renfro, who within a few weeks after died, and that
said ehild was the only child of said soldier; that said soldier was the youngest
son of the elaimant, and was her only support, and that he did provide for and
contribute to her support before and after his enlistment; that claimant’s hus-
band, Willlam Renfro, has been totally unable to perform manual labor since the
death of the soldier, 3

* Clerk of court certifiesthat assessed value of real estate nssessed to claimant's
husband from 1865 to 1851 varies from $300 to $1,600.

“F. M. Narramore and J. F. Greer testify that the lands assessed to claimant's
husband were poor and unproductive, and the title is in dispute, and that income
;gg_“ﬂ-‘ui not be worth §250; that claimant, or husband, has had no income gince

" d the

Your Tee 1 ge of the bill with the following amend-

ment: SBtrike out, in line 7, the words **at the rate of eight dollars per month."”

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I would like
to know who has charge of this bill?

Mr. NEAL. I did not make the report on the bill, but I am ready
to answer any questions the gentleman may wish to ask.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Are you familiar with the
facts in this case?

Mr, NEAL. I am not only familiar with the facts in the case, but
Iﬁ]mow the parties personally as well as the witnesses who have testi-

ed to it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Has this claimant any other
sons, or had she any other besides this one ?

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir; she has several other sons who have families
of their own and live in that county. X

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What are their cirenmstances ?

Mr. NEAL. They are all in very moderate circumstances. This
land spoken of where this man lived is the table-land of the Cumber-
land Mountains and is very unproductive, as everybody knows who is
acquainted with that part of the country and its agricultural char-
acter.

If you will notice the report shows that there was a child of this sol-
dier at the time of his death. The soldier was killed in battle and the
child died two days after the soldier.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It isstated that this claim was
once rejected by the Department here npon the ground that the soldier
left a child. 1t does not seem that the child was living at the time the
application was filed.

Mr. NEAL. No,sir, but at the time that the soldier was killed the
child was living, and would have been entitled to the pension which
belonged to the father, but the child died two days after. Technically
the Pension Office could not grant the claim for a pension to the depend-
ent mother under the law.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Be kind enough to explain to
me the reason of the rejection. :

Mr, NEAL. I am not familiar with the pension laws.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish toask a question in ref-
erence to this case, and if the gentleman can not answer it, perhaps some
member of the committee will be kind enough todo so. I wish to know
why the fact that this child was living upon the date of the soldier’s
death would militate against the claim of the dependent mother?

Mr. ROWELL. Because that is the law.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If there was any child living
at all at the time of his death?

Mr. ROWELL. Yes; if any child was living at the date of the death
of the soldier, that cuts out the dependent father or mother,

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Suppose the child had died
prior to the death of the soldier ?

Mr. ROWELL. Then the mother would have been entitled to the

sion.
Peglr. NEAL. I supposeit is true that on technical grounds only the
case was rejected. Had the child survived, of course it would have been
entitled to the pension; but under the circumstances the committee
think that it should go to the dependent mother.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, there are
a number of us present here who are familiar with the productiveness
of the Tennessee farmsand of that country where thisland islocated. I
suppose the gentleman occupying the chair, as well as myself, has trav-
cled over that portion of the country and knows its character. 1tseems
that this claimant’s husband has a farm which is assessed ab $500 to
$1,600, That, it must be apparent, would be the assessed value of a
very good farm in that part of the country—of course not a very large
farm; but it is also said that this lady has vigorous sons. In addition
now to the fact there is this farm, I do not think that this is a just
claim upon public charity or shows a dependentcondition. Theyhave
not lost that farm, but have occupied it sinee the war, as shown by the
testimony cited. .

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But the report shows that there is no in-
come.
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, there is no income but
the crops on farms generally. There is not one farm in a thousand that
has an income outside of the erops. In view of the fact that this lady
has a number of vigorous children living, who at most would be called
upon for & very sparse expression of love and responsibility to care for
her, I think under such eircumstances it would have a tendency to
dry up the wellw of natural love for the Federal Government to
enter upon such ties.

‘We have never found that gifts of that character help society. I ob-
ject to the pension upon those grounds. I do pot think there is any
state of dependency shown. The bill had better be passed over, be-
cause I shall require a quorum.

Mr, NEAL. As tothe merits of this case and the proof on file, it
is unnecessary for me to refer to them at any great length. The gen-
tleman from Arkansas is certainly not familiar with the farming lands,
especially on the table-lands, of the Camberland Mountains where this
womanlives. Althongh this woman has other children, as I havestated,
who may be vigorous, still it is well known to every one who is ac-
quainted with the productive character of the farms on those table-
landsthat it is very difficult for the people there to subsist by farming.
There may be 500 acres of land in this tract, anﬂiet.as farming land
it may not be worth $500. The proof shows all the other children of
this woman have left her and have families of their own toprovide for.
The proof shows. that this old lady was dependent upon her soldier son
for her livelihood, and only upon the technical ground that this soldier
had a chiid living at the time of his death, which died two days after-
ward, the elaim was rejected at the Department. I think, knowing
the facts as I do, this is a meritorious case.

Mr. BRECEKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Has any gentleman posses-
sion of the facts as fo the expression of the Department in regard to
that technical objection? Does the Department state that but for that
technical objection they wounld have granted the pension?

Mr. NEAL. They objected on that ground. That is whatis stated
in the report.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Department does not seem
to have intimated that but for that objection the application would
have been granted.

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The Department never state it in
that way. They state the mﬂdﬂ of rejection. They do not state
what they might have done the facts been otherwise.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then it is entirely inferential
that the Department would have granted a pension otherwise.

Mr. ROWELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas
a question. Suppose you had a farm worth , and suppose you had
to hire the labor upon it, how much would be the income? What per
cent. of the value of the farm would be the income? Would it be
over 10 per cent. ? '

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. A farm assessed at $500 is
worth a good deal more.

Mr. ROWELL. That depends on the State you are in.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We know as a general rule
that property is not assessed at more than one-third of its value.

MrI ROWELL. In Massachusetts they assess it at 100 per cent. of
its value.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 'We have no evidence in this |,

case that the property is assessed at 100 cent. of its value. The
ral rule is to assess it at one-third of its value.

Mr. ROWELL. Thevalue of the land is generally measured by the
amount of income it would bring. -

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And the income of a farm is
always the income over and above the living. |

Mr. ROWELL. The income of a farm is what it will bring after hir-
ing the labor., If amanworkshisﬁmnantgutshis own labor upon
it the amount of what would be his wages is taken into account in esti-
mating the valae of the farm. Measured by the income it will bring, a
farm worth $1,000 may bring an income of $50 net; and that would not
be a large support for this woman. :

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would call that a very small
income. But we know this, that when labor is hired on a farm like
that they raise what they consume; they raise their hogs; they have
their cows, their orchard, &e.

Mr. ROWELL. Suppose you were to rent it, would not that be a

way of esti the income of such a farm?

-Mr. BREC { E, of Arkansas. I ask the gentleman to wait
a moment. I am demonstrating this from the standpoint from which
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RowELL] was looking at it. They
have their garden; they have their living from the farm in nearly every
particular; and whatever income they have is something over and above
the cost of living; it is surplus wealth. That is the way in which
farmers estimate their income. They do not estimate the cost of living
in the income. I think the gentleman from Illinois is enoungh of a
granger to know that as well as I do.

Mr. ROWELL. I do not estimate it in that way. Ifa man works
his farm, what he earns upon it by his labor is deducted from the ac-
count as wages. The income above that is ifs rental value, and any
farm that will pay 5 per cent. net is a good farm.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. My disposition is in every
pension case to give the benefit of the doubt to a claimant. I under-
gapd th: gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. NEAL] to say he knows the

aimant.

Mr. NEAL. It has been twenty years since I saw her. I saw her
there while attending to a lawsuit. Her husband was then a is-
trate. He is still living and both are over eighty years of age And
I know the land.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is the land poor?

Mr. NEAL. Ttis poor, asall the land on the table-lands of the Cum-
berland Mountains is,

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam familiar with that coun-
try myself, and I will ask the gentleman this: Do you believe this is
a worthy case? 2

Mr. NEAL. T believe it is, otherwise I would not have presented it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Do you think she is in a con-
dition of dependency?

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I withdraw the objection.

Mr. BRADY. "I shonld like to ask the gentleman from Arkansasa
question. 'The gentleman spoke in a low tone of voice, but I under-
stood him to say in ussing the question that he regarded a pension
as public charity.

IDGE, of Arkansas. I expressed no such opinion
I look fipon a proper pension as a publie duty.

The amendmght recommended by the committee was agreed to.
The hill as ded was laid aside to be reported to the House with
tion that it do pass.

ABRAHAM POINTS.

Mr. HEPBURN. I call up the bill (H. R. 8556) granting a pension
to Abraham Points. D g / i
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, &¢c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di-
rected to placethe name of Abraham Points, late o privale in Company C, Forly-
sccond Regiment Missouri Infantry, and now a resident of Allerton, Iowa, on the
pengion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I should like
to hear the report in that case.
The report (by Mr. CONGER) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred thebill (H. R. 8556)
granting a pension to Abraham Points, have considered the same, and beg to

report:

ﬁiﬂ soldier was a private in Company C, Forty-second Missouri Volunteers.
He filed his declaration for pension her2, B,allﬁ-l thatat Tullahoma,
Tenn,, in February, 1865, some comrades caugbt hold in a playful way
and threw him down, injuring his left arm so Mlliy that the elbow-joint became
anchylosed, and has so remained to this date. He nlso alleges that at Shelby-
ville, Tenn., in the fall of 1864, his eyes became sore, and so continued until the
left eye is nearly blind and the right very much affected. His claim was rejected
by the Pension Office *' on the ground that the disabilities for which pension is
claimed existed before enlistment.”

. The rejection seems to have been based upon the result of a examina-
tion, in which it was elicited that claimant, when a child, his arm dislo-
cated, and at one time had sore eyes; but it is also 'reriv_' clearly proven that this
early injury to arm never disabled him from thdc:iger ormance of all kinds of

manual labor, and that the elbow was not when he enlisted, nor dur-
ing his until the accident alleged, his officers swearing that he always -
}inuﬁ ;r;;i could handle his musket as well as any one up to the time of the in-
u arm.
'll-‘jI'm soundness of bis eyes at enlistment is proven by afidavits of his officers
and of the physician who examined him at emisimeuz
t. Peter Thompson and Lieut. N. H. Wykoff, both of soldier's company,
testily to the fact of the playful scuffle in which elaimant was injured ; that the
ers were not ex nor angry,nor under the influence o(* liquor. They
ﬁ both testify to incurrence of sore eyes and their continuance until dis-
Tge.
The continuance to the nt date of both disabilities is well authenticated
i:g “neigthors and by physicians. The latest medical examination gives the fol-

ng
“ Granular conjunctivitis lids of both eyes,and mnx{dmbr le opuuitgﬂ o'{a bothbo
rform man  H
mb semi-flexed ; pro-

cornege. At times vision so obscured that can not see to
disability one-half. Has anchylosis of left elbow-joint;
nation and supination lost; no pain in part; one-fourth.
. “A. HWRAY, Examining Surgeon.'
Your commitiee find that this soldier wasdisabled in the serviee, and from no
fault of his; hisdisabilities have been continuous and still exist. They believe
he should be pensioned, and therefore r d the y of the bill,

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I think we have
arrived at a stage in the action of Congress upon- these pension matters
when this House ought to stop for a moment to consider how far in the
discharge of their public duties they can go in voting away the money
of the people in the form, not of pensions, but of gratuities. The re-
port just read shows a case presenting this state of facts, that the in-
juries received by the applicant for a pension did not in any way or de-
gree arise from the di e of any military duty. They werosuchin-
juries as are incident to any condition of civil life and such as might
occur whether the party was in the Army or out of it. Without as-
signing any reason why military duty brought upon him sore eyes,
this man claims a pension because his eyes got sore, and also because,
in skylarking or playing a game, he received other injuries. Now, Mr.
Chairman, I submit that the claim here made far exceeds any claim
that any soldier has a right to make upon his country, and in calling
the attention of the House to the facts of this case, I want to call at-
tention also to the character of our legislation generally upon this sub-




1886.

: CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—HOUSE,

5059

ject. I domnot mean to deal unkindly with the Committee on Invalid
Pensions; Ido not mean to deal unkindly with anybody in this House,
nor with any side of it. I do not desire to wound or shock the feel-
ings, the sympathies, or the sentiments of anybody, but I do desire, in a
calm unimpassioned manner to put in as condensed form as possible
some statements that may go to the conntry showing how we legislate
here upon the subject of pensions.

I start out with the proposition that the granting of pensions by this
House is done usually by less than twenty men.

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Then why does not the gentleman attend
these ion sessions and make the number twenty-one?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I will tell you directly. Isay the
granting of pensions is usnally done by less than twenty men, and of
those twenty men it is safe to say that not more than two have ever
read the bills or the reports that are ted here to be acted upon.

In this statement I include the members of the Committee on In-
valid Pensions, and I say that as a rule not more than two out of the
twenty could make any statement of any Elven case if called npon.

Mr. GALLINGER. How does the gentleman know that?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. More than two-thirds of these pen-
sion cases are passed without even the report made by the subcommit-
tee being read to the House.

As illustrations of this what have we seen? I stood here at the last
session of this House and witnessed action on the case of a soldier who
forty-four years ago enlisted in the reggla.r Army, and in ** the piping
times of peace,’”” in the State of New York, was granted leave of ab-
sence for twenty-four hours, went off, got on a spree, lay out at night,
had his fingers frost-bitten and had them amputated by the surgeon.
Forty years after that amputation that man came here and asked for
a pension. It was granted to him as a man who had been disabled in
the service of his country, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions rec-
ommended and pushed that case through this House under the opera-
tion of the previous question.

Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman please state how the Commit-
tee on Invaliil Pensions got jurisdiction of that case?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I do not know, sir.

Mr. STRUBLE. Was the gentleman present when the case was acted
upon?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I was
4 Mr. HAYNES. Iwish the gentleman would state where he gets his

acts.

Mr., GIBSON, of West Virginia. I got my facts from the report

made by the committee to this House.

Mr. HAYNES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman
from West Virginia whether he means to say that in any report made
by the Committese on Invalid Pensions the statement has been made
that any applicant or any proposed beneficiary of any pension bill in-
troduced here went off and got on a spree and had his fingers frozen
off. I have heard every report read in that committee and I do not
know of any such case, and I will say, in defense of the Committee on
Invalid Pensions, that every report that is made upon a case is read to
the full committee and passed upon by the full committee.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I do not yield for a speech. Gen-
tlemen, if yon want to speak you will have your own time. If yon
want to ask guestions, I will answer them.

Mr. GROUT., Will the gentleman give the name of the case to which
he has referred ?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I do notrememberthe name, but I
will tell the facts, and the chairman of this committee knows of the facts.

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is not prob-
able that he is mistaken in regard to the committee. Is it not the fact
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions hasno jurisdiction of such cases ?

Mr. MATSON, Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the-gentleman from
‘West Virginia whether he referred to me when he said just now that
the chairman of the committee knew the facts of the ease as he has
ptated them ?

Mr. GIBSOXN, of West Virginia. Yes, sir.

Mr. MATSON. Do you say that I know those facts ?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Were you not present when the
case was acted upon ?

Mr. MATSON. I was not, and I never heard of any such case until
you mentioned it here. [Laughter.]

Mr. STRUBLE. Was not that a case in the last Congress ?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I said it was in the last Congress.

Mr. HAYNES., Was it not something you dreamed of?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I am willing to answer questions,
but I do not want impertinence.

Mr. MATSON. I understood the gentleman from West Virginia to
say that it was at the last pension session of this House.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Noj; I said at the last session of

Congress.

Mr. MATSON. If the gentleman refers to anything that transpired
in the last Congress it is impossible for me to remember with accuracy,
but I understood him to refer to the last meeting of this House.

hLIr GIBSON, of West Virginia. Well, I will eall your attention to
the case.

Now, Mr. Chairman, that report was made; the bill came before this

House at night. I objected to it, and spoke against it, but said I did
not desire to take the responsibility of defeating a pension bill; thatall
I wanted was avote of the House. The promise was made, as the REo-
oRrD shows, that there should be a discussion of the question in the
House next morning; and I left the House that night with that un-
derstanding. But when the bill came up in the House next morning
the previous question was called, and though I desired to speak on the
question and oppose the bill I was refused that opportunity, and the
case was

Now, 1 fb].low up that casewith another. A soldier professed to have
been hurt in the State of Florida forty years hefore by having a barrel
roll over him while he was unloading a boat. He came to this House,
and this committee at this session of Congress reported not only in fa-
vor of granting him a pension, but the report granted him arrearages
for forty years; and but for my calling attention to that fact, and pro-
testing against it, the bill would have passed granting him arrearages
for forty years. When I called the attention of the commmittee to it the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BRADY] frankly stated that it was an
error, that the committee had not intended to make such a report.

Mr. BAYNE., Will the gentleman allow me a moment?

AMr, GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir.

Mr. BAYNE. As I understand, cases of the class about which the
gentleman is talking belong not to the Committee on Invalid Pensions
but to the Committee on Pensions; and the session of the House to-night
is not for the consideration of cases reported from the Committee on Pen-
sions,

Several MEMBERS. Ob, yes, if is.

Mr. BAYNE. Well, I thought it was not.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Vi irginia. I do not remember whether thm
reports to which I have referred came from the Committee on Invalid
Pensions or the Committee on Pensions; but I am talkingabout the ac-
tion of the House upon the subject. Now, here are two cases in which
forty years ago——

Mr. BRADY. Willthe gentleman pardon mea moment? Iamsure
he does not want to misrepresent that case which I reported.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Certainly not.

Mr. BRADY. I think the gentleman is mistaken in his statement.
The committee had agreed not to grant arrears of pension, because it
has been the invariable rule of the Committee on Pensions, as well as
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, in the present Congress not to grant
arrears of i

This bill in that form was submitted through inadvertence and mis-
take, and I was about to take the floor to call attention to the fact when
the gentleman from West Virginia mentioned it, and as soon as he did
80 I stated to him frankly at the time as I have sinee that there wasan
error in making the report.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, Why, Mr. Chmrmau, that is just
what I said. I stated that when I called the attention of the House to
the matter the gentleman from Virginia very promptly and frankly

stated that the report was made through inadvertence, and that the
committee had not intended to make such areport. But that doesnot
do away with the fact that such a report was made, nor does it do
away with the fact that the attention of the committee——

Mr. BRADY. Will the gentleman permit me one further remark?
The report itself did not report in favor of allowing arrears, but the
portion of the bill providing for that, through some inadvertence of the
printer or some one else, was not stricken ont.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. 8Still, Mr, Chairman, the fact is not
altered that these pension matters do not receive proper consideration
inthis House; that theyare passed with undue haste and without proper
regard to the rights of the people in the matter.

What is the state of affnirs which we find existing to-day? Over 20
per cent. of all the revenues of this great Government is now being paid
in the shape of pensions. There is pending in the other House, witha
probability of passage, a bill providing for an additional class of pen-
sions which will increase that amount $25,000,000 annually.

Mr. ROWELL. That bill has already the other House.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Then a bill has already been passed -
there in ing the amount of these pensions $25,000,000 annually,
making over one-third of the revenues of this Government annunally
diverted from the business of the country to be paid in the shape of
pensions.. Add to this further legislation in the other House, which
will probably pass, entailing upon the public Treasury an expenditure
of $244,000,000 to be paid in the shape of arrearages; and we shall
have granted in one single year by acts of Congress a greater sum than
is raised by all sources of revenue from the sixty million people of this

country.

Mr. PERKINS. We will be in debt.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir; we will be in debt.

Mr. PERKINS. That is why we want a tax on oleomargarine.
[Laughter. ]

Mr. WARNER, of Missonri. Does the gentleman by his argument
mean to imply we shounld stop paying any pensions?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. If you gentlemen will not con-
tinue to intempt me I will answer all these points before I get through.

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I thought you yielded to me for a
question.
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Mr, GIBSON, of West Virginia. There is no use asking me ques-
tions on a subject upon which I must express myself necessarily in the
line of my argument before I get through. ;

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I do not wish to interrupt the gentle-
man without his consent.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Here is the remarkable spectacle
of more than the revenue of this Government in one single year pro-
posed to be paid ont for pensions.

Now, the theory of pensions is not one of gratuity, or bounty, or
compensation. It is not intended by pensioning a man to compensate
him for his services. No govérnment under the sun so construes it.
This Government does not so construe it. But, on the contrary, the
theory of pensions is that when a man has become disabled in the per-
formance of his duty then the Government will not let him suffer but
will take care of him. And the taking care of him simply means pro-
vision for him in the future and rot paying him for any service in the

t.

pﬂ%\’e have need, sir, of money for other purposes. This Government
has great need of money for a great many other purposes. We have
great need of money for military purposes. We are to-day without
any sufficient navy to defend any portion of our seacoast or any portion
of our country or any portion of our commerce from the inroads of an
enemy. We are to-day in that position we do not dare resent the in-
sult any nation may put upon us or injury it may do our commerce.
And yet in this condition, when we are without money for those neces-
sary purposes, we are asked to continue to pay out the money needed
for the protection of our seacoasts which are now defenseless. We have
no ordnance, nor have we any of those things which are necessary for
our defense becanse large sums of money——

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to me fora
question ? ! |

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I do not like to be so discourteous
as to refuse to yield for a question, and I hope gentlemen will show
the same courtesy to me on the other side and not expect me to yield.

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. What has become of the surplus in
the Treasury a year ago?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Iam not undertaking here tomake
o partisan speech.

Mr, GALLINGER. The country will judge of that.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Nor will I be dragged into a speech
of that sort. There are many things I mightsay about the Republican
rule if I chose to go into that.subject.

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. Do not do that. [Laughter.]

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No; I will'not. But, Mr. Chair-
man, I simply desire to call the attention of the House to this character
fo legislation and to better attention be paid to it.

‘What did we see at the other end of the Capitol quite recently? We
saw two or three hundred pension bills passed in a bunch without be-
ing read. We are pursuing the same policy here now. Gentlemen on
the other side want to know if I think this Government ought to stop

ying pensions. I tell them no. There is no man who has worked
E:rdo.r to secure legitimate pensions to his constituents during the last
six years than I have done for my constituents, and the records of the
Pension Office will show it. I think every man entitled to a pension
ought to have one. I think every man disabled in war should have a
ﬁnsion. I think every man disabled by reason of his service should

ve o pension.

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. The gentleman from West Virginia says,
as I understand him, that every man entitled to a pension ought to have
it. I ask him to yield to me to call up the case of a man who ought
to have one. [Laughter.

Mr. GIBSON, of %Yest irginia. I want to know whether the case
here reported comes within the provisions of the rule. The injury was
not caused in the military service. He was not on the march. Hewas

not complying with any order. He was not carrying any musket. He |-

was net, in fact, rendering service that would entitle him to a pension.
If every man who received an injury while in the Army from one cause
or another entirely disconnected with the military service is to be pen-
gioned where are we to stop? Is it not right we should draw the limit
somewhere? Is it not right we should confine that limit to injuries
received while actually in the performance of military duty?

If the House would do thatI am certain that there is nobody, on this
side at least, who would raise his voice againstit. If the House would
do that, so far from raising a voice against it I would gladly help the
system. But I do think it right, in view of the vetoes of the President
and the attention he has called to the cases which have passed the
House, that some more consideration should be given to these matters,
for it shows that we are ing this bill without due consideration.
Now, I think if the committee——

Mr., BROWN, of Pennsylvania. We are certainly giving this bill
reasonable consideration. Does not the gentleman think so ?

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That is exactly what I want to do.
I think if the Committee on Invalid Pensions would give a little more
attention to these matters, if the House here, when they come to act
upon them, would give a little more attention, the result would be to
remove a great and crying objection fo this pension system, and so far

from hurting the interests of the soldiers, those who have a real interest
in the pension laws, it would help them in gaining their pensions.
That is all I have to say. Itis, asI said before, only with a view to the
public interests, and no desire of calling in question any man’s inten-
tions or wounding any sentiment, nor is it for the purpose of making
any partisan speech, but simply to protest against this unlimited and
apparently indiscriminate granting of pensions without dueand proper
consideration.

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, the eriticisms and strictures which
have been made by the gentleman from West Virginia upon the Committee
on Invalid Pensions are unjust, as I propose to show the House. When
he says that the Committee on Invalid Pensions bring in bills here and
that no man on the committee but one or two know anything about
the facts of the cases so reported, he is simply mistaken. * No bill, not
one that has ever been reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions
to the Hounse while I have been the chairman of it at least, has had
ever less than eight members of the committee—a quorum—present,
who have heard the whole report read, and made a careful investiga-
tion and passed upon thebill. Not a single bill has passed otherwise.
If anything else tﬁm that had been done a rule of the House, and a
parliamentary rule, would have been violated by the committee. Ido
not think the gentleman from West Virginia meant to charge that.

The fact is, and I repeat it, that there never was a single bill reported
to the House that has not had the careful consideration of at least eight
members of the committee; and in addition let me say that committee
has had a session on every Tuesday and every Friday during the whole
session of this Congress up to this time, and usually, I may say, at
nearly every session more than eight members are present and fre-
quently the whole committee. That committee hasbeenat work. It
has reported a large number of bills to the House. Do gentlemen com-
gl&in because the Committee on Invalid Pensions reported bills that

ave been referred to them? The Committee on Invalid Pensions was
organized for that purpose. We are organized to consider these bills,
and give the relief asked for, where the facts warranted it, in such cases -
as could not be passed under the general law by the office because of

-some technicality. We are trying to discharge that duty conscien-

tiously and faithfully, and that committee-room is the workshop of the
House. There is more work done there I think, and I do not say it
boastfully—for very possibly I do not do my share of it—than is done by
any other committee,

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Will the gentleman permit me to
ask him a question?

_ Mr. MATSON. Certainly.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I will ask the gentleman if all the
pensions of certain States are not referred to subcommittees of two or
three?

Mr. MATSON. They are referred to committees of one; each mem-
ber of the committee having charge of the pensions from a State.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Then I ask if that subcommittee
is not in the habit of examining the papérs and reporting the facts to
the whole committee?

Mr. MATSON. Itis.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I want to ask then if it is not true
that this subcommittee makes the reports, takes the palgem and acts upon
them and the report is made to the committee and the evidence of the
case is considered only by the subcommittee, and then the committee
acts upon that report whether it be correct or not?

Mr. MATSON. Wherever a gquestion is raised —

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The gentleman does not answer
my question.

Mr. MATSON. You do not allow me to answer it.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I am not asking the gentleman
where a question is raised; but I am asking him as to the mode of
passing the bills through the committee?

Mr. MATSON. You do not give me the opportunity of answering.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Very well. Then I will yield to
the gentleman.

Mr. MATSON. ' I say wherever there is a question at all about the
case, where any one member of the committee raises any objection at
all, the papers are all handed in and examined by the member, and it
is frequently done in the committee. One member wishes to know
some fact in reference to a case, and the papers are handed him and he
is asked to look at it and investigate it. The matters are not consid-
ered loosely by the committee or loosely, either, by the House. If they
are, it is the fault of the members themselves who do not attend the
sessions of the House to consider them. Certainly it is not the fault
of the committee if they do not come here at these evening sessions.
It is mot certainly to be expected of the members of the committee
who come here and attend these evening sessions that they will call
for the reading of the report in each case, but if any gentleman desires
that, we are always glad to have it done and to have a'discussion npon
these questions. But we do not want to be criticised when we are not
fairly open to criticism.

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques-
tion? Is it not afact thatthis House has passed with a quornm present
bills reported adversely by the Committee on Invalid Pensions?
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Mr. MATSON. That hasbeen done in several instances. Where we
have reported adversely bills for the increase of pension they have been
passed by the House with a quornm present. And I will say to the
gentleman from West Virginia that we have reported more bills ad-

wversely than we have favorably, There have heen now already referred

to that committee about four thousand bills by this House; and of
those that we have considered more have been acted upon adversely than
have been acted upon favorably. Iwill not say the reports have been
made in that proportion, but there has been adverse action more fre-
quently than otherwise. Members say to the members of the com-
mittee, ‘‘ Let the report lie; do not make an adverse report.”

Mr. GI.BSO\T of West ergnn& I desire still fo repeat my question
to the gent.lemsn from Indiana, and to ask himif it is not the rule in
his committee—I am not talking about the exception, where some man
raises a question—if itisnot the rule in his committee where one single
member examines the case and makes a report, then that report is taken
oa the report of the whole committee?

Mr. MATSON. If they vote for it, it is; butif there be any objec»
tion, it is not.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Dut is it not the rule that objec-
tions are not made on the report of a subcommittee?

Mr. MATSON. Itis impossible for me to say in what per cent. of
the cases reported ohjections are raised. But that is the rule in all
committees, just as in the committee over which the gentleman from
West Virginia himself presides; if no objection was raised when the
matter was brought before the committee he would not, I am sure, say
it was improper if no ohjection was made that the report shomld be
a to. And so it is here. There is this about if, Mr. Chairman,
if there is a dishonest man on that committee, and he is willing fo state
faets in his report that do not exist, he might practice a fraud upon the
committee and upon the House. But I think I know, and I believe
the gentleman from West Virginia will say, that there is not a member
of that committee, nor do I believe there is a member of this House,
that would npon his solemn oath as a member of the House state in
his report a fact that did not exist. That is all there is of it.

* Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. There was no intention on my part
to make any personal reflection upon any member of the committee.

Mr. MATSON. I understand that.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I simply called the gentleman's
attention to what I have understood and have reason to understand was
the rule of action upon this subject; and I desired to call the attention
of the House to the fact that I did not consider that they are giving
due consideration to cases involving so much of the public money.

Mr. MATSON. I want to say to the gentleman from West Virginia
that that rule is the same rule which obtains in all other committees
so far as I know. I havenever heard of any other, Itisimpossible, as
every member of this House knows, where so many bills are placed be-
fore a committee, or even a much less number—it is impossible for the
whole committee, for every one of itsmembers, togo into the details of
every case. The gentleman himself must see how entirely impossible
that would be. Butany criticism that comes from the gentleman from
‘West Virginia or from any other sonrce, I care not where, npon this com-
mittee as having not fairly and fully considered the bills that are sent
to it to be considered by the House is unfair and unjust, because I know
what has been the work of that committee—of all of them more perhaps
than myself; but I shall not remain silent and hear it said that com-
mittee has been derelict in its duty when it has already reported to this
House some seven hundred bills. I imagine the complaint is not that
we }];nve not done work enough, butrather that we have done too much
WOTK.

Mr. WHEELER. I regret very much to see the attitnde taken by
the gentleman from West Virginia. I agree with him fully that this
House ought to do all that can be done to prolect the honor of our
conntry and to improve our Army and our Navy; butit is also impor-
tant in that same line that we should take scrupulous care, and I be-
lieve the Committee on Invalid Pensions has taken scrupulous care,
to show to the country that any man who risks his life in battle shall
have a proper pension given to him in case he is injured, or in case he
is killed that his family shall be provided for. While I express those
sentiments, I think every gentleman in this House will admit that I
have done, while I have had the honor of being a member of Congress,
as much as was possible by my feeble efforts to sustain the honor of our
conntry and protect the honor of every officer of our Government and
to see that all soldiers receive their just compensation. ‘While people
may not think that I take'that view on accountof certain circumstances
that have transpired in this House, I wish to say a word in regard to
what has transpired while considering the Army bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the Subsistence Department and for one Commissary-General, twoeolonels
three lieutenant-colonels, eight majors, twelve captains (mounted), and addi-
t mu ¥ for one hundred and forty acting commissaries, §79,500,

TepeURRX, I move to amend by striking out the g-rnph just mad
nnd I give notice that at the proper time I shall move to ¢ out the paragraphs
beginning respectively on lines 100, 113, 116, 120, and 124,

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BAYNE. Itis very evident that the gentleman from Alabama
proposes to discuss a subject that is not pmgrly before the committee.
The Committee of the Whole at these Friday evening sessions has a

ial jurisdiction confered by the order of the House. That jurisdic-
tion is to consider cases reported from the Committee on Pensions, from
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and from the Judiciary Committee
with reference torelieving persons from political disabilities. Anyother
subject than subjects which are reported from one of those committees
is not properly before us at these Friday evening sessions, and the situa-
tion of the Committee of the Whole here is entirely different from what
it is when the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole—

Mr. WHEELER. Has the gentleman read my speech?

Mr. BAYNE. Wait a moment.

Mr. WHEELER. Will you answer that question, please?

Mr. BAYNE. Waitamoment. I say, Mr. Chairman, that oursitu-
ation at these Friday evening sessions is entirely different from what it
is when the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole for the
consideration of bills generally, and when almost any subject may be
discussed. Itis quite evident from what the gentleman from Alabama
has already said, that he proposes to discuss the Army bill, or some con-
troversy that arose while the Army bill was under consideration in the
House, and I submit thatthe discussion of aquestion of that sort on this
occasion is out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state in reference to the point
of order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that
the business of this evening session is the consideration of pension
cases. The Chair, however, is not able to anticipate what will be said
by any speaker. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]
knows the order under which this session is held, and will proceed in
order, confining himself within the limits prescribed by the order of
the House.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I shall endeavor to do so, but I
think some explanation is necessary to sustain what is said in the open-
ing o0f my remarks. As I was about to say, the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. HEPBURN] in carrying out this intention made four additional
motions to strike out the other paragraphs as they were successively
reached. The chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, General
BrAGe, explained to him and to the House that all theseappropriations
were for the pay of officers who held their positions under existing laws,
and that our failure to appropriate would not lmen the hab!.hty of the

/Government to the officers referred to.

The gentleman from Iowa had been very prominent in attacks npon
the bill to provide for improving our rivers and harbors. He had used
his best eflorts to destroy many of the essential features of that meas-
nre—

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BAYNE. My point is that the gentleman from Alabamnm not
discussing any subject before this committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama states that his
purpose is to illustrate his views of the question under consideration.
There is necessarily a good deal of latitude allowed in debate, but the
gentleman from Alabama will confine himself fo the question before
the committee.

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I have heard with pleasure the re-
marks of the gentleman from Alabama, especially his opening remarks,
and I have no doubt that he means what he then said, but I hope he
will not precipitate a discussion of this sort upon this occasion. There
is no knowing where it will end, and the consideration of pension busi-
ness may as well be given up if this sort of discussion is to be brought
into these Friday evening sessions.

Mr. WHEELER. I will state to gentlemen that I am willing tosit
here until 11 o’clock to-morrow to vote on every bill that comes up.

Mr. GALLINGER. But some of us will get pretty weary in the
mean time.

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. To-night has been set apart for the special

urpose of considering pension bills; and as a member of the Pension
%ommlt.tee, who always attends these Friday night meetings, I protest
against a long debate on a question not before the House.

The CHAIRMAN. Some latitude is of course allowed to a member
in debating any question; but the gentleman from Alabama will please
confine himself to the business before the committee nnder the order of
the House.

Mr. WHEELER. The RECORD shows that he made twenty different
speeches in his continued and repeated assaults upon the bill; and when
this amendment to the Army bill—

Mr. STRUBLE. Now I rise to a point of order. My point is the
same as that which has already been made by the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania. It is evident that the gentleman from Alabama isnot speak-
inginorder. Iunderstand very well that my colleague [ Mr, HEPEURN]
does not want any better fun than to have a discussion with the gentle-
man from Alabama, butI also know he does not desire that the time of
this Committee of the Whole on this oceasion or any other Friday night
shall be taken up with such discussion. I hope, therefore, that the
gentleman from Alabama will realize the importance of going on with
the business set for this evening.
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama will proceed in
order.

Mr. WHEELER (resuming). And when this amendment to the
Army bill was conpled with the assertion that the next five paragraphs
would beattacked by him, were we not justified in our belief that the
gentleman intended an assanlt upon every feature of the bill then bei
considered, the only effect of which, if successful, would have been to
embarrass and block the machinery of the Government?

Mr. DOCKERY. Now I ask the Chair fo interpose. The point of
order has already been made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania and
the gentleman from Towa. I make the same point and insist that the
Chair should require the gentleman from Alabama to confine himself
to the question under consideration.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already stated, and he su
the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. DOCKERY ], as well as others,
served the fact, that the order of business of to-night is the considera-
tion of reports made from the Committee on Pensions and the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions and bills for removing political disabilities.
Objection has been made to the gentleman from Alabama proceeding
with anything outside of that order. The Chair admonishes the gen-
tleman from Alabama to proceed in order under the special order made
for the transaction of business to-night.

Mr. WHEELER. I do not wish to occupy any time of this House
which would be used in passing pension bills—

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to submit to the gentleman fmm Alabama a

uestion.
i The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield ?

Mr. WHEELER. I yield for a question.

Mr. BAYNE. Does the gentleman from Alabama propose to discuss
th:irbﬂ%:uw before t.luf House? S P Al

. WHEELER. after explanation, uss the
bill before the House af}g pagss‘ec’mte it. After the remark of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania, however, I will say that if agreeable to gen-
tlemen of the committee, I will postpone my speech until after we have
acted on these bills, lfthenlmnpmwed—-

Several MEMBERS., Very w

Mr. WHEELER. Ifgentlemen will wait here and hear me.

Several MEMBERS. Certainly.

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I will agree to wait with plowum.

Mr. HEPBURN. The report in this case shows that early in 1865
the soldier named in the bill, while at Tenn., was standing
in camp, when some of his ‘comrades playfully seized lmn. and he en-
gaged in a scuffle trying to get loose from them. There was no drunk-
enness, no anger on the part of any of them; but in the scufile, in his
effort to get loose, he received a hurt to his elbow, which resulted in a
permanent injury. The joint is anchylosed, and he has no use of it.
It also appears that he contracted sore eyes while in the service, and
they have continued from that time tothis. These factsare proved by
the evidence of his captain and lieutenant. There is no controversy
about them. But he had sore eyes before he went into the service;
and when a small child he fell and injured his elbow. Altho h it
was proved that he had perfect use of his elbow up to the time o
last injury, though he conld go through the manual of arms without
difficulty, could perform all the duties ofa soldier, and although he had
no sore eyes for years previous to his service nor until near its close,
yet because of theseantecedent dxﬂlenltamﬂml)epuhnentelectedtosay
that the injuries were not incurred in theservice, and upon that ground
solely refused to grant him a pension, assaming the fact that the in-
juries were pensionable, provided they had not existed antecedently to
his enlistment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to lay the bill
aside to be reported favorably to the Honse.
The motion was agreed to.

CORNELIA R. SCHEXCK.

Mr. MAYBERRY. I call up the bill (8. 1584) for the relief of Cor-
nelia R. Schenck.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacted, &-¢., That aSeemhryotlhaIntmiorbe and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Conel lia R. R. Schenck, widow of Dan-
iel F. Schenck, late captain of the Fiftieth New York Corps.’

Mr. GLASS., Mr. Chairman, I know it is a very ungracious task to
raise the point of no quorum. Yet I doubt whether this House onght
to pass a solitary pension bill where the case has been rejected by the
Commissioner of Pensions. We have been traveling in this direction
at a very rapid and very reckless pace, and I do not think it proper for
two or three dozen members to assemble here and pass forty or fifty pen-
sion bills during one evening.

Mr. ZACH. AYLOR. W;ll my colleague allow me a question?

Mr. GLASS., Yes,

Mr. ZACH. 'I‘AYLOR. As my colleague hasspoken of the small at-
tendance at these night sessions, I will ask whether this is not the first
Friday night session that he has ever attended ?

Mr. GLASS. I think this is the first night session I have attended,

.

because my constituents are satisfied if I come here and work indus-
triously and honestly in the daytime without returning at night.

Mr. NEECE. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him to
make a statement ?

Mr. GLASS. I will hear the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. NEECE. Many of these cases weare passing have been recom-
mended by the Commissioner.

Mr. HAYNES. Exceptional cases.

Mr. NEECE. Yes, exceptional cases, and which would have heen
allowed by the Commissioner, but within the limitations of the law it
was impossible for the claimani to secure hisproof in time.

Mr. GLASS. The Commissioner of Pensions has particular facili-
ties for ascertaining the proof in these cases. He has much better op-
portunity, therefore, to act upon them than a few members here in
this House.

Mr. HAYNES. Whatadditional facility has the Commissioner of Pen-
sions than are possessed by the members of this House ¢

Mr. GLASS. Under the law he has agents who go in the region of
country where the claimant resides and they report the proof in each
case to the Pension Office.

Mr., HAYNES. I want to ask the gentleman from Tennessee
whether the Committee on Invalid Pensions has not precisely the same
testimony which is before the Commissioner of Pensions?

Mr. GLASS, In the matter of these pension billsitis done
here, in my judgment, without due consideration.

A MEMBER. Perhaps that is true.

Mr. GLASS., Few members know what is transpiring when the
House is considering these cases,

Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the gentleman speak from actual knowl-
edge or is that merely his inference?

Mr. GLASS. I have been here in daytime when the House has been
passing upon these pension cases, and I do not think when these bills
were being passed there were a dozen votes on either side and possibly
there were not two dozen members in the House who knew what was

oing on.
s M§ SOWDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him?

Mr. GLASS. Yes, sir.

Mr. SOWDEN. Does the gentleman know——

Mr. GLASS. Iam a new member.

Mr. SOWDEN. Soam I. [Roars of langhter.]

Mr. GLASS. I have hesitated to make this new point.

Mr. SOWDEN. Let me interrogate the gentleman.

Mr. GLASS. Let me get through first with what I wish to say.

Mr, SOWDEN. Certainly.

Mr. GLASS. e havearrived at that point in this character of legis-
lation when I believe it to be the duty of some member to bring the

question before the House, and if no member of experience and greater
alnhty than I possess will get up and say it is not right to go on and
make these appropriations I feel it to be my duty to doit. I owe the
responsibility to my constituents, and I owe as well responsibility and
duty to myself, and I can not acquit my conscience to stay away or
this | stay at home when I know these bills are being passed in this manner.

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman now permit me to ask him a

question ?
Mr. GLASS. Yes, sir.
Mr. BOWDEN. My question is this: Does not the gentleman know

this House has intrusted a certain number of members with the charge
of this business—the Committee on Invalid Pensions—in whom it has
perfect confidence? -

Mr. GLASS. I have confidence in the committee, and I do not in-
tend to cast any reflection upon that committee. I make mo cha
against the committee or any individual member of it, but I do make
the assertion if is a wrong and improper class of legislation.

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman certainly does not wish to be un-
derstood as meaning it is wrong and improper fo pay pensions.

Mr. GLASS. No; but I do say that it is an improper way for this
House to conduct its business by passing such bills without a sufficient
number of members present.

Mr. SOWDEN. Does not the gentleman know this is the proper
tribunal for just such cases as have been considered on these occasions?

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, and gentlemen
will resnme their seats.

Mr. SOWDEN. The gentleman from Tennessee has yielded to me
to ask him a question.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed.

Mr, SOWDEN. Does not the gentleman from Tennessee know this
is the only tribunal to which a claimant whose case hns been rejected
at the Pension Office for want of technical evidence can come for relief?

Mr. GLASS. This House has the intelligence to pass a law which
will meet every emergency, and it is their duty to do it; and when that
law is passed the officer upon whom has been imposed the burden of
deciding these cases should be allowed to do so.

Mr.SOWDEN. IsnottheCommitteeon Invalid Pensionsthe proper
body to pass on these cases?

Mr. HAYNES. Just as much as a clerk in the Pension Office.
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Mr. GLASS. This House has jurisdiction, and ought fo exercise it
by passing a law to cover all possible emergencies; and where the duty
has been confided to the proper official and he has rendered his decision
that ought to be a finality.

Mr. SOWDEN. Then if for want of technical evidence the claim is
rejected, the parties are to be denied the right to come to Congress and
ask relief; is that it?

Mr. GLASS. No, sir—

Mr. NEECE. Let me suggest to the gentleman, if he will aliow me
a moment——

Mr. GLASS. Certainly,

Mr. NEECE. The gentleman islaboring under a mistake, I am satis-
fied, as fo the facts in reference to the reporting of these cases. He is
conscientiousin his position, T'am satisfied, and (%na not want to occupy
a position that is not a proper one. The Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions does not pass upon any claim until it has been first rejected in the
Pension Office.

Mr. GLASS., T understand that.

Mr. NEECE. When a case comes to us which has been rejected at
the office we examine it, and we only allow such elaims as have been re-
jected through some ieality, just and equitable claims, and we rely
strongly upon the equity of the cases. I can recite an instance in my
own experience, a case which came under my own observation and was
reported by me. There wasasoldier, whose company I have forgotten,
who was sent from the Seventh Kansas Regiment to visit the Seventh
1llinois. He had to cross a stream of water which was full to overflow-
ing, and was never seen or heard of again. His entire effects were left
in eamp.

He was a trathful soldier and bore a good reputation. His mother,
who was dependent upon him for her living, could not prove his death,
and technically she was barred from the pension. If is such claims as
that that we consider. She conld not prove him to be dead.

Mr. DANIEL. If he was absent for ten years the law would have
deemed him dead.

Mr. MAYBURY. Vill the gentleman permif a question? Is his
objection on acecount of the demerits of this partieular case ?

Mr. GLASS, No; itis that there is too small a number of members
present to-night to transact this character of business.

Mr. MAYBURY. For if the objection was to this icular case, I
would withdraw it, so as not to prevent the consideration of other busi-

ness.
Mr. GLASS., I am not speaking to the merits or demerits of any

case.

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a question of order.

Mr. GLASS. But I do not think the House should legislate npon
important matters with so small a number of members present.

g‘he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Towa rises to a question of
order.

Mr. HEPBURN. I make the point of order that the gentleman from
Tennessee says he is not speaking to the merits or demerits of the case,
consequently he is not in order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee will confine him-
self to the question before the committee.

Mr. HERMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee
if his objection is to the merits of the pending bill or to the general
snbject of pensions ? .

Mr. GL 1 am not eriticising the merits of this bill; I am only
objecting to legmlat.m% with so few members present.

Mr. BOUTELLE. rise to sustain the point of order made by the
gentleman from Iowa. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that itis well
known by all members present to-night that the House of Represent-
atives, when they made the special order for Friday sessions for pension
cases, understood that there would be the liability of asmall attendance.
They understood that it lay within the power of any member of the
House to raise the point of order of no gunorum at any time if any one
saw fit to do so; and this was well understood by gentlemen now pres-
ent. 1 wish to suggest, therefore, to the gentleman who has justoccu-
pied the floor, and also to the gentleman from West Virginia, who
preceded him, and to other gentlemen on thatside of the House, that
if it be true, as it seems to be, that they came here to-night for the
purpose of preventing ns from going on with pension legislation they
shounld in good faith say so and let us go to our homes. [Cries of

‘*Regular order!”’

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will confine himself to the ques-
tion of order.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am confining myself to it; but desire to criti-
cise the fact that the discussions this evening have not been to the
merits of bills presented, but have been entirely directed to a denial of
the propriety of any of this legislation atall. And I repeat, if itisthe
purpose of gentlemen on that side of the House to raise the issue that
we shall have no more pension legislation this session let them make
it now and let the country understand it.

. Mr. CANNON. I desire to say a single word upon the point of or-

er.
Mr. HEPBURN. I withdraw the point of order.

Mr. GLASS. I have nothing else to say, but I wish to make a word
of reply to the gentleman on my right, whom I do not know——

Mr, CANNON. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me a
moment?

Mr. GLASS. I willin a moment. I will say to the gentleman on
my right, whom I do not know——

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is your misfortune. [Laughter.]

Mr. GLASS. I will say to the gentleman that I did not know the
gentleman from West Virginia was to be here to-night, nor have he and
I had a conversation about these night sessions to-night or atany other
time. The fact that we are here together to-night is purely accidental.
I will state to the gentleman that I did come here with the view of
seeing how small a number of members were passing these bills, and
if it were totally ouf of proportion to & quornm I was disposed to make
an objection.

Mr. SOWDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman a question.

Mr. GLASS. I will say I did that without consultation with any
other gentleman.

Mr. BOUTELLE. ILetme say to the gentleman from Tennessee I
had not the slightest intention of attributing to him any conspiracy. I
wished merely to ask him whether it is the purpose to raise the ques-
tion here of the propriety of any pension legislation ?

Mr. BOWDEN. The gentleman from Tennessee yields to me for a
question. :

Mr. WILLIS. I am eatisfied the gentleman from Tennessee is
through if gentlemen will only let him alone.

Mr. GLASS. I will hear the question of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. SOWDEN].

Mr. BSOWDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether this is not the
the first evening he has been here during the session ?

Mr. GLASS. This is the first Friday night session I have attended.

Mr. SOWDEN. That is all I want to know.

Mr. GLASS. Iam willing fo have that go on record. My constit-
uents did not send me here to work at night. They if I did
an honest day’s work they wounld be satisfied. I think if we meet here

in the daytime and pass appropriation bills and revenue bills and then
go home, the country will be better off. :

Mr. CANNON. I would like to say a word about the bill under con-
sideration. Many of us have bills that are meritorious. This bill, I
think, is meritorious, as shown by a report of the committee, a ma-
jority of which are Democrats and a minority Republicans; all of them
painstaking, honorable men. They have made their report. It comes
on their honor after in ion.

Now, Friday night sessions, almost ever since I have been a member
of this House, have been about like this Friday night session, except
that there are more members here to-night than ordinarily are; and I
submit to my friend from Tennessee that the proper way to proceed in the
line of precedent would be to take the cases, case by case, and if the

does not show it is a meritorious case after discussion, then let
him make the point of order there is no qnorum here, and no doubt
the gentleman in charge of the bill would withdraw it if the point of
order was made under such eircumstances, and then let the next one
come up. A number of bills are here that I know are meritorious. I
know of one especially where the claimant is old, suffering, and unfor-
tunate.

Mr, ZACH. TAYLOR. I make the point of order that the gentle-
man from Illinois is not discussing the bill before the committee.
fmi}g. CANNON. Then Iyield the floor. I have no desire to speak

er.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable
recommendation.

THOMAS 8. HOPKINS,

Mr. REED, of Maine. I call up the bill (S. 183) for the relief of
Thomas S. Hopkins, late of Company C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, d-c., That Thomas 8. Hopkins, late a private in Company C, Six-
teenth Maine Volunteers, now .on the pension-roll, be, and he is hereby, ex-
empted, by reason of mental incapaeity, from the limitation prescribed in sec-
tion 2 of the act of Congress approved March 3,1579, entitled “An act maki
appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pensions g‘mnhd by act ol
Congress approved January 25,1879, and for other purposes,’” and he shall be
entitled to and there shall be paid to him the same rate of pension,and the
same arrears thereof, as if his application for a pension had been filed with and
allowed by the Commissi of P prior to June 16, 1880,

Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask for the reading of the report,
The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.183)
for the relief of Thomas 8. Hopkins, late of Company C, Sixteenth Maine Volun-
teers, submit the following r:ﬂn-t:

The facts upon which this claim is based ave set forth clearly in the report of
the Senate Committee on Pensions, which this committee adopt, with a recom-
mendation that the bill do pass.

Thomas 8. Hopkins, late a private in Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Maine
Volunteers, seeks relief from the limitations of the arrears-of-pensions act of
March 3,1579, on the ground that from a time some months prior to the passage
of said act down to a period subsequent to the 30th of June, 1880, he wnége-

B-
the

vented, by reascn of the extreme severity of his illness and by mental and
ical disabilities, from making an application for arrears in accordance wi
pro of said act. Itappears t upon the first return of mental strength,
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nndnssoon as he could dictatasle«cr.vis.md%wmberﬁ,l&& ,that he made

for a
%m“'*' e ily m‘*mm.f&mn“? L iy
and a e relie or House o n
The Senate Committee on Pensions, however, reported adversely upon
it, on the ground that the evidence was not sufficient to substantiate the claim-

ant's dtmblhty Subsequent to this report additional testimony upon thilpoint
‘was procured, including the following statement trom Dras. W. ohnston n.nd
H. D. Fry, his attending physicians, which to your

as conclusive evidenee of fact that duri

the time within which applica-

tion.! could be made for arrears of pension under the act above referred to the
t was tally and physically di 1 from taking advantage of its

provisions, and for these r the itt beliave that the pet ner is

entitled to the relief sought for, and &ha{l  the p

panying bill as a substitute for Senate bill No. 183.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the gen-
tleman from Maine one or two questions. What is this claimant re-
ceiving now ?

Mr. REED, of Maine. I believe it is $50 a month.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. His sufferings are very severe,
I presume?

Mr, REED, of Maine. He is a very great sufferer.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What amount of money will
this bill carry?

Mr. REED, of Maine. I can not say. It simply puts him in the
same position as he would have been in if he had not been mentally in-
capacitated from making his application in proper time.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. He would receive arrearages
upon the basis of the pension that he first received, I presume?

Mr. REED, of Maine. I so understand it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not upon the basis of subse-
quent increases of pension?

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suppose not. .

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like some member
of the committee to make a statement about that.

A MEMBER. Is he in a dependent condition?

Mr. REED, of Maine. I am informed by a gentleman at my side
he l.s de ent for support on his family.

YNES. I will state to the gentleman from Arkansas that
thla blll proposes to give the claimant arrearages back to the time this
disability came upon him. It came npon him very suddenly. It did
not date back to the time of the war. My impression is that this cov-
ers arrears for a period of about three years. e was not pensioned at
that time, as I understand, and the arrearages are not to date beyond
the time when he was completely prostrated.

Mr. PRICE. The bill carries about §1,800.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The statements which have
been made I think are aahaﬁwtor_y. They are so to me.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

ELLEN J. WELCH.

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 7721)
granting a pension to Ellen J. Welch.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacled, &e. T'h.nt the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sul:ueci to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen J. Welch, widow of John H.
Welch, late of the Third Massachusetts Light Battery ery.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

JOHN W. PAYTON. .

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H.
R. 7750) to place the name of John W. Payton on the pension-roll.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacted, dc., That the Sceretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in-
structed to place the name ol’ John W, Pn lnn, late a private in Com &uw
Eighteenth Illinois Volunt sion-roll, subject to -
itations and provisions of the penaion fnws of the United States.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

MRS. ANNIE S. WEBB.
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. MMr. Chairman, I call up the bill
(H. R. 8142) grantmg a peumon to Mrs. Annie 8. Webb.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, an-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Annie 8. Webb, a volunteer
nurse in the late war, at the rate of §25 per month.

An amendment reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions
striking out ‘‘twenty-five”’ before the word ** dollars”’ and substitut-
ing “‘twelve’’ was agreed to.

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be
mported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

MRS, LETITIA J. GARRARD,

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I call up the b:l]l (H. R. 4816) grant-
ing a penzion to Mrs. Letitia J. Garrard.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be 4 enacted, £¢., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and

lim of the ion laws, the name of Mrs. Letitia J. Garrard, dependent
mol.h,er of Daniel Garrard, late eaptain of Company F, Twemy-ﬁecond Ken-
tucky Volunteers,

A MEMBER. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the report in
that case.
The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I, R.
4816) granting a pension to Letitin J. Garrard, submit the following report:

Claimant is the widowed mother of Daniel Garrard, deceased, who was eap-
iain of Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Kentuc&:y Volunteers, and who
was killed in battle near Vicksburg, December 29, 1862,

Her claim for pension was rejected on the Eround that she was not dependent
on the soldier for support at the time of his

Claimant’s husband was, at the time of the soldier's death, Iiving and in re-
ceipt of $1,700 per annum as a salary, as treasurer ofKenl.ucky. his health was
at the time of enlistment of soldier very feeble, so feeble that he could not per-
form the duties of his said office and kepb the soldier in the office, where he
(soldier) performed the duties thereof, and to that extent contributed to the sup-
port of claimant and her invalid husband.

The claimant's husband owned at the time of soldier’'s enlistment an interest
in nn!bworknf:mpeﬂy in Kentuck

{ which was afterward destmgdd by order of
General Buell to prevent their falling into the hands of the confederates. The
destruction of the property rende it almost worthless, and it was afterward
sold by the husband for a nominal sum. He also owned asmall farm in Frank-
lin Count; Kenl-uolry butowed the pumhmprlmtherefor. and for whinh it was
afterwa He also owned a house in the cit ; rt, Klﬁe in which
the nlaimant now lives; thisbeing all that is left of the property hnsband,
Soldier freqnentl durln his service in the Army contributed to the support of
his mother; the soon after the soldier was killed

The claimant is now old and in needy ci wil-h no of sup-
port, except what little money she earns by her own labor in keeping boarders,

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

EDWARD COLEMAN.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman; I call up the bill (H. R. 8351) for
the relief of Edward Coleman.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, &¢., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is, authorized and
directed to place the name of Edward Coleman, late a private in Compmg H,
Fourth ment Illinois Cavalry Volunteers, and of Company C, One hu
and sixth ent Illinois Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report in the case be
read.

The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.
8351) for the relief of Edward Coleman, report:

That this claimant served through the Mexican war, and when discharged
from that service was suffering from chronie diarrhea.

He made application for pension in 1830, but before the olaim had been adjudi-
eated the papers in the case were lost while in the hands of claimant's attorney
at Stryker, Ohio, and were never found.

In August, 1861, he enlisted in Company H, Fourth Illinois Cavalry, and served
until March, 1862, when he was discha; by reason of chronie diarrhes.

On December 24, 1863, he re-enlisted as a private in Compnn{ C, One hundred
and sixth Illinois Volunteers, and was honorably 1865.

Claimant in recent years has ored to estahlish claim for pension
for disabilities incurred in the Mexican war, but was unable to prosecute it to
a. suecessful issue, owing to the impossibility "of securing evidence of comrades,

ln 1881 he filed n?'ﬁ lication for a pension, alleging asthma, diarrhea, dys-
pepsia as a result of his military service in the war of the rebellion. This
was re]ected on the ground that alleged disabilities existed prior to enlistment.

A of the Pension Office, who invested the case at the home

of clalmmt. says that—

“This man is a total wreéck; his mind is feeble, and he ean not live long, He
is a man of fair reputation, and I believe his statements could be relied upon if
his memory was not so defective. After a careful examination of the case I am
inelined to believe that as it now stands it ought to be rejected, although I be-
lileve the elmm meritorious as to chronic diarrhea contracted while in the Mex-

can war."

Claimant was examined by the Terre Ilaute board of surgeons in 1885 who
reported as follows:

*He is thin,spare, stoop-shouldered, and broken down. Bowels receding,
slightly tympaml.ic Increased dullness of hepatic ares. To:fue red at tip snd
edges, and coated. Mucous membrane of anus pale and relax: eart’s action
feeble and sounds indistinet. He is very poorly nourished, and totally disabled
for the performance of manual labor.

The committee believe that claimant incurred c.hronie diarrhea while in the
Mexican war, and that his service in the war of the rebellion aggravated h 13‘1..
ady, resulting in his present incapacitated condition,and report the bill fa
ably, with the recommenda‘ion that it do pass,

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

SILAS K. HAINES.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill
(H. R. 2626) granting a pension to Silas K. Haines.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author-
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita-
tions of the pension laws, the name of Silas K. Haines, late of Company I, Third
Regiment Potomac Ilome Brigade Maryland Volunteers.

Mr. BRECKNRIDGE of Arkansas. Let the report be read, Mr.
Chairman.
The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Imrn‘l!.d Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 2626,
submit the following repo

Claimant enlisted as a priv am soldier in Company H, Thini_Muylgnd Potomac
Home Brigade, on March 8, 1862, and remained in the service until honerably
mustered out at the close of the war. It is fully ge roved that he was a man of
vigorous health when he entered the Army, ptember, 1862, he was sur-
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rendered with his command at Harper's Ferry, Va., by Colonel Miles, and on
his release on E:rrole was sent to Camp Parole at Annapolis. While there, to
wit, in November, 1862, a member of his company, who was his nephew, died
with typhoid fever, and claimant and another comrade were granted leave to
noaom‘ganythe corpse home to Preston County, West Vi
after they started, and when they had reached Pittsburgh, claimant was him-
self stricken down with the same disease, and with great difficulty reached his
home, where he was prostrated with it for many weeks, This disease has per-
manently impaired his lungs, and left him a victim of increasing inﬂmjg.
suffering with swelling of joints of his lower limbs and with pains in his left hip
to such a ree that he b helpless and destitut

Dr. M. S. te confirms these facts, which are testified to by several comrades,

and says:

“That he has known elaimant all his life, and has treated him professionally
since the death of former physicians, and that there is no doubt mant's pres-
ent physical wreck is due to the same attack of fever above alluded to,and that
it has never been aﬁgrm-aled by use of intoxicating liquors, from which claim-
ant is an abstainer.

There can be no doubt that this fever was contracted in the parole camp, al-
though its first attack was felt the day after leaving camp, and your committee
have no doubt, under the circumstances proved, that claimant is well entitled to
be put on the pension-rolls, and report accordingly.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

MRS, AURELIA C. RICHARDSON.

Mr. WEBER. Mr. Chairman, I callup the bill (H. R. 1584) for the
relief of Mrs. Aurelia C. Richardson,
The bill was read, as follows:

Ba it enacted, &¢c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js hereby,au-
thorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of
the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Aurelia C. Rlcgardsun. dependent mother
;afA bert H. Fillmore, late of Company F, Eleventh New York Cavalry Volun-

eers, "

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read, Mr.
Chairman.
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Iouse bill 1584,
beg leave to submit the following report :

The clairmant is the dependent mother of Albert H. Fillmore, late of Company
F, Eleventh New York Cavalry Volunteers.

The soldier enlisted in August, 1862, for three years, and died in hospital at
Memphis, May 20,1865, from confluent small-pox.

The claim was rejected on account of non—ggpendence upon the soldier at the
time of his death.

The élaimant is seventy-six years old, and the evidence shows that she isnow
poor and suffering from the infirmities of old Her husband, the step-
father of the soldier, is seventy-eight years old, a blacksmith by trade, broken
down by physical infirmities, and unable to sugport himself and wife by labor.
The income of all the property they now own is insufficient to furnish the com-
monest kind of a living. )

At the time of the son’s enlistment the Eroperty of the claimant was entirely
insufficient for her support, and even with the earnings of her husband at that
time was not enough to render them a comfortable living.

The evidence tends to show that at and before enlistment the son recognized
his filial obl ions by contributing to some extent to the mother's support.

We think this is a claim falling fairly within the rule adopted by the it-
tee governing such cases, and finding it to be meritorious and just, recommend
that the bill do pass.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

CLARA L. PREUSS.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 921) grant-
ing a pension to Clara L. Preuss.
The bill was read, as follows:

e il enreled, d¢., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed
1o place on the pension-roll the name of Clara L. Preuss, at the same rate re-
ceived by her deceased husband, Leopold B. Preuss, late captain of Company C,
Fourth ment Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers.

The report (by Mr. TAULBEE, supplied later) is as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 921)
granting.a pension to Clara L. Preuss, submit the following report:

Claimant's husband wasat the time of his death drawing a pension for paraly-
sis and varicose veins and varicocele, resulting from injuries received in line of
duty, His widow's claim for pension was rejected on the ground that the dis-
ease which was the immediate cause of the death of soldier did not result from
the injuries received in the service and line of duty.

The facts as shown by the record are as follows:

Soldier was captain of Company C, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Cavalry, and
while in the line of duty was thrown from his horseand d a considerable
distance by the foot, resulting in varicose veins in left leg and varicocele of left
testicle, on account of which disabilities he resigned, as shown by surgeon’s cer-
tificate of dianbilitf.

A board of medical examiners issued certificate of soldier's condition of date
October 4, 1875, viz:

i3 lLL}\;nsrjcoeeie of left cord of left serotum of marked development ; disability,
one- 2,

{2) Whole left calf, especially external and posterior surfaces, covered by en-
larged or varicose veins, which collect and empty into the internal s;g:ena,
itself likewise enlarged to saphenous opening; disability one-half, $1. ( rat-
ing for No.1 too low; should have been at least one-half, $4.

** Present condition.—General paralysis, nearly complete ; there is no volun-
tary movement of the arm, or hand, or finger; insignificant power over lower
extremities, amounting to merely and barely movement; articulation indis-
tinct. Pensioner is as helpless as a babe, and requires constant personal attend-
ance and aid day and night; complains of intense pain over the whole body,
h‘fl: more especially in the back, result of chronic myelitis, consequent upon fall
ol horse.

“The disabilities Nos, 1 and 2, for which he is now pensioned, continue less
marked because of the constant recumbency ; pensioner had to be visited and
e d at his resid ‘We find his disability, as described above, to be equal
to and entitling him to special rating, $50. Should be exempted from biennial
examination,”

The decision of medical referee of Pension-Office is as follows:

** Immediate’cause of death, paralysis of muscles of respiration. Remote cause
not known; did not originate in the United States service.”

But ontheday |

Your commitiee think that the pnl.ho]ogrl.ml sequence is very plain, and that
dng: o it

the cause of death, ** paralysis of m ion,” is the outgrowth and

extension of the general paralysis resulting from the injury received in the serv-
ice, and from whslzh claimant suffered for & number of years prior to his death.

Your committee rece dthey of the bill with the following amend-
mgfrti‘k'e out in lines 4 and 5 the words ‘“at the same rate received by her de-
ceased husb&nt%: and lmicl 1:::‘- ln;h'? bill the words **subject to the provisions and

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions — striking out the words ‘‘at the same rate received by her de-
ceased husband,” inserting the words ‘‘widow of'’ after the name
‘* Clara L. Preuss,” and adding at the end of the bill the words *‘subject
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws'’—were agreed to.

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with
the recommendation that it do pass.

- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the bill at the Clerk’s
desk is not accompanied with any report, the report not having been
received from the Printer.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then let some gentleman who
is familiar with the case make a statement.

Mr. WILLIS. My colleagune [Mr. TAULBEE] made the report. I
am cognizant of the facts, This lady, the widow of Captain Preuss,
resides in my city. The claim was rejected at the Department on a
technicality. There isa report, which was made, as I have remarked,
by my colleagne [Mr. TAULBEE].

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the gentleman make a
brief statement of the exact facts. -

Mr. TAULBEE. The gentleman from Arkansas requests a brief
statement of the facts. I did not remember the particularsin this case
until my colleague [ Mr. WiLLIS] made a suggestion with reference to
it. I now remember the facts, This soldier, while a captain in the
Army, fell from his horse and was dragged a considerable distance by
the foot, suffering severe injuries, for which he was granted a pension
at the rate of $15 a month. He made application for an increase of
pension, and the medical examining board rated him at $50 a month
for the injuries which he had received to the left leg, consisting of vari-
cose veins and, I believe, varicocele. So far, however, as appeared from
any evidence which we could gather the pension recommended at the
rate of §50 a'month wasnot granted. The bill as originally drawn pro-
posed to put the widow on the pension-roll at the same rate which had
been received by her husband, the understanding doubtless being that
he had been on the roll at the rate of $50 a month, which, however,
did not appear from the records to have been the fact. The soldier died
from paralysis, which, according to the report of the examining board,
was the result of the injuries received when he fell from his horse.
The report of the examining board stated that the soldier’s left arm
and left leg, in fact both legs, were paralyzed to a very considerable
extent.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This bill proposes to give a
pension to the widow?

Mr. TAULBEE. The bill proposes to give a pension to the widow
at the rate provided for under existing law.

Mr. WILLIS. Not at $50 a month.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I see no objection.

Mr. WILLIS. I know these parties in Louisville. They are a
worthy German family—upright, honest people.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

MARY SPRAGUE.

Mr. JAMES. I call up the bill (H. R. 5715) granting a pension to
Mary Sprague.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, d&¢., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to })lnm the name of Mary Sprague, & volunteer nurse in
the late war, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the

pgtg’i:mws, and pay her the sum of §25 per month from and after the passage
o

The report (by Mr. PINDAR) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HLR.
5715) granting a on to Mary Sprague, submit the following report:

The claimant, Mary Sp e, volunteered as a nurse was accepted as
such May 22 1861, and was in continupus service until December, 1863. ‘That while
serving at the M ion House Hospital, a ling to her duties, her health be-
came gmnl.ly impaired through a contagious fever there contracted, which dis-
abled her for duty and from the effects of which she is still suffering. That she
is now unable to perform any kind of labor or household duty, never having re-
covered her health. Bhe now asks that, being unable longer to labor, she be

ited o pension of §25 a month; in s;fport of such clpim she presents the affi-
vit of Pr. D. W. Bliss, her own verified petition, and letters from J. B. Porter,
surgeon U.8.A.,and ot’heru. which are hereto attached and made part of thisre-

Timitati

Tt. .

poThﬂ committee believe that the claimant is entitled to a pension, and they rec-
ommend that the bill be amended by striking out the words " twenty-five,” in
line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof ** twelve,” and as amended, that the same do
pass.

The amendment reported by the committee to strike out, in line 7,
the words *‘ twenty-five’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ** twelve,’’
was to.

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with
o recommendation that it do pass.
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ELIZABETH SLENBAKER.

Mr. SHAW. I call up the bill (H. R. 4727) granting a pension to
Elizabeth Slenbaker. .
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, d¢c., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di-
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of
the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Slenbaker, mother of Josepk Slenba-
ker, lute of Company E, First Regiment Potomac Home Brigade Maryland Cav-

The report (by Mr. SwoPE) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4527)
a pension to Elizabeth Slenbaker, report:
Jose S?:nbaker enlisted in Company E, First mm;)tnm Home
Maryland Cavalry, February 17,1864, and was June 28, 1865,
He died September 18, 1570,

The r's mother applied to the Pension Office for relief, and her claim was

rejected on the ground that it ean not be established that the fatal disease of sol-
«dier was due to service.

In diverse statements before your eommittee among the papers on file claim-
ant testifies as to her husband's inability to support her since soldier's death on
account of his diseased condition. She was at different times in receipt of vol-
antary contributions from friends and relatives. Claimant has bhard to
procure the evidence called for by the Department, but nsually has been unsuc-
cessful in pr ing same on aceount of so long a time hnﬁn&spnasedninea the
mppelm of the different incidents. She received no replies to many of her
letters to the officers and comrades of herson.

As to the soldier’s prior soundness, Dr. J. A, Taylor testifies that he alwa
regarded the soldier as a healthy man. John Duerr and Peter K, Baker testi
that they knew soldier for twenty-five years, and have every reason to believe
that he was a hale, hearty, robust man prior to enlistment.

The evidence as to soldier’'s condition during service is unsatisfactory.
The captain of the company does not remember much about soldier, and o
letter addressed to John Mellwain, late assistant surgeon, was returned un-
clai

med.

Since service the soldier's condition is given by R. Zingling as follows:

“I saw soldier neariy every day before he went into the Armx, and never
knew him to comp! in any way. He came home from the Army with a
cough and which continued getting worse until his death, and about
one year before he died he lost-his speech ent; e

The attending physician in soldier’s last da'ﬁ;:eauﬂes that he was only called
P professionally in the last stages of his (sol

from disease

*g) illness, and can not say how
ong he had beeg mdun'erlng of lungs; but phthisis was the imme-
There is quite a good deal of testimony in reference to soldier's condition
since service, and it all tends to show that soldier wentinto the service a robust,
healthy man. as far as the witnesses could tell,and returned to his home with
lhoaseness anda cough, which lasted until and was the cause of his death,as
shown by competent medical evidence, Tt is also clearly shown that the claim-
ant's husband was an invalid, and did not suipport er; also that the soldier did
aid very msaterially in the maintenance of his ;-regta.

Thomas 11. Joy and Peter I. Wilkehn testify that they contributed flour and
meney to claimant and her husband in payment for r of soldier; that sol-
dier nided ¥ in the support of his parents; that soldier’said was neces-
gary for their support, as the income from their property was insufficient.

‘?;mapibm: The soldier was well and hmrtyw{en he enlisted; he re-
turned home with a cough, which continued and resulted in
2nded in death.  While well he contributed to the support of parents, who
are now poor and in wan' -

For these iderations your ittee recommend the passage of the bill.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.
SALLY B. BENT. I
Mr. GROUT. I call up the bill (H. R. 6606) granting a pension to
Sally B. Bent.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, &c., That the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby directed to
place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations of the pe n laws, the
name of Sally B. Bent, dependent mother of David P. Bent, a soldier of the
Union Army in the war of the rebellion, as shown by her application for a pen-
sion, numbered 268462,

Mr. GROUT. Let the report be read.
The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows:
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.

GB06) nting a pension to Sally B. Bent, submit the followin, :
Sally B. Bent filed a claim as dependent mother of David P. t, a private
in Company G, Fourth Xernmnl- agi.l:gmlt. who died of in i-l:c service,

Her claim was rejected “on the t was not dej ton the
soldier for support atthe time ofgis death, herson, C. C. Bent, having before that
time agreed to her, and lmvl_ugtg)crfoun_ea said econtract.”

It appears from evidence filed in the Pension Office, and with thiscommit-
tee, that in the spring of 1861 the Bent fnmil( consisted of claimant and her
husband, two sons, and two ters. The band was at thattime, by reason
ob:})oor health, able to perform but little manual labor, nor was he at any time

ore his death, which oceurredin 1880, Both daughters were deformed in per-
&m and deficient in intellect and intelligence, being thereby unable to take care

ves,
The family resided upon a farm in the town of Marshfleld, Vt., which was sit-
uated nearly half a mile from the public road, and comprised 61 acres of wet,
stony land. The buildings were poor,and theentire property, real and personal,
was worth from 81,000 to §1,200,

July 9, 1861, Mr. and Mrs. Bent deeded their perty to theireldestson, Charles
. Bent, in consideration of a life support for themselves and their two idiot
danghters. The youngest son, David P., was a party to this arrangement, but,
being a minor, could not appear of record. It wasunde , however, that he
should enter the sefvice, turn over his Fl‘:ay for the suﬁﬂ of the family,and on
his return was to share in the title to the property. enlisted September 21,
1861, and his State pay of §7 a month was drawn by the father, besides which he
forwarded about $10 per month from his Government pay. He died in hospital
at Washington, ¥ 19,1862,

The bar to the allowance of the mother's claim is in the contract for support
made with the son Charles C. Twhnimlli. it destroyed her claim of depend-

ence upon the soldier. In fact, we thinik, existed to a consider-
able extent. All the evidence tends to show that of the three male members of
the fami{iv. circle the soldier was the most competent.

The father was an invalid for twenty-five years, and the son, Charles C., has
had several severe fits of sickness, The miserable little property involved was

thisis, which

manifestly insufficient for the maintenance of two old peaple and two
children. The father is now dead, also one of the daughters. But the E
in her old age, is obliged to work hard for the support which is teed to
her on paper, but which the guarantor has been unable to furn
gave her son to the country, and we think the country can well afford to waive
for the few remaining years of her life the technical objection to granting her a
pension.

The committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out all afier
the enacting clause and inserting in lieu thereof the following: * That the Sec-

Ramo of Sally B Bent, dependent mother of David - Dok laia o privete 1o
Company G, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteers,” and that as so amended
the bill do pass.

The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out all after
the enacting clanse and insert the langnage stated at the conclusion of
the report, was adopted.

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with
the recommendation that it-do pass. -

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise.

The motion was not agreed to.

CHARLES RIDDLE.
Mr, MCCREARY. I call up the bill (H. R. 6952) granting a pension
to Charles Riddle. ( 325 1
The bill was read, as follows:
Be itenacted, dve., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provision: d
Timitati of the pension laws, name of Charles Riddle, father of M
Riddle, deceased, late of Company G, Eighteenth Kentucky Volunt

The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6952)

granting a ld)cnsion to Charles Riddle, submit the following m&m‘t:

Milton Riddle enlisted asa private in Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Ken-
tucky Volunteers, November 18, 1861, and was killed in action August 30,1862 ;
he was never married; he left his father, Charles Riddle, mm:g:g him ; his
mother died before his enlistment.

Charles Riddle filed claim for pension as dependent father May 24, 1830, which
was rejected on the ground that the father was not dependent on hhm"wsup—
port at time of enlistment.

The proof is abundant and plain.

Milton Riddle was sixteen years old when he enlisted. He had,up to the
time of enlistment, lived withand labored for his father, he being the eurest son,

Charles Riddle was, at the time of his son’s enlistment, afflicted with piles,
from which he has been a continual sufferer,

s family consisted of two daughters, aged eighteen and eight years, respect-
ively, and three sons, namely, soldier, aged sixteen years, and two others, aged
twelve and ten years, res ively, One of his daughters lost one of her eyes
soon after the war; one of his sons was paralyzed ; and one of his sons lost an
arm,

The father owned a farm of about 50 acres, worth about $600, and from which
his income was about $40 or §50 per annum, and he owned a very small amount
of personal property, and depended on his labor for the support of himself and

family. v
He Eu married three times since the death of his son, eoncerning which faot
the examiner in his report makes the following observation :

* My ecandid opinion is, that the only thing in which he ever manifested any
energy was in marrying."

The proof shows that prior to his second marriage he was compelled to pro-
cure homes for his children, he being unable to provide for them, and that after
his second marriage his children returned home and his wife aided in their

su rt.

'FE: marriages of claimant were all honorable, and your committee believe
were p r and expedient, and we regard the reflection of the spe-
nin}l( exam ir'l:g:laa in very Im&;a.ate. and an evilla:ll)oa h‘fi glji;h. 4 ]

& pequ no property of any consequenee by any o marriages, an
now, and has been ever sinee his son's enl mmn!;:h})oor health and very poor,

Your committ d the p of the bili.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom-
mendation that it do pass.

MARGARET D. MARCHAND.

Mr. EVANS, T call up a bill (8. 226) granting a pension to Mar-
garet D. Marchand.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacled, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subjeet to the provisions and
limitations of the fon laws, the name of Margaret D, Marchand, widow of
Commodore J. B. Marchand, late of the United States Navy, and her a pen-
sion at the rate of §50 per month from the date of the passage of this act.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I haverun through the report,
and the case seems o be meritoriouns, but I would rather the gentleman
should make an explanation.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, this claim was reported favorably and
was passed by the House several weeks ago. The bill provided that
Mrs. Marchand be pensioned subject to the provisions and limitations
of the pension laws.

About the same time a separate bill was reported favorably and was
passed by the Senate allowing the claimant $50 per month. Now,asI
understand it, the House Pensions Committee report favorably the Sen-
ate bill.

It seems to me from the gallant, distinguished, and long services of
Commodore Marchand that it is nothing more than an act of justice,
but tardy at that, that this poor widow, who is now far in the decline
of old age, being seventy-eight years old and in destitute circumstances,
should receive this pension, which will, in a measure, add to her com-
fort the few remaining years of her life. I hope there will be no ob-

jection tﬁEﬂéokpamge of this bill.
Mr. B INRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. Chairman, as I understand
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tlﬁgventlemanthamdow of Commodore Marchand is poor and vener-
able

Mr. EVANS. Yes, sir; and has nothing to live on.

Mr. BRECKII\RIDGE, of Arkansas. I think that is enough.

Mr. EVANB. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to
the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

A MEMBER. Is this a favorable report ?

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is informed it is a favorable report.

Mr, Evans's motion wasagreed to; and the bill was accordingly laid
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do

pass.
GEORGE G. EARLY.

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. I call up a bill (H. R. 3379) grantinga
pension to George G. Early. :
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hmby authorized and
directed to plaee on the pension-roll, subject to mutpmmnm limitations of
the pension laws, the name of George G. Early, of Newton, Iowa, late of Com-
pany I, Third Ohio Infantry Volunteers.

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. I call for the reading of the report.

Mr. NEECE. Unless the reading of the reportis called for I hope
it will be omitted.
m'rhecmm.mm It has been the habit to call for the reading of

e reports
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr, Chairman, I will not ob-
ject to dispensing with the reading of thareportiflmperwttedto
ask a question.

Mr. WEAVER, of JTowa. Certainly.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Was this case rejected by the
Pension Office ?

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. Yes; upon the ground the claimant could
not furnish r.estimony. He was in prison at the time.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Why has he not made a sub-
sequent application ?

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. He was in prison.

Mr. BRECKI\TRIDGE of Arkansas. Why did he not make appli-
cation when he got ont of prison ?

Mr. WEAVER, of Jowa. He could not get it when he was in prison.

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But what prevented him from
getting it when he got out of prison ?

Mr. PERKINS. From inability at that late period to show the oc-
currence,

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. Let thereport be read, and that will show
the facts in the case.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I thought we might get atif
quicker by explanation on the gentleman’s part.

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It is better fo read the rt.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well; let it be read.

The report (by Mr. CONGER) was read, as follows:

The Commiftee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the hﬂl (H. RB. 3307)
granting a pension to George G. Early, submit the following re

This soldier enlisted June 15, 1861, as a sergeant, Company I, Ohio Vol-
unteers, was taken prisoner at Murfreesboro Tenn., a1, 1862, nmi
was paroled January 27,1863, and discharged June 21,1864. He re-enlisted as
private in Company G, One ‘hundred nnd eighty-seventh Ohio Vduntoun. Feb-
Tuary 14,1865, and was must ;mmhnvingmmmt-han
four years, He filed .{o ion June 21,1832, alleging disease of
the hwt, stomach, liver, and kldneyl, or general debility.

F‘limton was rejected for the want of proof showing the existence of

l:iu d lity while in the service.

He has proven his four years or more of ard.uoua service, which certainly

ought to be conclusive proof of prior so nd he has meadical
iately after hl.s:rdg

undness;
testimony of his general debilitated condition in 1366, immed
charge, and from that time to present date. The following affidavis of Dr.
Gnrmli, of Newton, Iown. gives a full history of the ease, and is fully corrobo-
rated by other testimony

“1 have LnownGeorgn G. Early intimalely, socially and professionally, since
the spring of 1869. I have seen him, I believe‘h:ery week, and often every day,
for months together, dnringthawhole of that Ibegan the treatment of his
case in the spring of 1869, and he has been constantly under my eare eversince,
My diagnosis of his case then was obscure liver and kidney disease. During
the fall of 1869 there occurred irregularity of the heart's action, which was then
believed to be functional and to depend upon the liver and kidneys. Asbefore

Mhubeenmnﬂnntéynnderm?v am fessionally since 180 for dis-
ease of the liver, kidney, and heart, which d treatment, for he has slowly
but steadily grown worse up to the present tim

*In view of the character of the dmmﬂmynmmuonmm, and its
persistence up to this time, and alsoas he had atone time (1862) in the Army an
acute attack of kidney disease, attended with delirium for several days, I have
no hesitancy in m{ing that the cause of his present disability was his army life,
He was n brave soldier for four years and a half; was never off duty t s
few days fol]owing acute attack referred to, from which he supposed he h.
covered, but subsequent developments clear] point to the fact that I.hedismae
then contracted from exposure to cold, he being bamfuoted and with one ragged
blanket on a foreed march in Janum-y, only remained in abeyance and silently
invaded other organs until his present physical wreck is the result. He has
done no work for several years, Ee not bei.ng able to because of disease of his
liver, kidneys, and heart, and there isno probability of a recovery. He is poor
and has a large family, He was a true soldier, and is nowan honota!:le man."”

Garrett Post, Gran —\rmy of the Republic, of Newton, Iowa, in & memorial to
Congress also set forth the same facts, and pray that he be pensioned.

That this man has no hospital record ought rather to be placed to his eredit
than set down against him. The factof his four aml a hnlf years of faithful and
honorable service, his eapture, hisimpri t, his d disability nnae,
and his present disabled condition and consequent poverty, in the judgment of
your committee, demand recognition and recomp by the Gover The
passage of the bill is therefore rocommended,

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The report does not seem to
develop why he did not make application for a pension, or why it was
rejected if he did.

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It does show his claim was rejected on
account of the failure of the claimant to furnish proof showing that
the disability was incurred while in the service.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Thatisenough. Do youknow
this physician to be a responsible and com t man?

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes; Dr. Gorrell is a member of the board
at Newton, Iowa.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

MRS, SARAH P. M'KEAN.

Mr. STRUBLE. I call up abill (8. Sm)grmtangmmmaeorpm
sion to Mrs. Sarah P. McKean, of Marion, Linn County, Iowa.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, de., That the pension of Mrs. Sarah P. .lll'-.‘Kelnbe andl.hellmo

is hereby, increased to §50 per month ; and the C
hemhyan‘lhnrl.udanddhmdto thennmedm&rnhl‘ﬂnkmm
the i

i of t! ‘Unitedsumfurl-hemm of §50 per month,
n.idmpefrmonlhbemglnhen all other pensions heretofore granted.
The report (by Mr. STRUBLE) was read, as follows:
The Committee on Pmimwwhmmmmﬁﬂﬂﬂ]mm
mingmudpemm Sarah P. l[cxmn.lmveu:lm

is bill, reported by t-h&&nateﬂommiltaennl’endmwﬁhthemom
mendation that it do moviduhrmu the pension of Mrs, Sarah P,

McKean from $30 w&au,
Bhe is the widow of Gen ThomsJ.MeKm whumngmdm&eufwm
brevet second lieutenant in the Fourth Infantry July 1,

n March 31,1834,
t-hnmw Mexico; maop'f

et S
the rebellion; leaving the a physical wreck and dying in from the

effects of his service.
The present m{M}MHml[exannhthamtefwlhemkuflhnmn-
ant-colonel, highest grade allo'wod under the
The petitioner is now over sixty zmn of age and whol y dependcnl- [for her
flu]:ioport) upon her pension, which is inadequate to ortable
viny
In f'lewnf the long and distinguished services of petitioner’s husband, her
own needs, and the numerous precedents odb Omzrmiumud
this kind, your committee report the bill fi d. d that it do

pass. .

Mr. PRICE. I do notwant to delay the proceedings, but this is one
of the kind of things I do notwant to vote for, nor do I think any man
here would like to vote for it. I “another similar case was
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that
it do pass, the purpose of which is to raise the pension of an officer’s
widow. I wish now to call attention to the fact this is based on the
mank of her husband, and not because of extraordinary gallantry.

Mr. STRUBLE. It is based on his long and valuable service.

Mr. PRICE. That is the case with all of them.

A MeEMBER. What was the rank of this officer? *

Mr. STRUBLE. A brigadier-general in the late war. I move that
the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommen-
dation that it do pass.

Mr. STRUBLE’S motion was agreed to; and the bill was laid aside to
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

FREDERICK ROBERTSON.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. I eall up the bill (H. R. 1860) granting
a pension to Frederick Robertson.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, dre., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hhmby au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subjwt to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Robertson, late an assist-
ant surgeon in the United States Army, at the rate of §30 per month.

The committee recommend in the seventh line to strike out *‘ at the
Tate of $30 per month.”’

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The amendment strikes out
%30 a month,”” and leaves it under the operation of the pension laws.

Mr. AN DERSO‘NT of Ohio. Certainly.

Mr. BRECKHIRIDGE of Arkansas. What does the law allow to
w:dows of su ns?

Mr. BRADY. That depends upon the rank held by the claimant.

Mr. BRECKDTRIDGE of Arkansas. Do the surgeons have military
rank? It is so long since the war that I believe I have forgotten.

Mr. BRADY. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN The Chair is informed he rank in this case was
that of an assistant surgeon.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. An assistant surgeon ranks as a captain.

The amendment was adopted; and the bill as amended was laid aside
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

ELIZABETH S. DE KRAFFT.

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Iask consent to call up the bill (8. 2223)
gmnﬁng a pension to Elizabeth 8. De Krafft and put it upon its pas-

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized mddnrcuted to place on the pension roll.mbaeot to the provisions and
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limitations of the pension laws
John Charles Philip De Krafft, Inte commodore and
States Navy,

The report (by Mr. STRUBLE) was read, as follows:

As a review of the eminent and faithful service of the petitioner's husband,
we quote from a letter recently written by Admiral Porter, and which is sus-
tained by the records:

the name of min.beths.l)exmm,widowof
rear-admiral in the United

OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, 1710 H STREET, N. W.,
Washinglon, D. C., April 15, 1886,
The late Rear-Admiral J. C. P. De Krafft had avsried service, having seen as
much sea dutilumyofthcoﬂlwmof his m‘h and a m&m more than

some others, his duty, while in the Navy, ing (on sea and ashore) been

almost continuous,
He bears a record of havi ‘been a most excellent officer, al ve satis-
cers, and never had any official d ties so far

faction to his mmmndinih
as knowi. The record of his services is as follows:

He entered the Navy from Illinois, October 9, 1841, and was ordered to the
fri Congress, of the Mediterranean squadron, in which he served till 1843,
In 1844 he was sent to the frigate Raritan, on the Brazil station, where he re-

mained till 1846, being then ordered tothehnmesqmdron lleserv through-
out the Mexican war, nﬁglorenent at the first K u d He was
sent to the ship-of-the-line on the Pacifie station, in lsﬂ. and afterward
Iw;‘a; sentto the Naval School, being promoted to passed midshipman August 10,

After ng his examination he served on board the frigate Raritan on the
Home ion, and in 1851 was ordered to the Coast Survey. He was next or-

Y-

dered to the steamer Vixen, in which he served till 1852, on the home stntion,
nmrnlnftothamsurw in 1853. He was attached to the United Stat
steamship Michigan on the esinlﬂ.mdwupmmotedtomuterinthat
year. On September 14,1855, he recefved his commission as a lieutenant, and
served in the sloo John A.dmx.in the Pacific squadron, from 1856 to 1858, re-
turning to the M in 1859, In 1861 he was on board the Niagara, em-
ﬂ edin service. In that year he participated in the attack on Fort

harbor of Pensacola. He was constantly emx;loyed during the
dnty at the

‘ev in the West Gulf blockading squadron. In
ashing'tan mvy ~yard, and

from 1564 to 1866, partici) 5 in the attack on Fort Powell, Mabﬂe Bay, wheu
he commanded a divislon of five gunboats on August 5, 1864,

He was made a commander July 25, 1866; wason !pm’hl duty in Philadelphia
in 1867, 1868, and 1869; was fleet captain of the North Atlantic squadron. In
1870 he was again emplnyed on special duty at Philadelphia, from which point
he was ordered to duty at the navy-yard at Portsmouth, N. I , where he re-
mained ﬁll lm He was commissioned as captain November 20 1872, and was
d of the Richmond, flag-ship of the Pacific station, and
n of that station,
station he was transferred to similar duties in the Asiatic fleet,
w‘hcre he remained till 1875. His next service was at the Washington navy-
yard, as eaptain of the yard, from 1877 to 1880,

On the 12th of July, ! he was ordered to duty as hydrographer of the Navy
Department, and on bcto ber 1, 1881, was promoted to be a commodore

On August 22, 1883, he was made pradde.nt of the naval board of mspeaslonsnd
survey, on which he served under my command till the day of his death, having
been in the mean um made a rear-admiral, He performed all his duties in the
most intelligent and satisfactory manner.

Very respectfully,

a.n ﬂeet

DAVID D, PORTER,
Admiral, U, 8, Navy.

The widow, Elizabeth 8. De Krafft, was mted o pension of Sum month.
In view of the long, varied, and distin, service of tlmmr s husband
extending from Oectober 19, 1841, to his death, October 29, Period of forty-
four years, a.‘nr.\ in view of {he needs of the wld(:w, and the p ents heretofore
estab Cong‘rm, our committee think that petitioner's pension should
be inmaud rom %30 , as is provided for in this bill.
We therefore mmmmend that said bill do pass.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask some ques-
tions in connection with this bill of the chairman of the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. .

Mr. MATSON. This bill comes from the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. PRICE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the
House with the recommendation that it do lie on the table.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas yield the
floor for that motion ?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will continue my questions
before I yield. Who speaks for this bill?

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I do.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This is the widow of an ad-

miral.
Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. She is without property, as I

understand.
Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir; she has very little,

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Where does she live?

Mr, ZACH. TAYLOR. Here in Washington.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. She has not married since the
wir ?

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. No, sir; and I will say to the gentleman
that this is following the line of precedent established by the House
for many years.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We understand that. Iwould
like to ask the gentleman further, is she aged ?

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, gir; she is sixty or seventy years old.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This report speaks of her he-
ing in reduced circumstances.

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, gir; she has very little property.
u.mé BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. She is in need of the money,

en

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, This gives her $50 a month ?

Mr. ZACH, TAYLOR. Yes, sir,

862-"63 he was on

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to say to the gentleman from Ar-
kansas——

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am satisfied; I have no ob-
jection to the bill.

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say as to the
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin that I am satisfied a brief ex-
planation will convince him it onght not to be made. These naval
pensions are not like the pensions voted for Army purposes, which
come out of the general Treasury. These naval pensions come out of
the pension fund, which is raised by the sale of prizes captured by the
Navy, and it is not a burden upon the Government like the appropria-
tions for Army pensions.

Mr. BRADY. Fifteen millions of that pension fund I willsay to the
gentleman from Arkansas are now out at interest.

Mr. BB.ECKINRIDGE; of Arkansas. I would like to ask another
question in reference to this fund. As I understand it, it is a fund
created by law for a specific purpose.

Mr. ZACH, TAYLOR. Yes, sir.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does the law also specify cer-
tain classes of pensioners who shall draw against it?

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir.

Mr. B INRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, is there any danger when
you make additions to that list that you may do anact of injustice to
worthy pensioners who have been heretofore placed upon that list?
fuh{lr ZACH. TAYLOR. There isno danger of that; itisa very large

n

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is there a surplus now?

Mr, ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir.

Mr. BRADY. It hasaccumulated to a very large extent, and this
addition could not possibly deprive anybody. There are already fif-
teen millions of it at interest. It has been expressly set apart for naval
pensions.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no objection whatever
to the passage of the bill. Iam entirely willing to put additional mer-
itorious pensioners upon it provided it does no injury to other good
pensioners now there. In that case I avould desire payment from
another source.

Mr. STRUBLE. Let me say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that
as to the rank of this officer it is the same relative rank as that of the
officer whose bill was passed a short time ago in the presence of the
gentleman. I hope, therefore, that my friend will not do more than in-
dicate his opposition to it by voting against it, and will not insist upon
the presence of a quorum.

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I haveno desire to detain the commit-
tee longer than is absolutely necessary, but it is not the amount of
money involved in thisor any of these cases that is going to destroy the
Government. It has gone abroad all over the country that we are do-
ing this thing night night and day after day in the way of grant-
ing these large pensions; now these people believe all this to be wrong
when they see bills of this kind passed. I sympathize in that convie-
tion myself in view of the fact that we have hundreds and thousands
of people that have no pension at all. It has been our fault that there
has been an absolute failure to grant pensions in many cases that are

pending, and cases are sent away from the Pension Office and rejected
there on testimony that would convict a good man of murder in any
court in thecountry. Following that they send outspecial examiners,
and if a man can find one out of eighteen witnesses who will swear to
any fact in opposition to the claim of the soldier they will take it and
delay the whole question of granting the pension.

These people should be attached to this Government because they be-
lieve it is a square one; and yet when they read in the papers of these
cases of pensions at $30 being called up and increased to $50 in both
the Army and Navy, they have a right to say we are not doing this
justly and fairly.

- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. - May I ask the gentleman to
what class does he refer?

Mr. PRICE. I refer to raising the pension of anybody who has a
reasonable su&part, raising it to an extraordinary amount, or a greater
amount, whether extraordinary or not, pure]y on the ground that there
is o precedent for it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman is referring to
what we are doing just now.

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Towhat class does the gentle-
man refer when he of what we are not doing?

Mr. PRICE. I was referring to thousands and thousands of wid-
ows of gallant soldiers who died in the ranks, and to soldiers who are
E‘?Biml wrecks to-day, who have fallen into abject poverty or are

ng out a miserable existence in a poor-house, who, because of some

| infernal law that should never have been passed, are starving for want

of support. And at the same time we are taking these distingnished
people, because of their rank, and increasing their pensions. You can
write up the history of any of these men—it is well written no doubt;
you can getit in one of James’s novels. And we allow this gush, this
sentiment, to make us do this unfair thing. Independentofthe amount
of money which is involved we create the impression among the people
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who should be attached to the Governmentthat we are unjust to them,
and go on day after day moved by a sickly sentiment. And when no
other argnment can be put forward there is the argument that we have
a precedent for it. In the name of common sense, is this Congress to
be tied down by what some other Congress has done? Let us adopt a
course that will be more creditable, more just, and that will commend
itself to the judgment of the people. :

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin make a mo-
ﬁﬂlﬁ t;) lay the bill aside with the recommendation that it do lie on the
table?

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir; I make that motion.

The motion was di to.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable
recommendation.

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee do now rise.

“The question being taken, the Chair stated that the “‘ayes’’ seemed
to have it.

Mr. BRADY. I call for a division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 18.

So the motion was agreed to. -

The committeeaccordingly rose; and Mr. MCCREARY having resumed
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com-
mittee of the Whole Honse, having had under consideration the Private
Calendar under the special order, had directed him to report sundry
bills with divers recommendations.

ORDER OF BUBINESS,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the bills of the House
which have been reported from the Committee of the Whole without
amendment.

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Before that is done I ask that the bills
which increase the pensions from $30 to $50, three in number, be re-
ferred to a full House for a vote.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Clerk will
lay the bills indicated aside for the presentand report the bills to which
there is no ohjection.

Mr. BRADY. What is the motion of the gentleman from Indiana ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
JouNsTON] objeeted to three bills being acted on with the others col-
lectively, and desired there should be separate action on those bills.

Mr. BRADY. To-night?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes.

The bills indicated, 8. 226, 8. 973, and 8. 223, were laid aside until
action should be taken on the other bills reported.

BILLS PASSED.

Bills of the House of the following titles, reported from the Commit-
tee of the Whole, were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time,
and :

A bill (H. R. 2064) to restore to the pension-list the name of Abel
Mishler, of Pennsylvania; }

A bill EH. R. 8556) granting a pension to Abraham Points;

A bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Ellen J. Welch;

A bill (H. R. 7750) to place the name of John W. Payton on the
pension-roll;

A bill EH. R. 4816) granting a pension to Mrs. Letitia J. Garrard;

A bill (H. R. 8351) for the relief of Edward Coleman;

A bill (H. R. 2626 ting a pension to Silas K. Haines;

A bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of Aurelia C. Richardson;

A bill (H. R. 4527) granting a pension to Elizabeth Slenbaker;

A bill (H. R. 6952; granting a pension to Charles Riddle; and

A bill (H. R. 3379) granting a pension to George G. Early.

House bills of the following titles were reported from the Committee
of the Whole House with amendments. The amendments were sev-
erally adopted, and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly
read the third time, and passed:

A bill FH. R. 3363) granting a pension to Jennette Dow;

A bill (H. R. 2358% granting a pension to Mary Renfro;

A bill E H. R. 8142) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie S, Webb;

A bill (H. R. 921) granting a pension to Clara R. Preuss;

A bill (H. R. 5715) granting a pension to Mary Sprague;

A bill (H. R. 6606) granting a pension to Sallie B. Bent; and

A bill (H. R. 1860) granting a pension to Frederick Robertson.

The bill (8. 1584) for the relief of Cornelia R. Schenck was ord
to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time,

passed.
__ THOMAS S. HOPKINS.

The bill (8. 183) for the relief of ThomasS. Hopkins, late of Company
C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers, was reported from the Committee of
the Whole House with the recommendation that it do pass.

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to inquire of the gentleman having this
bill in charge whether this is the case in which arrears of pensions are

carried ?
Mr. HAYNES. Itis that bill,

Mr. TAULBEE. Task to have it laid over till the other bills are
disposed of.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are now only remaining this hill
and the three Senate bills which were laid aside at the request of the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JoaxsTtoN]. The Clerk will report the
bill referred to by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE].

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall this bill pass?

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object to the
of this bill. Is it in order to have the hill read again at this time?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, It is. ‘

The bill was again read. ;

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, Mr. Speaker, in my judgment there are two
very grave reasons why this bill should not pass. The first is that un-
der this bill the claimant has the benefit of the act increasing the rate
of pension to certain persons on the pension-roll at the time of the
passage of the act increasing pensions from $50 to $72 per month.

This case is singled out, for reasons which I have been unable to dis-
cover, from many other cases equally meritorious. Another feature of
this bill is that it proposes to give the claimant arrears of pensions, al-
though he failed to file his claim in time to avail himself of the benefit
of the act granting arrears. I object to that. In the first place, Mr.
Speaker, I am opposed wholly to the theory of arrears of ions. I
do not think it is tenable from any standpoint; I do mnot think it is

practice.

I have always taken the position that every person who was disabled
in the service of the United States should receive a pension from the
date of his application, and that the widow, the dependent father, or
other relations of such a person recognized by the law should, in case
of the death of the soldier in consequence of his service, be entitled to
pension from and after the date of the filing of their applications. I be-
lieve that is the correct theory of pensions; I believe that is the proper
ground on which we can afford to put these cases, and I shall certainly
oppose the passage of this bill, becanse this claimant, who appears from
the report to have been a practicing attorney in the city of Washington
and doubtless had full knowledge of his rights, failed to file his claim
in time for reasons best known to himself, and which, perhaps, the
friends of this bill may be able to explain.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I think I shall be able to demon-
strate to the House that it is entirely consistent with the principles
which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] has announced
that this bill should pass. The law relating to arrears of pensions con-
tained a limitation, but from that limitation were excepted all cases
of insanity, meaning, as I suppose, such mental disability as disqualified
the man from making the necessary applieation. In other words, the
same provision was made in that law that is made in all sensible statutes
of limitation, exempting persons who were under such disability, either
of coverture or nonage or mental disqualification, as would prevent
them from doing the thing which their fellow-citizens not so circum-
stanced could do.

This man was not technically *‘ insane’’ in the opinion of the Pen-
sion Office, yet he was suffering under a disability which rendered it
impossible for him to make the application. Of that there is ample
proof. It is true that he had been a practicing lawyer, but at the
time in question he was prostrated by nervous exhaustion, which ren-
dered him incapable of making the necessary application. The proof
of that is contained in the report, and it comes from Drs. Johnston and
Fry of this city. Dr. Fry I do not know. Dr. Johnston I do know.
He is a physician of the highest standing and celebrity here in Wash-
ington, a man incapable of stating anyt%ing but the truth. He says
that he was one of the regular medical attendants of Thomas 8. Hop-
kins during his long illness; that his disease ‘‘has been the severest
case of nervous exhaunstion which hasever come under my observation; !’
that ‘‘from March, 1879, to November, 1880, he was absolutely dis-
qualified, both mentally and physically, from attending to the business
of applying for a pension, or any other business, by reason of the inten-
sity of his symptoms, and that there were no intervals, however short,
during that period when he could have safely undertaken the work;"’
and that *‘the effort he made in applying at so early a date as he did
apply seriously retarded his recovery.’

Now, what does this bill propose to do? It is verysimple. It pro-
poses to put this man in the same position as if he had been technically
‘‘insane.’” Is that right or wrong? Under the principle announced
by the gentlemen from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] he would not de-
prive this man, thus circnmstanced, of the right which the laws of the
country have given to other citizens similarly circumstanced.

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me a question ?

Mr. REED, of Maine. inly.

Mr. TAULBEE. At what rate of pension will this man go on the
pension-roll in case we pass this bill ?

Mr. REED, of Maine. He will receive the same rate of pension that
he would have received had he made his application in time.

Mr. TAULBEE. In time for what?

Mr. REED, of Maine. In time to avoid the statute of limitation.

Mr. TAULBEE. As to the pension or as to the arrears?

Mr. REED, of Maine. As tothearrears. He is now on the pension-

-
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roll. Every fact necessary to entitle him to a pension has been proved
to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Pensions. I have ed
to this bill carefully, and in my judgment it can do nothing except
put him in the same position that he would have been in had his men-
tal condition been such as to permit him to make the application in
time. He will receive the ion allowed by law—only that.

Mr. PERKINS. If this bill should pass, the testimony showing the
condition of the beneficiary from the time he incurred the disability
up to the time when he was put on the pension-roll will be considered.
by the Commissioner for the purpose of determining what pension he
shall draw. .

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not pretend o be an expert in pension
law, but cases have come under my observation where a man has been
graded for a number of years at $4 a month, for another series of years
at $8 a month, and for another term of years at even a higher rate.
So that under the terms of this bill the man’s pension will be graded
by the actual disability which existed (and which will have to be shown
at the Pension Office) from the time when the disability was incurred
up to the time when he received the pension already granted him un-
der the testimony on file in the Pension Office.

Mr. PRICE. Can the gentleman state how long that time was?

Mr. REED, of Maine. I can not.

Mr, TAULBEE. If I understand the reading of this bill, it at-
tempts to aceomplish two things—

Mr. REED, of Maine. Only one thing.

Mr. TAULBEE. One is to extend to this claimant the arrears which
he would have received had he filed his application at the Pension Of-
fice prior fo July 1, 1880.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the Clerk have the kindness to read the
bill again? I desire that the gentleman from Kentucky shall see what
its language is. Y
The (}lﬁ again read the bill.

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman will see that the bill is ex-
actly as I stated. It merely puts this man on the pension-roll at the
same rate he wonld have received had the application been made in
time.

Mr. TAULBEE. My understanding of the pension law is that all
persons who on the 16th of June, 1830, were on the pension-roll at the
rate of $50 per month were to receive thereafter $72 per month. The
date of June 16, 1880, has nothing whatever to do with the limitation
for arrears of pension. Thatlimitation cut off all claims for arrears of
pension filed su uently to June 30,1880. This rerating of pensions
extended up tob;:%a 16, :{880, the law providing that persgns who were
on the ion-roll prior to that time at the rate of $50 a month for
disabilities equivalent to those for which this claimant is now on the
pension-roll at that rate should have their pensions increased to $72 a
month. Otherwise, why the propriety of providing in this bill that
the elaimant shall not only have the benefit of the arrears of pension,
but shall be exempted as to rating from the limitation which ran out
June 16, 18802

Mr. REED, of Maine. Do I understand the gentleman from Ken-
tucky to make the suggestion that under this bill this man would re-
ceive any more than if he had made application at the proper time?

Mr. TAULBEE. I do notclaim that underthis bill the claimant will
have any more rights than he would have had if he had filed his claim
in time to avail himself of the benefit of this increase of rate; but I do
say that the clause in the bill to which I have referred can mean noth-
ing else than to increase this rate of pension from $50 to $72 a month.

: i[r. REED, of Maine. What can be the objection to putting this
man in the same position in which he would have been had his mental
condition been such that he could havemadeapplication in proper time ?
That is all the bill does.

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not claim that an argument such as the gen-
tleman seems to have understood me to offer can be mainfained on any
grounds of fairnessor right. Granting that this claimant, subsequently
to the development of his disease to a pensionable degree, was not ina
condition to make his application—grant that his disease was so sudden
in its development as to deprive him of all power to make his applica-
tion—in that state of facts the law, as has been stated by the gentle-
man from Maine, would have made provision for him. Buthe refrained
from making his application during the progress of the development of
the disease from which he claims to have suffered on the 30th of June,.
1880, and immediately prior thereto.

But with reference to that point of rerating, I say that if thisclaimant,
with his present disabilities, is entitled to that increase of rate, if this
act should be retrospective in regard to him, I can see no reason why
there should not be a general law ing these benefits to all per-
sons now laboring under disabilities equivalent to those under which
this claimant is laboring. I maintain that this bill, if

Mr. MATSON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? I think
he is laboring under a misapprehension in reference to this case. The
point and strength of the case, as I femember, consisted in the fact
that this man was stricken with this disease before the enactment of
the arrears law at all; that the disease continued torender him utterly
helpless until after the expiration of the limitation, which was on the
1st of July, 1880; that he having been stricken with the disease in

1878, there was no moment of time from the enactment of the arrear-
age acts in January and March, 1879 (for there were two acts), until
after the iration of the limitation, or, indeed, until the present
time, when he has been able to make application.

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is what the report states.

Mr. MATSON. This claim was regarded as being sui generis, there
is no other like it, so far as we have ever heard, and hence we consider
it one which can not constitute a precedent.

Mr. TAULBEE. If my colleague on the committee [Mr. MATSON]
desired to ask me a question I have failed to cateh its purport.

Mr. MATSON. I desired to ask the gentleman whether he under-
stood the fact I have stated.

Mr. TAULBEE. I did not; but in order that I may understand the
exact state of the case let me ask the gentleman whether or not the
disease with which this claimant is now affected developed gradually
or whether the attack was so sudden and severe as to render him in-
capable of making application from the time the disease appeared?

Mr. MATSON. The history of the disease, as I understand it, and
of this sudden attack, is substantiated by some of the most eminent
physicians of this city and country I was talking to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] a while ago, and he told me that
Dr. Weir Mitchell, of Philadelphia, one of the most eminent physi-
cians in the country, attended this man, and that the history of the
disease is thoroughly shown. There is no doubt he had this disease,
and all the physicians agree, including an eminent physician of this
city, Dr. W. W. Johnston, that this attack of paralysis, or whatever
they may choose to call it, was incurred in the service. This insidious
disease caused the sudden attack to which the report refers.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Nervous prostration.

Mr. MATSON. There is no doubt about the disease, whatever it may
be called, causing this sudden attack. I yielded a reluctant consent
and only after I had thoroughly examined the case. I think we ought
not to make any precedent to open the question of arrears in any way
by special legislation, but I regarded this case, as I said before, as a
case exceptional in ils character. : h

Mr. TAULBEE. If I understand the statement of the gentleman
correctly, this bill is not intended to give this man any rating other
than that he would have been entitled to if he had made his applica-
tion in time for arrears. With that view of the case, Mr. Speaker, I
will move to strike out all that part of the bill which relates to ‘‘June
16, 1880,"" and insert in lien of it the words ** June 30, 1880.”"

The SPEAKER protempore. The motion to strike out is not in order,
but will be entertained, if there be no objection.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Wait a moment. Of course I am not fa-
miliar with the details of the bill, and I donot know why June 16 was
put in. We may be making a mistake about this thing.

Mr. TAULBEE. If the words **June 16" be stricken out and the
words ‘‘ June 30" inserted it will give this claimant the benefit of ar-
rears just as the law in reference to total disability provided it.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Why shall he not have the rerating if he’
were in the position he would have been under the old law ?

Mr. TAULBEE. I am opposed to the present provisions of the bill.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Letmeread tothe gentleman from Kentucky
the language of this report made by the committee. It says that—

Thomas 8. Hopkins, late a private in Ccvmpang O, Bixteenth Regiment Maine
Volunteers, seeks relief from the limitations of the arrears of pensions act of
March 3, 1879, on the ground that from a time some months prior to the passage
of said act down to a iod subsequent to the 30th of June, 1880, he was pre-
vented, reason of extreme severity of his illness and by mental and
physical disabilities, from making an application for arrears in accordance with
the provisions of said act.

If he were in that condition why should he not have the benefits of
the act of March 3, 1879?

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And when he was unable to make appli-
cation to be rerated?

Mr. REED, of Maine. Why should he not have that benefit?

Mr. McMILLIN. The condition of the proposition is just this: If
you pass thisact in its present form you give him a rate of pension you
do not give to others with similar disability merely by the action of
this committee.

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not understand that.

Mr. TAULBEE. But that is true.

Mr. McMILLIN, Yes; that is true.

Mr. TAULBEE. The chairman of the committee will corroborate it.

Mr. MATSON. A man who is placed npon the pension-roll now be-
cause of total helplessness and in a condition to require the attention of
another person gets $50 a month. Those in that condition cn the 30th
of June, 1830, within the rule, are allowed $72 a month.

Mr. McMILLIN. That is the point I was making.

Mr. TAULBEE. By the terms of this bill he will be given a rate as
if his claim had been filed and allowed on June 16, 1880; or, in other
words, he will get the rate of $§72 a month.

Mr. McMILLIN., Whereas if he were placed on the roll at theiime,
however meritorious the case might have been, he would be allowed
only $50 a month.

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. If he had been mentally sound at the
time he would have received the higher rating.
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Mr, TAULBEE. His application is the question.

Mr. McMILLIN. Itis nota question of the degree of disability.

Mr. MATSON. If the claim were filed and the disability existed on
the 16th of June that is the rate to which he would have been entitled
under the law.

Mr. REED, of Maine. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that this par-
ticular point of law isas new to me as it s to anybody else in this House,
or else I certainly should have stated it, since I always to state the
law of my case as well as I ecan. But under the peculiar circumstances
of tl&.is case I shall, I think, still urge the House to allow the bill to
stan

Mr. TAULBEE. DMr. Chairman, my first understanding of the po-
sition taken by the gentleman from Maine was that he did not insist
on giving this claimant the benefit of the increased rate of pension, and
that it was not the purpose of the bill to increase the rate from $50 to
$72 a month. Since then I understand that the gentleman proposes
to insist that it shall be passed in its present condition, which, perhaps,
wonld give him a rating of $§72, instead of $50, as he now has.

Mr. BAYNE. DMay Iask the gentleman from Kentucky a question?

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir.

+ Mr. BAYNE. Suppose this man had had the sense to file his appli-
cation, or somebody had filed it for him, within the time fixed by the
law, would he not, with the disability from which he was suffering,
have received $50 a month?

Mr. TAULBEE. If this claim had been adjudicated prior to the
16th day of June, 1880, ‘with the present disabilities of the claimant,
if they entitle him now to $50 a month it would have given him §72 a
month. The existing law would give such disability as I understand
him to be laboring under that rating a month.

Mr. BAYNE. But would he not have got $50 a month if the ecase
had been filed for him and adjudicated upon the evidence before the
committee as to his disabilities ?

Mr. TAULBEE. As tothat I am not able to say, because it is gen-
erally understood that the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and even
the House itself, takes more latitude with reference to existing law,
giving pensions and the adjudication of claims, than the Pension Office
can take, which is held to a strict enforcement of the law. We may
go outside of the legal question in the consideration of the case and
take an equitable view of it, while the letter of the law does not confer
such autherity on the office. .

Mr. BAYNE. Buotif this man with his present disabilities had been
Eunbed his pension prior to the 16th day of June, 1880, then he wonld

ve been entitled to the increase which was subsequently made by the
change in the law to §72 a month?

Mr. TAULBEE. But the evidence before the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, and the persistence of the attorney he had prior to June 16,
1880»—1.]13 pe.rmst.ence manifested by them in reference tohmcnse-cer-
tainly would raise the suspicion that this claim would have been filed
within the time had it been considered meritorious or sufficiently so to
warrant its filing. Ifthe physical and mental condition of the elaimant
had been such as to enable him even to have given his consent, or make
his mark to his declaration for pension, it undoubtedly would have
been filed within the time.

Mr. MATSON. The trouble is that he could not do even that.

Mr. TAULBEE. Do I understand the chairman of the Committee
on Invalid Pensions to say that from the time of the development of
this disease to a pensionable degree he was mever thereafter able to
exs_;gn his declaration for a pension? Do I understand that to be the

ct ?

Mr. MATSON. I do not say that.

Mr. TAULBEE. For on any other state of the case I shall certainly

it.

Mr. MATSON. I can not say that exactly. - The disease had been
develo%ed prior to the e of the arrears law and continued until
after the expiration of the law. But whether there was absolutely
total disability prior to June 16, 1830, or not is another question.
There is no doubt of the existence of the disease at the time specified.
The man was so helpless that he could not look at an object. for a mo-
ment without exeruciating pain, He was an absolute physical wreck.

Mr. RANDALL. If I understand this case aright &m soldier was
under disabilities on the 16th day of June of the year mentioned and for
some time prior such as would give him $§72 a month. Now by reason
of mental disabilities he was not able to make his application, and in
consequence, if the law does not now relieve him, he would be entitled
to but $50 per month. What we are asked to do here is to take ad-
vantage of atechnimlity and deprive that soldier of what he would have
been entitled to if he had been in the same condition on the said 16th
day of June. I donotthink the Houseor the gentleman from Kentucky
would wish to do that.

Mr., McMILLIN. Let me make a snggestion to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania.

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly.

Mr. McMILLIN. The state of facts would exist that he designates
if the application had not only been filed but acted upon; whereas if
it 1]'.1;(510 been filed and not acted upon in the Department he would not
ge

Mr. REED, of Maine. But this, gentlemen, allow me to state, was
a lawyer of atnndmg a lawyer of good reputation and influence in his

rofession, and was present here in Washington——

Mr. RANDALL. Besides that, we ought not to take the pension of
a soldier away because of any neglect on the part of his lawyer.

Mr. REED, of Maine. I speak of the man himself as being a law-
yer. He was present here and knew the law——

Mr. RANDALL. At any rate I do not think that he was a very
good lawyer at this time.

Mr. REED, of Maine. But prior to the incurrence of this disabil-
ity, which happened before the arrears act was passed, it is presumable
that he would have taken advantage of the act if his mental condition
was such as to enable him to do so. Is it unfair then in undertaking
to do justice to him to presume that the claim would have been pros-
ecuted to a successful conclusion by a man who knew the law if hia
mental capacity had not been impaired? The presumption must be
that it wounld.

Mr. McMILLIN. He could not have known the limits of the law,
because the $72 rate was given by a law that was in a sense retroactive,
that is, it was a law passed after a certain number were on the pension-
rolls, and it did not apply to any except those on the rolls. It did not
apply to applicants at all.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. By the courtesy of the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. TAuLBEE], I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Tennessee if it is not a fact that there were many meritorious
cases awaiting action that were carried over ?

Mr. MOMILLIN, That is true.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Exactly the same weight at-
taches to those cases that attaches to this case.

Mr. RANDALL. Whenever they come up we can act upon them.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What we are called upon to
dois to tee the efliciency of the Pension Bureau against the
cffects of a limitation law. We are to gnarantee they shall pass npon -
every case coming within the law. Now Congress fixed a limit. 1dc
not know why it fixed a limit. It had its own reasons at that time.
And I'would like to see that matter very clearly opened up before I ge
beyond that limit.

I think it would be unfair to this applicant to deprive him of any-
thing he would have been, beyond all question, entitled to if he had
made his application prior t6 June 16, 1880. But there was no guar-
antee that he any more than any of the others that had applied prior
to that date and did not get $§72 a month—there is no guarantee that
had he been of sound mind he would have got the $72 a month. We
have heard no argument in favor of the proposition that we should take
up that entire line of applicants who had their cases in the Pension
Bureau and failed to receive the benefit of early and prompt action on
the part of the bureau.

Mr. REED, of Maine, addressed the Chair.

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe I have the floor.

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think not. I think the Speaker was mis-
taken in saying so. I had the floor and yielded to the gentleman from
Kentueky.

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to make a statement when the gentleman
from Maine gets through. !

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle-
man from Maine. .

Mr. MATsoN addressed the Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman
from Indiana rise ?

Mr. MATSON. I was going to demand the regular order; or I was
going to suggest to these gentlemen, as I am satisfied no agreement can
be arrived at by this discussion, that this bill go over with the previous
question ordered on it until next Friday.

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think we can settle it to-night.

Mr. MATSON. I am afraid not.

Mr. REED, of Maine. I want to say just a word and will then ask
the House to vote. I do not think there is any disposition to embar-
rass the matter or to prevent having a fair vote. I want to treat the

question fairly.
The argument on the other side is this, and I address myself to it
just as I find it. As I said to the House before, this peculiarity of the

pension law was unknown to me when we commenced the discussion,
and consequently I have answered incorrectly at least one of the ques-
tions of the gentleman from Kentucky; but of course I answemd it as
I understood it.

The objection made to this is the following: It is said that this bill
gives to this man the same right that he would have had had his case
been adjudicated in his favor on June 16, 1880, but that it does not fol-
low that if he had made an application and been sane—it does not fol-
low that he would have had his pension case completed by June 16.
That is true. But here is a case peculiar in its character. It is a case
unlike any other one that has occurred, and I think it is fair to say un-
like anything that is likely to occar.

Here is a man, & lawyer by profession, who knew his rights or would
have known his righis had he been in proper condition, who would have
presented his claim under the arrears act, and who would undoubtedly,
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as every member of the committee knows, by his persistence, by the
care with which he has attended to this case since he has got Fani.a.lly
into a condition to attend to it, although very much disabled, who
wonld doubtless have prosecuted his case with care and alacrity, being
here in Washington; and the probabilities are enormous that he would
have been on the pension-rolls within thirteen months after the time
the application was made. Now this House is asked to put this man
in the condition in which he would have been had he been a sound
man when the arrears-of-pension act passed.

Those are all the facts in the case. There are no arguments that can
ever be made on any such case beyond the fair statement of the facts.
Now is it not a fair thing to put this man on the pension-roll as he was
on June 16? To me it does seem to be the fair thing.

Mr, MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him one
question ?

Mr. REED, of Maine. Certainly.

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to inquire how
long this man was a practicing attorney after he was discharged from
the Army before he was stricken with this disability

Mr. REED, of Maine. Up to 1878. .

Mr. McMILLIN. Thirteen years.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Yes. ItisasIhavesaidand ashas been said
by the chairman of the Committee on Pensions a very remarkable case
of an injury going along for years and finally culminating after this
long lapse of time in this very disastrous result.

In the mean time I suppose that neither Mr. Hopkins nor his people
had any suspicion that any such thing was coming upon him. Itisa
pecaliar case of the effect of a wound upon the nervous system, but
there have been a good many such cases. I have personal knowledge
of a case, ayoung man, a school-mate of mine, who for years filled cer-
tain public offices, yet to-day, if I can judge from his letters, he is in
very much the same condition as this man, the effect in his case result-
ing from the severing of the sciatic nerve by a ball.

These things do happen, and we may as well recognize them and deal
with such cases fairly and squarely. Here is a man who was capable
of earning $5,000 a year, and actnally earning it; yet thirteen years
after receiving this injury he is stricken by a disability which renders
his talents, his mind, his body entirely useless, so that he requires the
constant care of an attendant; and the question before the House now
is upon treating his case fairly. It seems to me that we ought not to
hesitate in such a case to be even a little generons. The presumptions
ought to be in his favor; they eertainly ought not to be against him.
Afterall, that is just what the case is, a question of presumptions, which
Congress has a right to pass upon. It seems to me from all the facts of
the case that the presumptions are in favor of the applicant, and I ask
the House to this bill.

Mr. JO TON, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—

Mr. REED, of Maine. I have the floor, I believe.
ask for the previous question.

Mr. TAULBEE. I trust the gentleman from Maine will not eall
for the previous gquestion. I wish to make some further observations
with reference to this bill, and after so much has been said with regard
to the position I have taken, I think it is due to me that I should be
permitted to say an additional word.

Mr. REED, of Maine. You shall have an opportunity.
desirous of consulting the wishes of the House. :

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I just want to getat the
law of this matter. I understand that if the application was filed be-
fore the 16th of June but not acted on until the 30th, the man would
draw a gension of $50 a month; but that if it was acted on prior to the
16th of June he would draw a pension of $72 a month.

Mr. BAYNE. Thatis n;ght.
% Mr. REED, of Maine. That is the law as it has been developed

ere.

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Now, you p to grant this man
his pension at the rate of $72 a month because he was not in a condi-
tion to make his application in time. I merely want to suggest this

ition: If he ought to have this i use he was not in
condition to file his application in time, would it not be proper for us
to go back and raise the pensions of men who did file their applications
but never had them acted npon? Would not that be an act of justice
to those men?

Mr. REED, of Maine. There might be some cases where that ought
to be done, and there might be cases where it onght not to be done.
Each cade would depend on its own merits. I yield now to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE].

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, before I proceed to answer what has
been said by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rm{, I wish to place
myself right before the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL].
He seems to have understood me to take the position that this appli-
cant would not be entitled to the benefit of the arrears of pension act
by reason of insanity. Now, I have made no such statement as that;
I have taken no such position; nor have I said anything that could be
reasonably construed as meaning that. The truth is that the law itself
which provided for the payment of arrears of pension also provided that
in any case where mental disability existed, such as torender the claim-

I was about to

I am only

ant incapable of making his application and filing it in the Pension
Office prior to June 30, 1880, he ﬁould not, in consequence of his men-
tal disability, be deprived of the benefit of that law. -

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman states that matter a little inaccu-

rately. The language of the statute is ‘‘insane persons.”’ It does not
apply to mental incapacity.
.TAULBEE. Iacceptthe gentleman’s correction. Butthe word

‘*‘insane’’ is the word used by the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. Speaker, the purpose of that law—and such, I understand, is the
construction placed upon it by the Department—was that where any
mental disability existed rendering the party incapable of filing his
application, the benefit of arrears should extend to him. This is not a
case of that kind. If it were, there would be no necessity of thisspecial
bill, because the law as it now stands upon the statute-book would
extend the benefit of arrears to this claimant, even though his appli-
cation had not been filed until to-day. I am contending for no such
principle. I am not, upon any such argument, asking that this bill
shall :'zt?t pass. I do not stand upon that ground, and need not stand
upon i

In reference to the rerating proposed in this bill, each member of the
Committee on Invalid Pensions who isnow present will bear witness—
and I know I do not betray any confidence of the committee by this
statement—that when the attorney for this claimant appeared before
the committee I put to him the question whether or not this bill was
intended to rerate this pension, and his statement was that it was not
so intended. The bill passed the committee with the understanding in
my mind that it was not to increase the rate of this pension from %50
to $72 per month. I do not attribute any bad faith to this elaimant.
I know nothing about him except as I have learned his history in the
progress of this case,

Mr. MATSON. My friend from Kentucky will permit me to say
that the gentlemen who appeared before the committee in this case
were not the ‘‘attorneys”’ of this man.

Mr. TAULBEE. I understand that; I withdraw the remark.

Mr. MATSON. They were ex-confederate soldiers, both of them.

Mr. TAULBEE. They were attorneys and citizens of Washington,
friends of this pension bill, and they appeared before our committee
ul: advocate its passage, But that matter does not affect the state of
the case,

In the first place, I take the ground that there is nothing in the rec-
ord of this ease—and I accord to the testimony the very highest credit—
that should lead a fair mind to conclude that this claimant could not
have made his application after the development of his disability to a
pensionable degree in time to avail himself of the benefit not only of
the arrears but of the increase of rate from $50 to §72 per month. And
I can see no good reason why this case should be placed on a different
footing from many hundreds of cases where claimanfs were not ac-
quainted with the law—lived in rural parts of the country, away from
county towns, did not know their rights—and by reason of this igno-
rance were deprived of the benefit of the law. Upon this ground I say
the bill ought not to pass; and in any event the amendment which I
have presented ought to be adopted.

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether in my brief
statement of what I believed to be the point at issue in this tase I
misstated the argument of the gentleman from Kentucky or not, I
now understand him to say he did not argue in that direction; yet his
amendment would have the effect of reducing the amount intended to
be given this pensioner from $72 to $50 per month.

I care not whether the terms of the law refer to ** insane persons’’ or
‘! persons mentally disabled.”” The.result is thesame. Idesireby the
enactment of this bill to so modify the existing law that this claimant
shall not suffer by reason of any failure to make application between
the 16th and the 30th of June of the year stated. The effect of the
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky would be to make him
suffer; and that I desire to avoid. I had nointention of misstating in
the least degree the position of the gentleman from Kentucky. I do
not care whether his argnment was in that direction or whether he rests
upon the of the existing law.

Mr. BREC RIDGE, of Arkansas. Can the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania state how many cases were on file in the Pension Bureau prior
to June 16 which were not acted upon?

Mr. RANDALL. Of course I can not state the number with any ac-
curacy. I might guessatit. But I want every case of this character
to stand upon its own merits.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Exactly.

Mr. RANDALL. As each case comes up let us decide it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What are the merits of this
case? In this instance we propose to give effect to the assumption that
the application, if made in season, would have been favorably acted
upon. I believe in putting this applicant exactly where he could have
put himself if he had been of sound mind.

Mr. RANDALL. We propose still to leave to the Commissioner the
diseretion to determine the extent of the disability.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Thatisanotherquestion. Now,
we assume that a man of intelligence here upon the ground would have
been able to obtain favorable action at the Pension Burean. If we as-
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sume this for the most favorably situated and the most efficient we |

should have very ground, as a matter of justice, for not assnming
it in behalf of those not 50 able and who were more remote from the
point of action than this applicant was. Now, to what extent this
opens up legislation we are not told. The gentleman from Tennessee,
who is quite conversant with this business, states that he thinks a large
number of cases which were on file were not acted on. In that view I
think it would be dangerous to give effect to an assumption that this
case would have been acted on.

Mr. BAYNE. There could not have been many of those cases.

Mr, REED, of Maine, I call the previous question.

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to inquire whether my amendment will
be voted upon.

Mr. REED, of Maine. I so understand; I have admitted it.

The SPEAKER protempore. If the previous question be ordered, the
first question will be upon the amendment of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. TAULBEE].

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish the amendment to be understood before it
is voted on. My motion proposes to strike ont that part of the bill
relating to rerating, and the date, June 16, 1880. If the Clerk will
read the bill I will indicate the amendment.

The Clerk again read the hill.

Mr. TAULBEE. I move to strike out that part of the bill which
re‘.lnws to June 16, 1880, and in lieu thereof to insert *‘ June 30, 1880."

ﬁmmna qneshon was ordered.
ounse divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 25,

So the amendment was rejected.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time.

The question recurred on the passage of the bill.

Mr. TAULBEE. I demand a division.

The House divided; and there were ayes 26.

Mr. TAULBEE. No farther count is asked for.

So the bill was passed.

Mr, MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; and
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

MARGARET D. MARCHAND.

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole House
was the bill (8. 226) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand.

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I understand every one of these bills
has been passed, with three exceptions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only three more bills remain to be
acted on.

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I merely wish to say Mr. Speaker:
I made objection here because I believe the principle involved is wrong.
I am not going to make a speech, but I believe it to be injustice to the
persons who are now needing pensions and not able to get them. I
believe it to be an injustice to thousands in this country asking to
be pensioned and who can not get pensions, because we are told it is
piling up the te of pensions, When these men knock at our
ddor and ask for pensions that aggregate is flung in their faces. That
aggregate is brought up, and it is said we have such an aggregate of
pensions, amounting to millions of dollars, we can not afford to grant
any more. I have been asked to withdraw my objections, and as I
do not wish to stand in the way as an obstruction, I am willing to do
so. I wish to say, however, this much before doing so, that every man
who votes for this class of pensions is doing injustice to the poor men
and women who are unable to get their pensions. I withdraw my ob-
jection at the request of gentlemen here.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed.

BILLS PASSED.

Billsof the following titles, reported favorably from the Comm;ttee of
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, were severally taken up and
ordered to a third reading; and they were accordingly read the third
time, and passed:

A bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah P, Me-
Kean, of Marion, Linn County, Iowa; and

A bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Elizabeth 8. De Krafft.

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes by which the
bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid
on the table. :

The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr. WHEELER. Gentlemen kindly consented to allow me to sub-
mit some remarks this evening, but as the hour is late I am unwilling
to detain gentlemen, and therefore ask the same permission be extended
to me for next Friday evening,

Mr. MORRILL. After the regular pension business has been dis-

posed of.

Mr. TAULBEE. I move that the Honse do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and awordmg!y (at 11 o’clock and 50
minutes p. m.) the House ad]oum

XVII—318

PETITIONS, ETC.

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk,
under the rule, and referred as follows:

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of colored citizens of Mecklenburgh
County, North Carolina, in reference to mlgratl.on to Africa—to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of citizens of Franklin, Bradford
County, Pennsylvania, praying for a law to prevent adulteration and
counterleiting of food products, especially butter—to the Committee
on Agriculture.

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Grange No. 619, of Pennsyl-
vania, asking such legislation as will suppress the manufacture and
sale of all imitation dairy products—to the same committee.

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of Susan Davis, of Lumpkin County;
and of Jane A. Head, daughter of Elizabeth Baugh, deceased, of Gwin-
nett County, Georgia, asking that their war claims be referred to the
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, papers relating to the claim of Elizabeth Bangh, of Gwinnett
County, and of Susan Davis, of Lumpkin County, Georgia—to the same
committee. 3

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of physicians of Saunlte Ste. Marie,
Mich., asking increased compensation for hospital stewards, United
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of hospital stewards, United States Army, for same—
to the same committee. .
Also, l_petmon of James J. Ayers, and others, citizens of Austin, Mich.,
asking for pension legislation recommended by Grand Army of the Re-

public—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

B Mr. DIBBLE: Papers relating to the claim of Rudolph Labriger—

e Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Board of Trade and Trans-
portation of New York, urging the issnance of one and two dollar
notes—to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

Also, memorial of the Produce Ex of Denver, Colo., against
taxing oleo i to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of John E. Carr and 18 others, citizens of
New Hampshire, and of Newton Bell and 12 others, citizens of Saint
Albans, Vt., for a tax on oleomargarine—to the same committee.

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Petition of colored citizens of Bun-
combe County, North Carolina, asking to be sent to Liberin—to the
Committee on Ap iations.

By Mr. LORE: Petition of E. Y. Richardson and 4G others, citizens
of Laurel, Del., for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Com-
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. LYMAN: Papers and proofs to accompany House bill 9004, for
the relief of Caroline P. Bolton—to the Committte on Tnvalid Pen-
sions,

. By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Thomas A. Prewittand 40 others, cit-
izens of Hendricks County, Indiana, asking that a special act be passed
granting a pension to Anna Grave—to the same committee.

By Mr. MOMILLIN: Papers relating to the claim of Greenberry Will-
iams, of Sumner County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. O'FERRALL: Papers relating to the claims of Morgan Lay-
ton, of Emanuel M. Hoover, of Curtis Yates, of Joseph Click, of Sol-
omon Beery, of Samuel H. Wampler, and of William K. Abbott, of
Rockingham County; of Sarah Ambrose, of Samuel Fetzer, of Harrison
Fauber, of Samuel Roller, and of John T. Hottel, of Shenandoah County;
of Harriet Walter, of Thomas W. Russell, and of John Sams, of Vir-
ginia—to the same committee.

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Petition of the Board of Trade of
Philadelphia favoring the enlargement of the powers of the National
Board of Health—to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of James L. Roane, of Richland County,
Bouth Carolina, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims

Also, relating to the claim of James L. Roane, of Richland
County, South Carolina—to the same committee.

By Mr. SENEY: Protest of Pittsburgh Grain and Flour Exchange,
of Denver Produce Exchange, and of Atchison Board of Trade, against
{axing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also papersof John H. Baall, for taxing oleomargarine—to the same

‘committee,

Also, paper of J. Twing Brooks, favoring the amendment of section
5258 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the J udiciary.

By Mr, STAHLNECKER: Petition of the New England Shoe and
Leather Association for the issuance of one and two dollar bills—to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Comgnerce of Saint
Paul, Minn., protesting against the building of low bridges across the
Mmasmppl River below the month of the Missouri River—to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of 105 citizens of Martin County,
of 17 citizens of Watonwan County, and of 88 citizens of Blue Earth
County, Minnesota, asking for action of Congress to determine the
true condition of certain lands in that State alleged to have been im-
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1ly certified by the Interior Department to the Saint Paul and
ionx City and the Southern Minnesota Railroad Companies—to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, resolution of the Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce condemn-
ing low bridges across the Mississippi River below the mouth of the
Missouri River—to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of citizens of Alabama for the passage of
& The flireing pelEiias Togtog. tho atspiicn of o 11 placiag the

e i ition, nrgi option o ill plaei
mnufacﬁu%dp:ﬁe of a].lrgilnl:igtations ot?%:tbar under the control of
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from
Enud and imposition, was presented, and referred to the Committee on

iculture:
y Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of certain citizens of Alexandria and
Fairfax Counties, Virginia.

" HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
SATURDAY, May 29, 1886.

~ The House metat11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W.
H. Mirsurxy, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
CONSULAR REPORTS.'

The SPEAKER laid before the House the followi
President of the United States; which was read,
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed:
To the House of Represenlatives:

I transmit herewith a report of the Sacmm of State,accompanying the re-
port of consuls of the United States, on the e and commerce of foreign eoun-

message from the
to the Com-

GROVER CLEVELAND,
ExecuTive Maxsiox, May 28, 1856,
The SPEAKER. Unless ordered by the House the Chair will not
direct the reports themselves to be printed at present.

STATUE OF LIBERTY ENLIGHTENING THE WORLD.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with inclosures, an estimate
from the Secretary of State of the expense of ing the statue of
* Liberty Enlightening the World;"” which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

JOSEPH D. RIDDLE.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attorney-Gens
eral inclosing the account of J D. Riddle, with accompanying
papers, for legal services for defending persons under appointment by
the United States circuit judge of the district of California; which was
referred to the Committee on Claims.

LAWS OF DAKOTA TERRITORY.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5888) to
legalize and validate the general laws of the Territory of Dakota for
the incorporation of insurance companies, and to authorize and em-

er the Legislative Assembly of said Territory to pass such general
ws; returned from the Senate with amendments. ;

Mr. SPRINGER. In the absence of the chairman of the Committee
on the Territories, I move that the House non-concur in the Senate
amendments and agree to the request for a committee of conference.

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the managers on the part
of the House during the day.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows:
To Mr. BRoOWN, of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of im-
portant business,
To Mr. MATsoxN, for five days, on account of important business.
To Mr. MoRrrILL, for one week, on account of important business.
To Mr. JaMES, for three days.
INTERSTATE COMMERCE.

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Senate
bill No. 1532, to regulate interstate commerce, now on the Calendar of
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, havin
been rted back from the Committee on Commerce, be wnsidurag
also er the special order when the House bill to regulate interstate
commerce shall be called up.

Mr. SPRINGER. The request of the gentleman is that the Senate
bill be also included in that order? .

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DUNHAM. What is that bill?

The SPEAKER. It is the hill (8. 1532) to regulate commerce.

Mr. DUNHAM. But it is not upon the same Calendar.

The SPEAKER. No;because the Senate bill a commission,
and is on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the state of
the Union; but the fact that they are on different Calendars makes no

MrEUNHAM. We have not both of those bills here, as I under-
stand i .

The SPEAKER. They are here. )

Mr. DUNHAM. I shall have to object for the present at least.

Some time subsequently,

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois su
the Senate bill was not on the Calendar. I have explained to him the
situation, and that the object was to consider it with the House bill,
to which I understand he is willing to withdraw his objection.

Mr, DUNHAM. I shall withdraw the ohjection.

The SPEAKER. Without further objection the order requested by
the gentleman from Texas will be made.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. HATCH. I demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re-
ports.

MAILING OF ODSCENE MATTER.

Mr. MERRIMAN, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-
Roads, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R.
7544) to amend section 3893 of the Revised Statutes of the United States
relative to the transmission of obscene matfer through the mails; which
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- -
port, ordered to be printed.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis-
charged from the farther consideration of the bill (8. 200) for the re-
lief of Davidson Dickson and others; and the same was referred to the
Committee on War Claims.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. HATCH. I move that the Honse resolve itself into Committee
of the Whole for the further consideration of bills raising revenue,

Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, to-day was set apart for the con-
sideration of bills reported from the Committee on Indian Affhirs, but
of conrse it is impossible to get to-day for that purpose. I ask unani-
mons consent therefore that so much of the order setting apart to-day
for the consideration of such business be continued over and apply to
June 15.

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I rise to a parliamen inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 1t. Tnis

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. If objection is made to continuing
that order until the date fixed, is not the Committee on Indian Affairs
entitled to a date hereafter anyhow?

TheSPEAKER. TheChairthinksnot. Thisday wasspecifically set
apart, and no other day, for the business reported from that committee.
Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know what business is to be call

up and what restrictions are made as to other orders? r
Mr. HOLMAN. The tion of other business should certainly

e.

Mr. WELLBORN. Of gourse the same order will prevail which ex-

cepts amprisﬁun and yevenue bills, reports from the Committee on
Public ds, and prior

The SPEAKER.

gentleman from Te:

There was no objection.

O‘LEOMARGARIKE.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the ir, and resumed
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also impos-
ing a tax upon and regulating the man sale, importation, and
exportation of oleomargarine.

e CHAIRMAN. The committee when it rose yesterday bad
reached the eighth section. The Clerk will report the pendingamend-

‘| ment, offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, TOWNSHEND].

The Clerk read as follows:
Iﬁ line 3, strike out the word “ ten" and insert the word “two ;" sothat it will

mﬂ']"hnt- upon oleomargarine which shall be manufactured and sold, or removed
for co:l:..g'umption or use, there shall be assessed and collected a taxof 2 cents per
poun

Mr. HATCH. T move to strike out the last word for the purpose
of making a statement in reply tothe statement made by the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN ], who I regret is not in his seaf,
and one or two telegrams, that have been read from the Clerk’s desk,
from certain Knights of Labor in Chicagoand Milwaukee. I ask that
the telegram which I send to the desk may be read.

The Clerk read as follows:
CLEVELAND, OH10, May 28, 1836,
Acting under instructions from the General Assembly of the Knights of Labor,

.
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