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to construct wagon-roads between North and South Idaho-to the Com-
mittee on the Territories. · 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of citizens of Decatur County, Tennes ee, 
in favor of House bill 7389-to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ERM:ENTROUT: Memorial of Francis Whittaker & Sons, 
of St. Louis, Uo., in favor of House bill 6138-to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Charles Stoughton and others, of New York, favor
ing the completion of Harlem Canal-to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

By 1\ir. FARQUHAR: Resolutions of Pressmen's Union, No. 27, of 
Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Chace international copy
right bill-to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FORD: Petition of Olney, 'Shields & Co., of Grbnd Rapids, 
Mich., for reduction of duty on rice-to the Committee on Ways and 
.Means. 

By Mr. GLASS: Papers in the claim of Sarah J. Mosby, of Warren 
County, of Jesse Martin, ofWoodruff County, ancl of Alice Cole, of Cal
houn County, Alabama. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of E.l\1. Atkinson and others, of West Vir
ginia, in favor of additional protection to wool-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. · 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of dealers in tobacco, of Philadelphia, 
in favor of the speedy repeal of the entire tax on tobacco-to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of New Mexico and Colorado, 
for an investigation of the Sangre de Cristo land grant, in said Territory 
and State-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens ofSan Juan County, New Mexico, protest
ing against the location of the county seat of said county at Aztec-to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition to be filed with bill for the relief of 
Isaac Hays-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers in the claim of James J. Ritch, of Scott 
County, Mississippi-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolution of the Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Minneapolis, Minn., for an appropriation for head-stones for soldiers
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. OATES: Papers in the claim of Henry StenJ.e, Bullock 
County, Alabama-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of the council of Coffeyville, Kans., 
for the passage of the bill giving the Kansas City and Pacific Railroad 
the right of way through the Indian Territory-to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RICE: Memorial and papers of the mayor and other promi
nent citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., in relation to the preservation of 
St. Anthony's Falls-to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Minnesota, 
for an appropriation of $200,000 for head-stones for soldiers' graves-to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By 1\Ir. TILLMAN (by request): Petition of Jackson M. Hoover, of 
Pierson Peeples, of Pierson Peeples, trustee for Isham Peeples, and of 
Henry J. Harter, for r.eference of their claims to the Court ef Claims
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By 1\fr. A. C. THOUPSON: Petition of John Scott, late postmaster 
at Brookville, Pa., for relief-to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Papers to accompany House bill No. 8939 
for the relief of JohnS. Ball-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. WHEELER: Petition of Samuel F. Ryan, of Jackson County, 
and of George .M:. Hanaway, of Lauderdale County, Alabama, for ref
erence of their claims to the Court of Claims-to the CommitteP. on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of Rev. Favis Brown and 81 others, 
citizens of New Concord, Ohio, for prohibition in the District of Co
lumbia-to the Select Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of W. A. Pattie, late postmaster at Warren
ton, Va., for relief-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post
Roa<J..s. 

The following petitions for the repeal or J;UOdification of the inter
nal-revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. LEE: Of E. S. Pendleton & Son., of Louisa Court House, Va. 
By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa. 
By Mr. RO~IEIS: Of H. B. Ti:ffc:my, of Clyde, Ohio . . 
By Mr. STRUBLE: Of C. Teal and A. E. Smith, pharmacists, of 

Ocheyedan, Iowa. 

By 1\Ir. CUTCHEON: Of citizens of Antrim County, Michigan. 
lly Mr. KETCHAM: Of Robert P. Paulding and 29 others, citizens 

of Cold Spring, N. Y. 

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult
ure, by the means of certain import duties, were recei>ed and se\·erally 
referred to the Committee on ·ways and Means: 

By Ur. REED: Of citizens of North Jay, 1\Ie. 
By l\Ir. THOMAS WILSON: Of citizens of Conconl, Minn. 

• The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated BerYicc-pension 
bil1, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the senice, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

By Mr. BELDEN: Of Peter Kappesser and 21 others, soldiers and 
sailors, of Syracuse, N. Y . 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of soldiers and sailors, of the wives of sol
diers and sailors, of the sons of veterans, and citizens, of Osceola County, 
of Charlevoix County, and of Sherman, Mich. 

By Mr. KEA.N: Of soldiers of Plainfield, N. J. 
By Mr. McKINLEY: Of citizens of Harlem Springs, Ohio. 
By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Of citizens of Ashtabula County, Ohio. 

The following petitions praying for the enactment of a law provid
ing tempomry aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

lly Mr. COOPER: Ofthe faculty of Ohio Wesleyan University, and 
others, of Delaware, Ohio. . 

By Mr. CROUSE: Of 89 citizens of Medina County, Ohio. 
By 1\Ir. CUTCHEON: Of 212 citizens of Mecosta, Lake, and C'harle

voix Counties, Michigan. 
Dy Mr. GIFFORD: Of 217 citizens of Aurora, Pembina, and other 

counties of Dakota. 
By Mr. HERMANN: Of84 citizens of Linn County, Oregon. 
By Mr. LAIRD: Of 143 citizens of Seward, Adams, Fillmore, and 

Thayer Coun~ies, Nebraska. 

The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post
Roads: 

By Mr. TURNER: Of W. B. Womble and others, citizens of Cuba, Ga. 

SENATE. 
:WEDNESDAY, May 2, 1888. 

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

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, tr3nsmitting a recommenda
tion of the Supervising Architect that $18,000 be appropriated to com
plete approaches to the Santa Fe (N.Mex.) court-house; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BT.LLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received yesterday from the HoUBe of Represent
atives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 2097) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 7340) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Hickman, Ky.; and -

A bill (H. R. 8343) to authorize the construction of a wagon and foot
passenger bridge across the Noxubee River at or near Gainesville, in 
the State of Alabama. 

The bill (H. R. 2695) for the relief of Charles Y. Mesler was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 623:.t) for the relief of Nancy G . .Alexander was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desiretogive notice that immediately after the 
morning business is over I shall move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

PETITIONS .AND MEMORIALS. 

The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents the petition of 
John Pope Hodnett,'ofWashington, D. C., prayingforaninvestigation 
of his claims to payment for services as counsel for the workingmen of 

Wyo- the District of Columbia in the investigation of 1874; which will be 
erally referred to the Committee on t.he Public Lands: 

By Mr. CAREY: Of citizens of Phillips, Lawrence County, 
ming, · I referred to the Committee on Claims, if there be no objection. 
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l.fr. BPOO~ER. Thatsubjectwas before the Committee on Claims 
at the last Con(J'ress, and by direction _of that committee I reported it 
back to the Senate, asking that the committee be discharged from its 
fmther consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Ed
ucation and Labor, which was done. I move that the petition just 
pre en ted be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion wa agreed to. 
The PRESIDENTp1·o tempore presented the petition of James Sum

ner, of Rockport, Spencer County, Jndiana, praying to be allowed a pen
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers and sail
ors, citizens of the State of New Jersey and New York, praying for 
the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; which was re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of vessel -owners, consignees, and busi
ness men of Atlantic City, N. J . , and other citizens of New Jer8ey, 
praying that an appropriation be made for the erection of jetties near 
the entrance of the harbor at Atlantic City; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

M:r. FARWELL presented the petition of John F . Ryon, of Paris, 
Til ., late a private in Company I, One hundred and twenty-third Regi
ment Indiana Volunteers, praying to be allowed an increase of pension 
for the loss of his rig!it eye; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pen ions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a concurrent resolution of the Leg
islature of Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

_ and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows : 
[Concurrent resolution in relation to swamp land indemnity.] 

Whereas the provisions of the act of Congress of :March 2, 1855, as extended 
by act of Congre. s of March 3, 1857, granting indemnity to the States for swamp 
and overflowed lands disposed of by the United States, are held not to apply to 
sales and location made after March 3, 1857; and 

Whereas a large amount of land properly falling to the State and counties 
in Iowa under the swamp grant have been dil"po ed of by the Government 
since March 3, 1857, thereby compelling the counties and their grantees to aban
don their claim to such lauds or litigate with the purchasers of the Government; 
and 

'Vhereas on the th day of February, 1888, Hon. William McRae, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, made a report, to accompany bill H. R. 6l:S97 in the 
Hou!'e of Representatives in Congress. to extend said indemnity provision of 
said act of March 2, 1855, and making the same applicable to sales and locations 
made since March 3, 1857, which bill is pending in Congress; and 

\\-herens, under the rulings of the Department, certificates, called !'Crip or in
demnity scrip, issued for indemnity for swamp lands located with warrants can 
not be located on lands outside of the State, another" being no vacant land in 
Iowa on which scrip can be located, many of the counties in this State, after 
great expense. are unable to realize anything for their swamp lands so disposed 
of by warrant locations, and by that means are damaged to a large amount : 
Therefore, 

B e i t resolved ay the Senate of the Slate of Iowa (the House concurring), That our 
Senators be instructed and our Representatives in Congress be requested to u ·e 
all pt·oper and lawful means in their power to secure the passage of said bill H. 
R. 6S97, or by the enactment in some other bill of provision substantially as 
herein contained. 

Resolved further, That the secretary o f state transmit to each of our Senators 
and Representative in Congress a copy of this resolution. 

I hereby certify the foregoing concur rent resolution passed the seuate and 
the house of representatives o f the Twenty-second General Assembly of the 
State of Iowa. 

[SEAL.] FRANK D. JACKSON, 
Secretary of State. 

By C. S. BYRKIT, Deputy. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of St. Paul, Minn., pray
ing for the passage of a bill for the preservaticm of the Yellowstone 

.National Park; which was ordered t o lie on the table. 
Mr. STEWART presented the petition of James Walsh, a citizeu of 

California, pray.ing reimbursement for losses sustained on account of 
Indian depredations in Nevada Cou nty, California ; which was referred 
to the Committee un Indian Affairs. 
. Mr. CHANDLER presented t he petition of H . E . Proct or and 47 
othercitizensofStoddard,N. H . , and thepetitionof Jonathan D. Hale, 
of Stoddard, N. H . , praying that reimbursement be made for moneys 
raised and expended by the town of Stoddard, N. H., during the late 
war between the States; which were referred to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

lie also pre~ented the petition of Jonathan D. Hale, formerly post
master at Hale's Mills, Tenn., praying to be reimbursed the sum paid 
the United tate Government in 1861, alleged to have been wrongfully 
exacted from him; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

.Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of A. J . Stone and 12 other 
citizens of Vermont, praying for the passage of Senate bill 548, grant
ing pensions to widow. and minor children of pensioners; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Junction City, 
Oregon, praying for the correction of the military record of M. J . Gil
strap, of that place; which was referred to the Committee on I\iilitary 
Affairs. 

Mr. PAD DOCK pre-en ted a petition of citizens of Nebraska, pray
ing for the t·epeal of that port.ion of the internal-revenue law which 
cla "'es druggists as liquor dealers, and for a reduction of the duty on 
spirits; which was referred to the Com mittee on F inance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
1t1r. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi-

I > 

ciary to report adversely the bill (S. 24i:O) to repeal section 714 of the 
Revised Statutfls, allowing pensions to judges in certain cases. It may 
be placed on the Calendar, as my friend from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
desires to be heard upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. The bill will be placed on the Cal
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

~1r. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re
ferred the bill (S. 9 7) for the relief of the administrators of the estate 
of Isaac P . Tice, deceased, reported it without amendment, and sub· 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. P A.SCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 750) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Mem
phi, Tenn., reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon-

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Clara B. Davidson, praying for an increase of pen ion, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2 52) granting 
increase of pension to Clara B. Da.vidson; which was read twice by its 
title. 

' BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. EDMUNDS in trod need a bill (S. 2 46) to increase the J)tlnsions 

of soldiers and sailoiS in the war of the rebellion who contracted heart 
disease in the service; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2847) granting a pension t o Albert 
F . Jones ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2848) granting a pension to Thomas 
B. Dearman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen ions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2849) for the relief of Collin Adams; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Ur. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2850) granting a pension to Harriet 
l\f. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pen jons. 

FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED RAILROAD LANDS. 
The PRESIDENT pro te-mpm·e. If there are no re olutions, concur

rent or other, the order of morning busine is closed, and the Chair 
lays before the Senate, pursuant to the order of yesterday, the bill (S. 
1430) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aid
ing in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes. 

MESSAGE FRO)! THE HOUSE. 
A message from the Hou e of Representatives, by Jtll.-. CLARK., its 

Clerk, announced that the House bad passed the bill (S. 2-158) to 
amend an act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the East
ern Branch of the Potomac River at the foot of Pennsylvania avenue 
east, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re
quest, the bill (S. 1161) granting a pension to .Mrs. Jennie Stone, widow 
of General Charles P . Stone. 

El'<"-ROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 1788) for the erection of a public build
ing at Lancaster, Pa. ; and it was thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 

EXECUTIVE SES ION. 

M:r. SHERl\IAN. I move that the Senate proceed to t he considera-
tion of executive business. 

Mr. P LUMB. Will the execut ive session be long ? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Only a few minu tes. 
The PHE"IDE~T pro tempoTe. The Senator from Ohio m oves that 

the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busines . 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid

eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive ses
sion, the doors were reopened. 

B.ALTIJIIORE AND POTO.liAC RAILROAD. 

Ir. FARWELL. I ask t1Je unanimous consent of the Senate to take 
up enate bill 2615, Order of Business 93n. ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain 
lands heretofore granted for the purpose ofaiding in the construction of 
railroads, and for other purposes, bdng before the Senate, the pend
ing question being on the amendment of the enator from Flodda 
[ 1r. CALL], the Senator from Illinois [1\Ir. FARWELL] ask unan
imous consent to proceed .to the consideration of a bill the title of 
which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2615) to aut1Jorize the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company to acquire and use real estate for rail way 
purposes in the Di trict of Columbia. 

l\Ir. P L UMB. I will not object if the bill can be disposed of with
out debate. 

1\fr. F ARWELL. If i t leads to any debate I shall w ithdraw my re
quest. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to con ider the bill; which was read. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trn&t the Senator from lllinois will not press the 
eonsideration of the bill this morning. It has only been reported from. 
the District Committee ithin a few days. 

:Mr. FARWELL. It has been on the Calendar since the 6th. of 
April-almo t a. morith. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust theSena,tor will not press the bill this morn
ing, but will let it go over until to-morrow. I shall not object to its 
consideration at any time after to-day. I think there are some amend
ments that should be offered to it, and there are som~ reasons why the 
whole question as to the entry of these railroads into the city should 
be considered in the same connection. 

1\Ir. FARWELL. I withdraw the request I made, so as to let the 
bill go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pFo tempore. The bill having been read, and the 
Senator from Maryland objecting to its present consideration, it Will 
resume its place on the Calendar. 

MRS. .JIDl~IE STO~'"E. 

The PRE,...ID~T pro t rnpore laid before the Senate the message of 
the Hon e of Hepresentatives returning to the Senate in compliance 
with its request the bill (S. 1161) granting a pension to Mrs Jennie 
Stone, widow of General Charles P . Stone. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that that bill be indefinitely postponed. 
:nir. HOAR. Why should that be done? 
Mr. SAWYER. There is on the Oalendar a bill from the House oi 

Representatives covering a"<actly the sa.me point, I understand. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having passed the Senate it 

can only be inde1inite1y postponed after reconsidering the vote by which 
it was pa ed. . 

1\Ir. HOAR. Let it lie on the table for a little while and I will look 
into it. My impression is that my honorable friend is in error in think
ing that the bill which the other Rouse has sent is to the same effect as 
the Senate bill. 

.Mr. SAWYER. It mn..y be pos ible that it varies in amount. 
Mr. HOAR. It varies in amount. 
Mr. SAWYER. But it is for the benefit of the same person. 
Ur. HOAR. Let this stand, and we may deal with them both at 

the arne time. 
Mr. A WYER. Very well. 
The PRE IDENT pro t(1npore. The bill will lie on the ta,ble. 

EASTER~ BRANCH BRIDGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tcm.pore. Tl1e Chair lays before the Senate 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2458) 
to amend an act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Eastern Branch of the Potomac River at the foot ofPennsylmnia ave
nue east, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERIL In line 3., after the words ''plan of,'' strike out 
' 'said bridge'' and insert ''the bridge across the Eastern Branch of the 
Potomac River at the foot of P ennsylvania avenue east;" so as to read: 

Thnt the Secre t.'\ry of War be, and he is hereby, authorized, in his discretion. 
to make such a. Iterations in the plan of the bridge across the Eastern Branch of 
the Potomac Ri~er at the foot of Penn ylvtmia avenue east as will best accom
modate the bn.ftic m -·er and uuder said bridge. ' 

Mr. CAl\IERON. I move that the Senate concur in that amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempwe. The next amendment of the House 

of Representatives will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERIC Add to the bill the followmg proviso: 
And provickdfl~rthe?·, Tha' one-halftbe sum hereby appropriated shall be paid 

out of the r evenue of the District of Columbia. 
Mr. CAJ\IERON. I move that the Senate concm:: in that amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN A POLIS POST-OFFICE BUILDING. 

1\Ir. TURPIE. I ask the Senate to take up for consideration at this 
time Order of Business 1170, being House bill 1325. 

The PRESIDENT pTo tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unan
imous con ent that Senate bill1430 be informally laid aside, and that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of. bill the title of which will 
be stn.ted. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 1325) providing for the purchase 
of additional ground in the city of Indianapolis, Ind. , adjoining the 
post-office site, and for the improvement of the building thereon, and 
appropriating 125,000 therefor. ~ 

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

1\Ir. TURPIE. I mo-ve to amend the bill, in line 16~ by making the 
amount appropriated $150,00() instead of $125,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
The CH1EF CLERK. In line 16, after the words ''one hundred and,'' 

it is proposed to trike ont "twenty-five" and insert" fifty;" so as to 
read: 

And for the purpo e herein mentioned the sum of $150,000, or so mnch thereof 
as m aybe neee s ry, be, and the same i hereby, appropriated out ofanymoney 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.. • 

The amendmen was agreed to. 

The bill was 1·eported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

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

The bill was read the third time, and pas:;ed. 
The title was amended so as o read: "A bill providing for the p111"

chase of additnona.l ground. in the city of India.napofu, Ind.,. allj oining 
the post-office site, :mel for the improvement of the building thereon, 
and appropriating $150,000 therefor." 

P UBLIC BUILDING AT ATCHISON, Kll~S. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ·k una.nimom consent that the unfinisned busi
ness may be informally laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 17:!6) to provide for the erection of a pnlr 
lie building for the use of the post-office and Government effices at the 
city of AtchiS()D, Kans. I think it will not elicit debate. 

The PRE"'IDE ... T pro temp ore. I s there objection to laying aside 
Senate bill 1430 informally for the purpose of proceeding to the consid
eration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Wisconsin? The Cli..1.ir 
hears no objection, and the \>.ill is betme the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole. -

Mr. BERRY. I thought it was the intention to press the land-for
feiture bill at as early a day as possible. If that order is to be laid 
aside and other matters are t o be taken up I ha\e no objection; but if 
the purpose is to go~ with the land-forfeiture bill, I should be glad 
to have it proceeded with. 

The PRESID E..~T pro tempore. The consideration of these bills is 
proceeding by unanimous consent only, and a single objection--

Mr. BEH.RY. I shall not object. 
The PRE ID:&~T pro tempore. A single objection will require tbe 

resumption of the unfinishecl business. 
Mr. PLUMB. It is common, I think, to ask the c.onsent of a Sena

tor who has charge of a measure that it be laid aside. That formality 
has been ived this morning, but I am willing to allow this bill to 
be proceeded with. 

The PRE"'IDEST pro tempore. The Cbair bas upon e>ery occa ion 
submitted the question whether there was objection to bying aside 
the unfinished business and proceeding to the consideration of the bill 
indicated. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Kansas will do me the justice to 
say that before- making this request I consulted him on the sul!ject. 

.Mr. PLUMB.· I mts speaking about his action as a Senator, not 
about his action as an individual. 

The PRESIDR..~T pro tempare. Is there objection to the pre ent 
consideration of the bill mentioned by the Senator from Wisconsin? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, a in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to con ider the bill. which was reported from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds with an amendme~t, in line 4, after 
the word ''purchase," to in ert "or-:icquire by condemnation proceed
ings, or otherwise;" so as to read: 

Tllat the Secretaxy ofthe Treasury be, and he h ereby is, authorized and di
rected to purchase, or acq uire by eondemnation proceedings, or other·wise, a site 
and to cause to be erected a li the city of Atchison, in t h e State of Kans."ls, a nit
able building for the u e and accommodation of the post-office and other Gov
ernment oftice in sn..id city, with fire-proof v ults exten.ding to each story; the 
site, and the building thereon, when completed according to plans and s pecifi
cations to be pre ·iously made 3.lld approved by the Secretary of the Trea ury, 
not to exceed the cost of v 100,000 ; and tbe sum of $100,1)()0 is hereby appropriated, • 
out of any mQney in theTreasmy not otberwi o appropriated , for the purchase 
of said site and the completion of said building. 

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

was COnCUITed in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read t he 

third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT WIL1IINGTON 7 DEL. 

JI.Ir. GRAY. If the Senator from Kansas will yield to me t o make 
a request for unanimous consent to take up Senate billl062 I should 
be much obliged to him. 

Mr. PLUl\IB. Having myself opened the door in a certain way by 
letting in the bills of two or three Senators, I do n ot think I ought to 
object to the request of the Senator from Delaware~ who has spoken to 
me about the matter primtely. I shall not object to bringing up the 
bill that he seeks to call up if it does not lead to debate, butish..illnot 
yield any further. 

The PRE ' IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware asks 
unanimous consent that the pending business be informally laid aside 
to enable him to move the consideration of the bill (S. 1062) to in
erease the appropriation for the erection of the publie building a t Wil
mington, Del. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to eonsider the bill. It propo es to 'increase the amount 
heretofore fixed as the hmit of cost tor the erection of a public build
ing at Wilmington, Del., to $250,000. 

The bill waa reported to the Sell3.te without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

1\IESSAGE FROJ.\'I THE HOUSE-

A message from the House of Representatives, by :n.1r. T. 0. ToWLES, 

'. 

•, 
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its Chief Clerk, announced that the House h::td passed the following 
bills: 

A bill (S. 1064) for the relief of L. J. Worden; and~ 
A bill {S. 2614) to authorize the Batesville and Brinkley Railroad to 

build a bridge across the Black River in Arkansas. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the follow

ing bills, each with an amendment; in which it requested the concur
rence of the Senate: 

.A bill{S.1828)to provide for a light-house at NewportNews:])fiddle 
Ground, Virginia; and · 

A bill (S. 2506) for the establishment of a light-house, fog-signal, and 
day beacon in the vicinity of Goose Rocks, Fox Island Thoroughfare, 

· Maine. 
FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED RAILROAD LA.NDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate bill1430 will now be 
proceeded with. . 

The Senate, as in Committee of the ·whole, resumed the considera
tion of the bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for 
the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. CALL. 

l\Ir. PLUMB. Concerning the amendment of the Senator from Florida 
which is now pending, I will state that the Senator from Florida has 
agreed that he will not o~ject to my motion to strike out all of the 
amendment after line 6. I therefore move to strike out that part of 
the amendment. -

The Pl-m>::>IDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

'l'bc CHIEF CLERK. In line 6 of the proposed amendment, strike 
out all after the word ''laws'' down to and including the word ''acres'' 
in line 14, as follows: 

All lands nfiected by any grant where the granting act required a disposal by 
the Legislature of the !:'!tate and there has been no legislative disposal by the State 
Legislature in the time required by the granting act are hereby declared sub
ject to homestead entry and settlement; and in all cases persons in possession 
of lots in town-sites and of tracts of land shall have the preferred right of enter
ing the same to the extent of 360 acres; 

o as to make the amendment read: 
SEc. 8. That all actual settlers on any of the public lands in the State of Florida 

affected by the grants, who made actual settlements on any of said lands aftet· 
the time limited in the granting act for the construction of said road, shall have 
the right to perfect their entries respectively under the homestead or pre-emp
tion laws. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I have accepted the modification of the 
amendment as suggested by the Senator from Kansas, and only wish 
to say that I do so because I desire the amendment to be adopted with
out any controversy. So far as it goes it protects the actual settlers 
now upon this grant. I have maintained and expect to continue to 
maintain (and the Senator from Kansas assures me that there will be a 
bill before the Senate in which that question may be considered) that 
the whole of these grants are now by law subject to homestead entry 
and settlement, ·and the only difficulty iu the way is that the Interior 
Department, by some sh'ange and wonderfulfatuity, although there has 
never been any legislative disposal or any pretense of a legislative dis
posal of this grant, or any portion ofit, and although the time has ex
pired years and years ago, and all the acts touching upon the subject 
ba•e been repealed, until there was an attempt in 1881 to give a por
tion of the grant to a road to be loca.ted after that time, differing en
tirely from the road and the railroad company originally projected, and 
havinO' neither succession to it nor connection with it, the charter o! 
which

0 

was repealed years ago-until that time there had never been to 
1881, nearly fifteen years after this grant had expired, either a location. 
of any line of road with the authority of the State or a disposal of any 
kind to anybody by the Legislature of the State of this grant. Now, 
as to the larger portion of it, these facts still remain. There basneYer 
been a pretense, even, not a word, not a syllable, in all the laws ot 
Florida of a legislative disposal of the larger portion of this grant, and 
none of even a part of it, until fifteen years after the time fixed in the 
grant for its completion. 

Notwithstanding these facts, at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Kansas, I accept the modification to the amendment, to the end that 
this much may be now accomplished, declaring my intention to con
tinue my efforts to make all this part of the public domain open to the 
people for homes for themselves and their families, saving only to pur
chasers of limited portions reasonable protection, and confirming to 
purchasers of town sites the title to their lots. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands, then, that 
there is no objection to the proposed amendment to the amendment of 
the Senator from Florida. If there be no objection, it is agreed ,to. 

Mr. PL UB. I now move to insert, after the word ".road," in line 
5 of the same amendment, the words ''and before May 1, 1888; '' so as 
to read: -

SEC. 8. Tbat all a<'tual settlers on any of the public lands in the State of Florida 
affected by the grants, who made actual settlement on any of said lands after the 
time limited in, tlle granting act for the construction of the said road, and before 
l\1ny 1, 1888, shall have the right to perfect their entries respectively under the 
homestead or pre-emption la wr . 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The amendment of the Senator from Florida as 
now modified provides that an actual settlers on any of the public lands 
in the State of Florida affected by the grants, "who made actual set
tlement on any of said lands after the time limited in the granting act 
for the construction of the said road, shall have the right to perfect their 
entries respectively." What I wish to know is whether any of the com
panies in Florida which received gmnts from the United State , and 
which did not complete their road or roads within the time required in 
the act, ba>e since completed their roads r any portion of them? 

Mr. CALL. There is no company in the State of Florida which has 
received any direct grant of lauds from the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The company received the lands from the St.1.te? 
Mr. CALL. The grant was to the State. 
Mr. MITCHELL. It received the lands from the State? 
Mr. CALL. The grant was to the State. There is no company that 

bas completed any part of its line that has any grant from the State of 
the land embraced within the grant of the United States. There are 
companies which have been since chartered and which have constructed 
portions of their route since the passage of the granting act by the 
United States, and since the expiration of the time limited in the act, 
but there are no companies which have constructed roads under the 
authority of the Legislature of the State giving them any interest in 
the grant of 1856. That is the difficulty in this case. 

The difficulty in this case is that the State of Florida received a grant 
from the United States to aid in the construction of certain lines of 
road, which was limited to ten years for the completion of the entire 
lines of road. That act required a legislative disposal of the grant. 
The Legislature never made any disposal of the larger portion of this 
grant, although the act of Congress expressly required a legislative dis
posal of the grant. The governor of the State in 1858, by a letter on 
file in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, notified the Commis
sioner of the General Land Office that there was no disposal by the Legis
lature of the State of this land to any railroad company, and that the 
reservation which had been made, upon theassumption that there had 
been or would be such a disposal, bad never become effective or valid 
because of such failure of legislation upon the subject, and therefore 
that he could not accept as final or authoritative any selection of the 
lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL. You cla,im, then, that the State never parted 
with the title; that it never transferred the title to any _company in 
Florida? 

Mr. CALL. · It never did. I will show the Senator, if he will look 
at this map. [Exhibiting.] This grant embraced two lines, one from 
Jacksonville, ou the St. John's, to Pensacola and the waters of Esca.m
bia Bay; the other from Fernandina to Tampa Bay, with an extension 
to Cedar Key~. There was a reservation made of the land from Fer
nandina to Cedar Keys and from Jacksonville to a point on the wa.ters 
of Escambia Bay. The road was built within the time from Feruan
dii:m to Cedar Keys, but there never was a reservation made from 
Waldo to Tampa Bay nntil1881, when Secretary Schurz, without any 
authority of the State Legislature, made such a reservation. In 1 81 
there was a new charter given as to the line from Chattahoochee to 
Pensacola, the old charter having been repealed in exptess terms as 
to the companies on both lines as to the uncompleted part of the line, 
and new companies created; and there was a charter given to a new 
company who projected another and a different line of road from Chat
tahoochee to Pensacola, Fla. This was in 1869-'70. 

The companies authorized to build the road from Chattahoochee to 
Pensacola in 1869-'70, on one line, and from Waldo to Tampa. on the 
other, both failed to build. either line, and the charter of the I. P. & 
M. R. R. Company from Chattahoochee to Pensacola expired and was 
repealed; and in 1881, fifteen years after the grant expired, the State 
granted a charter to a new company and gave to it about 23,GOO acres 
to the mile of the swamp and overflowed lands, and also gave to it what
ever rights they had in the grant of 1856, so far as it lies along that line 
of road. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Who gave the charter? 
Mr. CALL. The State of Florida; and they said in the act as "to 

so much of this land as lay along their line of road whatever right3 
the State may have in this reservation we give under this act," or 
words to this effect. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall not trouble the Senator with any further 
explanation, bnt what I wish to know is this: He has stated that the 
grant was originally Illl!de by Congress to the State with a proviso that 
the State should transTer it to some company or comparues. He has 
stated further that his understanding is that the State never made 
any such transfer. Is it not a fact that this company or these two com
panies actually went on and built portions of these roads, claiming the 
grant? 

.Mr. CALL. No; that is not a proper statement. It is a fact that 
the Pensaeola and Georgia Railroad Company under the authority of 
the internal-improvement· act authorizing them to build any portions 
of that line, either the whole or a part, did construct before 1860 a 1ine 
of road to the town of Quincy, near the Chattahoochee River. It is 
true that after the war the Legislature of Florida repealed that act, 
that they created a di.fferent system entirely and disposed of the swamp 
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and overflowed lands which were to be the foundation of the fund for 
the construction of that road to other purposes. They never did there
fore build any portion of that road, and the original companies are ex
tinct to-day, without succession or prl'vity to or with any other corpora
tion. 

:Mr. MITCHELL. But is it not the fact that a company or companies 
built portions of those roads claiming this land, and do they not to-day 
claim the land that is proposed to be forfeited by this bill? 

Mr. CALL. Yes. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 
Mr. CALL. It is true another company has been chartered since 

that time and within a few years pa.st, that has no connection whatever 
with the company which built the original portions of the line, having 
its origin within six or eight years past, long after this grant became 
extinct; but it is untrue that these companies have for the greater por
tion of this grant, except the part which I have indicated, any authority 
whatever from the Legislature of the State. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That may all be, but now I wish to ask another 
question. Assuming for the sake of the argument that the title to these 
lands is in the company and not in the State, what I want to know, 
then, is whether or not this amendment would protect settlers who are 
located by the line of the road now completed. 

Mr. CALL. Certainly; it would protect nobody iftbe title is in the 
company. If the title is in the company the amendment will not pro
tect the settler. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Why? 
Mr. CALL. Because no act we can pass will divest the title that 

is already vested in a railroad company. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I entirely agree to that proposition; but does not 

this amendment propose to do that very thing? That is the point I 
want to get at. 
• Mr. CALL. This amendment proposes to say that the settler upon 
this grant, there being no legislative disposal of it if that be a fact, 
there never having been a location of the line of road within the time 
required for completmg the whole line, this amendment declares what 
the Supreme Court and every other court have repeatedly declared, that 
if during the life-time of the grant there has been no legislative dis
posal by the State of Florida. of it and no road either located or built 
under it, then the settler shall have his rights protected, and the grant 
has never taken effect, and ~berefore the land has always been a part 
of the public domain, because an illegal executive act reserving public 
lands can confer no right on any one. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I entirely agree with the Senator from Florida. 
If he is correct in his proposition to the effect that no legislative disposal 
has ever been made of this _grant by the Legislature of the State of 
Florida, then this amendment is entirely proper, and comes within the 
authority of Congress as -repeatedly declared by the Supreme Court of 
the United States; but if, on the other hand, the Senator from Florida 
is wrong in assuming that no legislative disposal of the grant has ever 
beenmade--

Mr. CALL. In the life· time of the grant. 
Mr. MITCHELL. In the life-time of the grant, and that there has 

been a legislative disposal of the title so that it is vested in a railroad 
company, then I say this amendment is entirely beyond and without 
the principle declared by the Supreme Court. 

1\Ir. CALL. Undoubtedly that is true, but we legislate on facts, and 
I have brought here half a dozen times the statutes of the State of Flor
ida and read them to. the Senate, and I have read from the message of 
the governor of the State in 1858, and from the resolutions and acts of 
the Legislature of the State, showing the fa{lt that there was not then, 
and has not been since, until 1881, and then only for a small portion 
of this line, when there was this vague and indefinite declaration of the 
Legislature, which, after granting 23,600 acres to the mile of swamp 
and overflowed land to the railroad company to be selected anywhere 
in the State, they provided that whatever rights the State may have, 
if it has any, in the grant from Chattahoochee to Pensacola should be 
granted to the company. 

Now, it is clear that the reservation made in 1856 on the verbal re
quest of Mr. Yulee, the Senator, not being then nor afterwards author
ized by the Legislature, and the road never having been built, the only 
right the State could have, even if the granting act of 1856 by the United 
States was still alive, was to select them in 1881 along the line of the 
road then for the first time authorized and located under authority of 
the Legislature. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The point I wish to make is this: I think in view 
oi the rule well settled now by the courts as to the want of power in 
Congress to declare forfeiture of any portion of a grant in prresenti that 
is adjacent to a. road that has been completed, it would be avery great 
injustice to settlers for Congress to undertake to legislate upon that sub
ject or to attempt to protect them. It would lead to "confusion worse 
confounded," and that is the very point I wish to get at, whether this 
amendment proposes to do that thing or not. Of course if the fact is 
as stated by the Senator from Florida, that there bas been no legisla
tive disposal of this grant, then the amendment is all right. Other-
wise I think it is all wrong. • 

Mr. CALL. Now, Mr. President, the Senator and·I differ as wide 

as the heaven from the earth in regard to the law and what the courts 
have decided. I understand that no supreme court has ever decided 
that there was no power in Congress to forfeit lands where the road 
was not constructed within the time required by the granting act. 
And I affirm furthermore, without undertaking to go into that discus
sion, that the proposition is untenable, without a shadow of reason, 
and can not be sustained in argument. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am utterly amazed at the Senator from Florida. 
Mr. CALL. Now wait a moment. I do not care to discuss that 

question with the Senator here. That baa been discussed before. I 
only wanted to ~mphasize my dissent to his proposition. This matter 
of in p1·resenti grants, according to the decision of the Supreme Court, 
in my opinion, has no kind of justification, and some day in some other 
case will be reversed by the same court otherwise constituted. But 
be that as it may, the question presented here is whether or not a set
tler upon the public lands in the State of Florida, upon a reservation 
made without the authority of law, made upon the verbl\l request of 
a Senator of this body, so notified to the Department by the governor 
of the State, the location not approved by the Stl\te, and not made un
der any authority of the Legislature of the State, of a railroad com
pany whose charter has been repealed, and which was never built and 
has no successor-whether or not that settler upon the public domain 
should be protected in his rights. · 

The Senator says he agrees to that, but if I am mistaken in my facts 
then there would be an invitation to the settler to occupy and improve 
land the title to which might be taken away by a court. What objec-
tion is that to his protection? ' 

If the law has vested :the title the railroad company will be sure 
enough to take advantage of it. If the law bas not vested the title then 
the settler will have the protection of the courts. So thiS-bi;i giving 
this right is simply a direction to the Interior Department, which has 
always leaned against the settlers and in favor of the corporations of 
this country, and when the settlers, the citizens, are poor and unable 
to litigate in the courts, and are dependent upon that Department alone 
for protection, it is an effectual uenial of the rights of the settler not to 
legislate in his favor here. That is aU I ask. I ask to give a direction 
and a status of right which will require the officers of the Interior De
partment to protect the settler upon that void reservation, made illegally 
upon the request of a Senator here and so declared officially in the rec
ords of the public land department. 

Mr. ltUTCHELL. I should like to inquire who that Senator was. 
Mr. CALL. :Mr. ' Yulee, of Florida. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Wbo was the Secretary of the Interior, or Com

missioner of the General Land Office? 
Mr. CALL. I forget, now; but I think Mr. Hendricks, and after

wards Mr. Wilson. 
Mr. MITCHELL. What date was it? 
Mr. CALL. In 1856. I have read it here. If I had my speeches 

here I could show it. I have the printed letter of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office-I believe it was in 1856 or 1857-declaring 
in express words that this reservation was made upon the request of 
Mr. Yulee, and upon his statement that there had been or soon would 
be some legislation which would authorize the construction of that 
line~ro~ . 

Mr. MITCHELL. I know nothing about the facts myself; but if the 
Senator is not correct, then I undertake to· say that this amendment ~ 
simply holding out to the settlers on land adjacent to the completed 
road a false hope, a,nd the effect of it will be to involve them in litiga
tion that they otherwise might avoid. 

Mr. CALL. They are upon these lands. They have their homes 
there; they ·have their improvements there; and these are the facts as 
presented to Congress. All that we can do is to give them the protec
tion of the law and the benefit of the exercise of such power as we have. 
It is no objection to the proposition that it may be the courts may place 
some other and different construction of the law upon a different state 
of facts than those presented here. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to ask a 
question? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 
Mr. DOLPH. I understand that the amendment proposed by the 

Senator has been modified by striking out all after the words ''pre
emption laws," in line 6. Now, I state frankly to the Senator that I 
do not understand this amendment as it stands. It reads: 

That all actual settlers on any of the public la.nd.s in the State of Florida-

! understand that where a grant has been made to. a railroad com
pany and no act of forfeiture has been had it is no longer a. part of the 
public domain, and therefore 5ettlers within the limits of the grant, 
either on the earned lands or the unearned lands, to use that t~rm to 
distinguish lands situated adjacent to completed road and those which 
are adjacent to uncompleted line of the road, would not be (ifthat is 
the correct position) upon the public lands. 

The next clause is
affected by the grants. 

That is, you say ''public lands in the State of Florida affected by the 
grants." Suppose that the land within the limits of the grant to a 

• 
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railroad company or to a State for the purposes of aiding in the construc
tion of a railroad is public land and part of the public domain, what 
"grant" does the Senator mean? Has he made it plain so that the 
Secretary of the Interior and the courts will understand what grant is 
meant by '• the gr.ants?" 

Then there follows: 
who made actual settlement on any of the said lands. 

If they were not public lands, if persons went on them without the 
authority of the Interior Department or of law and squatted upon the 
lands, are they settlers within the meaning that bas come to be atta~hed 
to that term under the land laws of the United Stares, or are they mere 
squatters, persons upon the land without authority? What does the 
term "said lands" refer to? Does it refer to the lands which are for
feited by the first section of this act? That seems to me to be the only 
thing to which it can relate. 

I ca.ll the attention of the Senator to these suggestions in regard to 
his amendment. I do not understand in the first place what " the 
grants" means or "said lands " Ol' "said road," because there is no 
road specified, there is no grant specified, there are no lands specified in 
the bill w which these words can relate' unless the land forfeited by the 
first section of the bill. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think that is all very plain. I do not 
think the amendment needs further amendment. I did fust propose 
to include the words "the grants hereinbefore referred to." Here is 
one of these grants referred to in the language of the bill in the State 
of Florida: 

Al l lands heretofore granted to any State o.r to any corporation to aid in the 
cons~ruction of a railroad. 

In the State of Florida, the grant of 1856 to the States of Alabama 
and Florida will be shown by the laws to be the only grants affected 
by this act, because it is the only grant ever made to the State for tha.t 
purpose. Therefore that is a sufficient description. 

Now, the meaning of the term ''said lauds '' used in that section of 
the amendment is plain. Of course "grant" and "lands" are the sub
jects respecting which the legislation is had; they conveythesameidea; 
and we have very little difficulty in ascertaining what lands are referred 
to, the word "grants" having been used and the phrase "g1·ants of 
lands,'' and the original bill referring in express te1·ms to ''all lands 
heretofore granted to any State." So I think there will be no difficulty 
in regard to that. 

Now I will answer the Senator~s suggestion in regard to what is 
meant by ''settler.'' I mean, and I think the courts will sustain that 
construction, and if they do not (inasmuch as any act which we pass is 
subject to their construction) they will limit it according to the Sena
tor's idea, to the term "actual settler" as used and recognized in 
the Department of Public Lands. Certainly the anomaly of our Gov
ernment is that in any case of individual right before one man, termed 
a judge or a court1 all the people of the United States and their Con
gress and executive department may enact and construe a law to mean 
one plain and clear thing, and the one man, the judge or court, may 
say it means another, and for that case his decision makes it so. 

That is judicial power, and relates to this and to all our acts so far 
as indi:vidual rights or cases are concerned . . 

1\Ir. DOLPH. The Senator will understand that there might be 
within that definition a settler on these railroad lands, because there 
was a time, as I understand, when as to some of these lands the Depart
ment held that they were subject to settlement, and persons went on 
and filed their certifications and made their settlements and complied 
with the law as far as they could at the time. 

Mr. CALL. That may be so or it may not; but what I mean by 
"settler" is a person whq is in occupation of the public land a1;1d who 
makes application for homestead or right of entry thereon, and that is 
the condition of much of this land in the twenty-five years during which 
there was never a pretense of the construction of a railroad, during 
which the State had repealed the only charter and the only act under 
which it had ever given a right to any corporation to build a road and 
prohibited it from proceeding, during which the land was unclaimed 
by any corporation or by the State, the State having passed a joint res
olution asking Congress to revive the grant upon the condition that the 
company whicl:tbad been authorized to build the road before the war 
should never have the benefit of any portion of it. 

During the time in which Secretary Chandler decided wisely and 
with entire conformity to Jaw that these grants had expired and the 
lands had becof!le public domain, the people settled upon tl::em, and 
have grown families of children upon them, and have their homes there. 
If this reservation made against the protest of the governor of the Sta-te 
on record in the Department, upon the verbal :requesti of a Senator, 
stating that legislation would be had that was never had, no railroad 
built, no foot of a road built, no charter to any railroadcompanyto hnild-:
all charters having been repealed up to 18 1. and none now existing as to 
the larger part of the grant to any, yet it has stood there in the Land 
Department menacing the homes of these people, and many of them 
have been sold out, having no power to litigate this question in suits 
bTOught upon the pretended claim of a railroad company, chartered 
twenty-fi:>e years after the time of the passage of the act and seventeen 

years after the grant had expired. The homes of these people lmve • 
been taken from them. 

Now we only ask that this amendment be put in this bill in order 
that the actual settlers living upon these lands who have grown up their 
families there and sought to be allowed to enter their homes, who were 
invited to go there by the decision of Secretary Chandler, shall have 
the benefit of this remedial law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend
ment propo ed by the Senator from Kansas [ lli. PLUMB J to the amend
ment of the Senator from Florjda [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT p1'o temp01·e. The question recurs on the amend· 

·ment of the Senator from Florida as amended. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
1\Ir. SPOONER. I offer an amendment. 
Mr. DA. WES. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to offer an 

amendment now, as I am obliged to leave the Senate? 
Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin with

bolOs his amendment. 
_ 1Ir. DAWES. I offer the following amendment: 

Providedftwther, That this act sna.U not be considered to impair any rights, 
legal or equitable, now vested in any person or corporation to any of the lands 
herein forfeited. 

Mr. BERRY. It seems to me that the object of the bill is to forfeit 
the title of railroad corporations to these lands, and yet the amendment 
says that it shall not affect the title of any corporation, either legal or 
equitable. The whole purpose of this bill is to forfeit these lands and 
restore them to the public domain. I suppose the Senator's object is 
to say that it shall not affect the title of a different corporation, a cer
tain canal company that claims equitable rights in certain lands in 
1Iichigan. • 

Mr. DAWES. That is the object of it. 
Mr. BERRY. That word "equitable" ought not to be inserted in 

the amendment. Whether or not the canal company has an equitable 
right is a question that perhaps the courts ought to pass on. and will 
pass on. The point is whether the canal company has an equity which 
the courts would recognize. But the Senator from· l\Iassachusetts is 
seeking to establish an equity that can not be established in the colll'ts 
of the country and to have Congress declare an equity which those who ' 
favored the amendment offered by the other Senator from 1\fassachu-' 
sett.s [Mr. HOAR] sought to establish the othex day. This is seeking 
to do indirectly that which that amendment sought to do directly, and 
it was laid upon the table. 

I think the amendment ought not to be adopted. If these persons 
have legal rights which they can as ert in thecourts, it is not necessary 
to put in a clause granting this right, because the law will take care of 
them, and if the Senator is seeking to give that canal company some 
kind of Congressional equity which does not exist in law, then I insist 
that the amendment ought not to be adopted after we have laid the 
amendment of his colleague on the table. 

::\Ir. DAWES. If the purpose of the Senator from Arkansas is, when 
he knows that there is a technical detect in the title held by this canal 
company for which it paid a valuable consideration, to intervene for the 
benefit of an organization that put squatters upon its lands, telling 
them when they were put there that they knew the lands were not 
open to settlement, but when the time for forfeitUl'e ca.me they would 
be on the road. to make good their claims from that date-if that is the 
purpose of the Senator from Arkansas, then it is proper to lay this 
amendment upon the table. If, however, the Senator from Arkansas 
desires to protect innocent purchasers for a valuable consideration of 
lands as to the title to which there is a technical defect simply because 
the title is in a railroad corporation who have not earned it, then he 
should be willing that the technical defect should be cured in a court 
that would recognize legal and equitable considerations. That is the 
whole ofit. • 

Now, itis apparent that there is in this city an organization that has 
planned for this very hour, that has put upon this land men to whom 
it has said in its letters of insh'Uction, •' We know that you can not ma.ke 
a legal entry now because the legal title is in a milroad corporation, 
but whenever the lands are forfeited, you, knowing you were not there 
as honest settlers, will be there ready to perfect your claim." This 
canal corporation obtained this land through the State of Michigan, 
snppcsing and everybody supposing, that the title was perfect, but 
finding out now by a subsequent decision of the Supreme Court that it 
has a. legal and technical defect, if the Senator wants to forfeit that title 
and give it to these men, then he will lay this amendment on the table. 

Mr. BERRY. I would ay to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the purpose of the Senato1· from. Arkansas is to prevent the canal com
pany from getting twenty-five or forty million dollars' worth of land 
for a canal which was never built; one that was a fraud, as shown by 
the testimony taken; one that selected this land in defiance of the Jaws 
of the United States-a company that ne"rel· completed its contract. 
My purpose is. to prevent a confirmation ·to tbat canal company of lands 
to which they have n o title, and to prevent a con.fi.rmation which will 
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deprive settlers who went there in good faith of their pre-emption and 
homestead claims. 

There is nothing, however, in this bill that says these settlers shall 
ha\e any preference whatever. The bill simply leaves them to their 
rights in the courts of the country, and if the canal company has su
perior rights in the courts under the bill the canal company is pro
tected. But if the courts eay, as the Secretary of the Interior has said, 
that the rights of the sett.lers who have homes there, who have raised 
families there, are superior, I do not wish by an act of Congress to take 
these people's homes from them and turn them and their children out, 
and give the land to this company for a canal that was never con
structed, and that a committee of the Honse of Representatives before 
which the testimony was taken said was fraud, that it was not only a 
fraud in the construction of the canal, but a fraud in the selection of 
the lands, selected directly in the face of the law. 

I hold that the bill as it comes from the committee does not protect 
the homestead settlers or auy others unless they are protected under 
the Jaws of the land. If the canal company seek to assert its l'ights 
before the courts, and if the homestead and pre-emption settlers have 
no rights, then they will gain on showing their own right. If the canal 
company has the better right the courts will so hold. The bill does 
not give them a preference in any way whatever. But it is the Sena
tor from 1t1assa.chusetts who seeks by legislation to do what we know 
the laws of the land do not do-give this canal company lands to which 
they are not entitled, lands selected in fraud of the law, lands selected 
outside of the grant, and lands selected, I repeat, for a canal that is 
worthless as declared by the House of Representatives, and that the 
State of Michigan is trying to get the United States to take off its hands. 

These lands are of immense value which it is proposed to give to them 
by legislation which they are not entitled to under the law. If they 
ha•e equitable rights, I apprehend when they assert those rights in the 
courts of the country, the courts will say that as this thing was con
ceived in fraud, you can not come here and have this confirmation be
cause you must come in with clean hands. If the courts do not say 
that, if they say they have legal rights, then so be it, and these settlers 
will have to give way. 

In regard to what the Senator has said about there being men in this 
city hiring men to go there and settle, I know nothing of it; but I 
know the law to be that if men went there under a contract agreeing 
that any person should take a part of the homestead, the law of the 
land is that they can obtain no title whatever; they can not get con
firmation. · They would gain'no benefit by it, because the law absolutely 
prohibits all such arrangements. That is all I have to say about it. 

Mr. PALMER. 1\Ir. President, Idonotknowwhatwill betheeffect 
of the pending an1endment; but if it is considered as giving any ad
vantage to the canal company to which reference has been made, it 
surely ought not to pass. 

The appeal to the Senate is for consideration for that canal company 
which got these lands not alone in contravention of law, but in direct 
defiance of law and by nefurious methods. They had an honest man 
removed from the place of receiver at Marquette that they might pro
cure these very illegal entries, as appeared in a report of a House com
mittee which waB read here the other day. The whole course of this 
canal company in the .first sel_ections of the lands which were illegal, in 
the wrecking of the original company by a conspiracywhich was nefa
rious in itself, bas been attended with fraud from the beginning to the 
end; and now they come in a pathetic manner before the United States 
Senate and ask that a technical defect be remedied. It was a defiance 
of the law in the first place, and it was a conspiracy to get these lands. 
I ha.ve a map here, and I can go over it again to-day as I did the last 
timo the subject was up, and if called upon I will show the course of 
the canal company after the successors came into possession of the land, 
how they wrecked the original company. It is beneath the attention 
of tile United States Senate to extend them any relief. Let them have 
their legal rights; but do not put anything into any of the amendments 
that will give them an advantage before the comts. 

I do not believe that the Senators from Massachusetts have read the 
different reports in regard to this PortaO"e Canal Company. If they 
have they must see that it has been attended with irregularity, if not 
fraud, from the beginning to the end. / 
If this is going to continue, and I imagine from the look ·of things 

that it is going to he the salient point of the discussion and probably 
will take up the time of the Senate all day, I shall send up some reports 
to b e read which it seems to me will extinguish any clainl in equity, 
right, or decency of the canal company to the consideration of the Sen
a.te. 

1\l r. HOAR. Let them be read. I should like to hear them. 
Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Massachusetts says be would like 

to hear them read. If it would not bore the Senate, it would gi•e me 
great pleasure. I dislike to trespass on their time. Will the Secre
tary read'? 

Mt-. DAWES. Let me reply first. 
Mr. PALMER. I yield before calling for the reading. 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 

BERRY] says that if the canal company have a legal title to this land 
they can go into the courts and assert it. The Senator knows that if 

they bad a perfect title to this land they would not be talking here. 
nor would anybody be representing them here. He has heard it stated 
over and over again just what the technical defect in their title is; and 
he knows (because he is a good lawyer) that the effect of this bill is to 
forfeit to-day their right and everybody else's right. Tile rights of 
the men who are on the land, whom he calls honest settlers, are for
feited to-day, whatever they are, and so is the right of the canal com
pany. 

Mr. P ALM.ER. Will the Senator pernrit me to interrupt him? The
honest settlers do not consider their rights jeopardized at all by this 
forfeiture unless amendments are injected into this bill. They ask for 
no legislation. 

:Mr. DAWES. I understand that the settler who went there upon 
his contract with an attorney does not feel that be has the slightest 
trouble, and why? That is what I want to ask the Senator from Ar
kansas and- Lbe Senator from Michigan, why is he perfectly satisfied to 
have the canal company and himself cut off and this land forfeited to 
the United States? The Senator from Michigan lives in a Western 
country and knows just what is the condition of things there, that the 
man starts ~e novo as a settler. The canal company has no place, for 
whatever right, legal or equitahle, it has has been forfeited to the pub
lic domain. 

Mr. PALMER. Let me interrupt the Senator to ask him to ex
plain how the canal company's rights are forfeited by this bill. Have 
they sailed along under the shelter of the grant to the Ontonagon :md 
Brule Company for the last thirty years? Have they sought to luwe 
that grant forfeited without any amendment assEfrting their own rights? 

Mr. DAWES.· Why, Mr. President, I suppose it is all my fault that 
I am unable to make the Senator see that the language of the bill is 
that every acre of the odd sections opposite unearned land grants is for
feited to the United States and made a part of the public domain as of 
to-day. Now, these 15,000 acres are of that kind, and therefore they 
will be forfeited as of to-day to the public domain if this bill passes, 
notwithstanding his own State conveyed them to this corporation and 
this corporation took its money and built this canal, because the tech
nical title is in the railroad company and an act of Congress is neces
sary to take it out of the railroad company. Therefore the grant of 
Michigttn. to the canal corporation does not take effect. 

Now, does not the Senator see what becomes of all claim of the canal 
corporation to these lands? And the same is true of any man who is 
on them. But be has this difference: The moment it is public domain 
he becomes a settler on the land from that day; no matter how he got 
in there, no matter how he came there, he is thereto-day a settler, and 
that is his advantage. That is why the Senator comes in with amend
ment after amendment, which if they were drawn by these attorneys 
down here on the A vr,nue for the very purpose could not have been 
drawn in any different language from that which is embodied in the 
amendment of the Senator. 

Now, I wish the Senator t_om Arkansas--
Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 
Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PALMER. I believe I have the floor, however. 
Mr. DAWES. No, I ha•e the floor. 
Mr. PALMER. I yielded to the Senator from Ma.ssachusett.s, as I 

think the record will show. 
Mr. DAWES. If the Senator bas the floor--
1\lr. PALMER. I was going to f:.ay that the Senator from Michigan 

has no an1endment to offer and would prefer to have this bill go through 
pure and undefiled; bnt when able lawyers, men whose lives ha\e been 
passed in legislation, keep injecting amendment after amendment, 
when foiled at one point embody the ideas that they have been foiled 
in upon other amendments and keep shoving them in. it is time that 
the Senator from Michigan, whoisaplain, blunt man, should have some 
one back of him that will tell him the force of legal language. It is 
David not only against Goliah but a whole bost--

M:r. HOAR. The Senator has compared b.iJ:ru!elf to David very much. 
He will remember that David was a victorious chieftain; I never beard 
that Goliah was, and I do not think be need be very much afraid. 

1\Ir. PALMER. I hope that will be the result. _ 
Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to correct one misapprehension of my 

honorable friend. He says some Senators here ha.ve been foiled in their 
amendments and have redrawn them and offered other amendments of 
the sa.me sort. If that applies to any one, if the Senator has it in his 
mind as applying to anybody, it applies to me. I offered an amend
ment the other day and I was notified that the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOOXER] had an amendment which contained my amendment 
and something else which he wanted inserted, a modification which he 
was going to offer. Thereupon there was a vote taken on my amend
ment and a few said "ay" and a few "no," and I did not even call 
for a division, supposing that the next thing that was to come up at 
that time was my amendment modified by the Se::mtor from Wisconsin; 
and o I allowed my amendment to be rleclared voted down. 

I had something more that I intended to say, hnt I thought I would 
let that go, so that the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin 
should be before the Senate. rt· turned out when I came to examine
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin that it did not contain 
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mine. It contained merely his own provision, without mine. I never 
should have allowed that vote to pa..~ without calling for a division 
or calling for the yeas and nays, and without having a further expla
nation. My amendment, if it was voted down, was voted down under 
these circumstances alone. 

Mr. PALMER. I am not trying to cast discredit on either of the 
Senators from Massachusetts. They are fighting valiantly for what 
they believe to be the right. I believe them to be wrong. It is a 
question of ethics on which wise and great men may differ. 

I do not think that I said that that was the state of the case, that 
Senators were coming in with amendment after amendment when foiled 
on previous amendments. I said that when that was the case it was 
time for a plain, blunt man to have lawyers to advise him. 

I stand here for the homesteaders of the State of Michigan. This 
canal company never should have the land inside of these raili·oad lim
its confirmed. There is no doubt about that. Those lands were gotten 
in direct defiance of the law and by strategy, by getting one receiver 
removed and a pliant tool put in his place; and I think it is beneath 
the dignity of the Senate to have anything to do with confirming that 
grant, and that they should be relegated to the courts for any relief 
they may ask. 

I will say further, that I was inclined to accede to the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, but if it is going to be construed a,s 
giving a hold to the canal company by which they can further their 
schemes, I must oppose it. It all depends upon the construction of that 
word "equitable." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHACE in the chair). The ques
tion is on the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. DAWES}. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand the amendment to mean just what I 
understoocl the Senator to consent to early in the discussion. I stated 
publicly that if gentlemen would leave these 15,000 acres of land not 
affected at all by this forfeiture to be settled in the courts between the 
canal company and anybody else who set up claims thereto without 
forfeiting the land into the public domain, we should be perfectly con
tent; and that is the whole purpose of this amendment. If the Senator 
prefers to put it in that language I will accept that language. I de
sire simply that this forfeiture shall not have the effect to make a new 
title of public domain to-day applicable to these 15,000 acres. 

:Ur. PALMER. I think that is eminently fair. I do not wish to 
take away from the canal company a single right they have, but I do 
not wish them to get any new right by legislation. 

:M:r. D.A WES. I do not intend by this amendment to give them any 
new tit1e. I merely try to let them maintain in court such title as they 
have got aR against anybody else. 

Mr. PALMER. It all turns upon the construction of that word 
"equitable." 

Mr. DAWES. Is the Senator afmid of the equitable consideration 
of the equitable title? 

Mr. PALMER. I am afraid of phraseology. 
Mr. DAWES. I want to reply to what the Senator from .Arkansas 

[Mr. BERRY] has said about the fraud in this matter. The Senator 
says there was fraud in the selection. The Department says there was 
no fraud in the selection, and I will read what the Department says on 
that point. The Senator says there was fraud in the selection first be
cause they selected lands not nearest the canal. I refer him to the re
port of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, from which the 
Senator from Michigan read, of date June 9, 1886, in which it is said: 

The grant of 1866, although additional to that of 1865, was not made subject to 
the conditions and limitations of the act of 1865, nor is there anything in the 
latter grant indicating any intention on the part of Congress to make it subject 
to such conditions and limitations. The conditions and limitations upon which 
each was made are plainly set forth in the respective granting nets, and differ 
in several essential particulars. The act of 1865 provided that the lands granted 
therebv should l>e selected from lands subject to private entry nearest the loca
tion of the canal; the grant ofl866 was oflands to which the right of homestead 
or pre-emption bad not attached. 

'!'he act of 1866 should, therefore, be construed as though it stood alone, with
out reference to the act of 1865. In this view of the case it follows that selec
tions under said act were not restrict-ed to the lands nearest the location of the 
canal, nor to lands subject to private entry. 

The other charge of fraud made by the Senator from Arkansas is 
that they selected mineral lands. That was decided the other way by 
the Secretary of the Interior in a letter of June 6, 1863, in which be 
decided that these very lands were not the mineral lands that were ex
cluded and that the company bad a right to t ake them. I refer him 
to that decision. Now he says that they never built any canal. He 
bas never been there and I have never been there. The act required 
that the governor of the State of Michigan should determine when the 
canal was completed. I read the other day the determination of the 
governor of Michigan that it was completed. 

If there bas been any other fraud the Senator bas not suggested it 
that I know of. If be bas, I have omitted to hear it. He says that 
be wants to forfeit all rights that this canal company have so that they 
shall not cQme into court at all. The Senator shakes his head. Then 
he does not want this bilL If there is anything plainer in the world 
than the words of this bill and their legal effect, I do not know what 
it is. The Scrioture can not be made plainer than these words--

, 
I • 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me one moment? 
Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 
~fr. BERRY. The bill does not propose to forfeit lands granted to 

the canal company. The bilJ proposes to forfeit lands granted to rail
road companies throughout the Unit-ed States, what are commonly 
called the unearned lands. lands opposite that portion of the roads yet 
uncompleted. That is the object and purpose of the bill, and it is a 
worthy object. 

:Mr. DAWES. Then I am for it. 
Mr. BERRY. This bill forfeits 15,000 acres of that land, the tUle to 

w bicb was supposed to be in the Ontonagon and Brule Railroad Company. 
Under the decision in Schulenberg vs. Harriman it is necessary for Con
gress to pass au act of forfeiture in order to divest the railroad company 
of that land. This bill does that. The canal company come and say 
they have some sort of title. This bill does not propose to forfeit that 
title, but unfortunately for the canal company they have no title, and 
it is proposed by the amendment of the Senator from J.l.fassachu etts 
now to give them a title to these 15,000 acres, whereas the bill if it 
passes as it is will divest the railroad company of the lauds, and then if 
the canal company have any legal right to them it does not affect it in 
any way whatever. If the homestead or pre-emption claimants have 
legal rights it does not affect them in any way whatever, but lerwes 
them to settle those rights between t.hemsel ves in the courts. The home
stead settlers are seeking no advantage by legislation here to-day. They 
ask that the railroad company be divested of this title, and that the 
courts of the country may determine whether or not they have any title 
or whether the canal company bas. 

Now, in regard to the fraud. Under the second grant of1866 I did 
not say they were required to select the lands nearest the canal. I 
said that it bad been argued by able lawyers tllat such was the effect 
of it, because it must be construed with the previous act, which con
tained that restriction, and I said the original act required that they 
should so select lands; but they did select lands in fraud of that law, 
as the House report shows. That report shows that the canal was 
never constructed in the manner required by law. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask on what authority 
he makes that statement? 

Mr. BERRY. I make it on the authority of a report made by Mr. 
Henley, of California, from the Committee on Public Lands of the 
Honse of Representatives in the last Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. Now the Senator will allow me to make a statement, 
and I will give him my authority. The governor of :Michigan, Ron. 
Hemy P. Baldwin, lately a member of this Senate, as honorable a 
man as bre..'\thes on this continent, as many persons within the sound 
of my voice will testify, appointed an eminent engineer to report whether 
that canal was completed or not, and he reported that it was, and there
upon the successor of 1\fr. Baldwin, Governor Bagley, also an eminent 
and able man of high character, certified that it was completed; and 
the honorable Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] bas told me 
within five minutes that the canal was completed and was in constant 
use, and that he has been through it himself on the L.·ugest lake steam
ers a dozen times. I think that story ought to stop in the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. BERRY. One moment. I assert that hereisa report made by 

a majority of the committee of the House of Representatives, which was 
made after thorough investigation. It was made after proof taken and 
after witness after witness was brought before that committee; and after 
long and mature deliberation that committee decided that the canal 
never was constructed according to the terms of tl1e grant, that it bad 
wholly failed to meet the conditions; and while I do not wish to im
pute any wrong to the governor of Michigan-I know nothing about 
him-I refer tQ the report of a m"ajority of the committee of the House 
of Representati"'es acting under their sworn oaths after hearing the tes
timony of witnesses, including the same engineer, if I am not mistaken, 
of whom the Senator speaks-after his testimony was taken, and that 
of many others, the committee said it was not cotnpleted according to 
law. There is where I get my authority. I know nothing about it 
personally, but a majority of the Committee on Public Lands of the 
House of Representatives, who are supposed to be lwnorable and truth
ful men, acting under their oaths as members of Congress, after patient 
in•estigation so stated in their report; and it is on that authority tiJat 
I assert it. If the Senator calls it a story I give him the authority on 
which that story origin!l.ted. 

Mr. HOAR. The minority of the committee decided otberwiue. 
Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; but I rely on the majority report. There 

was a minority report also. 
Mr. PLUMB. This debate threatens to go on indefinitely. I move 

to lay the amendment on the table. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand the 

remark of the Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. PLU~iB. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will not do that. 
.Mr. PLUUB. I do not want it debated all day. 
Mr. HOAR. There is no stopping the debate. The amendment 

may be offered again. 

' 
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Mr. PLU:rtrn. That is t.rue, but this question bas been discussed 

baekwards and forwards, and having charge of the bill I feel some re
sponsibility in the matter, and I wish to brin,g it to an issue as soon as 
I can. My idea was that we might get a vote on the proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the amendment of the ~ena.tor from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask to have the motion withdrawn for a moment. 
Mr. PLUUB. I withdraw it. 
1t1r. HOAR. I have drawn an amendment which I have submitted 

to the Senator from Michigan, and which he prefers a little to the one 
which is proposed by my colleague, and it seems to me that it will 
answer what I understand to be the professed desire of both sides to 
this controversy. 

As I understand the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands 
and the gentlemen who have discussed this question, they say that 
what they want to do by this bill is to make a general declaration of 
forfeiture of all unearned railroad grants, and that they do not want 
to go at this time into the question whether this, that, or the other 
raUroad or person claiming under this, that, or the other railroad has 
got an equity which we ought to respect, but to let all such parties 
come to Congress hereafter if they require legislation, or let them go to 
the courts and present their case if they have a good legal title now, 
one which the courts may enforce. 

That being the purpose, it seems to me-and I have submitted it to 
my colleague and others.....:....thatthis bill as it is framed goes further than 
that, and that when these grantees come to Congress hereafter they will 
be met with the answer, ''Why, Congress had that aU up before them 
when this forfeiture bill was pa sed, and they determined that they 
would not make you an exception to any general forfeiture. Your ques
tion has been settled, and we will not reopen it." I suppose the hon
orable Senator from Kansas would agree that that would not be a fair 
result from this legislation to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massaehusetts will 
suspend. The morning hour having expired, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the regular order. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to complete this statement. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay the regular order 

before the Senate. 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2083) to provide for the establish

ment of a Bureau of Animal Indush'y, and to facilitate the exporta
tion of live-stock and their products, to extirpate contagious pleuro
pneumonia and other diseases among domestic animals, and for other 
purposes. 

1\fr. HOAR. Now, if I may be permitted by unanimous consent to 
complete my statement---

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there unanimous consent to the 
Senator from Massachusetts proceeding? The Chair hears no objec-
tion. • 

Mr. HOAR. To this amendment to the land bill the Senator from 
Michigan expresses his assent, and I desire to read it to the Senator 
from Kansas, and if I can get the assent of the Senator from Kansas it 
will save aU tJ:ouble. It is in referel?-ce to this single canal company: 

Provided, That this act shall not be consErued to prejudice any right of the 
Portage Lake Canal Company or any person claiming under them who ap
plies hereafter to the courts or to C<>ngress for any legal or equitable relief to 
which they may be now entitled. 

I can not see that I give any human being an advantage. 
Mr. PLUMB~ If the Senator from Michigan is willing to agree to 

that, I shall not stand in the way myself. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regularorderisSenate bill2083. 
Mr. PLUMB. I want to say about this whole business, if I can have 

a moment, that this railr_ead forfeiture bill remained on the Calendar 
unacted on for a long time because of the fact that the.Senators from 
Michlgan desired to have some amendments made which would meet 
the situation in that State as they respectively understood it. In the 
hope that they would be able to agree on something which would meet 
with concurrence ou the part of the Senate, and thus dispose of what 
has always been an active and acrimonious controversy, I did not ask 
the Senate to consider this bill as early as I otherwise should. The 
debate has now gone on substantially upon this proposition for days. I 
shall not as far as I am concerned agree to _any further extension of it, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the bill may come up to-morrow 
immedhtely on the conclusion of the morning business, and I will make 
e\ery effort as far as I am concerned to reach a final vote before 2 o'clock 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Chair understand the Sena
tor from Kansas to ask unanimous consent that this bill be considered 
to-morrow at 2 o'clock not withstanding the regular order? 

:Mr. PLUMB. No; at the conclusion of the morning business to
morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks
Mr. HOAR. Is there anything else? Suppose this amendment 

should be adopted now, can not the bill be disposed of at once? 
Mr. BERRY. I object to passing the amendment until we can ex

amine it by to-morrow morning. 

XIX--227 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be printed. 
Mr. DAWES. I accept the modification of my amendment suggeoted 

by my colleague. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the other 

amendment is withdrawn and this substituted for it. 
Mr. HOAR. I move that as an amendment, and ask that it be 

printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that will be 

done, and the new amendment proposed will be printed. Is t-here ob
jection to the proposition of the Senator from Kansas that the Senate 
bill1430 come up to-morrow morning at the conclusion of the morn
ing business? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

WHARF .A.T FORTRESS MONROE. 

Mr. PAD DOCK. I call now for the regular order for the purpose of 
submitting some remarks on the question. • 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regularorderisSenate bill2083, 
which is the unfinished business. 

Mr. DANfEL. I desire to have a bill considered. 
Mr. PAD DOCK. I will yield to the Senator if it requires no time. 
Mr. DANIEL. It will require no time. I ask unanimous consent 

to call up Order of Business 1155, being the bill (S. 2624) to provide for 
the enlargement of the dimensions of the wharf at Fortress Monroe. 
I would not ask this of the Senate but for the fact that there are pub
lic considerations why the bill should be acted upon immediately if' 
at al1. There is a wooden structure in process of erection, and the pro
posed c\tange in it bas been recommended by the War Department 
and by a report of the Committee on Commerce. I see the Senator from 
:Maine [Mr. FRYE] is in his seat, who is quite familiar with the details 
of this matter, and I should be very glad if he would supplement my 
remarks by making a statement. 

Mr. FRYE. Probably there will be no objection made to the pasEac:te 
of the bill. • · o 

a'be PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia asks for 
the consideration of the bill named by rum. Is there objection? 

There·being no objection, the Senate, as iu Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2624) to provide for the enlargement 
of the dimensions of the wharf at Fortress Monroe. 

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

AMR..."fDME~T TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. UITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to t.he Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INTE.RSTATE COl\IMERCE. 

Mr. CULLO~f. I am instructed bv the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce to report back several bills, being Senate bills Nos. 613, 291 
362, and 363, and to submit a substitute for them all in the shape of~ 
new bill. I ask that the amendments to the original act which are 
made in this substitute bill he printed, so that they may be shown to 
be amendments to the law. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to my colleague on the committee that in
stead of encumbering his substitute with the original bill he should 
move to indefinitely postpone all of these bills and report an original 
bill, so that we shall have but the one bill to deal with. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that. I presume it is the 
most regular way. I report the following bill from the committee. 

The bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled ;'An aet to regulate com
merce," approved February 4, 1887, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the other bills be indefinitely post. 
poned. 

The motion was agreed to, and the following bills were postponed 
indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 291) to amend the second and fo~rth sections of "A~ act 
to regulate commerce," approved February 4, 1887; 

A bill (S. 362) to be entitled '•An act to amend the first section of the 
'Act to regulate commerce,' approved February 4, 1887;" 

A bill (S. 363) to amend the fourth section of the "Act to regulate 
commerce," approved February 4, 1887; and 

A bill (S. 613) to amend an act entitled "An act to regulate com
merce,'' approved Febn1ary 4, 1887. 

Mr. CULLOM. I renew the suggestion that the new bill be printed, 
so that the amendments proposed to be made to the law as it now is 
shall be shown on the print. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the act be printed and the amendments printed 
with the act. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the section proposed to be amended be set out 
and then the amendments to that section here made. I want the amend
ments to be printed in italics so as to show the changes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be pursued if there 
be no objection. 

BUREAU OF ANil\1AL INDUSTRY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considerntion 
of the bill (S. 2083) to provide for the establishment of a Bureau of 
Animal Industry, and to fadlitate the exportation of live-stock au(} 

, 
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their products, to extirpate contagious pleuro-pneumonia and other 
diseases among domestic animals, and for other purposes, the pending 
question being on the amendment offered by Mr. PALl\IEB as a substi
tute for the bill. 

Mr. PAD DOCK. ]')fr. President, in the attempt to discuss some of the 
constitutional questions that naturally arise in the consideration of this 
subject in the presence of so many able lawyers I confess to no little em
barrassment. The consciousness of my inferior learning in the law, 
and that the charge of presumption can be made good against me, coupled 
with the expectation that I shall be subjected to the criticism of 
' 'threshing o\·er the old straw" of elementary principles in the hear
ing of those to whom they are as the alphabet, are not calculated to 
assure me. But, sir, this method seems to me to be necessary for the 
particular purpose I have in view, and the purpose itself being honest, 
I think I shall be cheerfully indulged by the Senate. 

Of course, sir, there is .l'l.o doubt nor question whatever that the Na
tional Gm:-ernment has absolute, undivided power to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations. All concede this. As to this great function of 
government the United States stand as a nation with a perfect, an in, 
divisible autonomy. In the presence of this supreme authority State 
lines fade away and disappear. When the national arm is extended to 
strengthen, defend, "regulate" our commerce with foreign nations, it 
is the arm of the sovereign people, divided by no boundary lines of 
geographical or political subdivisions, but massed in all the majesty 
and strength of nationality. In the exercise of this great power the 
Federal Government may, when necessary to protect commercial inter
course, quarantine against ships from foreign ports at which a conta
gious dise:l.se is believed to have secured a foothold epidemically, and 
when there is a reasonable apprehension that such ships may be infected 
by the contagion thereof. It may, and it doe , place restrictions on 
the importation of domestic animals that are believed to be afflicted 
with or to have been exposed to a contagious disease or to contagious 
disease-conditions. • 

It may pruhibit altogether all commerce with a foreign nation wh'ich 
discriminates against ours in favor of that of another nation, .or which 
may refuse to us fair, reasonable, and satisfactory regulations as to 
commercial exchanges- indeed it may do all things not inconsistent 
with international law '' to promote the ~eneral welfare '' by liberal 
·or restrictive regulations for the protection and for the advancementof 
our interests through foreign commerce. But, sir, it will be remem
beretl that the same clause of the same section and article of the Con
stitution which gives this supreme control over foreign e1mmerce to 
the National Government, in exactly the same language gives exactly 
the same "power to regulate commerce among the sevexal St.'l.tes and 
with the Indian tribes." Ifitisanexclusive power as to foreigncom
merce, "and with the Indian tribes," which latter, under the theory 
of the Constitution, have been treated as quasi nationalities, -it is equally 
an undivided power as respects the exercise thereof in the regulation 
of "commerce among the several States." The-very restrictions placed 
upon this power by Section 9 of Article I of the Constitution, that ''no 
tax or duty shall be laid on a.rticles exported from any State," and 
"no preference" given "to the ports of one State over another," and 

· that "vessels bound to or from one State" shall not "be obliged to 
enter, clear, or pay duties in another;'' and the co;rresponding restraint 
placed upon the States by section 10 of the same article that no State 
shall •' lay any imposts or duties on imports or exports '' except for 
purposes of local inspection, and that all State laws, even as to this 
limited privilege, shall be under the revisory control of Congre...~, prove 
the absolutely exclusive national character of this power not only to 
reg11late foreign, but internal commerce. The same control in the 
matter of these regulations and restrictions for the removal of impedi
ments or obstructionsin the way of the free courseof Joreigncommerce 
exists as to the commerce among the several States, qualified only by 
the restraints thereupon before referrecl to. 

,The power of a State under the Constitution to quarantine as to a 
matter or thing which is clearly a subject of interstate commerce can 
only be exercised subject to the duty of Congress to regulate such com
merce. The entirely independent exercise of this power under such 
circumstances by a State would be inconsonant with the national at
tribute respecting the regulation of commercial intercourse between 
the States with which the Constitution has clothed the National Gov
ernment, and would be wholly inadmissible except with the sanction 
of Congress. Undoubtedly non-action by Congress would be such sanc
tion. Quarantine is a potential instrumentality when employed as a 
health or police regulation by a State, and may become by its misuse 
most dangerous, most hurtful to the very interests for the protection 
of which it is invoked. When interjected by authority of a State into 
the general plan and policy of interstate commerce, as is sometimes done 
without due and proper public notice of the same to all the other States, 
it is liable to disturb commercial relationships between the States and 
derange the economic checks and balances that have grown into our 
commercial system through the sanctions of the Constitution. Verily, 
sir, this power can not be too prudently employed by a State nor too 
je..<Uonsly guarded by the National Government. Great irrit.1.tion be

. tween the States may occur from the careless exercise of this power 
locally on account of the suspicion that m ay be created that the State 

establishing the quarantine has a competith-e interest t-o conserve 
through the practical emb!lrgo thus laid upon the commerce of other 
States. Recently one or more of the States of the farther W.,t!St quar
antined against the shipment to those States of cattle rai ed in certain 
Middle, Eastern, arid Southern States nuder the apprehension that 
pleuro-pneumonia existed therein. • One of the States. thus prohibited 
from engaging in this kind of commerce was Virginia, from which had 
been exported formerly to the farms and mnges of the great trans-?llis
souri -counb·y many thorough-bred or high-grade animals for the im
provement of the Western herds. 

There was not at the time, nor had there ever been anywhere, either 
in the section of Virginia where the stock-farms are located upon which 
such animals are raised, nor upon the transportation routes over which 
they would be shipped, a single case, nor any exposure of any k-ind to 
the contagion of pleuro-pneumonia. K ow it would be difficult, I think, 
to convince the men engaged in this ind··: .t.ry-carryiog on this com
merce-that there was not acompetitiveinterest in stock raising in that 
section whence the prohibition came w hlch furnished the inspimtion for 
such prohibition, and t-batitwasnotdue, as alleged, to any apprehension 
of the spread of this disease through such commerce. I do not think 
this suspicion was well founded. The quarantine was undoubtedly the 
result of misinformation, which often reaches remote States as readily 
as correct information. But from whlche.-m· of these causes it resulted 
it shows the importance of the chief conb·ol of this subject being lodged 
with the National Go-vernment, which can be relied upon most surely 
to act in such a case without bias or prejudice for or against any partic
ular State or section, andonlyuponcarefully-collected informationgat.h
ered from aU parts of the country, from day to day, through official 
a>enues always open to it. Under the powerful influence of great 
transportation companies, operating exclusively in one,- or possibly in 
several contiguous States, such State or States, without sufficient cause, 
might quarantine against the commerce in domestic animals, or, indeed, 
in other or perhaps all of the products of other States, the real object 
being, through the interruption of intercourse thus secured, to specially 

dvance the interests of the former, and the particnL.'li- commercial 
centers or ports therein. Thus it might happen that the restraints 
placed by the Constitution upon the National Government to prevent 
•' a preference for the ports of one State over another'' might be removed 
by such State or States them elves, acting independently of the na
tional authority, and in >iolation not only of the essential spirit but 
the plain provisions of the Constitution. 

There was a unanimous consensus of opinion with the eminent men 
who framed the Constitution that commerce between the States should 
be under the exclusive control of the National Government. They were 
not afraid of encroachments by Congress upon the States in dealing with ' 
this subject. Mr. Madison said in the debate in the convention upon 
the plan of government proposed: 

E"\""ery one is impressed with the idea. of a. general regulation of trade and com-
merce. · 

Again he said, speaking of the propused relations between the national 
and State governments: 

I apprehend the greatest danger is from the encroachment of the States on the 
National Government. 

Mr. Wilson said: 
·we ha.Te unanimously agreed to establish a general government-that the 

powers of peace, wnr, treaties, coinage, and the regulation of commerce ought 
to reside in that government. 

In this enumeration of the great powers which were afterwards given 
to the National Government the word "commerce" is-italicized in the 
report of the debate, indicating that Mr. Wilson considered the power 
to regulate commerce one of exceptional importance. These wise men 
foresaw, if this power to regulate commerce among the several States 
was not given absolutely to the National Government, that with the 
growth of the country, the increase of business, the multiplication of 
great commercial centers, and the preponderance in wealth, financial 
influence, natural resources, and advantages of some of the States over 
others the equilibrium so essential to the maintenance of the Union and 
the retention of its component parts in their proper spheres of subor
dination to the national authority would be impossible; thn.t where 
the interests should become so diverse, the competition so great, the 
rivalries so formidable, if each State should have independent control, 
each striving to make its own regulations with the others, considering 
only its own special interests, it would be impossible to secure anything 
like uniformity of regulations, and a national government thus organ
ized would speedily go to pieces. 

But the Cqnstitution could never have been framed upon such a the
ory. It could not have received a single vote in the convention if the 
great power over internal as well as foreign commerce had not been 
given by it without reservation or qualification to the National Govern
ment. It is a historical fact that one of the chief incentives for a 
stronger National Government was the universal embarrassment to com
merce through the regulations thereof under the Confederation by the 
several States acting independently. Indeed, the difficulties, hard
ships, and irritations under this rule became finally so intolerable that a 
concerted movement by b"&-iness men throughout the confederacy was 
inaugurated to secure relief from this oppressive system. Mr. Presi-
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dent, I shall in no sense ruspara-ge or detract from the prescience of the 
great men who frnmed that,immortal instrument W: hen I say that, astute 
and far-seeing as they were, "they even bnilded better than they 
knew" in this as in many other respects. 

The wise design of the fathers to secure uniformity of comm9"cial 
regulations among the several States was >ery clearly set forth, after 
the experience of many years, in the opinion in Railroad Company vs . 
Richmond (19 Wall., 58-!), in which the court said: 

The power to regubte commerce among the several States was vested in Con
gress in order to secure equality and freedom incommercialintercourse against 
discriminating State legisls.tion. 

And, sir, whoever, under the apprehension of encroachments upon the 
rights of the States through the exercise of this power by the National 
Government· in the manner best calculated to reach and regulate e-very 
incident, remove every menace, every impediment or obstruction from 
the path of interstate commerce, or who seeks to subtmct from or limit 
such power to gratify State-rights sentimentalism, imperils the commer
cial prosperity and safety of all the States. Congress is the only safe 
repository of this power. If it errs at all it will be sure to err in the 
right direction, i.e., for the advancement~ and protection of the com
merce of the whole country and. the promotion of the general welfare 
of all the people. It will always be found safer and better to resolve 
whatever doubts may arise in favor of the most liberal and comprehen
sive regulations of commerce by the National Government rather than 
for such limited regulations as shall make it possible for the States, 
through the exercise of their police powers, to encroach upon the do
main of the national authority over this subject. 

And now, 1\Ir. President, I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
to the importance of the great interest for the protecti9n of which this 
bill is designed, with the view of making a practical application of the 
theory I entertain as to the power and duty of Congress over this whole 
subject. 

The United States owns more live-stock than any nation of Europe, 
with the sole exception of Russia. Leaving the domains of the Czar 
out of the calculation, and excepting sheep, we exceed by five times the 
number of farm animals in all Europe. By the census of 1880 the 
United States was credited with 34,921,670 cows and other ca.ttle; an 
increase of more than 13,000,000 over the number reported in 1870. 
According to the last estimates of the Department of Agriculture, a 
corresponding increase in this class of live-stock had taken place from 
1880 to January, 1887. In the single State of Nebraska, by the Sta.te 
census of 1885, the value of live-stock had increased in five years from 
$33,440,265 to $83,776,720. To-day eight States and Territories west of 
the Mis3issippi River own more than one-third of all the cattle in the 
United States. 

The aggregate value of live-stock in the whole country, according to 
the census of 1880, was $1,500,464,609. On January 1, 1887, this enor
mous amounb had increased to the stupendous aggregate of ~2,400,586, -
938, of which $1,041,000,000 are represented by cattle, including milch 
cows. 

1\ir. President, more than nine years ago I ventured, on behalf of the 
great State which I bad the honor then, as I have now, to represent 
here in part, to call the attention of the Senate to the rapidly-develop
ing need for national legislation upon the subject presented by the bill 
now under consideration. Time has more than verified the predictions 
theu mn.de as to the growth of this great interest, and the importance to 
the whole country of giving it stronger national protection than it has 
yet been able to secure. The figures I present to-day show that the 
increase of our flocks and herds during the past decade has been mar
velous. The great ranching industry on the plains of the far West bas 
been enormously developed, while the still larger industry of cattle 
feeding in small herds on the farms has been correspondingly stimu
lated. The demand for cheap meats has been met by new facilities for 
food production, and new processes and methods for the condensatiozt 
of food products for shipment and distribution to the consumers, not 
only of this, but European countries. More and more each year the 
live-stock interest, particularly in the farther West, is becoming the 
essential feature of farm husbandry. The small herd is rapidly taking 
its place with the flock and drove as the most important wealth-pro
ducing factor in Western agriculture. 

And here, Mr. President, if I may be permitted t o further d.igress, is 
the explanation of the existence of a very large part of the farm mort
gages in the trans-Mississippi River States of which we have heard so 
much lately from demagogues and others. 

The increase in the number and aggregate amount of such mortgages 
ism no respect the result of unsuccessful agriculture, as has been charged, 
but quite the contrary. Tens of thousands of farmers in the States 
mentioned, who formerly depended upon the raising of cereals exclu
sively, have during:the past ten years been acquiring herds and flocks. 
To make this change in their farm husbandry a great deal of money has 
been required, and some part of it has been borrowed. When you deduct 
the number of those who have purchased new farms, or who have en
larged their original farms by purchasing contiguous lands and have 
made moderate loans for that most proper and l egitimate purpose, it 
will be found that a much larger sum than the remainder of the mort
gages is represented by the value of the immensely increased number of 

cattle, horses, sheep, etc. ~ that have been placed at great profit to the 
owners upon such farms. Through this diversification which has been 
for years and is still going on in the great agricultural States of the 
West the wealth of that country bas been enormously increased, and 
farmers as a. class are becoming more prosperous each year, while their 
farms ha.vegreatlyincre~sed in value. The capitalist has made in these 

. cases the best loans to be found in the whole world, while the money 
thus borrowed has immensely increased the business, the wealth, and 
the general prosperity of those States, and indeed of the whole country. 

The aggregate of these mortgages has been enounonsly O\erstated, 
while the properties upon which they have been placed have been cor
respondingly under\alued, both bythe pessimists in polities who ba.ve 
sought through this attack upon Western securities to score a partisan 
advantage, and by the army of conscienceless speculators in waterlrl 
stocks and other like securities in Wall street and elsewhere in the 
Ea t, who are restless under this withdmwal of capital from their own 
kiting ventures for employment by the industrious and thrifty farm
ers of the West in the safest aml most useful of all legitimate indus
tries, the de\elopment and c nying on of agriculture in the chosen 
field of all the world. At aubther tim~, in the discussion of another 
subject, I shall have more to say about these misrepresentations. 

Thus, l'llr. President, the live-stock industry has come to be second 
only to all others combined in respect of its contributions to the staple 
food supplies of the people. It furnishes more than two-fifths of the 
internal commerce of the whole country. A large part of this com
merce is carried on between the great inland grazing fields of the tr::ms
Missonri Statts and Territories and the commercial centers in the Mid
dle) Eastern, and Southern S~'ttes, whence the products of this industry 
are distributed uni>ersally among the consumers of the whole country 
and of Europe as well. So that while the vnJ.ue of this commerce is 
enormous, with hundreds of millions of dollars invested in it, and 
hundreds of thousands of men employed in one way and another in 
carrying it on, it is even more important to th~ mass of the people be
cause of the fact that upon it they largely depend for their supply of 
meats. Considering all these things, it would be almost impossible to 
estimate the m~<7Ilitude of the calamity that would befall the country 
if this great industry should be destroyed. 

It would not only bring ruin upon the multitude of men who have 
their money invested in the industry, or who labor in it for the sup
port of their families, but it would greatly reduce the meat supply and 
thus make it impossible for the laboring classes, with their narrow in
comes, on account of the increa.sed cost resulting from the constantly 
increasing disproportion of upply to demand, to use meat, as at pres
ent, as an essential part of their daily food. In view of these impor
tant facts, will any one say that it is not the imperative duty of the 
National Government to foster, encourage, strengthen, and protect this 
industry and the(enormons interstate commerce in the products thereof, 
by the use of all the powers intrusted to it by the Constitution? In
deed, it would be difficult to discover a better subject than this to 
operate upon for the promotion of "the general welfare." 

It is well known that of all the contagions diseases to which cattle 
are subject there is none so terrible, so much dreaded, as pleuro-pneu
monia. When it has once secured a firm lodgment among the herds 
occupying considerable areas of any country, no limit can be placed 
upon its ravages shoTt of complete extermination-nothing can pre-vent 
its spread indefinitely except the slaughter or the perfect isolation of 
all animals affected and the entire destruction of every condition from 
which the disease can be <:ommunicated . Once well started the con
tagion Will travel through a region devoted to cattle-raising almost 
with the rapidity of a prairie :fire. 

I~ for instance, it should secure a fum footing in the herds of Central 
Illinois before the work of extirpation could be e:ffecti vely commenced, 
the contagion might so spread as to envelop the whole country through 
which pass the tran portation routes O\er which this enormous com
merce from the farther West is borne to the great distributing centers 
of the East, virtually laying thereupon as complete an embargo as if 
such commerce should be absolutely prohibited by law. I can not ac
cept for a moment the doctrine that if such a state of things shoul1l come 
to exist, and the State of illinois, for instance, in the exercise of its gen
eral police powers, was powerless, from want of means or from other 
causes, or having the ability, should neglect to deal su:mmadly and ef
fectively with such an emergency, the National Government, with its 
unlimited jurisdiction over the whole subject of commerce, could not 
provide by Congressional enactment for the employment of its enormoUB 
forces to hunt out such contagion wherever it might be and destroy it 
in order to speedily secure the reinstatement of the commerce, thus de
stroyed or threatened with destruction. But more than this. The 
State.or States in which such a situation should develop could not be 
called upon in the interest of interstate commerce alone to expend their 
money, to tax their resources, to employ their agencies to remove an 
obstruction thus interposed, unless they should themselves elect so to 
do. Besides, an intermediate State on the routes of such commerce 
might not have a special interest in its protection, or it might have a 
paramount interest in another direction competitive in its character 
that would be better conserved by the continuance of such obstructions 
to the commerce between other States passing t hrough it, and there-
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fore it might be indifferent as to these obstructions. Can it be possi
ble that the National Government, which is charged spedally with the 
duty not only to guard but to promote commerce between the States, 
could refuse tmder such circumstances, even without the as.sent of the 
State itself, to intervene? I think not, sir. 

In my opinion, sir: the omission to do so would be a crime on the 
part of those charged with such responsibility under their oaths to sup
port and defend the Constitution. 

But, sir, it is contended by some that the powers reserved to the 
States to enact quarantine, health, inspection, and other similar laws 
carry with them exclusive control as to police regulations of all kinds 
and for all purposes whatsoever; that the national jurisdiction over this 
subject, if it exi 'is at all, is secondary, subordinate, or auxiliary to 
State authority, and that the exercise of the s..1.me is permissible only 
when the State to be affected gives assent thereto. Abstractly consid
ered this may be partly true, but in the concrete it is not true. The 
power to regulate commercial intercourse between the States belongs 
exclusively to the National GoYernment by specific grant. It is a power 
to be exercised solely and independently by authority of Congress, not 
for the States as snch, but for all tlie people of the United States stand
ing together, and perfectly equal as to their rights, privileges, and im
munities as citizens of one nationality in re pect of all matters and 
things connected with such commerce and intercourse between the 
States. This power is not only specifically granted to the National 
Government for the benefit of the whole people, bu~ it is with equal 
definiteness prohibited to the States. The inspection laws are distinctly 
subordinated to this larger grant of powers, and in order to emphasize 
this subordination more fully and forcefully it is provided that these 
very laws shall be subject to the revision and control of the Congress 
in order to make it certain that this exceptional authority may not be 
used in any manner or form to impede in the slightest degree the free 
course of commerce between the people in all sections of the Union, 
which the National Government is specially required to promote and 
preserve. 

Undoubtedly, sir, there is a perfect and unbroken consensus of opinion 
running through all the debate.~ in Congress and all the decisions by the 
courts since the adoption of the Constitution that the State may legis
late primarily for the protection of the public morals, the public health, 
and the domestic welfare generally of society in the State, but I have 
been unable to find an.y decision of the Supreme Court from Chief-J ustic 
:Marshall down to the present day indicating that if through an incom
petent, a negligent, or an indifferent administration of the affairs of a 
State, the insufficiency of its general statutes, or the poverty of its re-

. sources, or all these combined, the health or other local conditions 
have been permitted to fall so. low as to become continuously a menace, 
an obstruction to the commerce between other States nC{!essarilypassing 
through the State so aftl.icted, that the National GoYernmentcould not 
intervene and acb directly upon such conditions for amelioration or re
moval, and the reinstatement of the commerce thus interrupted and 
threatened with destruction. Indeed, from my reading of the Consti
tution, I am satfsfied that the warrant of authority is not only given, 
but the duty is imperatively enjoined upon the Congress by the Con
stitution to make full and careful provisions against all such contingen
cies. Nor i" it permissible, in my opinion, for Congress to await the 
invitation, nor to be deterred by the protest of the State so affected 
when satisfied that conditions exist therein obstructive of commerce be
tween the several States which the Constitution says must be protected 
by the national authority without reference to the-geographical lines of 
any particular State, and which the State refuses or neglects to remove. 

In the great case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, made historic by the learned 
opinion delivered by Chief-Justice Marshall, in which he considers the 
whole question of the powers of the National Government over the sub
ject of commerce, that most eminent jurist, while not dissenting from 
the view that a State may provide by quarantine and other laws for the 
protection of the public health, is very careful to indicate that when a 
State law, whether quarantine, health, or other, may operate as an ob
struction or an impediment to commerce it must fall before the supreme 
power of theN ational Government over that whole subject. Referring 
to the acts of 1796 and 1799 be says: 

But in making these provisions the opinion is unequivocally manifested that 
Congress may control the State laws so far as it may be necessary to control 
them for the regulation of commerce. 

In other words, that Congress may accept the State laws, as was done 
in 1799, and co-operate with t-he State authorities in their enforcement, 
or by implication that it may modify or-even replace them altogether 
by other laws of its own enactment, and provide for their enforcement 
through the agencies of the National Government alone if it shall deem 
it necessary, considering the interests of commerce, to do so. 

Again, in this same opinion, speaking of '' the power to regulate, '' 
he says: 

This power, like all others invested in Congress, is complete in itself, may be 
exercised to its utmost extent, and acknowledges no limitations other than are 
prescribed in the Constitution. 

By parity of reasoning, if there are no" limitations" upon this powe1·, 
and if it "may be exercised to the utmost" in conforming even the 
police and other regulations of a State to the requirements of commerce, 

Congress may undoubtedly, where there is an entire absence of law in 
a State for the protection of a great subject of interstate commerce, 
adopt regulations to protect the same when such protection is neces
sary to the maintenance of the commerce therein passing through such 
State to and from the several other States. 

In the case of"Walling vs. Michigan (116 U. S., 446) it was aid by 
the court that-

Tile police power can not be set up to control the inhibitions of the Con titu. 
tion or the powers of the United States Go,·ernmeot created thereby. 

In other words, that the police power cau not be employed by a State 
to prevent the necessary regulationsofcommerce,norto limit nor ahridge 
the powers of the National Government over this subject through the 
inhibitions in respect of such power. .And so I maintain that, pari 
passu, if the police power may not be invoked by the State to obstruct, 
it may be set in motion by the natioual authority itself under some cir- • 
cumstanct-s to remove obstructions in the way of interstate commerce. 
To illustrate: If certain police regulations· necessary to protect a par
ticular branch of interstate commerce in its passage through a State are 
not supplied by a State, the Congress may provide for making and en
forcing such regulations in the interest and for the protection of such 
commerce, having due regard for all the interests of the people of such 
State to be affected by these regulations. 

.As for instance, if yellow fever should suddenly take possession, epi
demically, of the_States of the Lower Mississippi, and intercourse be
tween the great States of the Northwest and the ports below, which are 
usually employed to make the exchanges incident to the commerce of 
that vast region, should be seriously interrupted-I maintain that in the 
absence of the necessary health or police regulations i n those States to deal 
quickly and effectiYely with the situation, Congress could and it would 
be its duty under the Constitution to supply those regulations and au
thorize action directly upon the case anywhere in those States for the 
purpose of removing such obst3.Cles to commerce when they could not 
otherwise be removed. And ultimately this ru1e will obtain and be 
gladly accepted by the people of eYery State in the Union. Of course 
these are extreme cases, but the law should be ready always to protect 
commerce among the several States in any and every emergency. 

Certainly it would always be most desirable, and undoubtedly it would 
generally happen, if the bill under consideration should become a law, 
that where the State had provided laws to meet the case the national 
power would be exercised. as an auxiliary force only, the State laws be
ing supplemented by the regulations established by Congress, and the 
State agencies bein~ employed so far as practicable to carry out the 
purposes of the proposed act. It is upon this theory of co-operation, 
where possible, that this bill was framed . 

The reasons for such a policy are manifold. They could not be bet
ter presented than they were by Chief-Justice Marshall in the learned 
opinion in the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, from which I before quoted. 
He said: 

The nets of Congress pn£sed in 1796 and 1799 empowering and directing the 
oflicers of the Gen eral Government to conform to and insist in the execution of 
the quarantine and health laws of a. State proceed, it is said, upon the ic.lea that 
these laws are constitutional. It is undoubtedly true that they do proceed upon 
th!l.t idea, n.nd the co nstitutionality of such laws has never, so far as we are in
formed, been de nied. But they do not imply an acknowledgment that a State 
may rightfully regulate commerce with foreign nations or awong the States, 
for they do not imply that such laws are an exercise of that power, or enacted 
with a view to it. On the contrary, they are treat.ed as quarantine and health 
laws, are so c.lenominated in the acts of Congress, and are considered as flowing 
from the acknowledged power of a State to pro"ide for the health of its citizens. 
But as it was apparent that some of the pro"isions made for this purpose and in 
virt ne ofth is power m i~rht interfere with and be affected by the laws of the United 
States made for the regulation of commerce, Congress, in that spirit of harmony 
and conciliation which ought always to characterize the conduct of gO\'Crn
ments standing in the relation which that of the Union and those of the States 
bear to each other, has dit·ected its officers to aid in the execution of these laws, 
and has in some measure adapted its own legislation to this object by making 
provisions in aid of those of the States. But in making these provisions the 
opinion is unequivocally manifested that Congress may control the Statelaws,'so 
far ns it may be necessnry to control them, for the regulation of commerce. 

However, it will be remembered that Chief-Justice MarshalJ, in the 
Ca.sc of Gibbons vs. Ogden, had before him primarily the question only 
of certain State enactments, under which Congress had authorized co
operation through certain officers of the National Government with the 
State authorities, whereas the requirement now is to provide not only 
for co-operation, when that can be had, but for independent action by 
the National GoT"ernment in the case of non-action by the State, or of 
the non-existence of any State laws or regulations whateYer to meet the 
case. 

While the bill under consideration may be faulty in some of the de
tails of its provisions as to administration, etc., it is in its general feat.. 
ures within the scope of the authority of Congress over the subject 
under consideration. I think, however, that it aims to confine the op
erations of the nationru bureau or board, for which it provides, too nar
rowly, too closely, to established lines of transportation. As I have before 
said, if pleuro-pneumonia should exist epidemically and generally in 
Central Illinois, it would become a menace to the interstate commerce 
throughout the entire region through which three or four great inter
state lines of transportation pass. Without authority to operate uni
versally in that entire district for its eradication it would be impossi
ble to relieve these great avenues of trade. 

It often happens that cattle are gathered into herds preparatC'I"Y ~ 
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shipment at points somewhat removed from the actual shipping-point 
on the railroad over which they a!e to be transpOTted. There can cer
tainly be no question as to the importance oi extending the jurisdic
tion of the board over such herds. Moreover, I think it would be safe 
to say that there are very few, if any, stock farms in the State of illi
nois which are not within 20 miles of one or the other of these inter
state transportation lines. I believe ib would be entirely prudent to 
say that there are very few, if any, cattle in that State farther re
moved from one or the other of these routes than one day's drive at 
most; that one-half of them are even nearer, and that fully one-quarter 
of all of them are located not farther than three hours' drive at most 
from some one of these interstate roads. In my opinion, therefore, 
you ca.n not safely confine the operations of this board to the exact 
limits of the right of way of each of these lines of traffic. As a mem
ber of the committee which presented this bill I accepted the provisions 
thereof respecting this jurisdiction as apparently the best att..'Linable 
under the circumstances, and not because I indorsed the theory upon 
which they rest. I think the jurisdiction of the board should be more 
extended, and that it is a mistake not to make it so. 

1\fr. President, it would be impossible to estimate the importance of 
this subject. In a comparatively few years pleuro-pneumonia h3:3 cost 
this country directly and indirectly $10,000,000. Within ten years the 
lossesfromhog-cholera have been estimated at the enormous sum of 
$300,000,000 or more. We have to-day 125,000,000 of farm animals 
at the mercy of infectious diseases which commonly affect herds and 
flocks. Besides, we should not f01·get the lessons taught some of the 
older nations in the school of costly experience. 

In Western Europe a single epidemic of the rinderpest swept away 
thirty million head of cattle of the estimated value of $1,500,000,000. 
France alone during the last century lost ten million head of cattle 
from malignant diseases. In the years from 1856 to 1862 lung fever 
and epizootic apptha cost Great Britain over one million head of cat
tle, worth $50,000,000; and in eighteen months in 1865-'66, from rin
derpest, $10,000,000 more were added to the cattle losses of the same 
country. . 

If no calamity shall happen to the live-stock interest of this country, 
the census of 1890Jwill undoubtedly show its aggregate value to be 
nearly, if nob quite, $3,000,000,000. And yet if this result shall be 
reached the supply per capita, with the enormous increase of our popu
lation, will be relatively smaller than it is now. Notwithstanding the 
g~t increase in the number of cattle of all kinds since 1860, while the 
ratio in that year was 814 head to each 1, 000 of population, it has fallen 
to 600 to the 1,000 of population at this time. If, in addition to this, 
an infectious disease like pleuro-pneumonia should become general, 
particularly in the Western ranges, from which our beef supply largely 
comes, and our herds should be diminished through the insufficiency 
of our precautionary measures or the inefficiency of administration, it 
would seriously injure the whole country, and the condemnation of 
those who should be responsible for these omissions would be swift 
and terrible. You can not legislate for the evils of the present moment 
only. You must provide for those that may belong to the future as 
well. The National Government must deal with this matter. Con
gress can not shift the responsibility to the States. 

There must be uniformity of regul~tion and action, with "unlim.ited 
power and resources to meet any and every emergency. One method 
in one State, another system in another, and none of any kind in many, 
with non-co-operation between all: will not do. They are, so to speak, 
simply so many invitations for the introduction and spread of disease. 

Iamfranktosay that the bill presented by the committee does not suit 
me in all particulars. There had to be, as is usual in perfecting im
portant bills, concessions and compromises on the pru:t of those who 
joined in reporting the bill, and I hope the proposition-considering the 

' importance of the subject-will receive equally liberal and unselfish 
· treat:nent in the Senate. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE AT LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the unanimous consent of the Sen
, ate to take up from the Calendar Senate bill 2198. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
:unanimous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside to 
enable him to move the consideration of the bill (S. 2198) to authorize 

' the building of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to interfere with the bill indicated 

·by the Senator from Arkansas, but I wish to call the attention of the 
; Senate to the state of the public business. There are several im
i portant bille awaiting action. The time of the Senate in the last week 
:or two has been wasted, in my judgment, by taking up and layina 
down and taking up and laying down bill after bill. Unless the Sen~ 
ator from Michigan will press his bill and have it disposed of, I pro
pose to antagonize that bill and the other bills which are occupying 

,so much time with some other measures. I give fair notice now. 
: The PRESIDENT pro te-mpore. Is there objection to laying aside in
, formally the pending order and taking up the hill indicated by the Sen
: a tor from Arkansas? 
' By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2198) to a:uthorize the building of ~ 

railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark., which was reported from the Com
mittee on Commerce with an amendment, to strike out all after the en
acting clause and insert: 

That it shall be lawful for the Little RockBridge anrl Terminal Railway Com
pany, a corporation organized under t.he laws of the State of Arkansas, to con
struct and maintain a. bridge, and approaches thereto, over the Arkansas River, 
at a point on said river at or near the city of Little Rock, in the State of Arkan
sas, and to lay on and over said bridge a railroad track or tracks for the more 
perfect connection of any railroad or railroads that are or shall hereafter be con
structed to the said river, on either or both sides thereof, at or opposite said point, 
under the limitations and conditions hereinafter provided; said bridge shall be 
constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains, and at the option of 
the builders and owners thereof, may be used for the pa sage of wagons and 
vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals of all kinds, and for foot-passen
gers for such reasonable rates of toll as maybe approved, from time to time, by 
the Secretary of War as to 1·ailway trains; and as to wagons, vehicles, animaLs, 
and foot-passengers, such rates ns may be provided by the laws of Arkansas. 

SEc. 2. That any bridge built under this act is subject t<l its limitations, shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, up<>n 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, troops, and the munitions of war, or other property of the United 
States, than the rate per mile paid for the transportation of the same over the 
railroads or public highwa ys leading to the said bridge, and it shall enjoy the 
rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United States. Equal privileges 
in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph companies; and the 
United States shall have the right of way n.cross said bridge and its approaches 
for postal telegraph purposes. 

SEC. 3. That the said bridge shall be constructed with a draw or pivot span 
which shall be over the main channel of the river at an accessible navi~table 
point., and the openings on each side of the pivot pier shall not be less than 160 
feet in the clear, and, as nearly as practicable, both of said openings shall be a-c
cessible at all stages of water; that the spans be not less than 10 feet above ex
treme high-water mark, as understood at the point of location, to the lowest 
point of the superstructure of said brid~e; that the piers and draw rests of said 
bridge shall be built para.Jlel with tl1e current at thatstnge of the river which is 
most important for navigatioQ, and the brid~e itself at right angles thereto ; and 
that no riprap or other outside protection for imperfect fctmdations be permit
ted to approach nearer than 4 feet to the surface of the water at its extreme low 
stage, or otherwise to encroach upon the channel-ways provided for in this act: 
Provided, That said draw shall be opened by the company or persons owning 
said bridge upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats; and there shall be 
maintained, at the expense of the owners thereof, from sunset till sunrise, such 
lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 

SEc. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have, 
and be entitled to, equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains over the same, and over the approaches to the same, upon payment of a 
reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said 
bridge, nnd the several railroad companies, or any of them, desiring such use, 
shall fail to agt·ee upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and condi
tion which each shall perform in using said bridge, all matters at issue between 
them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon hearing of the allegations 
and proofs of the partie!!. 

SEc. 5. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to the regulations for the security of said 
river, as the Secretary of War shall prescribe ; and to secure that object the 
owner or owners thereof shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his examina
tion and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge, and a map of the loca
tion, giving for the space of 1 mile a bove and 1 mile below the proposed loca-' 
tion, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-line at high or low 
water, the direction and strength of the current at all stages. and the soundings 
actually showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge o~ 
bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be required for the full 
and satisfactory understanding of the subject, and until such plan and location 
of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War, the bridge shall not be 
commenced or built, and should any change be made in the plan of said bridge 
during the progress of construction, such change shall be subject to t.he approval 
of the Secretary of ·war. 

SEc. 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entire 
removal at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the Congress shall de
cide that the public interest requires it, is aLso expressly reserved. 

SEc. 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof. 

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

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

third time, and passed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE AT GOOSE ROCKS, MAINE. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to call up from the table the bill (S. 2506) for 
the establishment of a light-house, fog-signal, and day beacon in the 
vicinity of Goose Rocks, Fox Island Thoroughfare, Maine, which has 
been returned from the other House with an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2506) for the establish
ment of a light-house, fog-signal, and day beacon in the vicinity of 
Goose Rocks, Fox Island Thoroughfare, Maine, which was to strike 
out all after the word "sites," in line 6 of the bill. 

:Mr. FRYE. That amendment simply strikes out the appropriating 
clause, and I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of the 
House ofRepresentatives. 

The amend~ent was concurred in. 
NEWPORT NEWS LIGHT-HOUSE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempure laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1828) to provide for a 
light-house at Newport News, Middle Ground, Virginia, which was to 
strike out all afte:r the word '' Virginia,'' in line 3 of the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move a concurrence in the House amendment. 
The amendment was concurred in. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent that the pending order be in-

. 

,• 

I 
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formally laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
nnobjected pension bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside for 
the consideration of private pension bills upon the Calendar to which 
there is no objection. Is there objection to that course of proceeding? 

Mr. PAD DOCK. In the absence of the chairllli<tn of the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestri, who is in charge of the pending bill-

Mr. DAVIS. He gi•es consent. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Very well; I understand that he gives consent to 

the course suggested by the Senator from !Iinnesota. 
!Ir. CHACE. I object temporarily for the purpose of asking a ques

tiou or two and making a few remarks, not that I intend to object to 
the proposition of the Senator from Minnesota. 

The Senate has before it now three separate measures, all of them 
matters of considerable public interest, what is ordinarily termed the 
anima-l-industry bill, upon which the Senator from Nebraska has been 
making an address, the land-forfeiture bill, and Senate bill.554, topro
vide for an international copyright. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] having charge of the 
first bill which I have named bas kept it before the Senate week after 
week, retaining his right of way and yielding occasionally for the con
sideration of other bills. 

The copyright bill bas got along so far as to a vote. The Senate ad
journed the other day in the midst of a vote on an important amend
ment to that bill. I feel that in justice to the public, and to the parties 
who ::l.fe interested in that measure, the Senate.oughteither to take some 
action on these other bills and get them out of the way or permit a 
positive assignment by which they will put. the copyright bill upon its 
passage. 

I give notice that I shall a-sk to-morrow at 2 o'clock to lay aside the 
pleuro-pneumonia or animal-industry bill and also the land-grant for
feiture bill, and I shall ask the Senate to take up, any objection to the 
contrary nevertheless, Senate bill 554, and proceed with that bill to a 
conclusion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Order of Business 1012 is the first 
private pension bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I o~ject temporarily for the purpose of giving a notice. 
I was in the chair when the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. SPOONER] 

gave notice that after the disposition of the pending order of business 
he would move to take up the bill to regulate the manufacture and 
sale of ga-s in the District of Columbia. A previow; notice had been 
given, I think, by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], if not by 
the Senator from Nevada (Mr. STEWART], that at the earliest opportu
nity a motion would be made to take up for consideration the bill for 
the admission of the Territory of Washington. I introduced that bill 
and am anxious for its early consideration, and I wish to give notice 
that Ishallfeel disposed to antagonize the motion to take up any other 
bill, after the disposition of the pending business, in advance of that 
measure. I entirely agree with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER
!LL~] that these bills ought to be disposed of, and that we are losing 
ground by first taking up one bill and then another and laying them 
aside. 

Mr. MITCHELL. As it seems to be:in order to give notices, I desire 
to give notice (and in order that I may not interfere with any other 
measure I will put it so far ahead that there can be no objection) that 
on next Wednesday, the 9th instant, immediately after the conclus
ion of the morning business, I sball:ask the Senate to indulge me in 
takiug up the :bill (S. 566) making an appropriation for a final sur
vey and estimates for and the commencement of the construction of a 
boat railway around the obstructions to navigation at The Dalles and 
Celilo Falls, in the Columbia River. 

This is a matter outside of the river and harbor bill. The bill ha-s 
been reported unanimously from the Committee on Transportation 
Routes to the Seaboard, and is a measure of great local and national im
portance. I shall not ask the Senate to take it up for the purpose of 
wearying the Senate's time with a speech or anything of that kind, but 
for the purpose of its consideration by the Senate and action on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pension bills on the Calendar 
to which there is no objection will be proceeded with in their order. 

WIDOW OF JOHN LEARY. 
The bill (S. 1076} granting a pension to the widow of .John Leary, 

deceased, .was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of the widow of .John Leary, late 
a first sergeant in Battery F, Third Artillery, United States Army, in 
the war of the rebellion, at the rate of $20 per month. 

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

JACOB PITNER. 

SARAH C . .ANDERSON AND MINOR CHILDREN. 
The bill (S. 2370) granting a pension to Sarah C . .Anderson and 

children under sixteen years of age was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes t.o place on the pension-rolls the name of' 
Sarah C. Anderson, widow of William H. Anderson, late a private of 
the Fifth Independent Battery Ohio Light Artillery, and the names of 
the children under sixteen years of age of Sarah C. and Willia.m H. An
derson. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 11assed. , 

SARAII C. TAYLOR. 
The bill (S. 1482) granting a pension to S::l.fah C. Taylor was consid· 

ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of Sarah C. Taylor, a •olunteer nurse in the .A.n:ny 
during the war of the rebellion, at $25 a month during life. 

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

GEORGE L. FLECli. 
The bill (S. 2372) restoring pension to George L. Flecb was consid

ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes t.o restore t.o the pen
sion-roll the name of George L. Flech, la.te of Company G, One hun
dred and fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, from the time of his suspension 
from the roll. 

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

MARY J. BYRD. 
The bill (S. 2334) granting a pension tb Mary J. Byrd was considered 

as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension
roll the name of Uary J. Byrd, widow of Solomon G. Byrd, late of 
Company B, Forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunt.eer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate wi\bout amendment, ordered to 
he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE K. WHITTLESEY. 
The bill (S. 2274) granting a pension to MI'S. Catharine K. Whittle

sey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It was reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, before 
the word 'dollars," to strike out "forty" and insert "twenty-five;" 
so as to make the bill read: 

" Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on Ute pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Catharine K. 'VbiLtlesey, 
widow of the late Major J. H. Whittlesey, United States Army, and pay her a. 
pension at the rate of $25 per month, in lien of the pension she is now receiving. 

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

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

third time, and passed. 
1\fA.RGARET M. MILLER. 

The bill (S.1500) granting a pension to Margaret M. Miller was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Margaret M: :Miller, ofEigin, TIL, a volunteer 
Army nurse during the war of the rebellion, at the rat!.} of $25 per 
month. 

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

MANHATTON PICKETT. 
The bill (S. 2301) to increase the pension of Uanhatton Pickett was. 

considered as in Committee of the" "\Vhole. It was reported from the 
Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 6, before the word 
"dollars," to strike out "one hundred" and insert "forty-five;" s.o 
as to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,au
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Man hatton Pickett, la.te a ser
geant of CompanyB,OnehundredandtwelfthRegimentNewYo:rkVolnnteers, 
to $45 per month, in lieu of the pension now authorized by l.a.w. 

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

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

third time, and passed. 
ANNA :M. FREEMAN. 

The bill (S. 1136) granting a pension to Anna M. Freeman was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It propo es to place on the 
pension-roll the name of .Anna M. Freeman, widow of Thompson P. 
Freeman, late private in Company F, One hundred and thirteenth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

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

The bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to Jacob Pitnerwas considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to plat!e on the pension
rolls the name of Jacob Pitner, late private in Company K, One hun-
dred and ninety-second Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. SALLIE n. ALEXANDER. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to The bill (S. 1009) granting an increase of pension to Sallie R. .Alex-
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . ander, widow of Lieut. Col. Thomas L . .Alexander, United States 
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~ A ... my, was considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. Itwasreported 
~m the Committee on Pensions with an amendment in line 8, before 
)the word " 'dollars," to strike out "one hundred" and insert" fifty;" 
·SO as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is hereby, a.u-
. thorized and directed to plnce on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
]imitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie R. Alexander, widow of the 
late Lieut. Col Thoma.~~ L . .Alexander, United States Army, at the rate of 850 
per month, for and during her natural life, in lieu of the pension of $30 per 
month now paid to her. 

1 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 

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

FRAh"'K PASCHKER. 

I 
The bill (S. 2263) granting a pension to Frank Paschker was e<msid

ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pla-ce on the pen
sion-roll the name of Frank Paschker, late a private in Company I, 
First Regiment New Yor'k Light Artillery. 

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

ELIZABETH DETTIS. 

I 
The bill (S. 2575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dettis was con

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
'pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Dettis, widowof Jacob Dettis, late 
a private in Company E, ·Twenty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volun
teers. 

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

H. H. RUSSELL. 

! The bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to II. H. Ru...c::sell was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of H. H. Russell, late of Company E, Seventy-fifth Regiment 
Ohio Vol nnteer Infantry. 

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

'RICHARD HUDSON. 

1 The bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to Richard Hudson was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to ph1.ce on the pen
sion-roll the name of Richard Hudson, late of Company B, Third Regi-

. ment Wi<>consin Volunteer Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Mn.S. JIIAGGIE .A .• WEED. 

The bill (S. 2579) granting a pension to Mrs. Maggie .A. Weed, for
merly Miss Maggie A. Egan, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Mag
gie A. Weed, formerly Miss Maggie A. Egan, a volunteer nurse in the 
late wa.r, at the rate of $12 per month. 

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

OLIVER H. JUDD. 

The bill (S. 2538) granting a pension to Oliver H. Judd was consid
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes fu place on the pen
sion-roll the name of Oliver H. Judd, lateprivateCompanyi, Fifteenth 
Regiment illinois Cavalry. 

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

D. G. SCOOTEN. 

The bill (S. 2435) granting a pension to D. G. Scooten was consid
ercl as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 
D. G. Scooten, late a private in Company H, Fifty-ninth Regiment il
linois Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

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

JARRET SPENCER. 

The bill (S. 2418) granting a pension to Jarret Spencer was consid
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of Jarret Spencer, late of Company H, Fifth Regi
ment Wiscon..crin Volunteer Infantry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the report in that case read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SA. WYER 

Apiil 17, 1888: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a. bill granting a pension 

to Ja.rret Spencer, have ex&mined the same, and report: 
This claimant wasamemherof Compa.nyR, Fifth Wisconsin Vo1nnteers. The 

Adjutant-General's report shows that he was enrolled on the 13th day of August, 
1862, and it a.ppeaxs from the record that he was continuously in service until he 
was mustered out with his company at Hall's Hill, Va., on the2Hthof June,l865. 
ln his declaration he says that at Brandy Station, in the State of Virginia., on or 
a.bout the 15th of February ,186t, he contracted rheumatism, resulting in paraly
sis, and that at the date of filing his application he suffers constantly from rheu
matism., paralysis, and geneml debility, which disqua.lify him for any kind of 
manual labor: that he was never treated in any hos.pital. 

The history of this man's service is remarkable. He was fifty years and seven 
months old when he enlisted, a.nd he was in all the skirmishes and engage
ments in which his regiment participat-ed, and which included the battles of 
Antietam, 1l!arye'~ Heights, Chancellorsville, Rappahannock Station, Gettys
burgh, the battles of the '\Vilderness, and around Richmond. He was never off 
duty, never in hospital, but the bard, continuous s.e.rvice at his advanced age 
affected him seriously, a.nd since his discharge he has had a progressive disn.
bility. The certificate of the medical board which examined him .in 1837 says: 
"He can feed and dress himself by taking time; cannot perform manual labor; 
does not require constant aid and attendance, but requires watching when 
moving about, because he frequently falls, and when down can not ri e without 
help." They rate him total for rheumatism and heart trouble, and t-otal for 
paralysjs, 

lle is now eighty years old. In the past year his disabilities have incre.'l.-ed; 
he needs the constant care and attendance of another person, and should be s o 
rated. A petition to Congress for his relief, and signed by nearly two hundred 
of his neighbors, says his wife, the mother of all his children, with whom he 
has lived for nearly fifty years, takes care of him, and should not be separated 
from him . Nevertheless, their poverty is so great that they will have to be sep
arated by placing him in a. charitable institution unless Congress extends the 
relief which he has earned and which, if it is to be of any use to him, must 
speedily be conceded. 

The claim is still pending in the Pension Office. It has not been rejected, but 
it is awaiting testimony which, in his disabled condition, it is impossible for 
him to furnish without protracting the time of its completion beyond the limit 
of his life. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a. recommendation that it do pass. 

~Ir. COCKRELL. I wanted the record to show the reason why the 
Pension Committee, contrary to what I understand to be its est-ablished 
rules, has proposed to grant a pension in this case while the case is still 
pending in the Pension Office. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will state to the Senator from Missouri that under 
the peculiar circumstances of this case, this man's advanced age and 
present condition, we made an exception. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the report shows that fact clearly . 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROZALI.A JUl\'"K. 

The bill (S. 2310) granting a pension to Rozalia Junk was consid
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of RozaJia. Junk, widow of John Junk, alias John 
Younge, late a private of Company K, Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin 
Volunteers. 

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

MRS. MARY 1\IOTT. 

The bill (S. 1838) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Mott was consid
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of Mrs. Mary Mott, widow of Henry A. Mott, Jate 
lieutenant of Company K, Fifty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania VoJun
teers. 

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

ALEXANDER H. WHITE. 

The bill (S. 1925) granting a pension to Alexander H. White was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Alexander H. White, late a private in Com
pany D, One hundred and forty-:fi.rst New York Volunteers. 

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

1\IADISON 1\I. MEREDITH. • 

The bill (S. 1591) granting a pension t{) Madison M. Meredith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It prop.oses to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Madison M. Meredith, late captain of Com
pany D, One hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
at $20 per month, in lieu of the amount he is now receiving. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
Tbe Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. QUAY 

April17, 1888: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1591) granting 

an increase of pension to Madison 1\I. Mel'edith, having examined the same, beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

Claimant wn.s mustered in, November 13,1861, as first lieutenant of Company 
D, One hundred and third Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, commissioned as 
captain April10, 1862, and honorably discharged for disability July 12,1862. 

He filed his declaration March 8, 1882, alleging that before Yorktown, Va.., 
about March or April,l862, he contracted chronic diarrhea and rheumatism and 
fistula.. 

He was granted a pension, to date from l'!Iarch 8, 1882, at $3.50 per month, with 
rank of first lieutenant, for chronic rheumatism. 

Upon application of claimant his rating was corrected, and his pension in
creased to $10, as of the rank of captain. The claim for pension for fistulll. was 
rejected, the Pension. Office deciding that claimant. had not conclusively proven 
the existence of the disability since the war. 

The papers on file in the Bureau of Pensions make the following exhibit: 
First, that c;laimant was strong and healthy before his enlistment. 
Second, that claimant contracted hemorrhoids or fistula. while in the service 

and line of duty. The certificate of the regimental surgeon, upon which claim
ant was discharged July 12,1862, was as follows: "I certify that I have carefully 
examined the abov~mentioned officer, and find him suffering with chronic 
rheumatism and hemorrhoids, and that he is unable to perform the duties r~ 
quired of him, and has been since the lOth of May, 1862, and in my opinion ever 
will be." 

Third, that claimant was still suffering from fistula May 6, 1885, when ex
amined by the medical examining board. The board reports: ''There is a. 
blind internal fistula (internal opening 1 inch from a.na.l margin) on right side, 
which applicant thinks resulted from diarrhea." 

I. 
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This board, as a result of this examination, rated claimant one-half of total 
for rheumatism and one-half of total for fistula.. 

Claimant was unable to conclusi\ely prove the continuance of fistula from the 
date of the regimental surgeon's certificate (upon which claimant was dis
charged) until the medical boards examination, May G, 1885, chiefly owing to 
the death of the physician who attended him after his discharge. But from all 
the evidence in the case your committee are of the opinion that the disability 
now existing is a continuation of that contracted in the spring of 1862, and that 
this bill simply gives the claimant the total pension to which be was entitled 
under the finding of the board of medical examiners, and under the evidence on 
file in the Bureau of Pensions. They therefore report the bill wilh a recom
mendation that it do pass. 

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

WILLIAM SMITH. 

The bill (S. 1926) granting a pension to William Smith was consid
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It was reported from the Com
mittee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 5, before the word 
''dollars,'' to strike out ''fifty '' and insert ''forty-five;'' so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacled, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au
thorized and directed t.o place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $-1-Spermontb, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of "\Vill
iam Smith, late a private in Company H, Ninety-third Pennsylvania. Volun
teers this act to take effect from its passage, and the pension hereby granted to 
be in'lieu of that which he is now receiving. 

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

was concurred in. . 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and was read 

tb.e third" time, and passed. 
PIERRE BOTTINE.AU. 

The bill (S. 2713) granting a pension to Pierre Bottineau was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. H proposes to pla-ce on the 
pension-roll the name of Pierre Bottineau, at the rate of $25 per 
month. 

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

SUS.AN EDSON. 

The bill (S. 915) granting a pension to Susan Edson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It was reported from the Committee 
on Pensions with an amendment, in line 6, after the words "rate of," 
to strike out "seventy-two" and insert "twenty-five;" so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Susan Edson, 
M. D., a. volunteer surgical nurse in the late war of the rebellion, at the rate of 
~25 per month. 

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

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

time, and passed. 
:&. H. BL.ACKISTON. 

The bill (S. 1988) granting a pension to R. H. Blackiston was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll, at the.rate of $72 per month, the name of H. R. Blackiston, 
late an acting master in the United States Navy. 

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

. 1\I.AH.ALA DEXTER. -

The bill (H. R. 4104) granting a pension to Mahala Dexter was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mahala Dexter, dependent mother of Henry 
H. Dexter, late of Company M, Second Massachusetts Cavalry Volun-
teers. . . 

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

WILLIA.l\I B. JOHNSON. 

The bill (H. R. 428) granting a pension to William B. Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
penr:-Y.>n-roll the name of William B. Johnson, late of Company D, 
Thirty-ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

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

JOHN B. COVERT • 

The bill (S. 2314) granting a pension to John B. Covert was consid
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of John B. Covert, late a private in Company B, One 
hundred and forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Voltinteers. 

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

liiRS. EMELINE ANDERSON. 

· The bill (S. 2366) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Anderson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll tbe name of Mrs. Emeline Anderson, widow of Jeff Ander
svn, late a private in Company K, First Re~iment Minnesota Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the S~ate without amendment, ordered t() 
be engrossed for a third reading, reacl the third time, and passed. 

ELLE"N J. SNEDAKER. 

The bill (S. 2313) grantjng a pension to Ellen J. Snedaker was con· 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pelt .. 
sion-roll the name of EllenJ. Snedaker, the dependent mother of James· 
W. Snedaker, late second lieutenant of Company D, One hundred and 1 

eleventh Regiment New York State Volunteers, and of Albert I. Sned~ 
aker, late a private in the same company and regiment. 

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

H.A,NN .AH BABB HUTCHINS. 

The bill (S.1540} granting a pension to Hannah Babb Hutchina was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Hannah Babb Hutchins, a volunteer nurse in 
the war of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension during life of $25 
per month, in lieu of the one now received by her. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report read in that 
case. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. The reporb will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following reporb, submitted by .Mr. D.A vrs 

April17, 1888: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1540) granting 

a pension to Hannah Babb Hutchins, have examined the same, and report-: 
.A bill of like tenor was 'favorably reported on by this committee at the first 

session of the Forty-ninth Congress, granting the claimant a pension for serv
ices rendered and disabilities resulting from her labors as nurse during the lat-e 
war. .Adopting the views expressed in such report, the committee report the 
bill favorably, and recommend its passage. 

[Report Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
The evidence and attendant circumstances of this case are set forth in the fol

lowing report of the Committee on Invali<l Pensions of the House of Repre
sentatives CHouse Report No. 1058) made during the present session: 

1\Irs. Babb makes the following presentment of her case in petition addressed 
to Congress: 

"The undersigned, Hannah B. Hutchins, a. resident of Freeport, in the Stat-e 
of Maine, respectfully represents: That at the time of the breaking out of the 
civil war she had recently lost her husband and four children; that her name 
was then Hannah Ba.bb; that in response to the advertisement of the Govern
ment for nurses she offered her services in the capacity of a nurse, and on the 
1st day of June, 1862, received a. dispatch to report immediately at Washington, 
and that she did so at once; that upon arriving there she signed enlistment 
papers as a nurse, and mustered into the United States sen·ice as a nurse; that 
she served in that capacity three years and three months in the hospitals in and 
about Washington, and received pay at the rateof$12 per month and one ration; 
that she used the money received for. pay largely for the purposes of procuring 
necessary delicacies for the sick and wounded soldiers; that on the 1st day of Jan
uary, 1865, while engaged in said service at t.he Harewood Hospital, in Washing
ton, in passingtfrom ward 12 to ward:lO, she slipped on the outside steps and fract
ured her ribs and inj !lied herself otherwise severely; that she was confined to her 
quarters for a month, and after partially recovering again commenced services 
as a nurse; that on the 31st day of July, 1665, she was discharged at that hospi~ 
tal; that she returned to Maine, and subsequently married SolomonS. ll utchins, 
who died in 1880, leaving her a widow with no means of support; that her in
jury aforesaid affected her so that she was unable to labor and was obliged to be 
a patient for some eight months in the Maine General Hospital, whereby she 
got partially relieved, but has never been able to perform any manual labor; 
that she is seventy-six years of age and entirely without means of support; that 
she believes she is justly entitled to aid from the nation precisely as if she had 
been a soldier and been incapacitated from labor by injury received in the line 
of duty, but that she is informed that there is no law of the nation under which 
she would be entitled to a pension, asthelawsfor those purposes do not include 
nurses. She therefore prays that she may be granted a pension." 

In connection with this petition is the following certificate by Josiah H. Drum
mond, dated December 27, 1885: 

"I hereby cert-ify that I have known the above-named Mrs. Hutchins for nearly 
twenty years; that I have personal know ledge that the statements in the fore
going petition as to matters happening during that time are all t1·ue; also that 
she is very poor, and has bad to depend upon charity for support, although, be
ing an excellent nurse, she could support herselC but for her disability. The 
State of Maine, upon a. hearing of her case, granted her a pension for two years 
frqm January 1, 1885. She has no relations able to assist in her support, and she 
must have aid from the public, and must go to the poor-house unless she has it 
in some other way. 

The efficient and faithful character of Mrs. Babb's services in the hospitals are 
attested by 1\Irs. H. B. Corts, M. Hoard, Elvina Bliss Sheldon, Harriet P. Dame, 
and Caroline .A. Burghardt, 11-I. D., members of the .Army Nurse Association, all 
of whom speak from personal knowledge of her services. Twenty-five mem
ber:; of the Soldiers' .Aid Society and other citizens of Chelsea, Mass., testify to 
her fidelity as an army nurse. They say: 

"We knew her before the war as a worthy woman, and during the war some 
ofus were in constant correspondence with her, forwarded her supplies from 
the above-named [Soldiers' Aid Society] and from individuals. Her services 
and sacrifices seem to entitle her to recognition by the Government, and we 
earnestly commend her to the favor of Congress." 

Dr. Albion Cobb, of Webb's Mills, 1\Ie., who was on duty at the Harewood 
Hospital, writes that she was one of the best nurses there; that he remembers 
of her sick in the nurses' quarters, but has forgotten the cause of it. 

Dr. David Dana Spear, of Freeport, Me., certifies under date January 14,1886, 
that she has been his patient since 1880, treated for chronic diarrhea, and has 
known of her being treated for this and other troubles at the Maine General 
Hospital. . 

Dr. Charles 0. Hunt, resident physician and superintendent of said hospital, 
certifies: 

"1\Irs Hannah B. Hutchins has been under treatment at this hospital since 
.April23, 1883, for cystocele, fot: which she has been oblig~d .to have a surgical 
operation performed. She clauns that the trouble was ongmated by a fall re· 
ceived while in the employ of the Government as a nurse in one of the army 
hospitals during the late war. I J;Iave no doubt that sh~ has suffered much_fi·?m 
this disease in the past, and th~t It has proved a real hln?erance to her gainmg 
a livelihood by her labor, and 1 f there 1s any way by wh1ch such cases could be 
pensioned and her claims as above are substantiated, I think she richly deserves 
to be remembered by the Government she has served so well, now that age and 
infirmity render her unable t-o support herselC." 
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.Tames M. Bates, 1\I. D., formerly surgeon of the Thirteenth Maine Regiment, 

makes a certificate, which Dr. Spear iudorses: 
"I have known JI.Irs. Hannah Babb, now Mrs. Hutchins, for several years past, 

and atone time attended her professionally for an extensive humor in her hands, 
wrists, and arms, which she supposed to be the result of blood poisoning, which 
she received while performing the duties of hospital nurse during the late civil 
war. She also complained, and does now, of pain and lameness in the region 
of the spine, between the shoulders, which she believes to be the result of ~>lip
ping and falling on some door-steps at IIarewood Hospital, while performing 
the duties of nurse. I know of no other cause for the disabilities named above, 
and consider 1\Irs. Hutchins a perfectly reliable woman ,and any statement w ltich 
she may make entitled to credit." 

The evidence seems to disclose a meritorious case, which entitles Mrs. Hutch
ins to the same consideration accorded others of her class. 'l'he committee ac-
cordingly recommend the passage of the bill. · . 

This bill passed the House at $12, having been reduced to that amount by the 
committee, mainly on the ground, as your committee are advised, that this lady 
was paid at the time for her services. The evidence before your committee 
shows that what little money she did receive was used for the purpose of pur
chasing necessary delicacies for the sick and wounded soldiers and food for her
self; so that in no real sense did she receive compensation. She is now old, in 
poverty, and helpless, suffering by reason of disabilities incul'l'ed in her service. 

The evidence shows that $12 per month will not be enough to relieve her ne
cessities, and there appears to be no valid reason why she should not receive 
the same amount which in several other cases has been granted to other nurses. 
Her appeal that her services and sufferings be thus recognized is strongly urged 
by the Army Nurses' Association. 

In view of all these facts your committee report back the bill with n. recom
mendation that it do pass, with the following amendment: Strike out the word 
"twelve," in line 6/and insert in lieu thereof the words ''twenty-five." 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought the committee had adopted a rule al
lowing $12 a month as the pension for these nurses. 

Mr. DAVIS. The rule of the committee in cases of this character 
has been $25 a month. The second page of the report is covered with 
evidence confirming the petition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have seen the evidence there. I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that this lady was a nurse, and 
received a regular monthly compensation of $12 per month. ·v.re have 
heretofore heard it said that the nurses were voluntary, and performed 
their services without any compensation. The report in this case flatly 
contradicts that position. 

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

.TORN C. ABBOTT. 
The bill (S. 2246) granting a pension to John C. Abbott was consid

ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of John C. Abbott, late a private of Company B, 
Second illinois Artillery. 

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

FANNY WILLIAMS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Order of Btlsiness 1086, House bill 

335, is the next pension bill on the Calendar favorably reported. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I was requested by the Senator from Florida 

[1\Ir. PASCu] to a<>k when Order of Business 1064 was reached (which 
I reported adversely, and which he asked to be put upon the Calendar), 
that it be indefinitely po~tponed, as he did not understand the reasons 
for the action of the committee, and the report was really in the in
terest of the claimant, as the case is now pending in the Pension Bu
reau. Tbe Senator from Florida desired me to. ask that the bill be in
definitely postponed when it was reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2236) granting a pension to Fanny 

Williams, widow of William H. Williams, a lieutenant in the Seminole 
war. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo're. The report of the committee will be 
agreed to, and the bill indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. 

GENERAL W. E. WOODRUFF. 
The bill (H. R. 335) granting a pens,ion to General W. E. Woodruff 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes, in recogni
tion of meritorious service, to place the name of General W. E. Wood
ruff, of Kentucky, on the pension-roll at the rate of $50 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in this case. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore~ The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report submitted by Mr. SAWYER 

April 2~, 1888: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill granting a pension 

to General W. E. Woodruff, have examined the same, and report: 
This bill passed the House on the 13th of April. The House report is adopted 

and is as follows: 
"General W. E. Woodruff was a soldier in the Mexican war. He was one of 

the fit·st Kentuckians to respond to President Lincoln's call for troops at the 
outbreak of the civil war. He was the organizer and drill-master of both the 
First and Second Kent1,1cky Regiments, and rendered great service in keeping 
his State in the Union. He was captured early in the war, and was one of the 
first prisoners confined in the Libby prison at Richmond. He was one of the 
five Union officers who were held as hostages and sentenced to death in the 
event of the execution of certain Confederates who were confined at Philadel
phia as pirates." 

''The gallows on which he was to be hung was constructed and was erected in 
sight of his window. He was thus held four months under death sentence, in 
full view of the scaffold, until the United Siates Government agreed to treat the 
Philadelphia prisoners as prisoners of war. 'Vhilst on duty in West Virginia 
he was thrown from his horse and suffered internal injuries from which be has 
never recovered. General Woodruff was a brave and gallant officer, and has 
suffered greatly for bis devotion to the Union cause. He is now over sixty 
years of age, i!lfu·m, and without reso~rces. 

"Your committee think the modest sum of $50 a month asked by him should 
be cheerfully allowed." 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask if this officer was pensioned 

in the Pension Office? Has there ever been any pension granted to 
him? 

Mr. SA. WYER. No, I think not. It is a House bill. 
:Mr. COCKRELL. Did he apply there for a pension? 
Mr. SAWYER. I do not remember about that; I have had so many 

cases to examine. I am quite willing that the bill shall go over, if the 
Senator from Missouri desires to look into it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not desire .to object to it, but let it stand 
over for the present, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. The bill will be passed .over, retain
ing its place on the Calendar. 

FRANCIS DANIELS. 
The bill (H. R. 2664) for the relief of Francis Daniels was considered 

as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Francis Daniels, of Cropseyville, N. Y., late a private in 
Company H, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment of New York Vol
unteers. 

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

MARY M'GRATH. 
The bill (H.· R. 404) for the relief of Mary :McGrath was considered 

as in CoiD.IDittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Mary McGrath, dependent mother of Peter McGrath, de
ceased, late of Company F, Twenty-seventh Regiment Michigan Vol
unteers. 

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

ELIZA.. SHREEVE. 
The bill (H. R. 3735) granting a pension to Eliza Shreeve was con

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Eliza Shreeve, widow of Alfred T. Sllreeve, 
late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infaatry . 

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

MRS. JEANNIE STONE. 
The bill (H. R. 401) granting a pension to Mrs .• Teannie Stone was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Mrs. 
Jeannie Stone, widow of General Charles P. Stone, a pension. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to amend the bill by adding: "at the rate 
of $50 per month.'' -

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

was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 

a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. SAWYER. I mo>e that the S~ate ask for a conference on the 

bill and amendment. 
The motion "Was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 

appoint the conferees oil the part of the Senate; and Mr. DAVIS, Mr. 
HoAR, and Mr. TuRPIE were appointed. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask that the bill {S. 1161) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Jeannie Stone, widow of General Charles P. Stone: be indefinitely 
postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objectiqn, the vote 
by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed will be 
reconsidered, and the bill will be postponed indefinitely. 

.JOSEPH PERRY. 
The bill (H. R. 138) granting a pension to Joseph Perry was con

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Joseph Perry, of Dearborn County, IndiaJJa, late a private in Capt. 
Joseph H. Burkam's company, Twelfth·Regiment of Indiana Militia, 
on the pel}sion-roll, he having been disabled while in the line of duty 
in the military service in the late war. 

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

JOHN KINNEY. 
The bill (H. R. 7882) granting a pension to John Kinney was con

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John Kinney, late private Company U, First 
Regiment Ohio Heavy Artillery. 

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

HE~RY H. STUTSMAN. 
The bill (H. R. G80) granting a pension to Henry H. Stutsman was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension·roll the name of Henry H. Stutsman, late of Company F, 
Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a. 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROYAL J. HIAR. 

The bill (H. R. 879) granting a pension to Royal J. Hiar was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. _ It proposes to place on the pen
sion-mil the name of Roy.nJ. J. Hiar, late of CompanyK, First Regiment 
1\Iichigan Engineers and Mechanics Volunteers. 

Tbe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a thil'd reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. FOGLE. 

The bill (S. 2333) gr-anting a pension to George W . Fogle was con
si{]ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of George W. Fogle, Company G, Sixty-second Ohlo 
Volunteer Infantry. 

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

ELLEN WHITE DOWLING. 

The bill (S. 1481) granting a. pension to Ellen White Dowling was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to plaee on the 
pension-roll the name of Ellen White Dowling, a. volunteer nurse in the 
Army during the war of the rebellion, at $25 a. month during life. 

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

LYDIA K. WHITE. 

The bill (S. 1269) granting a pension to Lydia K. White was consid
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of Lydia K. White, a volunteer nurse in the late 
war, during life at $25 a. month. 

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

JOHN TAYLOR. 

The bill (S. 2058) to increase the pension of John Taylor was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of John Taylor, late of Battery U, Third New York Light Ar
tillerv, from twelve to sixteen dollars per month, on account of gunshot 
wound of the head and its results. 

'J'he bill wa~ reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a. third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NATHAN B. RARICK. 

The bill (S. 2578) granting a. pension to Nathan B. Rarick was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Nathan B. Rarick, late a private of Company 
F, Thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volui?-teer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senat~ w1thout amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a. third reading, rca.i the third time, and passed. 

JAMES E . KADLER. 

The bill (S. 2616) granting a. pension to James E . Kabler was con
sidered as in Committee of the \Vhole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of James E. Kabler, late a. private in Company I, 
Tenth ReO'iment Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill
0 

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

ALONZO H . GREGORY. 

'l'he bill (H. R. 5311) granting a. pension to A.lonzo H . Gregory was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Alonzo H . Gregory, of Company H, Fifteenth 
Regiment .Vermont Volunteers. 

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

PETER CLARK, JR . 

The bill (H. R. 6971) to pension Peter Clark, jr .. , was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Peter Clark, jr., of Atchison, Kans., late of Company H, 
Second illinois Light Artillery. 

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

DAVID L. PARTLOW. 

The bill (H. R. 8185) granting a pension to David L. Partlow was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls the name of David L. Partlow, father of David S. Part
low, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Minnesota. Volunteers. 

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

DAVID W. SEELY. 

The bill (H. R. 5195) granting a pension to David W. Seely was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of David W. Seely on the pension-rolL 

1tfr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 
'!'he P~ESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
April 24, 1888: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill granting a pension 
to Dand ,V. Seely, have examined the same and report: 

This bill passed the House, and the report, which is a.'! follows, i ndopted: 
"The applicant in this case was a mcwbcr of Lieut. R. Crandall's company, 

of the Minnesota State 1\Iilitia., called out to fight the Indians in 1865. In 1866 
he filed an application in the Pen ion Office for pen ion, which was rejected on 
the ground that the injury was not received in ctual engagement with the In
dians. 

"It seems that while he was in pursuit of the Indians with his company, by 
the accidental tli charge of his gun he was wounded in the left arm. rendering 
amputation necessary. The facts as herein set forth seem to be fully estab
lished. ·Had the wo1,1nd been received in an actual engagement with the Indians 
claimant would have been entitled to a.ud "\Yould ha•e received a. pension un
der the general laws. 

"Your committee feel that the man was actuany engaged in protect.bg the 
frontier from the bo tile Indians, and that the technicality ought to be waived." 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 

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

MARY G. CROCKER. 

The bill (H. R. 4.579) granting a -pen ion to Mary G. Croc.-r2r, was 
considered as in Cominittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name ofl\Iary G. Crocker, widow of George W. Crocker, 
late of the Seventy-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

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

ROS.ANN A ROBEY. 

The bill (H. R. 4491) granting a pension to Rosanna Robey was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of Rosanna Robey, widow of Phineas S. Robey, de
ceased, late of Company L, Third Wisconsin Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third rea{iing1 read the third time, and passed. 

WILLilli L . F..DDY. 

The bill (S. 2763) granting a pension to William L. Eddy was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of William L. Eddy, late a private in Company F, 
Seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

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

LENA NEUNINGER. 

The bill (S. 2452) placing the name of Lena Nenninger on the pen
sion-rolls, was co~sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-rolls the name of Lena Nenninger, widow of 
John Nenninger, deceased, late second lieutenant Company I, One hun
dred and ninety-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

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

BRIDGET WHITE. 

The bill (S. 2450) placing the name of Brid'get White on the pension
rolls was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of Bridget White, widow of William White, deceased, late 
pri...-ate Company I, El venth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on 
the pension-rolls. 

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

SARAH E . M'CALEB. 

The bill (H. R. 6609) for the ,relief of Sarah E. McCaleb was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. The Committee on Pensions 
reported an amendment, in line 6, to change the name "Hebert " to 
"Hubert;" so as to make the bill read: 

ne it enacted, etc., 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 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. McCaleb, widow of the 
late llubert A. McCaleb, of Company I, Eleventh illinois Infantry. 

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

was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to bo read 

a. third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

WINEl\IAII RIDDELL. 

The bill (S. 2126) to pension Winemah Riddell was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. The Committee on Pensions reported an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words "sum of," 1p strike out" twenty
five" and insert "twelve;" so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enactrd, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby au· 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the prori ions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name ofWinemah Riddell, and to pay 
her, from and after the passage of this act, during life, the sum of Sl2 per month. 

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

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

time, and passed. 
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EDWIN E. CHASE. 

The bill (S. 2571) granting a pension to Edwin E. Chase was consid
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension
roll the name of Edwin E. Chase, late of Company B, Third Regiment 
Ma.s~achusetts Cavalry. 

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

MRS. MATILDA WILKINS EMORY. 

The bill (S. 2547) to increase the pension of :M:rs. Matilda Wilkins 
Emory was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ,It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Matilda Will.'"ins Emory, widow 
of the late Brig. Gen. William H. Emory, United States Army, at $50 
per month, in lieu of the pension she now receives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Report No. 1097. Does the Senator 

from Missouri desire to have it read? 
1\Ir. COCKRELL. Let it be read, please. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by :M:r. DAVIS 

April 24, 1888: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2.34i) to increase 

the pension of l\Irs. Matilda. Wilkins Emory, have examined the same, andre
port: 

The committee report favorably upon the bill under consideration and recom
mend it for passage. 

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

ELLEN SHEA.. 

The bill (H. R. 1579) granting a pension to Ellen Shea was consid
ered as. in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of Ellen Shea, mother of Michael Shea, late of Com· 
pany .A., Thirteenth Illinois Volunteers. 

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

CATHARINE BLACK. 

The bill (H. R. 3554) granting a pension to Catharine Black was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of Catharine Black, widow of Patrick W. Black, de
ceased, late a first lieutenant in Company F, Ninth Massachusetts Vol
unteers, also captain of Company B, Twenty-eighth Massachusetts 
Volunteers. 

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

J.AMES M. M 1KEEHAN. 

The bill (H. R. 6576) for the relief of James U . McKeehan was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James M. McKeehan, late private in Company 
G, Seventh Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 

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

WILSON C. 1\IOLES. 

The bill (H. R. 3844) granting an increase of pension to Wilson 9. 
Moles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the amount of pensioll paid to Wilson C. Moles, late Company 
H, First Ohio Heavy Artillery, from $50 to $72 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by :Mr. DAVIS, 

April24, 18 8 : 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3844) grant

ing a pension to Wilson C. Moles, have examined the same, and report: 
Your committee have reporte d favorably several bills involving the same pi·in

ciple as the present one, and they therefore recommend the passage of this bill. 
Tte report of the House committee is subjoined. 

HOUSE REPORT. 

The cl11.imant in this case was pensioned for partial paralysis, receiving $8 per 
month from March 3,1864, Sl5 from l\Iay 1,1869,$18 from June 4,1872, 24 from 
August 9,1880, and $50 from May 27,1885. This is the highest rate that can be al
lowed in this case by the Pension Office, because the cla¥uant does not come 
under the provisions of the act of June 16,1880, not being on the pension-roll at 
that time for~ per month. 

The files in the Pension Office show that though comparatively a young man, 
having enlisted in the service when only a little more than si::rteen years of age, 
he is a complete wreck. 

The report of the examining board of surgeons at l'tiarysville, K ans. , after 
describing the disabilities, add: 

''This man is certainly a pitiable subject, dependent upon the k indness of 
friends for everything. He requires the regular aid and attendance of another 
person." 

.A.flidavits filed in the case show that from the effects of the oamly~ the sol
dier has lost all control of his bowels, and bas to be caredfqr as an iuf::mtwould 
be. His condition is certainly worse than that of a. man who has lost the sight 
of both eyes, or of one who has lost both legs or both a.rms, and is otherwi e in 
good health. The present pension is inadequate to provide for his comfortable 
support and to pay for necessary medical attendance. It is not possible for him 
to live many months, and your committee believe that it is the duty of the Gov
ernment to make him as comfortable as possible for the short time be can live. 

Your committee therefore re1lort favorably, and recommend the passage of 
the bill. 

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

NANCY F. JENNINGS. 

The bill (H. R. 5545) granting a pension to Nancy F. Jennings was 
considered as in Commitu,:e of the Wbole. It proposes to put the name 
of Nancy F . Jennings, widow of William Jennings, late of Company 
F, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan Cavalry, on the pension-roll. 

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

JOHN H. SA. YE:RS. 

The bill (H. R. 3180) granting a pension to John H. Sayers was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of John H. Sayers, late captain of Company H, 
Twenty-sixth Regiment of Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, -!>rdered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH W A.RD. 

The bill (H. R. 6582) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ward was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth Ward, wife of Joseph S. Ward, late a 
private in Company B, Seventy-second Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

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

MARTHA. GRAY. 

The bill (H. R. 2071) for the relief of Martha Gray was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Martha Gray, widow of Charles Gray, deceased, formerly 
of Company A, Fourth illinois Cavalry. 

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

HOW .A.RD S. ABBOTT. · 

The bill (H. R.. 3158) increasing the pension of Howard S. Abbott, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the 
pension of HowardS. Abbott, certificate 73522, late adjutant of the Sev
enty-ejghth Ohio Volunteer Ipfa.ntry, be increased from $17 to $30 per 
month. 

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

DAVID M. RE.NNOE. 

The bill (H. R. 6379) to increase the pension of David M. Rennoe 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension ofDavid:M:. Rennoe, late private inQompanyH, Twenty-ninth 
~aiment Indiana Volunteers, to 540 per month, for disability resulting 
from wounds in left foot, neck, and hand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by 1\Ir. DAVIS 

April 24, 18ts8: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 637\-J) grant

ing a. pension to David l'IL Rennoe have examined the same and report: 
The grounds on which tills increase is asked are set out in the following re

port of the House committ-ee. 
Your committee concur in the conclusion therein reached , and recommend 

the passage of the bill. 
This claimant. David M. Rennoe, enlisted as a private in Company II, Twenty- 

ninth Indiana. Volunteers, November :!9, 1861, and was honorably discharged 
March 23,1863, for gunshot wounds received at the battle of Murfreesborough, 
Tenn., December 31,1862. 

Claimant was pensioned December 28, 1863, at the rate Clf $8 per month, for 
loss of right foot, which was increased from time to time by tile Pension De
partment until be received a pension for total third grade. At the session of 
the ~orty-ninth Congress o. special act wa.s passed, June 4, 1886, increasing his 
penswn to 530 per month, because of wounds of left foot, neck, and lland . Sub
s~quent to the passage of the aforesaid acto. general act of Congress was passed 
.August 4,1886, increasing the rate for total disability of right foot to $30 per 
month. Since the passage of the aforesaid aet he continued to receive only$30 
per month, or the rate for the disability of right foot, and nothing for the disa
bilities of foot, neck, and hand. 

By the ruling of the Pension Bureau the special net for his relief, passed June 
4, 1886, must goYern, and therefore the general act of .August 4, 1886, which in
creased the rate on his dis?-bility of right foot to 530 per month, is made to re
peal the effect of the special act of June 4, 1886, which increased his pension 
fr<?m ~4 to ~0 per month beca':lse c:>f wounds of left foot, neck, and hand, and 
tbts bill for au Increase of pensiOn 1s to secure what Congress by special act al
lowed him for the last-named disabilities, but which has not been permitted by 
the Pension Bureau since the approval of the general act of August 4, 1 . 

The evidence now on file in this ease discloses the following facts: Soldier 
was wou?ded at the battle of Mw·.fre~borougb, Tenn., December 31, 1862, the 
ball passmg through the left foot, JUSt m front of the astragalus and .os ealcis 
bones, and through the center of the os calcis of the right foot fra.cturinoo tile 
bone in many pieces. Three months after soldier was disch~rged fro~ the 
sen-icc on account of said wounds. In discllarge it is stated ''gunshot wound, 
fracture of the right and left matatarsis; disability total." 

In a short time after the arrival of ~oldier at h:>me it became necessary to am
putate the right fool to save his life. The board of examining surgeons at So nth 
Bend, Ind., make the following report upon examination: 

"Pensioner's right foot is off about 18 inches above the ankle; left foot shot 
through below and a. little forward of the ankle joint. We find the foot tender, 
and be is not capable of walking or being on his left foot much on account of 
the lameness and soreness it produces; foot looks tender and red. The wounds 
of neck and hand are not painful, and, be says, do not trouble him. We find 
his disability as described above to be eqnal to and entitling him to total third 
grade for loss of right foot, and one-half total for wound of left foot." 

The evidence of the examining surgeons and the citizens of his home clearly 
establish the fact that the soldier is now receiving a. pension only for the ampu
tation of right lell.', and nothing on the wounds of the left foot, neck, or hand, 
and that soldier is unable for the performance of manual labor. 

The committee, being unanimously of the opinion that claimant is entitled to 

·-
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the benefit of the general act of August 4, 1886, submit a favorable rep01·t and 
recommend the passage of the bill. • 

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

1\I.RS. LEPH.A .A. OSBORN. 

The bill (H. R. 5966) granting a pension to Mrs. Lepha A. Osborn 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of Mrs. Lepha A. Osborn, widow of Henry A. Osborn, late 
corporal Company C, One hundred and eleventh RegimentPennsylva
rua Volunteers, and of Company E, One hundred and twenty-eighth 
Ohio Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

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

1\IRS. THEODORA M. PIA TT. 

The bill (H. R. 2282) granting a pension to Urs. Theodora M. Piatt 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Theodora M. Piatt, widow of Benjamin 
M. Piatt, late a captain and assistant adjutant-general of United States 
Volunteers. 

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

F.ARN.AREN BALL. 

The bill (II. R. 4580) granting a pension to Fa.rnaren &ll was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Farnaren Ball, mother of Augustus F. Colde
cott late private in Company F, Seventy-fifth Regiment New York 
Volunteers, war of the rebellion. 

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

WILLIAM H. HESTER. 

The bill (H. R. 8164) granting a pension to William H. Hester was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William H. Hester, late of Company M:, Nine
teenth Kansas Cavalry. 

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

JOHN G. MERRITT. 

The bill (S. 2738) granting an increase of pension to John G. Mer
ritt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to plaee 
on the pension-roll the name ·of John G. Merritt, late a sergeant of 
Company K, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, at $45 per 
mouth, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

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

l'tiRS. MARY M. ORD. 

The bill (S. 2663) granting an increase of pension to l\Irs. Mary Jltf. 
Ord, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Mary M. Ord, widow of the 
late General E. 0. C. Ord, at the rate of $100 per month, in lien of the 
pension she is now receiving. 

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

WILLIAM J. MILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 4519) granting a pension to William J. Miller was 
considered as .in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of William J. Miller, of Salina, Kans., late a private in Company 

, G, One hundredth Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 

third reading, read the third time1 and passed. 
LA.F AYETTE LAKIN. 

The bill (H. R. 8211) to pension Lafayette Lakin was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Lafayette La1.'in, late of United States steam-ship Albany. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, 1·ead the third time, and passed. 

NOAH S. CR.Al\fER. 

The bill (H. R. 5237) granting a pension to Noah S. Cramer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Noah S. Cramer, late of the United States 
Navy. 

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

ELIZABETH TWIGG. 

The bill (H. R. 58-!7) granting a pension to Elizabeth Twigg was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the· name of Elizabeth Twigg, as dependent mother of 
Henry Twigg, late a member of Company H, 'Fourteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry. 
Th~ bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

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

SALLY .A. R.A.ND.ALL. 

The bill (H. R. 88) granting a pension to Sally A. Randall was con
s!dered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
swn-rolltihe name of Sally A. Randall, widow of Antipas Taber who 
served as private in the war of 1812. ' 

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

H.AN N .AH V ARQUISON. 

The bill (H. R. 431) granting a pension to Hannah Varquison was 
cons~dered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pensiOn-roll the name of Hannah Varquison, widow of John l\f. Var
quison, late private in Company A, One hundred and forty-first Regi
ment of Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry . 

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

.ALETTA V. QU ICK. 

The bill (H. R. 7181) granting a pension to Aletta, V. Quick was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place rn the 
pension-roll the name of Aletta V. Quick, dependent mother of Abram 
Quick, late sergeant-major of Thirteenth Regiment New Jersey Volun
teers. 

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

CYRENIUS G. STRYKER. 

The bill (H. R. 5234) granting a pension to Cyrenius G. Stryker was 
cons~dered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pensiOn-roll the name of Cyrenins G. Stryker, late a private in Com
pany .A, Thirtieth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

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

WILHEL:r.IIN A KUHLMANN. 

The bill (H. R. 4845) granting a pension to Wilhelmina Kuhlruann 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Wilhelmina Kuhlmann, widow of Fred
erick Kuhlmann, deceased, late private in Company F, Twentieth Reg
iment New York Volunteers. 

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

JOHN E. 8 ::\HTH. 

The bill (H. R. 130) granting a pension to John E. Smith was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John E. Smith, late a private in Company B 
Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. • ' 

Th·e bill was reported to the Senat,e without amendment, ordered to 
a , third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA M. SC.ANDLIN. 

The bill (S. 2779) granting a pension to Eliza U. Scandlin was con
s~dered as in Committee of the Whole. It propo es to place on the pen
Sion-roll the name of Eliza M. ScaDCUin, widow of William G. Scandlin 
la~e. ~ chaplain in the Fifteenth Regiment Uassachusetts Voluntee~ 
M1ht1a, at the rate of $12 a month. 

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

CHARLES H. SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 5249) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the present pension of Charles H. Smith, late corporal Com· 
pany K, Seventy-sixth New York Volunteers, from $31.25 to $'72 per 
month. 

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

SARAH J. FOY. 

The bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to Sarah J. Foy was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension
roll, at the rate of $25 per month, the name of Sarah J. Foy, late a nurse 
in the Second Vermont Regiment Volunteers. 

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

JOHN B. Tll!BERMA.N. 

The bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to John B. Timberman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John B. Timberman, late private in Company 
G, Thirty-fourth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 

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

LYDIA H.A WKINS. 

The bill (S. 2655) granting a pension to Lydia Hawkins was consid
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension
roll the name of Lydia Hawkins, widow of Richard Hawkins, late pri· 
vate in Company D, Fifty-seventh Regiment of Ohio Volunte.ei?. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WIDOW AND CHILDREN OF PATRICK FRAWLEY. 
The bill (S. 2656) granting a pension to the widow and minor chil

dren of Patrick Frawley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the names of the widow and 
minor children of Patrick Frawley, late a private in Company C, Tenth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

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

MRS. EUIIIA DILL. 
The bill (S. 2638) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma Dill was con

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Emma Dill, widow of William Dill, late 
a captain Company D, Thirty-fifth Iowa Volunteer Infantry, at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

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

BARTOLA THEBANT. 
The bill (S. 2629) to pension Bartola Thebant, a soldier in the Florida 

Seminole Indian war of 1849 and 1850, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of 
Bartola Thebant, a soldier in the Florida Seminole Indian war of 1849 
and 1850. 

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

ALLEN BLETIIEN. 
The bill (S. 2700) granting increase of pension to Allen Blethen was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Allen Blethen, late of Company H, One hun
dred and twenty-fourth Ohio Volunteers, at the rate of $24 per month, 
in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senato without amendment, ordered·to 
pe engrcssed for a third rending, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN E. COONEY. 
The bill (S. 1822) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney was consid

ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen
sion-roll the name of Ann E . Cooney, a Yolunteer army nurse during 
the late rebellion, and to pay her, during life, a pension of $25 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now received by her. 

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

ERNST REIN. 
Tha bill (S. 2413) granting an increase of pension to Ernst Rein was 

· eonsidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of.Ernsb Rein, late a private in Company II, 
Eighteenth Massachusetts Volunteers, at such a rate and increase over 
and in addition to the pension now received by him as he may be en
titled by reason of gunshot wound in the index finger of the left hand. 

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

DRIDGET A. 1\IURPIIY. 
The bill (S. 2052) for the relief of Bridget A. Murphy was considered 

as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension
roll the name of Bridget A. Murphy, widow of Thomas Murphy, de
ceased, formerly of Company I, Twenty-third Regiment Illinois Vol
unteer Infantry. 

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

MARTHA V. COLEMAN. 
The bill (S.1264) granting a pension to Martha V. Coleman was con

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Martha V. Coleman, a volunteer nurse in the 
late war, for life, at $25 a month. 

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

NANCY VAN DYNE. 
Mr. SAWYER. I ask leave to report from the Committee on Pen

sions and have put on its passage a pension bill which I neglected to 
report heretofore. I report without amendment the bill (H. R. 7094) 
granting a pension to Nancy Van Dyne. I ask for its present consid- · 
eration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name.ofNancy Van Dynel mother of James B. Van Dyne, who was 
a private in Company B, Thirty-third New York Volunteers, and late 
orderly sergeant in Company I, First Regiment New York Veteran 
Cavalry. 

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

Mr. COCKRELL. I call attention to the wording of the latter part 
of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. "Subject to the provisions and limitations of 

the of the pension laws." . 
Ur. COCKRELL. I move to strike out one of the "of the's." 
Mr. SAWYER. I thought oftllat, but then we should have to send 

it back to the House and it would cause more bother than it is worth. 
It does not amount to anything. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is· it a House bill? 
1\Ir. SAWYER. Yes; the repetition will not do any hurt. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go. 
The bill was passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ASHEVILLE, N. C. 
Mr. RANSOM. I ask leave by unanimous consent to call up Order 

of Busines~ 1163, House bill1697. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1697) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Asheville, N. C. 

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

HENRY H. SIBLEY'S REPRESENTATIVES. 
M:r. DANIEL. I ask the Senate to take up O.rder of Business 11615, 

Senate bill 518, the second on the Calendar below the one jnst read. 
There being no objection, the Senate: as in Committee of the Whole, 

proceeded to consider the bill (S. 518) for the relief of the legal repre
sentatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased. 

Ur. HOAR. I move to amend in line 4 by striking out '' W. '' and 
inserting '' H. ; '' so as to read ''Henry H. Sibley.'' 

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

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

tllird time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT WOONSOCKET, R. I. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of " 
Order of Business 1012, Senate bill165. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 165) for the erection of a public 
building in the ci ~y of Woonsocket, R. I ., was considered as in Com
mittee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds reported the bill 
with amendments, in line 4, after the words "directed to," to insert 
''acquire by;" in the same line, after the word "purchase," to insert 
"condemnation," and in line 5, after the word "otherwise," to strike 
out "provide;" so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Trensury be, and hereby is, authorized and directed 
t-o acquire by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise a suitable site, and to cause 
to be erected thereon, at the city of vr oonsock:et, in the State of Rhode Island, a 
substantial and commodious publie building, with tire-proof vaults, for the use 
and accommodation of the ITnit-ed States post-office and for other Government 
use!c'. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 13, before the word ''thousand,'' to 

strike out "seventy-five" and insert "fifty;" so as to read: 
The site, and the building thereon, when completed according to plans and 

specifications to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treas
ury, shall not exceed the cost of $>0,000. 

ANNA SLATER. Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. I 
The bill (S. 1319) granting a pension to Anna Slater was considered have already explained to the members of the committee that that sum 

as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- is inadequate, and I think I have tile assent of the committee in ask
ron the name of Anna Slater, a volunteer nurse in the latewar, giving ing that the bill shall stand as originally presented. 
her, during life, the sum of $25 a month. The amendment was rejected. , 

The bill was repor~d to t~e Senate wi tho.ut a~endment, ordered to The next amendment was, in line 17, before the word "thousand," 
be engrossed for a third readmg, read the thud time, and passed. to fill the blank by inserting " fifty ;" so as to read: 

ELVIRA M. DORMAN. I And the site purchase<! shall leave the building unexposed to danger fromfuo 
The bill (S 2830) grantino- increase of pension to Elvira l\I Dorman in ndjacent buildings by a n open ~pace of. at I~ast 40 feet, in cludin~ st.reets and 

• • • •0 • , • alleys; und for lhe purposes herem mentwned the sum of $.50,000 IS hereby ap-
was cons1dered as ill Comm1ttee ot the Who1e. It proposes to place on propriatcd, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
the pension-roll the name of Elvira U. Dorman, minor child of James be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Dorman, late of Company A, First Kansas Cavalry, at the rate of $14 Mr. ALDRICH. I hope tbat amendment will not be agreed to. 
per month, in lieu of that which she is now receiving_ I '.rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be amended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend by striking out "fifty" and in-
be enarossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. serting "seventy-five." 

I 



. 

3630 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. MAY 2, 

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

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

third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT DODGE, IOWA. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 289, Calendar number 1178. . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee on the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 289) for the erection of a public build
ing at Fort Dodge, Iowa. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Gron aus with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the word ''purchase," to 
inser .; "or acquire by condemnation proceedings or otherwise;" so as 
to re:1d: 
Tbn ~ the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and di

rected to purchase or acquire, by condemnation proceedings or otherwi<Jc, a 
site for, and cause to be erected thereon, n. suitable building, with fire-proof 
vaults therein, for the accommodation of the United States district and cir
cuit courts, post-office, and other Government offices, at the city of Fort Dodge, 
Iowa. 

TlL amendment was agreed to. 
Th0 next amendment was, in line 12, after the words "sum of," to 

strike out "one hundred" and insert "seventy-five;" so as to read: 
T he plans, specifications, and full estimates for sn.id building shall be previ

ously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site 
and building complete the sum of 575.000. 

:Mr. ALLISON. The original bill provided an appropriation of 
$100, 000. The committee have reported an amendment reducing the 
sum to $75,000. That amount is not sufficient to put up such a building 
as sb :mld be constructed at Fort Dodge, Iowa, where the United Stat~s 
circuit and district courts are held. Therefore I hope the Senate will 
non-concur in the amendment reducing the sum to $75,000. .A. very 
good example has just now been set in the case of the Asheville bill for 
North Carolina, which passed the Senate with $100,000, though that 
is a much smaller place. 

The PRESIDENT J!ro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend
ment will be disagreed to. The Chair hears no objection,. and it is dis
agree' I to. 

The next amendment reported by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds was, in line 22, before the word ''thousand,'' to strike out 
"one hundred" and insert "seventy-five;" so as to read: 

Anu no purchase of site nor plan for said bui1ding shall be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of 
3'75,00~. . 

The amendment was rejected. ' 
The next amendment was, in line 33, before the word "thousand," 

to strikeout "one hqndred" andinsert "seventy-five;" so as to read: 
For the purpose of this act the sum of 875,000 is hereby appropriated, out of 

any m oneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same to be ex
pended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

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

was concurred in. 
The bill was ordet·ed to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 

third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC llUILDING AT STERLING, ILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 1190, Senate billl940. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1940) to provide for the construction 
of a public building at &terling, ill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the word "purchase," to 
insert "or acquire by condemnation proceedings or otherwise;" so as 
to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di
rected to purchase, or acquire by condemnation proceedings or otherwise, a site 
for, and caused to be erected thereon, a suitable building for the accommoda
tion of the post-oftice a.nd other Government offices at the city of Sterling, in 
the State of Dlinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 11, before the word "thousand," 

to strike out "one hundred" and insert "forty;" so as to read: 
And plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be pre

viously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed, for the site 
and b uilding complete, the sum of $40,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment proposed reduces the amount from 
$100,000.to $4.0,000. !wish to say that I was misled, because I recom
mended to the committee to make that reduction myself. I thought 
$40,000 was the right amount from what I had heard; but I desire to 
say that on investigation I find there can not be such a building put 
there for the amount after purchasing the ground, 'andso I ask that the 
amount be increased to $50,000 instead of $40,000 as proposed by the 
committee. 

·Mr. COCKRELL. I notice the same thing has been done in two or 
three cases. It seems to me the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds ought to make investigation, and if they make a report here 
thatwe shouldnotignoreitlightly. There have been two cases passed 
to-day where they recommended a smaller amount than the Senate 
voted. In a bill that provided $100,000 they recommended $75,000, 
and so reported a few days ago, and we trampled the report under foot 
and gave 5100,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. The remarks of the Senator do not apply to this 
case. 

Ur. COCKRELL. I am only sp~king of the precedent. If we are 
going to have a committee to do its work, let it do its work and dismiss 
it. No member of the committee is here to defend the action of the 
committee and its reports are ignored and trampled under foot. 

.Ur. CULLOM. I move to amend the amendment by striking ont 
$40,000 and inserting $50,000. I exonerate the committee, as I told 
the committee myself that I thought possibly $40,000 would do, but I 
find on investigation that it is not enough. The committee would 
probably have made it more than $50,000 if I had insisted upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment to strike out "forty " and insert "fifty." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment reported by the Committee on Pnblic Build

ings and Grounds was, in line 30, before the word "thousand," to strike 
ont ''one hundi'ed" and inse_!t ''forty;" so as to read: 

And no purch. e of site, nor plan for said building, shall be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of 
S!O,OOO for site and building. 

.Mr. CULLOM. I move to make that $50,.000 also. 
The amendment to the amendment vas agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The nex."t amendment of the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds was to add as a new section the following: 
SEc. 2. That the sm:n of $-!0,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 

any money in the Treasury not otherwi e appropriated, to be used and ex
pended for the purpose provided in this act. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move to amend that amendment in linel bymak-
ing the amount $50,000 instead of 40,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed t-o. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 

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

third time, and passed. 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

M:r. BERRY. I move to take up for consideration Orde:r of Business 
1162, Senate bill 2644. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2644) granting the right of way to the 
Fort Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., 
through the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of 
Kansas, and authorizing said company to build a bridge across the Ar
kansas River at or near the city of Fort Smith, .A.rk. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was in section 4, line 6, after the word ''mile,'' 
to strike out: 
and shall in all respects conform to the laws of Congress on the subject of inter
state commerce which have been or may hereafter be enacted on the subject: 
Provided, 

.A.nd insert: 
Congress hereby reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and 

passengers on said railway and messages on said telegraph and telephone lines, 
until a. State go>ernment or governments shall exist in said Territory within 
the limits of which said railway, or a. part thereof, shall be located; and then 
such State government or governments shall be authorized to fix: and regulate 
the cost of transportation of persons and freights within their respective limits 
by said rail way; but Congress expressly reserves the right to fix: and regulate 
at all times the cost of such transportation by srud railway or said company 
whenever such transportation shall extend from one State into another, or shn.ll 
extend into more that one State: Promded, however, That the rate of such trans
portation of passengers, local or interstate, shall not exceed the rate above ex
pressed : .And provided further, 

So as to make the section read: 
SEc. 4. That said railroad company shall not charge the inhabitants of said 

Territory a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of the 
State uf Arkansas for services or transportation of the same kind: Provided, r 
That passenger rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. Con- ~ 
gress I. ere by reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and passengers 
on sa i I railway and messages on said telegraph and telephone lines until a. 
State g-overnment or governments shall exist in said Territory within the limits I 
of which said railway, or a. part thereof. shall be located; and then such State 
government or governments shall be authorized to fix: and regulate the cost of 
transportation of persons and freights within their resj>ective limits by said 
railway; but Congress expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate at all 
times the cost of such transportation by said railway or said company whenever 
such transportation shall extend from one State into another, or shall extend 
into more than one State: PrO'Uided, however, That the rate of such transporta
tion of passengers, local or interstate, shall not exceed the rate above expressed: 
.And prO'Uided further, Tha.t said railway company shall carry the mail at such 
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prices as Congress may by law provide, and until such rate is fixed by law the 
Postmaster-General may fur:: the rate of compensation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendmen twas, in section 9, line 2, before th~ word "miles," 

to insert "fifty," and in the sa.me line, after the word "within," to 
insert "three years;" so as to make the section read: 

SEC. 9. That said railway company shall build at l en.st- 5Q miles of its railway 
in sa id Territory within three years after the passage of this net, or the rights 
herein granted hall beforfe iteda.s tothatportion not built; and that said ~om
pany shall construct and maintain continually all road :md highway crossmgs 
and n ecessary bridges over said railway wherever ~id roads and highways do 
now or may hereafter cross said railwa.y~s right of way or may be by the proper 
authorities laid across the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. • 
The next amendment was to strike out "Sec. 13" and connect sec

tion 13 with section 12. 
' The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out sections 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 
19, as follows: 

SEc. 14. That the said Fort Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company shall 
have the right to construct and maintain a. bridge across the Arkansas River, 
at or near the city of Fort Smith, Ark., and also to lay on and over said bridge 
a railway trn.ck or tracks for the passage of railway trains; and said company 
may at its option1 construct and maintain ways for wagons, carriages, and foot 
pass~ngers, chargmg and receiving such reasonable tolls therefor as maybe a~ 
proved by the Secretary of War, if built in the Indian Territory, and if built m 
the Stale of Arkansas, by the authorities of the State of Arkansas. 

SEc . 15. That s:Ud bridge shall be constructed and built without interference 
with the security and convenience of navigation of said river beyond what is 
necessary to carry into effect the rights aud privileges hereby granted; and in 
order to secure that object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of 
War, for his examination and approvo.l, a design and d!·awings of the bridge, 
a map of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile be
low the proposed location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore 
lines at high and low water, the direction and strength of the currents at all 
stages, and the soundings, accurately showin~ the bed of the stream, the. loca
tion of any other bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as 
may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and 
until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War 
the bridge shall not be built: Prot.~idl!d, That the bridge built under this act 
shall be a. draw-bridge, with a draw over the main channel of the river at an 
aoce-sible and navigable point, and with the spans of not less than 300 f~et, 
should the width of the river between the draw span and the banb! be suffic1ent 
to pe rmit it, and the head room under such ~spans shall not be less U1an ten feet 
above high-water mark: Provided, aLso, That said draw-bridge shall be opened 
promptly upon reasonable signal for the passing of boats; and said company 
shall maintain at its own expense, from sunset until sunrise, suchlightorother 
signal on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 

SEc. 16. That the Secretary of 'Vai- is hereby authorized and directed, upon 
receiving such plan and tnap and other information, and upon being satisfied 
that the bridge upon such plan with such necessary works and at such locality 
will conform to the prescribed conditions of this act, to notify the company 
that he appro>cs the same; and upon receiving such notification the said com
pany may proceed to an erection of the bridge, conforming strictly to the ap
proved plan and location; and should any change be made in the plan of the 
bridge or accessory works during the progress of the work thereon, such change 
shall be subject likewise to the approval of the Secretary of War, and, in case 
of any.litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free 
navigation of sa.id river, caused or alleged to be caused by said bridge, the case 
may be brought in the United States courtfor the western district of Arkansas. 

· SEO. 17. That the said bridge and accessory work, when built and constructed 
under this act and according to the terms and limitations thereof, shall be law-
ful structures; and said bridge shall be recognized and known as a post-route, 
upon which also no higher charge sha.ll be made for the transport.>~tion O"Ver 
the same of mails, the troops, and munitions of war of the United States, than 
the rate per mile paid for the transportation over the railroad said company 
may construct on its right of way granted in this act, this bridge being a. part 
of the same; and said bridge and railway line shall enjoy the rights and privi
leges of other post-routes in the United States; and should said bridge be con
structed and built in the Indian Terrritory, Congress reserves the right at any 
time to regulate by appropriate legislation the charges for freight and passen-

ges!~v1~~ ~~~~~gUnited States shall have the right of way for such postal
tele..,.raph lines across said bridge as the Government may construct or control. 

oE'c. 19. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this a.ct is hereby expressly 
r eserved; and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entire 
remo>al, at the expense of the owner thereof, whenever Congress shi!Jl decide 
that the public interest shall require it, is also expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out in the third section of the bill the 

words in the forty-sixth line beginning ''If the judgment of the court'' 
downtotheword "damages" inline49. Itisthesameprovision which 
was strnck ont of the railroad bill which was passed the other day. 
My colleague informed me that be intended to have all these bills 
modified so as to correspond with the one then passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The am8ndment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 46, after the word "com-

pany," it is proposed to strike out the words: • 
If the judgment of the court shall be for the same or a. less sum than the 

award made by the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged against the party 
claiming damages. 

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

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

third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill granting the right of 

way to the Fort Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to 
oonstruct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from 
Fort Smith, Ark., through the Indian Territory, to or nea.r Baxter 
Springs, in the State of Kansas." 

FORT SEDGWICK 1\fiLIT.A.RY RESERV .A.TION. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I iuove that the Senate proceed to the considem
tion. of Order of Business 821, Senate billl765. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as inCommitteeof the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1765) to provide for the sale of the 
Fort Sedgwick military reservation, in the State of Colorado and Ter-
ritory of 'Vyoming, to actual settlers. · 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendmentS. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6,after the word'' settlers,'' 
to ~trike out ''only at minimum price,'' and in line 8, after the word 
"1~," to insert "only;" so as to read: 

That it shall be the daty d'f the Secretary of the Interior to cause said tract of 
land to be surveyed, sectionized, and subdivided as other public lands, and after 
said su.rv and appraisement to offer said land to actual settlers under and in 
aecordan with the provisions of the homestead laws only. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 8, after the word "per

son," to insert ' who;" in line 10, after the words "to the," to strike 
out "appraisement thereof" and insert "1st day of Jannary, 1888;" 
and in line 14, after the word "laws," to insert "notwithstanding 
such prior entry;'' so as to read: 

Pr<Yt:ided, That if any person who bas made peTmanent improvements upon 
said land prior to the lst day of January, 1888 (being an actual settler thereon), 
has exhausted his right to make a. homestead entry, such person, or his heirs, 
may enter one quarter-section of said land under the provisions of the home
stead laws, notwithstanding such prior entry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 17, after the words "prior 

to," to strike out "such appraisement" and insert "January 1, 18 8 ;" 
and in line 18, after the word "complete," to strike out ''the pre-emp
tion or;" so as to make the clause read: 

An.dprooidedfurth,er, That the heirs of any deceased person who bad made 
settlement and improvement as abQve described prior to January 1, 1888, may 
complete homestead entry of the person so decea..."Cd. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
:M:r. REAGAN. I should like to hear the bill read as it now stands 

amended. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read as amended. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to 

cause said tract of land to be surveyed, sectionized, and subdivided as other 
public lands, and after sa.id survey and appraisement to offer said land to actual 
settlers, under and in accordance with the provisions of the homestead laws 
only: Provided, That if any person who bas made permanent improvements 
uponliaid land prior to the 1st day of January, 1888 (bcing!Ulactual settler thereon} 
has exhausted his right to make a homestead entry, such perso11, or his heirs, 
may enter one quarter-section of said land under the provisions of the home
stead laws, notwithstanding such prior entry: ..4.nd provided further, That the 
heirs of any deceased person who bad made settlement and improvement as 
abo\"'e described prior to .Jan nary 1, 1888, may complete homestead entry of the 
person so deceased. 

Sro. 2. That the sum of $1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, iB 
hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro
priated, for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act. 

l'!Ir. REAGAN. I am not advised about this bill, but I should like 
to hear the Senator who reported it explain why it is that this land is 
to be left open to be taken up by homestead entries. It seems to be a 
milita1-y reservation, and doubtless, being a military reservation> it bas 
a primary value attached to it. It seems to me it is proper that the 
Senate should know whether the land is of great value, and whether 
there are persons now on it prepared to take it np as soon as the law 
authorizes them to do so. 

Mr. PAD DOCK. I will state for the information of the Senator 
from Texas that the land is not of great value. It is of very ordinary 
value. It is very common arable land. Some settlers have gone upon 
it to develop it, and the aim is to put it upon the same footing as the 
surrounding arid country in Northwestern Nebraska. The land is of 
veiy little value. It could not be sold at a dollar and a quarter an 
acre under the circumstances. 

1\Ir. REAGAN. Will the Senator tell us how long a military post 
was kept at that place? 

Mr. PAD DOCK. For a very short time. It was only a temporary 
post. It was never an important post. . 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know the particulars. 
1\Ir. PAD DOCK. The bill is the unanimous report of the Committee 

on Public Lands, and was recommended by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. 

:Mr. REAGAN. I suppose the committee in passing upon the bill 
has inquired into it, but it seems to me that the legislation proposed is 
unusual; and that a military reservation which is of the value that 
generally attaches to those reservations, after being surveyed, should 
be sold to the highest bidder. I do not understand why it should be 
taken up by homestead entries. ,.. 

Mr. PAD DOCK. Ihe bill is in exact accordance with the provisions 
of all the bills which M\e been passed with reference to military res
ervations in that whole region of country. The Fort Kearney mili
tary reservation, which was composed of land very much more valua
ble than this, was disposed of exactly uilder the provisions of this b:Ul, 
the aim being to give the poor people who have gone on the land tO 
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develop the country the same opportunities that they have under the 
general homestead law. There is actually no value in this land. I 
assure the Senator that it is one of the commonest tracts of land there 
is in this country. 

Mr. REAGAN. Of course, if the bill has been examined by the Com
mittee on Public Lands and reported favorably, I shall raise no further 
objection; but it seems to me that it is rather an unusual thing that a 
military reservation should be disposed of under pre-emption or hom~
stead. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. . . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read th~ . ;""- d 
time, and passed. • 

The Committee on Public Lands reported to amend the ~ .. P-atQ.ble in 
line 1 by striking out the word "State" and inserting "l:y '• . , ,d 
in the same line by striking out the words "Territory of Wyl.:.Umg" 
and insertin~ "Nebraska;" so as to make it read: 

Whereas the tract of land in the States of Colorado and Nebraska, known as 
the Fort Sedgwick military reservation, is no longer needed or used for military 
purposes, and bas been abandoned by the military authorities: Therefore. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The preamble as amended was agreed to. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to provide for the sale 

of the Fort Sedgwick military reservation, in the States of Colorado 
and Nebraska, to actual settlers.'' 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
776. 

HEIRS OF SOLOUON SPITZER. 

I ask to call up House bill 2699, Calendar number 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 2699) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Solomon Spitzer was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to pay $12,500 to the heirs of Solomon Spitzer 
for the unexpended increase in the work of weighing imports at the 
port of New York, under his contract ~ith the Secretary of the Treas
ury, during the year 1879. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why was not the money paid to Spitzer if he 
had a written contract? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The report shows that there was some technical 
objection to the payment by the Secretary of the Treasury, but he 
recommended that it be paid by Congress. 

U r. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
Tl.te Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. STEW

ART :March 21, 1888: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2699) for the 

rel ief of the h eirs of th e la te Solomon Spitzer, after having considered the 
sa me, submit the follo wing report: 

A bill s imilar to the one under considerl\tion was favorably reported upon by 
the House Committee on Claims of the first sessions of the Forty-seventh, Forty 
e ighth, Forty ·n in th, and Fift ieth:Congresses, and passed the House of Represent
a tives on the 2d instant. T he facts in the case are fully stated in the last-men
tioned report. 

A report m ade by the com mitteeofTreasuryofficers appointed by the Secre
tary of the T reasu ry tO exam ine into Spitzer's cla im in 1880 for extra compen
sation, and the concurring opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, a;re hereto 
attached and also made a p a.rt of this report. 

In view of the facts stated in the accompanying papers, your committee re
port back the bill favorably and recommend its passage. 

T he following is the report of the Committee on Claims of the House of Rep
resentatives, made on Februn,ry 14last, to which is added the above-mentioned 
report of the committee of Treasury officers and the concurring opinion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury: 

"The Committee on Cl:l.ims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2699) for the 
relief of the h eirs of Solomon Spitzer, would respectfully report: 

" That a similar bill was favorably reported by l'l!r. TILLMAN, from the Com
mittee on Claims, in the Forty-eighth Congress. Your committee concur in the 
r eport, which is hereto annexed, and recommend that it do pass." 

"The Commi~ee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1089) for the 
relief of Solomon Spitzer, and accompanying papers, have had the same under 
consideration, and make the following report: 

"This bill appropriates the sum of Sl2,500, or so much thereof as in the opin
ion of the Secretary of the Treasury may be necessary, to pay the claim of Sol
omon Spitzer for the unexpected increase in the work of weighing imports at 
the port of New York under his contract with the Treasury Department for the 
year1879. 

"It appears that Spitzer entered into a contract with the Treasury Depart
ment to do all the work of weighing imports at the above-named port for three 
years frccn February 1, 1878, at a compelli!ation of $75,000 per annum. 

"The contract also specified that in case the work was increased more than 
10 per cent. by legislative action increasing the classes of weighable goods, the 
contractor should be entitled to compensation in proportion to the increase, 
l ess the 10 per cent. specified. 

" An unanticipated increase in the volume of importations took place in the 
latter part of the year 1879, and the quantity of weighable goods imported con
tinued to increase to such an extent that Spitzer was no longer able to perform 
his contract, and it was terminated on the 1st of .January, 1880. Spitzer pre
sented a claim to the Treasury Department for extra compensation on account 
of the unexpected increase, and it was referred to a committee of Treasury offi
cers, appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury. They examined the matter 
carefully,and reported that, under the terms of the contract, Spitzer was equita
bly entitled to additional compensation to the extent of 512,500, but there was 
no power vested in the Department to pay same, an?J"ecommended le~islative 
achon. The Secretary of the Treasury concurred in tlie report of the committee, 

"The average number of tons weighed during each of the six years from 1873 
to and including 1878 was 1,104,488, and it is fair t{) assume bidders for furnish
ing the labor in question took into consideration,in making their bids to perform 
tbeservice, theaveragenumberoftonsweigbed during former years. The quan
tity of goods weighed in 1879 was 1,570,907 tons, or 466,419 tons more than the 
average of each of the six preceding years, an increase of about 42 per cent. , 

while the price paid by the Government for the labor performed was oyer Sl00,-
000 less tha n 1877, according to the report of the Treasury offi cials . 

"The collector of the port of New York, the d eputy nan1.l officer, ancl Gen
eral Curtis all seem to indicate, by comm u nicat ion to th e D epartmen t o n this 
subject, that in their judgment it would be eq uitable to a llow 1\Ir. Spitzer 33 per 
ce n t. in addition lo h is contract price for such period us the ecretary w ight 
deem p roper . 

"'.rho r e port of the collect{)r of F ebrua ry 10, 1880, states that accord ing t{) 
Spitzer's pay-rolls the labor under the contract cost him S32,000 in 1879 more than 
the S75,000received from the Go vernmen t.. H e also estimated that during t he 
year 1880 the work done by Spitzer would cost something like $14t,OOO, a nd ex
perience has show n that th is was an underestimate. 

" Your committee are the refore of t he opini on t hat M Spitzer made h is con
tract in good faith, and a s it is fair to assume, on the estimate as furnished by 
tbe Government for the s ix years preced ing 1878, that , in accordance with the 
said contract, he would be e quitably entitled to an addition of 33 per cent. to 
h is contract price for the ' ast half of the year 1879, or $12,500. 

"At the commencement of the first session of th e Forty-seventh Congre1111, o 
1882, Mr. Spitzer came to ' Vashi ngtou a nd presented h is claim, and, while h e re 
prosecuting sa id claim, was sudde nly taken sick, a nd died April13, 1882. 

"In view of the foregoing facts , your committee therefore report back the 
bill, amended so as to pay eaid amoun t of $12,500 to the legal r epresentatives 
of the late Solomon Spitzer, and recommend that it do pass." 

"TREASURY DEPARTMENT , OFF ICE OF THE S ECRETARY, 
" Wa.shington, D. C., August 16, 1880. 

"SIR : In accordance with inst ructions contained in the letter of Assistant Sec
r etary French, of the 12th of February last, we have examined the claims of 
Solomon Spitzer for extra compensation on account of weighing imports at New 
York, and beg lea'l'e to make the following report: 

* * * * * * * 
"The only other branch of the subject remaining to be considered is. what 

extra compensation, if any, shall be paid to Spitzer on account of the lat:ge in
crease in the work prior to the 1st of .January last, and wbat period such com
pensation shall embrace. Is is conceded that the work for which this extra 
compensation is sought was of a character covered by the contract. If Mr. 
Spitzer can be paid extra. compensation on account of such increase, the follow
ing table, furnished by the superintendent of the weighers, Mr. Lake, may be 
taken as exhibiting the number of tolli! and cost per ton of weighable goods 
weighed at the port of New York from 1873 to and including 1879: 

Year. 

1873 .......... . ... . . ...................... ............... . .. 
1874 ................. .................. ......... ......... .. . 
1875 ................ .. ...... . ............. .. ........ .... ... . 
1876 ........... ...... ........ ... •..... .......... ............ 
1877 .. ...... ....... .............. . .. .. ................ ..... . 
1878 .. ... ....... . .. ..... ............ ..... . ................. . 

1879 ... . ........... .. ......... .. ................ ........... . 

Number of Expenses of Cost per 
tons weigheP,. weighing. ton of 2,000 

pounds. 

1, 184, 386ill& 
1,138,13?~ 
1, 005, 944ri!hJ 
1,057,437~ 
1, 097, 36800 
1,093, 66~ 

6, 626, 931 '!!6if/u 
1,570, oo1~a& 

$367, 934. 09 
301,536.30 
314,109.73 
301,891.1.8 
314,294.72 
197,467.22 

198,207.78 
1.62-fo~ 
.12/!u-

"Average number of tons weighed during each of the six years from 187" ') 
and including 1878, 1,104,{88. 

"Average cost per ton, 0.2713+ cent. 
"It is assumed that bidders for furnishing the labor in question took int{) 

consideration, in makin~r their bids, the average number of tons we1ghed dur
ing former years. The quantity of goods weighed in 1879 was 466,419 tons more 
than the average of each of the six preceding years; an increase of about 4.:! 
per cent. 

"The contract specified that in case the work was increased more than 10per 
cent. by legislative action, increasing the cla-eses of weighable goods, the con
tractor should be entitled to extra compensation in proportion to the increase, 
less the 10 per cest. specified. 

"The collector, by his letter of .January 14 (see Exhibit F ) ; the deputy naval 
officer, by his letter of .January 12, and General Curtis, by his report of January 
10 (both inclosures of E xhibit F ), all seem to indicate that, in the judgment. of 
these officers, it would be equitable to allow Spitzer 3-3 per cent., in addition to 
his contract price, for such period as the Secretary may deem proper. 

"To form any judgment as to the period of time which this extra. compensa
tion should embrace, it is proper to inquir~ what were the expenses and receipts 
of Mr. Spitzer in connection with the contract for the year 1~79. The report of 
the collector of F ebruary 10, 1880, marked I, states that according to Spitzer's 
pay-rolls the labor under the contract cost him $32,000 in 1879 more than the 
S75,000 received from the Government as the contract price. The collector esti
mates in said letter that during the present year the work done by Spitzer 
would cost. on the basi~ of last year's importations, something like ~144,000, and 
later experience bas shown that; this was a serious underestimate. 

" Upon review of all the circumstances, we are of opinion that if Mr. Spilzer 
has in good faith performed his contract according to its terms, he would be 
eq uitably entitled to an addition of 33 per cent. to his contract price for the last 
half of the year 1879,or $12,500. 

"We are, however, of the opinion tha~ no power exists in the Secretary to 
make this award without legislative sauction. 

" Very respectfully, 

• 

"Hon . .JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary." 

".J. H. ROBINSON, 
''Assistant Solici tor . 

"A. K. TINGLE, 
"Sup,ervising Special Agent. 

' H. B . .JAMES, 
" Chief Oust oms Di1:ision. 

"TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
" Washi ngton, D. C., March 1,1881. 

"SIR: I am in receipt of a note from the clerk of ycur committee, d ated the 
21st ultimo, requesting, on behalf of the subcommittee charged with the prep
aration of the deficiency bill for 1881, an expression of the views of this De
partment upon the merits of a bill therewith inclosed for the relief.of Solomon 
Spitzer. 

"This bill proposes to appropriate the sum of 812,500, or so much thereof as, 
in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, may be necessary to pay the 
claim of Solomon Spitzer for the unexpected increase in the work of weighin~~: 
imports at the port of New York under his contract with this Department for 
the year 1879. 

"Mr. Spitzer entered into a contract with this Department to do all the work 
of weighing imports at the port of New York for three yeal'jl from Februa1·y 1, 
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1878, at u. compensation of S75,000 per annum. This contract was let to Spitzer SURETIES OF DENNIS MURPHY. 
after public advertisement, he being the lowest bidder. 

"A great, and to a large extent unanticipated, increase in the volume of im- Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
portations took place in the latter part of the year 1879, and the quantity of of Order of Business 935, Senate bill 1715. 
weighable goods imported continued to ine1·ease to such an extent that the con- There being no obiection, the bill (S. 1715) for the relief of the sureties 
tractor was no longer able to perform his contract, and it was accordingly ter- J 
minated on theIst of January, 1880. of Dennis Murphy w~ considered as in Committee of the 'Vbole. It 

"After the abrogation of the contract Spitzer presented a claim for extra com- proposes to release from liability the sureties of Dennis :Murphy, who 
pensation on account of the heavy and unexpected increase in the volume or r 1 te d T._~ t k tth t · 1 theworkduringthela thalfoftheyearl879,andthlsclaimwasreferredbyme waslorme; ypaymas rau nu ~w.~rys_ore eepera ena: wna armory 
to a committee consisting of the Assistant Solicitor of the Treasury, the chief of at Harper s Ferry, Va .• upon hiS official bond to the Umted Sta.tes as 
the special agent's force, and the chief of the customs division, and I inclose such paymaster and military storekeeper executed on the 2 th of Anril 
herewith a copy of their report upon the case. Their conclusion was that inas- 1 58 ' - ' 
much as this work: was done while the contract remained in force there was no , · . . 
power vested in the Department to grant the relief sought, but that if Spitzer '1 he bill was reported to the Senate Without amendment, ordered to 
had faithfully performed the terms of his contract. he was equitably entitled to 1 0 ~. no-rossed for a third reading read the third time and passed 
additional compen'!ation to the extent of $12,500. The method by which they ~ 0 

' ' • 

arrive at this sum as a ba is of compensation is given in their report. ESTATE OF JOSEPH H. MADDOX. 
th~ ~:~:ftf:eno facts which lead me t<> dissent from the conclusion reached by ~ ,"l _ ·~.rrCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider-

" Very respectfully, a~ .;;r Order of Business 508, being the bill (S. 2201) for the relief of 

"Ron. J . D. C. ATKINS, . 
"JOHN SHERMAN, Sec1·etary. Laura E. :Maddox, widow and executrix, and Robert Morrison, execu

"Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Reprefentatives." 

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

PUBLIC BUILDING .AT DULUTII, 1\UNN. 
Mr. SABIN. I move to take up the bill (H. R. 7218) for the erec

tion of a public building in the city of Duluth, State of Minnesota. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

proceeded to consider the bill. · 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

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

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DOVER, N. H. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to take up Order of Business 1179, Sen· 
ate bill384. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 384) to provide for the erection of a. 
public building in the city of Dover, in the State of New Hampshire, 
which was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word '' pur
chase," to insert "or acqu.ire by condemnation proceedings or other
wise;" ~ n.s to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au"thorized and di
rected to purchase, or acquire by condemnation proceedings or otherwise, a 
site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with comlllDdious 
fire-proof vaults, for the accommodation of the post-office, internal-revenue 
office, and other Government offices at the city of Dover, in the State of :Kew 
Hampshire. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 12, before the word 

''thousand.," to strike out "one hundred " and insert "seventy-five;" 
so as to read: 

Tile site, and the building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifica
tions to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall not exceed the cost of $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendmentwas, in section 2, line 1, before the word'' thou

sand," to strike out "one hundred" and insert "seventy-five;" so as 
to make the .section read: -

That the sum of $75,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be used and expended 
for the purposes provided in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senateasamended, and the amendments 

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

third time, and passed. 
T. :J. EDW A.RDS. 

1\ir. HOAR. I move to take up the bill (H. R. 518) for the relief of 
T. J. Edwards, administrator of David Edwards, deceased. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole: 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to T. J. Edwards, 
as administrator of the estate of David Edwards, deceased, late of Jack
son County, Ohio, $225, for the balance due said David Edwards, de
ceased, for property taken by the United States Army in 1862. · 

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

JOHN F. SHORTER. 
Mr. SPOONER. 1\Ir. President--
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Wisconsin will pardon me a moment, 

I moved the other day, unless I am mistaken in my recollection, to re· 
commit to the Committee on Military Affairs, with the assent of the 
chairman of that ~mmittee, Order of Business 997, being the bill (H. 
R. 2465) for the relief of the heirs of John F. Shorter, but I :find it still 
stands on the Calendar. I move that the bill be recommitted if it has 
not already been sent back to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The mistake is in the Calendar, and 
not in the condition of the business. The bill has been recommitted, 
and it should be taken from the Calendar. 

XIX-228 

tor of Joseph H . l\faddox, decea.c:;ed. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Pending that motion I move that the Senate do 

now adjourn. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me a momeut? 
:Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 
Mr. MITCHELL. This bill--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 
Ur. COCKRELL. I withdraw the motion, if the Senator desires to 

make an expbnation. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to adjourn is withdrawn. 
Mr. MITCHELL. This bill was reached in regular order three or 

fonr weeks ago, and was passed over at the sugge..c;;tion of a Senator on 
my own motion. The bill has beeu tw}ce reported unanimously after 
ca.reful investigation by the Committee on Claims; and I trust the Sena
tor from Missouri will suspend his motion to adjourn and let the bill 
be passed. 

I will state in addition that there were two bills of the same nature, 
arising out of simila.r transactions. One was passed two or three weeks 
ago and this one was held over so that the Senator from Iowa [ fr. 
ALLISON] might examine into the matter. He has done so and he 
withdraws his objection. I appeal to the Senator from Missouri not to 
interpose any objection.by a motion to adjourn, and let us pass this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I appeal to the Senator fxom Oregon not to ask 
the Senate to pass a bill of this character with no quorum here. There 
i'5 no quorum present; it is past 5 o'clock; and there is no time to dis
cuss this bill, which may involve millions of dollars. I know that 
'"ben you touch the question of insurrectionary claims, claims for prop
erty acquired technically under the law, you touch a very large num
ber of cla.ims. They ba ve been pending here for the last twenty years. 

I am not certain whether this comes within the category of those 
claims or not. If it does I am opposed to it in toto. It may not come 
within the same rule that would be applied to the others which have 
been reported adversely time and again by the Committee on Claims; 
and I believe the Senator from Massachusetts [M:r. HoAR] once re
ported this claim adversely. 

:Mr. :MITCHELL. No, 1\ir. President--
Mr. COCKRELL. We want some explanation about it, and I tell 

the Senator the bill can not be passed now at 5 o'clock without a quo
mm. There is no use in wasting time with it now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is not necessary that the Senator from 1\Iis
souri should make any threats at all. I know he is a just man, and I 
know he would not do a wrong for anything iu the world. I shall 
not press the bill now, but I ask him to-morrow or this week to look 
into this case carefully. 

:Ur. COCKRELL. ~I will do so. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I am quite sure if he will do so he will come to 

the same conclusion that the Committee on Claims have twice come to 
unanimously. 

1\Ir. COCKRELL. I will look into it carefully. I shall get all the 
reports. I see it has been reported twice adversely, and I think I was 
a member of the committee once when it was reported adversely. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the bill retain its place on the Calen· 
dar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered. 
WILLIAM P. GORSUCH. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to consider Order of Business 761, 
House bill 3727. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 3727) for the relief of William 
P Gorsuch was considered as in Committee of the '~hole. It proposes 
to pay William P. Gorsuch, of Carroll County, :Maryland, 8300, the 
amount paid by him for commutation, he having been drafted into the 
military service of the United States after he had arrived at the age of 
forty-five years. · 

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

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 8 minutes p. m.) 

the Senate adjourned until t.Q-morrow, Thursday, M:ay 3, 188 , at 12 
o'clock m. 

_, 
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NOMINATIO~S. 

Executive nominations received by tlte Senate May 2, 1888. 
CHIEF-JUSTICE. 

Melville W. Fuller, oflllinois, to be Chief-Justice of the United States, 
i.e. the place of Morrison R. Waite, deceased. 

"'(TNJTED STATES CONSUL.. 

David N. Burke, of New York, now consul at Puerto Cabello, to be 
consul ofthe United States at Bahia, .vice William 0. Patton, resigned. 

ASSISTANT .APPRAISER OF 1\IERCHANDISE. 

Frnncis Gross, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of merchandise 
in theclistrictot'NewYork, intheSt;a,teofNewYork, to succeed William 
Kent, deceased. 

.ARMY .APPOUiT~T. 

Jae1es S. Jouett, late first lieutenant Tenth Cavalry, to be first lien
tenant in the Tenth Cavalry, witli rank from February 17, 1883. 

PRO::\fOTIO.NS L.~ THE AR::UY. 

Third Reghnent of Artillery. 
Capt. Wallace F. Randolph, of the Fifth Artillery, t.o bemajor, April 

25, 1888, vice Lodor, promoted- to the Fifth Artillery. · 
Fom·tl~ Regiment of Artillery. 

Lieut. Col. Henry W. Closson, of the Fifth Artillery, to be colonel, 
April 25, 1888, vice Best, retired from active service. 

Fijtk Regiment of Artille-ry. 
Maj. Richard Lodm, of the Third Artillery, to be lieutenant-colonel, 

April25, 1888, rice Closson, promoted to the Fourth Artillery. 
FJrst Lieut. Benjamin K. lioberts, to be captain, April25, 1888, vice 

Randolph, promoted to the Third Artillery. 
Second Lieut. Harvey C. Carbaugh, to be first lieutenant, April 25, 

18881 vice Roberts, pr6moted. 
_ Second Regiment of I11jantry. 
Second Lieut. Jobn S. Mallory, to be first lieutenant, April10, 1888, 

t;ice Muhlenberg, deceased. 
Tlzird Regin1-ent of I1 if an try. 

Lieut. Col. Edwin C. Mason, of the Fourth Infa,ntry, to be colO'llel, 
April 24 , 1888, vice Brooke, appointed brigadier.:general. 

F'ourtl~ Regiment of htfantry. 
Maj. Frederick Mears, of the Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be lieutenant

colonel, April 24, 1888, vice Mason, promoted to the Third Infantry. 
Twenty-first Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut'. Joseph W . Duncan, regimental a-djutant, to be captain, 
April 24, 18881 vice Miles, promoted to the Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

T1venitl-fiflh Regiment of Infantry. 
Capt. Evan 1\liles,. of the Twenty-first Infn.ntry! to. be majort Aptil 

24, 1888, vice Mears, promoted to the Fourth Infantry. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 2, 1888. 

The House met at 12 o'cloekm. Prayer by the Chaplain,IRev. W. H. 
~f.rLBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yest~:rdny's proceedings was rP.ad and approved 

VETO MESSAGE, II. B. WILSON. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the message from the 
President of the UnitedSt!l.tes, the :reading of which was interrupted on 
ye tenlay by the adjournment. 

The Clerk .read as follows: 
To the House of R6p'l'esentatwes: 

I retum without approval House bill No. 19, entitled ".An act for the relief of 
H. B. \V'ilso.n. administrat.or of the estate of William Tinder, deceased." 

The purpose of this bill is to refund to tbe estate of William Tinder the sum 
of $5,000 wh~ch was paid to the Government by his administrator in June, 1880, 
npon the following facts: 

In 1876 two indictments were found against one Evans, charging hlm with 
passing counterfeit money. In May, 1878, he was tried upon one of said indict
ments and the jury failed to agree; thereupon the prisoner entered intO> t.wo 
recognizances in the sum of $5,000 each, with W. R. Evans and William Tinder 
as sureties, conditioned for the appearance of the prisoner Evans at the next 
t~rm of the cOU1't, in November, 1878, for trial upon said indictment. Before 
tha.t date, howe,·er, the prisoner fled the country and failed to appear accm:d
ing to the condition of his bond. In the mean time ·william Tinder died and 
H.. B. Wilson was appointed hls administrator. 

Suits were brought upon the two bail bonds, and the liability of the sureties 
not being admitted, the suits were tried in March, 1880, resulting in two judg
ments in favor of the United States and against the surety Evans and the estate 
ofTinder for $.1,000 each and the cost.s . 

Soon thereafter an application was made by the administrator of the estate 
of William Tinder for r elief, and an ofl'er was made by him to pay $5,000an.d the 
cost , in compromise and settle.ment of the liability of said estate upon said two 
judgments. 

These judgments were a preferred elaim ag:.Lins~ the estate, whlch was repre
sented to be worth sixteen or eighteen th~and dollars. The other surety. 
Evans, wa-s alleged to be worthless, and it was claimed that neither the admin-

, 

i trntor of the Tinder estate nor his attorneys had known tbe whereabouts ot 
the indicted party since hls flight, and that some time would elapse before cer
tain litigation in which the estate was involved could be settled and the claims 
against it paid. 

It was considered best by the officers of the Government to accept the proposi
tion of the administrator, whi.ch was done in June, 1880. The sum of $5,W9.06, 
the amount of one of said judgments, with interest and costs, was paJ.d into the 
United States Treasury, and the estate of Tindel" was, in con ideration thereof, 
released and discharged from all liability upon both of said judgments. 

Thus was the transaction closed, in exact accordance with the wishes and the 
prayer of the representative of this estate, and by the f vor and indulgence of 
the Government upon his :~.pplication. There wa , so far as I can learn, no con
dition attached, nd no understanding or agreement that any future occurrence 
would affect the finality of the compromise by which the Government bad ac
cepted one-half of its claim in full settlement. 

It appears that in 1881 the party indicted was arrested and brought to trial, 
which resulted in his conviction. .And apparently for this reason alone it is pro
posed by the bill under consideration to o:pen the settlement made all the re
quest of the adm.ini trator and refund to h1m the sum whlch he paid on such 

: settlement pursuant to his own offer. 
I can see no fairness or justice to the Government in such a proposition. I 

do n.ot fiud any statement that the administrator delivered the pri.Jsoner to the 
Uoited States authorities for trial. On tbe contrary, it appc!l.rs from 3..D exami
nation made in the Fir t Comptroller's Office that he wa arrested by the mar
shal on the 25th of .May,l881, who charged and was paid his fee therefor. And 
if the admin.i.strator had surrendered the prisoner to justice, it would not enti
tle hlm to the repayment of the money he has paid to compromise the two 
judgme nts agains~ him. 

The temptation to relieve from contracts with the Government upou plausible 
application is, in my opinion, not sufficiently resl ted. But to refund money 
paid i nto the public Treasnry upon such a lib rnl compromise as i ~xhibited in 
this ease seems like a. d eparture from aJ.l business principle and an llllS3.fe con· 
ceEsiou that the interests of the Government a.re to be easily surrendered. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 1, l8Ss. 
GROVER OLE"VE.LAND. 

The SPEAKER. What action will the House take with themes
sage? 

Ir. WHEELER. I move that it be :referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
COLLECTIO.N OF REVE.NUE, NO l'I.LiN1S LAND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House letter from t.be Secre
tary of the Treasury, transmitting corre pondence und recommending 
legislation for enforcing the ln.ws for the collection of internal revenue 
in the Public Land Strip known as "No :&Ian's Lund;, which as re
ferred to the Committee ou the Judiciary. 

BRIDGE AG:ROSS BLACK RIVER, AltKANSAS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 2614) to 
authorize the Batesville and 13riukley Railroad to build 3 b:ridge 
across. the- Black River in Arkansas; which was read a first and second 
time. 

1\fr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the House 
for the consideration of this bridge bill at the present time; ancl hope 
I -will be permitted to state in this c<>nnection that the bill.ba,s been 
reported unanimously by the House committee iu the exact form here 
presented. It has also received the approval of the Secretary of War 
and the Chief of Engineers. I ask unanimous consent, not only to con
sider the bill now, but also to dispense with the reading of the bill at 
length, in order to save time. It is provided with all of the usunl re
strictions placed in bills of this character. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of tho gentleman 
from Arkansas? 

1\fr. DINGLEY. I have no objection; but there is :mother Sen!tte 
bill which came over. on Friday last, relating to the establishment of a 
cert.:'lin light-house in Maine; and !"ask that I m..'ly also be recognized for 
the purpose of ask.i.!:!g the present consideration of that bill. 

:Mr. ROGERS. I hope the gentleman will let that co a up after
wards. I did not object to its consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. Let each stand on its own merits. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has withheld from the House, at the 

suggestion of members who desired to ask unanimous consent, several 
Senate bills, among them the. one to which the gentleman from :Maine 
re!e.rs. The- Chair has sent for the bill. 1 

Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill referred to 
by the gentleman from ..A.llansas 2 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the bill demanded ? 
l\Ir. ROGERS. I hope the reading will be dispensed with~ 
The ren.ding of the bill was dispensed with. 
The bill was considered,. ordered to be read o third time; and was 

accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
1t1r. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by wliich the bill was 

passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House bill No. o5G3, 

upon the same subject, will be laid upon the table .. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LIGHT-HOUSE,. ETC., FOX ISLAND, M.A.INE. 

The SPE.AKE.R also laid before t.be House the b.ill (S. 2506) for the 
establishment of a.ligP.t-house, fog-signal, and day bea.con in the vicin
ity of Goose Rocks, Fox Island Thoroughfare,. :Maine. 
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Mr. DING LEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres

'ent consideration of that bill. 
The SPEAKER . . The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be established at or ne:u· Goose Rocks, at the 
'entrance of Fox Island Thoroughfare, on the coast of Maine, a. light-house and 
log-signal, nnd that there be established at or near Channel Rock, in the vicinity 
lof Goose Rocks, a day beacon, the co t of which shall not exceed the sum of 
$35,000, including the cost of the sites, and said S35,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary for said purposes, is hereby appropriated out of moneys in 

1 the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
1 l\1r. DINGLEY. I wish simply to state, in connection with this bill, 
~that it has been unanimously reported by the Committee on Commerce 
of the House, with this exception, that in the House bill there is no 
appropriation, as appears in the present bill, and if unanimous consent 
is given for the consideration of the bill at this time, I will move to 
strike out the appropriation, so that it will be precisely the bill re
J?Orted by the House committee, and also precisely in the form of the 
bill which was passed a few days ago for the establishment of a light
house on the Florida coast, on motion of the gentleman from Florida 
~[Ur. DAVIDSON]. I will state that this is recommended by the Sec
•retary of the Treasury and by the Light-House Board. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
.the bill? 

Mr. CRISP. Before consent is given, as I do not see the gentleman 
from :Missouri [1\Ir. CLARDY] in his seat, who bas charge specially of 
matters referring to light-houses, I would like to know whether this 
meets his approval? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I consulted with the gentleman from 1\lissouri, 
and he has given his consent to this application. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I have no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the present consider

ation of the Senate bill? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I now move to strike out the a-ppropriating clause 

in the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that portion of the bill pro

posed to be stricken out. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

A nd said $35,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary for said purposes, is 
hereby appropriated out of moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri
nteu. 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac

cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the House bill No. 1492, upon 

the same subject, will be laid upon the table. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT NEWPORT NEWS, VIRGThLA. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1828) to pro

vide fo1 a light-boose at Newport News, Middle Ground, Virbrinia; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. PHELAN. I ask for the present consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secr etary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 

and dire~ted to cause a light-house to be constructed at Newport News, :rtiiddle 
Ground. Virginia; and $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby 11ppropriated for this pm·pose from any money in the Treasury not other
wise appropriated. 

' The -3PEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
'the bill? 

Mr. CRISP. I believe that the chairman of the Committee on Com
merce, the gentleman from Mh;souri [Mr. CLARDY], is now present. 
tr desire to call his attention to the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee [Mr. PHELAN] . 

Mr. CLARDY. Is this a Senate bill? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. CLARDY. It seems to carry an appropriation. 
1\Ir. PHELAN. I am willing to have the appropriation stricken ont. 
1\Ir. CLARDY. I ask the gentleman further if the Senate bill con-

forms in every respect to the House bill_ · 
lli. PHELAN. It conforms to the House bill exactly, except that 

the House bill provided for an appropriation of $35,000 and the Senate 
bill for an appropriation of $50, COO, but that being stricken out, there 
is no cause for objection. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PHELAN] to strike out the appropri
ating clause will be agreed to. 

:Mr. CLARDY. I ask if there ought not to be an amendment pre
scribing the amount which this light-house will cost. 

1\fr. PHELAN. That can be settled by an appropriation h ereafter. 
The Light-House Board calls for an appropriation of $50,000. The 
R ouse committee recommended an appropriation of $35,000. The Sen-

ate bill calls fo r an appropriation of $50,000. That can be settled in 
the future. I ask for the passage of the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the appropriating clause. 
which it is proposed to strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
And $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated 

for thls purpose from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment offered by Mr. PHELAN to strike out the appropri
ating clause was agreed to . 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

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

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The corresponding House bill (H. R. 1891) to provide for a light-house 

at Newport News, Middle Ground, Virginia, was laid on the table. 

L . J . WORDEN. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the bill (S. 1064) for the 

relief ofL. J . Worden; which was read a first and second time. 
1\Ir. FUNSTON. I desire to say that I introduced a bill like this in 

the House, which has been fa•orably reported. I also introduced a 
similar bill in the last Congress, and it was favorably reported. I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate bill be now considered, and that the 
House bill be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill will be read. 
The bill (S. 1064) was read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Post rnnster-General be, and is hereby, authorized 

and directed to allow L. J . Worden, la.tepostmastera.tLawrence, Kans ,for ex
penditures made by said L. J. 'Vorden for clerk-hire necessary for the proper 
transaction of the business of said post-office during the period from July 1, 
1882, to June 30, 1883, the sum of 5625; and that a sum sufficient to pay said al
lowance is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other
wise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. CRISP. I ask if that bill bas been considered by the Honse 
committee? 

Mr. FUNSTON._ It was considered in the last Congress by the House 
committee and favorably reported. A similar bill WM introduced in 
this House and has been favorably reported. 

Mr. CRISP. In this Congress? 
Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 

the third time, and passed. 
Mr. FUNSTON moved to reconsider the •ote by which the bill was 

passed; and also moved t_hat the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The corresponding Honse bill (H. R.. 2265) was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSEKCE. 
By unanimous consent, Iea>e ofabscnce was granted asfollows: 
To Mr. GROSVENOR, for four days, on account of import.'lnt busi

ness. 
To Mr. BowEN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I now call for the regular order, and move to disp ense 
with the morning hour for the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. TOWNSHEJ\TD. I wish to call attention to the fact that the 
Nicaragua Government' has asked this Government to permit one of 
their youths to be educated at the West Point Milita.ry Academy. A 
House bill giving that permission has been reported. A Senate bill for 
the same purpose bas been received, and I ask that it be passed-

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] h~ 
called for the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is not a private request. It is a matter 
of international courtesy~ and I hope' the gentleman will yield long 
enough to allow that bill to be passed .. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas ha-s declined to with
draw his call for the regular order, and the Chair bas no djscretion. 
The question is on the motionofthegentleman from '£exn.s to dispense 
with the morning hour for the call of committees for reports. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof, 
Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent tbat gentlemen having re

ports to make from committees may have leave to hand them to th e 
Clerk for reference to the appropriate Calendars. 

There was no objection. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk's 

desk: 
ALASKA SEAL FISHERIES. 

Mr. DUNN, from the Committee on Merchant Marine aud Fishe!'ies, 
reported back favorably the following resolution ; which was referred to 

... 
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the Committee of the Wbole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompn.nying report, ordered to be printed: 

Rewlved, That the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries be author
ized and directed to fully and thoroughly inyestigate the fur-seal fisheries of 
Alaska, and all contracts or leases made by the Government with any persons 
or companies for t!Je taking of fur seals or other fur-bearing animals in Alaska; 
the character, d uration,and conditions of such contracts or leases; and whether 
and to what extent the same have been enforced and complied with or violated; 
the receipts therefrom, and the expenses incurred by the Government on ac
count of any such contracts or leases; and to fully investigate and report upon 
the nature and extent of the rights and interests of the United States in the fu.r
senl and other fisheries in the Bering Sea, in Alaska; whethet· and to what ex
tent the same bnve been violated, and by whom; and what. if any, legislation 
is necessary for the better protection and preservation of the same; that said 
committee be authorized to send for persons and papers, issue process, summon 
witnesses, administer oaths, etc., and to employ a clerk, stenographer, and mes
seno-er,·whose compensation shall not exceed S6 a day while so employed; and 
that all expenses of such investigation shall be paid out of the cont-ingent fund of 
t.he IIouse. 

DEFICmXCY IN EXPENSES OF COLLECTING CUSTOMS REVENUE. 

Ur. BURNES, from the Committee on .Appropriations, reported a bill 
(II. ft. 9788) mak-ing an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the 
approprin.tion for expenses of collecting the revenue from customs for 
the fi cal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FARLOW. 
1\fr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

back favorably the bill (S. 2014) granting a pension to John Farlow; 
which was referred to t.be Committee of the Whole House on the Pri
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

R.A.CHAEL A. SINKINSOY. 
Mr. PIDCOCK also, from the Committee on· Invalid Pensions, re

ported back favorably the bill (S. 1101) granting a pension to Racbael 
A. Sinkinson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, n.nd, with the n.-ccompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. ~ 

SAMUEL NOBLE. 
:Mr. O.A'l'ES, from the Committee on the Judiciar.y, reported back 

favorably the bill (S. 2202) for the relief of Samuel Noble; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SANDY HOOK SHIP-CHAN "'ELS. 
Mr. CATCHINGS, from the Committee on Rivers and Ha-rbors, re

ported back resolution moved by :Mr. SPINOLA .April 30, 1888, with 
the following substitute therefor; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the Sec.retnry of War be, and he is hereby, requested to trans
mit to the House of Representath·es a detailed statement of the work being done 
in deepening the Sandy Hook ship-channels, ·giving the terms of the present 
contract the facilities of the contractors for doing the work, tbe amount of ma
terial re~oved by the said contractors to date, and the estimated amount of 
material yet to be remo•ed under the contract, and also at the present rate of 
proo-ress what length of time will be required to exhaust the present appropria
tiOJ~ of$'i50,000, and why the work has not been pushed forward more rapidly. 

AC.ADE1IIC BUILDING AND GYli!N .A.SIUM, WEST POINT. 
1\lr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on l\1ilitary ..Affairs, re

ported back the bill (II. R. 9409) for the erection of an academic build
ing and gymnasium at West Point; which was refen·ed to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the s~te of the Union, and, wfth the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, W ATERBURY1 CONN. 
Mr. SOWDE~, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7729) for the erection 
of a public building at Waterbury, Conn.; which was ~eferred to ~be 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Un,10n, and, w1th 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

POLICE 1\I.A.TRO~S, DISTRICT OF COLU1\IBIA.. 
M1· . ..ATKINSON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

reporteO. back favorably the bill (H. R. 8039) providing for the ap
pointment of police matJ:ons for the District of Columbia, defining 
their duties, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ACKNOWLEDGl\IE~T OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, introduced 

a bill (H. R. 9 04) to validate acknowledgment of deeds made before 
commis iouers of the circuit courts of the United States or before any 
of the commissioners of the supreme court of the District of Columbia 
since the 16th of September, 1850; which was referred to the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

IE SAGE FROM THE .SENA.TE. 
..A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCooK, its Secretary, announced 

that the Senn.te had agreed to the amendments of the House to the bill 

(S. 738) granting a pension to the guardian of Enos J. Searles, of Cler
mont County, Ohio. l 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without , 
amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 56) authorizing the use and · 
improvement of Castle Island, in Boston Harbor. 

The message further announced that the Senn.te had disagreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2345) authorizing the con
struction of bridges acro~s the Cape Fear River and the Northeast River 
in the State of North Carolina, asked a conference upon the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and bad appointe-d as conferees on 
the part of the Senate Mr. RANSOM, Mr. VEST, and Mr. S..A. wYER. 

The message further announced that the Senate bad passed a bill 
(S. 1913) for the erection oh1 public building at Emporia, K:ills.; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

TARIFF. 

Mr. MILLS. I moYe that the Honse resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid
eration of bills raising revenue. 

'l,be motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

.House ou the state of the Union. Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 
The CH.AIRM.AN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 

Honse on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering tho bill 
the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk 1·ead as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 

collection of t!Je revenue. 

.Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the collection of taxes 
is one of the admitted functions of government; but how they should 
be collected, in what proportion imposed on different industries and 
individuals, and for what purposes are still vexed questions that nearly 
affect the interests of the people. No class is disposed to cavil at 
any tax or system of taxation merely intended to raise revenue for the 
support of the Government, honestly and economically administered; 
but it is claimed that this is the limit of the power, and certainly it is 
the measure of the duty of the Government in respect to taxation. It is 
claimed that the Government has no right to take from the people by 
taxation a sum more than commensurate with its needs, or to tax, di
rectly or indirectly, .A, B, and C for the purpose of enriching D. When 
a greater sum is raised by taxation than is demanded for governmental 
purposes, even though it is ret..'lined in the Treasury vaults, the people 
have aright to complain. Excessive or unnecessary taxation takes from 
the people what is theirs, and what they have a right to retain and 
u e, and the unnecessary accumulation of money in the Treasury merely 
adds to the wrong, for it can only have the effect of appreciating the price 
or value of money and depreciating the price of every other species of 
property. To the masses of the people such a policy is especially unjust 
and oppressive. .As has been said by an eminent writer on economics: 

Federal taxes, both direct and indirect, with very few exceptions, are levied 
on commodities, fall on consumption, and must be paid by the consumer in the 
increased price of the things be consumes. Hence it follows that the burde n o! 
such taxes must be disproportionately heavier on the man who, from neces ity, 
expends a)l or nearly all of his wages, salary! or other income, in mere living, 
than on h1m who expends one-half or one-thud, or a smaller proportion of hi.a 
income for like purposes, and lays up a su.rplus for increasing his .r esources. 
* * * Every dollar raised by the Government by taxation for any other pur
pose than to provide revenue for its most economical administration, consti
tutes, therefore, n. heavier burden on the recipients of smaller incomes and 
wages than upon any other class of the community. 

The taxes levied in the Stutes are 1m posed on the property, every one 
paying in proportion to his wealth and ability. But taritl:' taxes often 
fall more heavily upon the necessaries of the po~r than upon the lnx
mies of the rich. The poor man's blankets or his wife's cloak or shawl 
pay a tariff .five or ten times as high as the rich man's diamonds. 

By overtaxation we have now ~n the Treasury more than $100,000,-
000, and for a number of years we have had an unnecessary accumula
tion of the money of the people withdrawn from the circulating medium 
of the country. The amount of this drain on the country is not at once 
apprecia,ted. David .A. Wells, one of our best thinkers and writers on 
economics, in an article published in the Princeton ReYiew a few years 
ago, said: 

Recent investigations have shown that, accepting the highest reasonable es
timate that can be made of the value of the annual product of the nation, and 
supposing the same to be equally divided among our present population, the 
a•erage income of each per on, out of which subsistence, avings, education, 
means of enjoyment, reparation of waste, and taxes are to be provided, would 
not be in excess of 50, probably not over 40, cents per day. But, as a practical 
matter, we know that tbe annual product is not divided equally, and ne•er can 
be, and some receive the annual average as stated multiplied by hundreds and 
thousands, which of course necessitates thatverymanyothers shallreceive pro· 
portionately less. 

When, now, it is further considered that the present ag~regate of Federal, 
State and municipal taxation in the United States probably amounts to 7 per 
cent. 'on the vaiue of the entire annual product of the country, and that the un
necessary taxation of$100,000,000 which the Federal GoYernment now collects 
from the people i.a equal to 15 or 20 per cent. of what the whole people annually 
save from the product of their labors (taking no account of the additional bu.r
den which the imposition of such taxation entails through increased prices, 
taxation which the people pay, but which the Government does not receive), 
it is possible to form some idea of how a fiscal policy of large taxation, which 
so many politicians and so·caUed statesmen advocate as in the interest of the 
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mai!Ses. Tearfully trenches ~m the narrow measur~ of comfort which the masses I many fortunes made-I should rather say acquired-in a few years 
under the most favorable cucumstances can obta.m · . . . . ' Such taxes- · a!ld they thought this therr opporturuty. And our pnncelymasters-

Says Mr. Atkinson, alluding to the fc'lct before noticed that the Fed- for, dis~~ise it as we m~y, they ha~e domin~ted us for years-insisted 
eml taxes fall on commodities- on retammg, and_ d~ still substantially retam, what was conceded to 

take from t~e many what they may actually need for a bare subsistence. They 
must fall w1th the gren.test hardship on those whose earnings for their families 
are_less, on the average, than a dollar a day to each adult man and woman; and. 
while our J?resent ~xcess of national taxation may be equal to only 15 per cent. 
of the poss1b!e savmgs of the whole people, they may take 100 per cent. -even 
the little all-of what the poor man may save. 

In aJdition to the direct injury to the general business of the country 
and to t~~ in~vidual citizen such an accumulation in the Treasury is 
demorahzmg m the extreme. It is an incentive to the multiplication 
of offic~s, the increase of salaries, and to extra.vagant,, if not corrupt, 
expendItures generally. It <'.an not be necessary to enlarcre on the wron(J" 
of overtaxation or the evils of such a surplus. All .;ill at leru · ·.;{ 
theory, admit them. The President has at different tim~s called-the 
attention of Congress to the situation and its dangers. 

The questions therefore arise, What is the remedy? Why is it not 
applied? 

To answer these questions it is necessary to take a brief retrospect of 
our system of Federal taxation, and to look at the reasons why it was 
adopted and why and by what means retained. 

At the breaking out of the war of the rebellion, the "Morrill tariff 
bill," so called, was enacted, which was an increase of the then exist
ing tariff. Even that increase was not demanded by the manufactur
ers, as was declared by their friends on the floor of Congress and there 
is certainly no reason to suppose that the manufacturers ~ske9. for a 
higher tariff than that of the Morrill bill, in 1861. 

But during the war very heavy internal taxes having been imposed 
on nearly every class of business, the import taxes were accordingly 
raised. This was a simple act of justice to our manufacturers, for it 
would otherwise have been impossible for them to bear the burdens of 
our high internal-revenue taxes and compete with outside untaxed 
competitors. The tariff on imports was therefore raised, but with the 
distinc~ understanding expressed by the advocates of the tariff and the 
friends of the manufacturers on the floor of Congress, that the meas
ure should be only temporary as an offset to the internal taxes. The 
several bills increasing the tariff were passed with this distinct under
standing. Mr. MORRILI,, in a speech introducing one of the bills, used 
t.his language: 
. It will be indispensable for us to revise the tariff on foreign import-s so far as 
l~ may be seriously disturbed. by any;interna.l duties, and to make proper repara
hon. * * * If we bleed manufacturers, we must see to it that the proper tonic 
is administered at the same time. 

And Mr. Stevens said: 
We intended to impose an additional duty on imports equal to the tax which 

had been put on the domestic article. It was done by way of compensation to 
dome tic manufacturers against foreign importers. 

These gentlemen had charge of the bills and were, as it is well known 
leading protectionists. ' 

The three revenue acts of June, 1864-practicaHyonemeasure-were 
the greatest measure of taxation the world had ever seen. The first 
provided for an enormous extension of the internal-tax system· the 
second for a corresponding increase in duties on imports· and the third 
authorized a loan ofS400, 000,000. The first two were u~derstood to be 
and advocated as companion acts, one the complement of the other
the first made necessary by the second, and only to exist while the sec
ond existed. 

When the war was terminated, its floating debt paid, and the then 
exciting questions of reconstruction disposed of, the attention of Con
gres.~ was naturally called to the reduction of taxation. Then common 
fairness and the previous solemn understanding obviously required that 
in proportion as the internal taxes were abated the tariff on imports 
imposed during the war and as a war measure, should also be abated: 
Mr. MORRILL, who, as I have said, was an extreme pwtectionist and 
the author of the tariff bills, said in 1870: 

·For revenue purposes, and not solely for protection, 50 per cent. in many in
stances hns been added to the tariff (during the war) to enable our home trade 
to bear tp.e n~w but indjspensable burdens of internal taxation. Already we 
have relmqmshed most of such taxes. So far, then, as protection is concerned 
* . * * we may safely remit the percentage of tariff on a considerable part of 
our foreign importations. * * * It is a mistake of the friends of a sound tariff 
to insist upon the extreme rates imposed during the war if less will raise the 
necessary revenue. * * • Whatever percentage of duties was imposed on 
our foreign goods to cover internal taxation on home manufactures could not 
now be claimed as lawful prize of protection when such taxes have been re
pealed. There is no longer an equivalent. 

In the year 1870, and prior years, it was estimated that an annual 
reduction had been made in internal-revenue. taxes as follows: 

~~~~~I i.c·;-_:_::_:_:._:_:_:_:::u:::··::_:_:·::·:.~::._::;:·::H:.F:::::::·:;:::;::·:)::::~Ei~ l:m: I 
So far :1!'< they affected the manufacturers the internn.l-revenne taxes 

were wip~d out. The people had, therefore, a right to demand that 
the pron;nsed reductions should be made in the taxation on imports. 
But dunng the war and the years following the protectionists had seen 

them by the patrwbsm of the people as a. war measure, on the express 
understanding that when the pressure of internal taxes should cease 
the pressure of their exactions should also cease. 

The good old rule 
Su.fficeth them, the simple plan, 
That they should take who have the power, 

And they should keep who can. 
It is difficult to consider this subject with equanimity. But per

haps we should not be too severe in our condemnation of the course of 
these monopolists, for when has ever any class of people willingly sur
rendered such an advantage? It is hardly to be expected that a few 
favored classes should, without a struggle, consent to the surrender of 
their power to levy tribute upon the people. Self-interest obscures the 
moral sense of all men. These lines of Scotland's great poet are almost 
as true as the precepts of Holy Writ: 

But, och! mankind is unco weak, 
And little to be trusted, 

If self the wavering balance shake 
It's rarely right adjusted. 

For the last few years the contest has been going on, and growing 
hotter and hotter, between the monopolists on one side, fighting like 
feudal lords of the middle ages for the right to compel the masses of 
the people to contribute to theiF magnificence, and, on the other side, 
the people, in almost an unorganized condition, resisting the injustice 
and oppression. The contest is an instructive one; humiliating to the 
people in some respects, it is true, because at the bidding of party 
hacks they have permitted themselves to be overborne by a handful of 
capitalists; but nevertheless its lessons, if carefully read and pondered, 
can not be without advantage. 

Though the internal taxes had been so largely reduced, the annual 
receipts of the Government had become greater than its needs, with a 
certainty that the surplus would increase annually. There was, there
fore, a necessity for a reduction of taxes. One class or party in Con
gress insisted that the reduction should be made so as to lessen the 
taxes on the necessaries of the people, according to the understanding 
when the tariff was increased, while the other side insisted that the 
reduction should be so made as to lessen or abate the taxes on the 
property of the wealthy class and on those articles the tax on which 
bore heavily on no one. The latter class succeeded. 

So, that tbe very truth may appear, I refer to the record. 
Iu 1870, a bill being before the House to regulate internal taxes and 

for other purposes, :Mr. HOLMAN moved an amendment imposing-
a tax of 10 per cent. per annum on the interest and income accruing from all 
bonds, notes, and other securities of the United States, the same to be deducted 
and withheld from such interest at the time of payment thereof by the Treas
urer of the United States-

Which was disagreed tO-yeas 46, nays 135; of the yeas all were 
Democrats but 3; of the nays all were Republicans but 5. 

Mr. BECK moved to-
amend by levying a tax of 5 per cent. on the interest or coupons of all bonds or 
evidences of debt, including United States bonds. 

Which was disagreed to-yeas 78, nays 111. Of the yeas all were 
Democrats but 26; of the nays all were Republicans but 2. 

This bill being in the Senate in the same year, Mr. Bayard moved to 
amend by adding the following words: 

That hereafter there shall be annually deducted and withheld by the Treas
urer of the United States 5 per cent. of all moneys payable as interest upon the 
public debt of the United States, the same being hereby imposed as a tax upon 
the property represented by the bonds heretofore issued under the laws of the 
United States. 

Which was disagreed to-yeas 12, nays 36. Of the yeas8 were Demo
crats and 4 Republicans; of the nays all were Republicans. 

Mr. Thurman moved to amend by a{}ding the following words: 
That there shall be levied and collected in the manner hereinafter specified a 

tax of 5 per cent. upon the income of every person residing in the United States 
.and of every citizen of the United States residing abroad, derived from interest 
on the bonds of the United States, said tax to be collected by withholding the 
same in the payment of such interest. 

Which was disagreed to-yeas 11, nays 35. Of the yeas all were Dem
ocrats but 3; ofthe nays all were Republicans. 

At the :first session of the Forty-seventh Congress (1882) a bill was 
pending. the first section of which was in the following words: 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the passage of this act, except as herein
after pro'\"ided, the taxes hereinafter specified, imposed by internal-revenue laws 
now 1n force, be, and the same are hereby, repealed, namely: The stamp tax on 
bank-checks, drafts, orders, and vouchers; the tax on the capital and deposits 
of banks and bankers, under section 3408 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended; the tax of capital and deposits of national-banks, under 
section 5214 of the Revised Statutes; * • * the tax on matches. perinmery, 
medicinal preparations, other articles, imposed by Schedule A, following sec
tion 3437. of said Revised Statutes. 

On the passage of that bill there were yeas 127, nays 80; of the yeas 
all•were Republicans but 23, of the nays all were Democrats but 16, 
and of those 16 four were Independents. 

When this bill reached the Senate Mr. GEORGE moved to limit the 
repeal of the stamp tax to checks, etc., under $100 in amount; which 

.-
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was disagreed to-yeas 19, nays 39; of the yeas all were Democrats, of 
the nays all were Republicans but 7, two of whom were Independents. 

Mr. GEORGE then moved to strike from the bill that part which re
lieved from tax the C..'l.pital and deposits of banks and bankers, and 
which repealed the stamp tax on bank checks, drafts, orders, and vouch
ers; which was disagreed to-yeas 15, nays 41; the yeas were all Demo
crats; the nays all Republicans but 8; one of the 8 was an Independent. 

Mr. BECK then moved to strike from the bill that clause which took 
the tax off perfumery, medicinal preparations, and other articles. 
("Other articles" h ere included pills, powders, tinctures, troches, loz
enges, sirups, cordials, bitters, anodynes, touics, plasters, liniments, 
salves, ointments, waters, essences, spirits, oils, orothermedicinalprep
arations; in fine, it included all that class of medicines.) On this 
amendment of Mr. BECK there were-yeas 26, nays 29; the yeas were 
all Democrats, the nays all Republicans but 2, and they were Independ- · 
cuts. 

Mr. VANCE then moved to amend as follows: 
Except playing-cards, after the words "Schedule A," so as to retain the stamp 

tax on playing-cards. 
Which was disagreed to-yeas 28, nays 28; of the yeas all were Dem

ocrats; the nays were all Republicans but 1, and he an Independent. 
Up until1883, when on many articles a considerable reduction was 

made, the war taxes had remained, with slight modification, on all 
necessaries of the people. In that year complaints of the people be
came too loud to be ignored. Hence, some tariff legislation became 
absolutely nece sary, and I beg leave to call attention to the record of 
the struggle that followed. 

A bill pending in the Senate in that year, fixing the rate of duties 
on certain articles, contail:4ed the following clause: 

All other earthen, stone, and crockery ware, white-glazed, branded, painted, 
and dipped or cream-colored, composed of earthy or mineral substances not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

l\Ir. VANCE moved toreducethern.teto1t cents, which ~as rejected
yeas 23, nays 25; the yeas were all Democrats, the nays all Repub .. 
licans. 

Pending this clause-
Iron or steel blacksmit}:ls' hammers and sledges, track-tools, wedges, and crow

ba.rs, 2t cents per pound-
Mr. VANCE moved to reduce the rate to 2cents, which was rejected

yeas 18, nays 21. The yeas were all Democrats, the nays all Republicans 
but 1, and he an Independent. 

Pending this 'clause-
Horseshoe nails, hob nails, and wire nails, and all other wrought-iron or steel 

nails, not specially enumerated or provided for in this a.ct, 4 cents per pound-
Mr. CoKE moved to reduce the rate to 2! cents, which was rejected

yeas 22, nays 23; the yeas all Democrats, the nays all Republicans. 
Pending this clause-

Him , back, and all other saws, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem-

Mr. COKE moved to make the rate 20percent., which waa rejected
yeas 21, nays 27; yeas allDemocrats, D.:lys all Republicans. 

Pending this clause-
That on all kinds or iron or steel articles or manufactures of iron or steel here

inbefore in this act enumerated, when galvanized or coated with any metal or 
compound, alloy, or mixture of metals, by a.ny process whatever, there shall be 
paid one-half cent per pound in addition to the rates provided in this act-

.Mr. SAULS"BURY moved to amend by inserting after the word "enu
merated'' the words-

Except wire used for fencing only between sizes 8 and 13-
Which was not agreed to-yeas 27, nays 27; yeas being all Democrats 

but 1, the nays all Republicans but 2, and they were Liberals. It will 
be seen that the scope and effect of this amendment, if adopted, was to 
except fenee-wiTe from the additional burden imposed by this act. 

Pending this clause-:Mr. VANCE moved to substitute 25 per cent. for 50 per cent., which 
W::l8 rejected-yeas 20, nays 27; the yeas were all Democrats but 1, Hollow-ware, coated, glazed, or tinned, 3 cents per pound-
the nays all Republicans but 3, one of t~e 3 being a Liberal. . Mr. VANCE mo11ed to make the rate 2} cents, which wM rejected-

:Mr. BECK thereupon moved to subs~ttute 40 per cent., whtch was yeas 19, nays 22; the yeas all Democrats but 2, oneofwhom wasaLib
rejected-yeas 17, nays 23; the yeas berng all Democrats, the nays all eral; nays all Republicans. 
Republicans but 2, one of whom was a Liberal. I Pending this clause-

:Mr. :Y ANCE moved thereupon to substitute 45 per cent., which was ' Potato or com starch, 1 cent per pound; rice starch, 2t cents per pound; other 
rejected-yeas 20, nays 28; the yeas being all Democrats, nays all Re- sta1·ch, 2} cents per pound-
publicans but 4, one of whom was a Liberal. Mr. HALE moved to make the first-named rate 2 cents, which was 

Pending the following clause of the same bill- agreed to-yeas 28, nays 24; the yeas all Republicans but 2, and they 
Porcelain and Bohemian glass, painted glas ware, stained glnss, and all other were Liberals; the nays all Democrats. 

manufactures of glass, or of which glass shall be a component material of chief p d · thi 1 
value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 45 per cent. ad va- en mg s c ause-
lorem- Cotton thtead, yarn warps or warped yarn, whether single or advanced be-

h d 40 yond the condition of single by twisting two or more single yarns together, 
:Mr. BECK moved to amend so as to reduce t e uty to per cent. whether in beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or any other form, value not 

ad valorem, which was rejected-yeas 16, nays 25; the yeas being all exceeding 25 cents,IO cents per pound; valued at over 25 cents and not exceed
Democrats but 1, the nays all Republicans but 3, one of whom was a ing 40 cents per pound, 16 cents per pound; valued at over 40 cents per pound 
Ll. beral. and not exceeding 50 cents per pound, 22 cents per pound; valued at over 50 cents 

per pound and not exceeding 60 cents per pound, 27 cents per pound; valued at 
Pending the same bill 1.fr. INGALLS moved to strike out the clause over 60 cents per pound and notexceeding70cents per pound, 35cents per pound; 

imposing a tariff on lumber, laths, shingles, clapboards, etc., the ob- valued at over 70 cents per pound and not exceeding80centsperpoun<J.4.0cents 
2 per pound; valued at over 80 cents per pound and not exceeding $1 per pound, 

ject being to place these on the free-list, which was agreed to-yeas 5, 50 cents per pound; valued at over a dollar per pound, 50 per cent·. ad valorem-
nays 23. The yeas were all Democrats but 5, one of wliom was a Lib- Mr. HARRIS moved to place upon all the classifications one uniform 
eral, and the nays were all Republican~ but 1. This amendment was rate of 30 per cent. ad valorem, which was rejected-yeas 23, nays 30; 
sub equently defeated by the Republicans. yeas all Democrats but 2, nays all Republicans but 2. 

Pending the following clause of ~~e same bill- . . 1\fr. HARRIS then· moved to make a uniform rate of 35 per cent. ad 
Bar-iron, rolled or hammered, comprlSmg flats less than lmch w1do and not 1 1 h. h · t d 24 2-. ll D b 

less than three·eighths of an inch thick, nine-tenths of a cent per pound; com- va orem, W IC W~ reJ ec e -yeas , nays o, yeas~ emocrats ut 
prisin:; round iron not less than three~ fourths of an inch in diameter, and sq_u~re 1, nays all Republicans but 2, one of whom was a L1beral. 
il'on, not less th~n thre~-fourths of an mch squa~e, 1 cent per. pound; co~pnsmg 1t:1r. HARRIS then moved to make a uniform rate of 40 per cent. ad 
flats less than l1Dch w1de or less than three-e1ghths of 1mch, round uon less al . h · h · t d 25 2 ll D 
than three-fourths of an inch and not less than seven-sixteenths of an inch in V Oiem, W IC was r.eJeC e -yeas , nays 6; yeas a emocrats 
diameler, and square iron less than three-fourths of an inch square,1.2 cents but 2, nays all Republicans. 
per pound- Mr. BECK then moved to change the rate first named from 10 cents 

Mr. BECK moved to amend by making- to 7t cents per pound, which was rejected-yeas 25, nays 26; the yeas 
Bar-iron. rolled or hammered, comprising flats not less than an inch wide nor all Democrats, nays all Republicans but 1, and he a Liberal. 

less than three-eighths of a.n inch thick, and round iron not less than three- Pending this clause-
fourths of an inch in diameter, and square iron of not less than three-fourths of 
an inch square, seven-tenths of a cent per pound; comprising flats less than 1 
inch wide or less than three-eighths of an inch thick; round iron less than three-. 
fourths of an inch and not less than seven-sixteenth!~ of an inch in diameter; 
and square iron not less than three-fourths of an inch square, eight-tenths of 1 
.:lent per pound. • 

Which was rejected-yeas 25, nays 33; the yeaa were all Democrats, 
the nays all Republicans but 4, two of whom were Liberals. 

In the same bill was the following clause: 
Iron or steel T-rails weighing not over 25 pounds to the yard, and iron or steel 

flat rails punched, nine-tenths o(l cent per pound. 
Pending which Mr. Bayard moved to make the rate seven-tenths of · 

1 cent per pound, which was rejected-yeas 24, nays 26. Of the yeas 
all wore Democrats but 1; of the nays all were Republicans but 2. 

In t he same bill, pending a clause taxing boiler or other plate iron 
1. 3 cents per pound, .Mr. BECK moved to reduce the tax to 1t CeD$ per 
pound, which was agreed to-yeas 28, nays 25. Of the yeas all were 
Democrats but 3, one of whom was a Liberal; of the nays all were Re
public..<tns but 1, and he a Liberal. 

In the same bill, pending the following clause
Wrought iron or steel spikes, nuts, and washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, 

2 cel!ts per pound-

On stockings, hose, half-hose, shirts, and drawers, fashioned, narrowed, or 
sha{>ed wholly or in part by knitting machines or frames, or knit by hand, and 
composed wholly of cotton, 45 per cent. ad valorem-

Mr. BECK moved to make the rate 35 per cent. ad valorem, which was 
rejected-yeas 27, nays 27; yeas all Democrats but 1, and he a Liberal; 
nays all Republicans but 1. · 

Mr. BECK then moved to make it 40 per cent. ad valorem, which was 
agreed to-yeas 31, nays 24; the yeas were all Democrats but 4, one 
of whom was a Liberal; nays all RepublicaUB. 

Pending this clause-
Spool tlueil.d of cotton, 7 cents per dozen spools containing on each spool not 

exceeding 100 yards of thread; exceeding 100 yards on each spool, for every ad.
ditional100 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in excess of 100 yards, 7 
cents a dozen-

Mr. BECK moved to strike out "7" where it occurs and insert "6," 
which was rejected-yeas 26, nays 28 ; the yeas being all Democrats 
but 2; the nays were all RepublicallS but 2. 

Pending this clause-
And like manufactures of jute or jute butts (materials used for cotton bales, 

sacks, a nd baWJ), or in which jute or jute butts shall be component material of 
chief value, 20 per cent. ad valorem-

. ' 
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(The effect of this amendment was to reduce the tariff on this article 

from 35 to 20 per cent.) 
This was agreed to-yeas 25, nays 18; the yeas wtlre all Democrats 

but 5, one of whom was a Liberal; the nays were all Republicans. 
Pending this clause-

Women's and children's dress goods, coats, linens, Italian goods, and goods 
of like description now or heretofore known as worsted stuffs, the warp of which 
was made wholly of cotton, linen, ramie, china. grass, or other vegetable ma
terials, or of a combination of them, and the woof of which is made wholly or 
in part of wool, wor ted , or hair of the alpaca, goat, or other like animal, valued 
at not exceeding 20 cents per square yard, 5 cents per square yard, and in ad

' dition thereto 35 per cent. ad -valorem; valued at above 20 cents per square yard, 
17 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 pet· cent. ad valorem-

~1r. VANCE moved to strike from the clause all after the word ''ani
mal'' and insert in iieu thereof the words ''fifty per cent. ad valorem.' ' 

(It will be obser>ed this would have been a considerable reduction.) 
This was rejected- yeas 26, nays 27. Of the yeas all were Democrats, 

the nays all Hepublicans but 1, who was a Liberal. 
Pending this clause-

bill of 1884 placed on the free-list coal, timber, shingles, laths, and lum
ber. The Committee of the Whole Yoted to strike out the enacting 
clanse-156 ayes to 151 noe. , in which the House concurred by a vote 
of 159 ayes to 155 noes. This killed the bill. This was done without 
offering even a single amendment. In other words, it was a refusal t o 
even consider the question of a reduction of the tariff. Of the 159 ayes 
there were 41 Democrats and 118 Republicans, and of the 15S.noes there 
were 151 Democrats and 4 Republicans. 

In 1886 Mr. Morrison again, from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, reported a bill to re{}uce the tariff. By its provisions the tariff 
was reduced on woolen ancl cotton goods, on glass, manufactures of 
meta..l, and other articles of prime necessity. Timber, lumber, laths, 
shingles, wool, flax, hemp, jute butts, and other articles of necessity 
were put on the free-list. On a motion to consider this bill there were 
140 ayes, 157 noes. Of the affirmative vote, 135 were Democrats, 1 
Greenback Democrat, and 4 Republicans. Of the negatiYe vote, 121 
were Republicans, 1 Greenback Hepublican, and 35 Democrats. So the 
House refused even to consider the subject of the reduction of the tariff. 

Precious stones of all kinds,10 per cent. ad valorem- I wish here, Mr. Chairman, to emphasize these facts: (1) That in the 
Mr. VANCE moved to make the clause read~ MorrisOn bill of 1884 it was expressly provided that nothing in that 

Diamonds, cut or uncut, and precious stones of all kinds, 25 per cent. ad va- act should operate to reduce the duty imposed thereby on any article 
lorem. below the rate at which said article was dutiable undt:r the Morrill 

Which was agreed to-yeas 21! nays 18. Of the yeas all were Demo- tariff bill of1861; (2} that when the duty was raised above that in the 
crats but 3, nays all Republicans. Morrill bill of 1861 it was with the distinct understanding that th e 

Pending this clause- increase should only be retained so long as the internal-revenue taxes 
Free-list- imposed on the protective industries should be retained; (3) that long 
1\Ir. HA wr"'EY moved to strike therefrom "garden seeds, (so as to before the Morrison bill of 1884 was introduced the internal-rev..enue 

make garden seeds subject to tariff); which was rejected- yeas 25, taxes affecting the protected industries bad been removed; and ( 4) that 
nays 32. The yeas were all Republicans but 1 Liberal, nays all Demo- notwithstanding these facts) the protectionists, including all the Re-
crats but 5, one of them a Liberal. publicans in the House but four, refused to even consider the question 

Pending this clause- • of reducing the tariff. 
Salt in bags. sacks, barrels,orotherpacka.ges, 10centsper IOOpounds; in bulk, I would not be justified in spending time to further refer to the posi-

6 cents per 100 pouuds- tion of the parties on this question. If anything can be established 
Mr. V AKCE moved to strike out, with the view to put salt on the beyond the possibility of a doubt, it is this: That the Republicans in 

free-list; which was rejected-yeas22, nays24; the yeasallDemocmts Congress of late years have, with almost unanimity, been opposed to 
but 2, nays all Republicans but 2. even considering the question of a reduction of the tariff on necessaries 

These references sufficiently illustrate the position and policy of the of the people and in favor of reducing or abating the tax on the wealth 
parties. Some of the votes above referred to would seem t o show that and luxuries of the rich, and the record shows with equal clearness 
those in fa>or of tariff reduction had succeeded on certain propositions, that the Democrats in Congress, with the exception of certain ones re
but in nearly all, I believe in all, such cases on a subsequent vote they siding in districts where manufacturers and monopolists are power
were overruled. These facts and figures should be carefully consid- ful, have h~H-e beeu opposed to taking the tariff from the luxmies and 
ered. With a hea.vy tax on the tools and machinery of the mechanic, wea.lth of the country and in favor of reducing it on the necessaries of 
the implements of the farmer, and the clothing of all classes, from the j the people. 
swaddling-cloth to the shroud, and on nearly every article that is a It is here proper to inquire more particularly what protection is and 
part of the common needs of the people, a tax varying from 25 t o 100 what are now the demands of the protectionists. The demands of the 
per cent., and in many instances heavier on the necessaries of the poor protectionists are not what they were in the days of Henry Clay, nor, 
than on the luxuries of the rich; with a constant augmentation of the as I have shown, what they were at the commencement of the late war. 
surplus in the Treasury, increasing the value of money and decreasing Their demands are each year greater. On this question I will first let 
the value of all other property; with the wealth of the country accu- one of the most prominent l{epublicans and at the same time one of 
mu1ating in an unprecedented degree in the bands of a few favored the ablest men of our country, the late Emory A. Storrs, speak. In 
classes; ancl ·with the burden of taxation pressing heavily on the labor- 1870 he delivered a speech before a meeting of farmers at Springfield, 
ing and producing classes, we bad this singular spectacle- the leaders ill., which I send to the Clerk's desk to be read. 
of a ~reat party of the country, backed and impelled by the money power The Clerk read as follows: 
and the monopolists (generally the same persons), struggling contrary A surplus so gi~ntic demonstrates, better than any argument could possibly 
to a solemn understanding to retain the war taxes on the necessaries do, tha.t taxation is unnecessarily high. Still there stands, in a time of profound 

peace, an enormous tariff, the etrect of which is felt in every department. of 
of the people and to remove all taxes from the property and luxuri~s business, and the maintenance of which enhance the cost of living to every 
of the wealtlly. man in the land. ·why should that tariff be continued? The fact of the sur-

The peo le asked for b d a d th · to fi fish plus demonstrates that it is not necessary for the support of the Government, 
P rea ' 11 ey were giYen a. s ne; or a ' and so f!hose who are interested in maintaining it are compelled to place their 

and they were given a serpent. They asked to have the taxes, heavy demands upon what they call the" protection of American industry." 
beyond precedent in any other country in the world, lessened on the I will inquire precisely what is meant by protecting American industry? 
things that are necessary, not only to their comfort but to their very Against wlw.t or agaiBst whom is American industry to be protected? Who at;-

tacksor proposes to attack American industry? How is theatt::wk made? I s 
existence, and the answer to their prayer was the removal of the taxes Americ..'l.n industry so feeble that it can not, without assistance from the Gov-
from bank deposits, bank stock, incomes fmm United States bonds, ernment, protect itself? These are all vital question . If no one is attacking 
playing-cards, perfumery, cosmetics, ·and many other such articles. American industry, it needs no protection . The forms of American industry 

are wonderfully diversified. The great body of the farmers of the country con
I do not argue that because au act was passed or defeated while stitutc a large element of what may ue ca1led American industry, and I know 

either party had a numerical majority in Congress therefore that party of no attack upon them so serious in its character as that made by t.he tariff ; 
is necessarily responsible wholly or at all for the a.ct or its defeat. No a.nd if the farmers need protection against anything it is ~gainst protection. 

There are thousands of printers in the cotmtry; who attacks or proposes to at
party, either political or religious, can fairly be held blamable for the tack them? No one except it be the tariff, which enhances the cost of matezial 
vote or act of every individual who calls himself by its name. Self- with which their industry is cnrried on, of the clothes which they wear, of the 
interest or lack of principle will always affect the conduct of a. few. coal which they burn, of the lumber with which their homes are built-, of the 

salt which they consume, and of the books which they read. There are thou
But all the ~egislation to which I have above referred was enacted sands of shipbuilders in the country; who att~tcks them and their interests, and 

while the Republican party was in power in every branch of the Gov- from what enemy do they need to be protected? The deserted ship-yanls of 
ernment, and these measures were carried by a maiority of its mem- the East answer this question-they need to be protected a~ainst protection, 

~ and that is all the protection they need . The thousands and hundreds ot thou-
bel'S, approximating to unanimity. They, therefore, must be admitted sands of carpenters and joiners, boot and shoemakers, blacksmiths, and the 
to have been Republican measures. On that proposition the record daily toilers with their hands, upon the land or upon the sea, are threatened 
leaves no ~und for discussion. . . . . G~t:e~~~~~~ ~~~~~;;:~ich, for their own protection, the intervention of the 

I. now WISh to refer to t~o other J?le~u:es ongmahng ill the House I apprehend that shouid the GOvernment levy a direct tax upon all the prop
while the Democrats were In the maJOrity m that body. I refer to the I erty of the country, to be paid over directly to iron manufacturers, so that they 
Morrison tariff bills so called of 1884 and 1886 respectively might be enabled to hold their own against the competition of the foreign manu-

1 1884 -." -.f .'· · a' d b. ' .. · . facturers, but few would be found who would justify such an exercise of the 
n . •u.r . .LJ ornson Intr~ .uce a Ill. to reduce Import duties and power of taxation. When reduced to its exact practical operations, the protec-

war-tanff taxes, by the proviStons of which the tariff was reduced 20 tion of American industry, so called, is simply the forcible taking from the con
per cent. on manufactures of wool, metal sugar earthenware glass- sumer of a .~ortion of his earnin~s :;md hnn~ng it over to the manufa.cturer. 

d ta. th t' 1 't b · ' 1 ' 'd d h ' h The proposition to the consumens s1mply th1s : We, the Government, will take 
~ar~, an cer m 0 er ar lC es, 1 erng express Y proVI e t at not - from you 16 or 15 or 20 per cent. of your earnings and give it to the manufe.cl;-
mg m the act should operate to reduce the duty so imposed on any urer, and he will spend it so much more judiciously than you would; that ulti
article below the rate at which said article was dutiable under the m~ely and in the proces? of time it w:mtn some curious and circuitous manner 
<Morrill tariff of 1861, t o which I have above referred. This 1\Ior rison ;'a~~fl;:~~vll ~o;~ldeh~;~~ :~!~~~ ;~:X:~1°a~lf:o;~f:S~fr~Y to your ad-
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:Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. These words are not less appropriate 
and tTuthful now than they 1Jere then. · 

The tariff on many of the necessaries of the people is double what it 
was before the imposition of the war tax, and while the duty paid at 
the cu tom-houses on importations is the measure of the sum collected 
by the Government, it is not the measure of the sum paid by the oeople. 
This will be apparent when it is wnsidered that the foreign manufact- . 
urer can not afford to sell his goods in our market at less than their 
value pins the duty paid to the Government, nor can he sell at a price 
hjgher tlJan that at which our goods of home manufactnre of a like kind 
are sold. If he pays 25 or 50 per cent. tariff on his goods he of course 
must add that sum to the price, and. it is borne by the consumer. So, 
if domestic goods are raised to the price of the foreign, as they must be 
or no foreign goods would be imported or sold, the sum of the increase 
is likewi e paid by the consumer. The effect of the tariff is, therefore, 
to ra.ise the price of both, and t-o put into the Treasury of the United 
States the sum of the increase on the imported goods, and into the 
trea~ury of the protectionists the sum of the increase on the domestic 
goods. 

The imports of dutiable goods into this country for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, were $460,000,000, on which the duty collected 
was 5218,000,000, being jln average tax of over 47 per cent. While it 
is impossible to state with accuracy the value of domestic manufactures 
raised in price by the tariff, it is estimated that it very much exceeds 
the amount of imported goods. These facts considered, it is not a mat
ter of wonderment that fortunes in such numbers and ~ith such rapid
ity arc of late years amassed by the favored classes, nor that the 
agriculturists and producing classes are not prosperous. All these 
things are the inexorable logic, the necessary consequence of our nn
precedenteclly high protective tariff. 

E'en the promise of the protectionist, that by competition among 
themselves prices should be reduced, has proved delusive, as is shown 
by the following lists of trusts or combinations to keep up prices, with 
the per cent. of tariff duty protecting each: 

Name of trust. Name of trust. 

Per cent. Per cent. 
Salt trust................................. 50 Tin trust..... ............................ 32 
Earthenware trust.... ............... 56 Lead trust.................. ............ 74 
Bessemer-steel trust ...... .. . ...... 84 Glass trust.............................. 55 

Soap trust . . ......... .... ......... ...... 26 
Linseed-oil trust .................... 54 

Plow-steel trust.. ............ ......... 45 
General s teel trust................... 45 
Nail trust .. . ..... .. ...................... 45 Rubber-shoe trust. ................ . 25 
General iron trus t .................. 45 Envelope trust............ ........... 25 
Copper trust ...... .. ... . ......... .. .... 24 Paper-bag trust ...... ... ........... . 35 
Zinc trust........ .... .................... 52 Cordage trust .. . . .. .. . .. . . ..... ... .. . 25 

The unreasonableness of the demands of the protectionists is more 
clearly seen by reference to the percentage of people for whose benefit 
it is insisted the Government shall levy tribute on thew hole. The fol
lowing ta-ble, prepared by David A. Wells from the census of 1880, fur
nishes n. good illustration: 

T ables and estimates deduced from the census of 1880 will afford approxi
mately correct data for estimating the method in which the burden of the taxa
tion impo ed to maintain the protective tal"iff policy of the United States dis
tributes itself among population, occupations, and professions: 

OCCUPATIONS OF THE PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES IN 1880. 
Agriculture........................... ........... ... ................................................... 7, 670,493 
Profes;;; ional and personal service..................... ..... ........................ ... .. 4, 074, 238 
T1·ade and transportion........................................................................ 1,810, 256 
·1\Ia nufacturing, mechanical, and mining industries.. ...................... ..... . 3, 837,112 

TotaL .. ........ .............. .................. ................... ............................... 17, 392, 099 

Proportion engaged in agriculture who may possibly be subjected to 
foreign competition in some manner-mainly the growers of sugar 
and of rice, and of wool possibly to a very small extent., about 5 
p er cent. or .......... . ....... ......... ... ......... . ..... ............... .. ........................... 400, 000 

Proportion engaged in manufacturing, mechanical, and mining in
dustries, who can be in pa1·t but not wholly subjected to foreign com-
petition-large estimate based on calculation..... ....................... ........ 837,112 

Total.......... .......... .. ................................. . ...... .... ... .. ...................... I, 237,112 
Proportion that are heavily taxed and placed at a disadvantage in 

agriculture, manufactures, mechanical pursuits , and in mining by 
the protective system ......... .... ...... .......................................... .. . .. ...... 16,154, 989 

Proportion in whose favor the protective system is invoked, but 
whose wa!reS are not lower than in other em.oloyment .......... ..... ...... 1,237,112 

It will be seen that it is proposed to heavily tax 16,154,112 of our pop
ulation for, as it is claimed, the benefit of 1,237, 112, but in fact for the 
benefit of a handful of wealthy manufacturers. In the face of these 
facts, the cry of "free-trader " will not silence protest nor satisfy the 
masses of the people who bear the borden. It is not epithets, but ar
guments and reason that· are demanded in such a case. 

The assertion that those who demand a reduction of taxation wish to 
destroy the industries of the country will not be accepted as true with
out evidence, nor will the pretense that the tariff is for the benefit of 
labor deceive any one in view of the known fa.ct that laborers in pro
'tected industries do not fare better than in other branches. The ad vo-

cates of tariff reform would neither emban-ass the industries of the 
country nor reduce the rewards of labor. What they complain of is 
that the protectionists are appropriating much that properly belongs to 
labor; that they are limiting the income and field of labor, and levying 
an unreasonably high tribute on the people of the country, especially on 
the agriculturists and other industrial classes without any equivalent. 

All of our we..'tlth is the product of capital and labor, and when cap
ital appropriates too much it follows, of course, that labor receives too 
little. When the capitalist in a few years accumulates a fortune as his 
share of the profits, while the laborer is enabled merely to make a liv
ing, the inequality and injustice are self-evident; and when a few fa
vored classes secure such legislation as compels the people to contribute 
to their wealth, the burden is on them to show some benefit to the pub· 
lie to offset the essential injustice of taxing one class or person for the 
benefit of another. 

In answer to these objections we are met with the stereotyped ex
clamation, " Our laborers must be protected against the pauper labor 
of Europe." That is now, apparently with one consent, accepted as 
the most taking argument, as they are pleased to style it. 

Some years ago the cfaim was that protection would only be needed 
to aid our "infant industries." But as these industries have grown 
older and stronger and richer their demands have grown greater. Now 
they appear in the role of patriots and public benefactors. They pro
pose to contribute largely of other people's money to aid, as they pre
tend, our laborers in their competition with the "pauper labor of 
Europe and Asia.'' . 

A :tew weeks ago, in a speech delivered in Congress, a leading pro
tectionist stated their argument as follows: 

lie who strikes down the protection the laboring man enjoys against tho 
cheap labor of Europe and .Asia strikes at the prosperity, hapoiness, intelligence, 
and independence of the masses of the American people, and therefore at the 
prosperity of the country and the existence of republican institutions. 

He then went on to state what the senior Senator from l\1'aine had 
learned during the past summer about wages in Italy, Belgium, Ger
many, England, and other countries. He added, referring to the Sen
ator from 1\faine-

He says: "Of the countries I visited the wages of Switzerland and Italy wero 
the lowest, Germany next, then Belgium, then France, while those of England 
were highest." 

Warming up with the subject, he triumphantly exclaimed: 
If the labor of the country can not stand the competition of the Chinese upon 

the Pacific coast and a few thousand imported Italian laborers upon tho Atlantic 
coast, how could it stand the competition of 404,000,000 of Chinamen, 40,000,000 
of .Japanese, of 60,000,000 of the population of India, and the pauper millions of 
Europe under a free-trade policy? There was ne¥er a greater fallacythnn the 
one being so persistently advocated by the free-traders, and which was presented 
by the Secretary: of the Treasury-that the greater efficiency of our b.borers and 
the consequent low labor cost of our agric11ltural and manufacturing products 
enable us to compete successfully with the cheap labor of other countries. 

I quote at length from the speech, because it is a bold and full stat~
ment of the staple argument of the protectionist against revenue 1·eform 
and tax reduction. It is true that the wages in England are considera
bly higher than in any other of the countries named, and grow lower 
in those countries about in the order stated-France, Germany, Bel
gium, Switzerland, Italy: Japan, China, India. If this contention of 
the protectionist means anything it means this: That the cost of pro
duction is lower where wages are lower, and that high-wage countries 
can not without protection stand up against the competition of coun
tries where wages are lower. 

If it were necessary to disprove a proposition which I had supposed 
every one knew to be untenable, the data furnished by the speaker 
would be its sufficient refutation. Every school boy knows that Eng
laud needs no protection a-gainst, the manufacturers of India, China, 
Japan, or Russia, thrmgh the wages of England are five times as high 
as in any of those countries. It is a well-known fact thatthoug11 free
trade England pays the highest wages in Europe, it makes the cheapest 
goods aud is the most successful manufacturer. England neither needs 
nor asks protection against the cheaper labor of·any of those other coun
tries, while they insist that they need protection against the products 
of her high-priced labor. -

Nor is the disproof of the protectionist's assumption found alone in 
the history of manufacturing in England. France aud Germany do not 
ask protection against the lower wages of the other lower wage-paying 
countries named, bot against the higher wages of England. 

In 1887 of all the merchandise by us imported we got from free-trade 
England nearly 20 per cent.; from Germany over 11} per cent.; from 
France nearly 10 per cent.; from Italy, China, British East Indies, re
spectively, :1 little over 2! per cent.; from Japan a little less than 2! 
per cent.; from Russia a little over nine-tenths of 1 per cent. These 
figures show how successfully Russia, China, India, and Japan, with 
their untold millions of laborers working for nominal wages, compete 
with the highest wage-paying country of Europe. They conclusively 
show that low wages and low intelligence a1·e beaten in the race with 
higher wages and greater intelligence. 

The subjoined table, made by the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of 
the Treasmy Department from the census of 1880 and official data in 
the Treasury Department, furnishes indubitable proof that the high 
rate of present tariff is not needed to offset the difference between tha 
cost of labor in this country and in Europe. 
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Table of specified manufactures, shOUJing amount of capital, value of materials, amount of ivag,a, ana •value gproduct, with the per cent. of material 

ana wage3, also the average ad valore?n rate of duty on si1nilar importations for the fiScal year 1887. 

[Compiled from the United States census of 1880.] 

Per cent. of-

Manufaetures. Capital. 

Total 
Value of a~ount paid 

materials. · J::ri':;gti:e 
Value of 
products. 

.A.d valo
I------,---Irem rate of 

duty on 
imports, 

1887. year. Materials. Wages. 

Percent. 
Cotton manufactures ............................... ..................................................... . 
Cotton manufactures (specific) ...................................................................... . 
Glass .............................................................................................................. . 
Iron and steel manufactures .......................................... ......... ... .................... . 

$219, 504, 794 
208,280,~6 
19,8#,699 

$113,765,537 
102, 206, 347 

8,028, 621 
191, 271, 150 

$45, 614, 419 
42,040,510 
9,144,100 

55,476,785 

$210, 950, 383 
192, 090, no 
21,15i,571 
296,557,~ 

53.93 21.62 40.17 
53.21 21.88 *45.49 
37.95 47.95 59.14 
64.50 18.77 40.92 230, 971, 884 

{ 1'62.80 Hosiery and knit goods ................................................................................ .. 
Silk and silk goods ......................................................................................... . 

' ~~~~~:l~~~::::::::::.:·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Mixed textiles ................. ................................................................................ . 

15,579,591 

19,125,300 
96,095,564 
20,374,043 
37,996,057 

15,210,951 

22,467,701 
100, 845, 611 
23,012,628 
:rl, 227,741 

123, 858, 239 

6, 701,475 

9, 146,705 
25 836 392 
5:683:027 

13,316,753 
31,519,419 
39,153,145 
44,936,172 

29,167,227 

40,033,045 
160, 606,721 
33,549,942 
66,221,703 

194, 156, 663 

52.15 22.97 t39.37 
56.12 22.84 50.00 
62.79 1?.08 } 67.21 68.59 16.94 
56.22 20.11 e54.20 
63.79 16.23 67.21 

~~~~:~ :~~d':~~~~~~d~~~;i~i~·::::::::::;: : ::·:::::: : :::::::.::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
'V oolen goods, mixed materials, and worsted goods .................................... . 

116,469, 6IJ'l 
134, 091, 621 
154, 465, 664 

138, Oi3, 352 
161, 085, 980 

226, b'28, 424 
266, 378, 366 

60.87 17.27 too. 10 
60.47 16. f37 t61.31 

*Cotton cloths. tWoolen hosiery. 
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It will be observed that the percentage of duty is ·in all cases higher, 
and in many cases twice and in some cases three times as high as the 
whole costoflabor in the production ofthe article. The statistics in 
the volume of the Census from which these figures are taken, were com
piled by Joseph D. Weeks, an authority on such subjects andapromi
nent Republican. Nothing further surely need be said in disproof of 
the "pauper-labor" argument. · 

Even loaded down by the disadvantages and burdens imposed byour 
protective tariff, the ingenuity, energy, and intelligence of our people 
:rre so great that they in many departments compete successfully in the 
markets of other countries. And it will be instructive to observe that 
our competition has been most successful in those manufactures, the 
principal cost of which is labor, and high-priced labor, too; such as 
musical instruments, carriages and cars, clocks and watches, earthen 
nnd stone ware, manufactures of iron, steel, paper, etc. 

Another argument in favor of the retention of our extremely high 
taxes is that it is necessary to build up our home manufacturing in
dustries, and thus create a home market for our agricultural products. 
'Ve have had now about a quarter of a century to discover the benefi
cent effects of our tariff, a hundred per cent. higher than that of any 
other country in the world, and the result can be satisfactory only to 
those for whose protection it was imposed, and their advocates. It is 
true that many individual fortunes have been made by it at the ex
pense of the people. The excessive tariff and high prices-our market 
being limited-have not infrequently stimulated overproduction, fol
lowed of course by reduction in labor and wages, and that by strikes 
nnd lockouts to the great detriment of labor. 

We have succeeded in many instances in building factories, but not 
in building up industries to an extent that can be satisfactory to any one 
wiJo unselfishly considers the interest of the whole country. A refer
ence to the figures will best illustrate this. The following table, com
piled from official data, shows the imports and exports of the manu
ja~tures of metals and textiles by the countries named, in the year 
1H8G : 

Total valtws of manufactures of metals and textiles imported into and ex
ported from the United Kingdom, Gennany, France, Netherlands, and 
the United States 1'n 1886. 

Imports. Exports. 

Countries. 
Total. 

UnitM Kingdom......... ..................... $203,258,137 
Germany.......................................... 114,991, 366 
France...................... ........................ 63, 189, 867 
Net b crlands... ............. ...................... 69, 750, 000 
U nitcd States.................................... 190, 727, 090 

Per 
capita. 

$5.48 
2.4.5 
1.75 

17.44 
3.27 

Total. 

$664, 936, 612 
289, 831, 878 
186,360,142 
49,200,000 
38, 031, 459 I 

Per 
capita. 

$17. 93 
6.19 
5.15 

12.30 
• 66 

No'l'ES.-The imports into Germany and France are the net imports, and the 
expo~ts from all countries the exports of domestic products. The data fo1· Ger
man9 are those for the German Customs Union. 

All metals beyond the condition of ore, and all textiles not raw or unmanu
fuctu!ed, are classed as manufactures. 

There being no later official data for Netherlands than 1883, the data furnished 
by Hon. Thomas Wilson for 1880 are repeated. 

WM. F. SWITZLER, 
Chief of Bu1·eau. 

TIUl:ASURY DEPARTlllENT. BUREAU ~>li' 8TATI5TICS, ..d.pril17, 1888, 

t Cotton hosiery. e Estimated. 

WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau. 

These figures show that the United States import more largely than 
any other of the countries named, except Great Britain, of those man
ufactured artides which we attempt to exclude by our exceptionally 
high tariff, and an analysis of the list would show that of the imports 
of Great Britain a large percentage is in a partly manufactured state, 
to be exported greatly increased in value; so that the United Stkltes are, 
beyond a doubt, the largest importers of manufactured goods, properly 
so called. 

These .figures also show that per capita England experts over twenty
seven times, Germany over nine times, France nearly eight times, and 
the Netherlands nearly twenty times as much as the United States, 
notwithstanding our exceptional advantages. 

The testimony of Mr. Howard M. Newhall, one of the leading man
ufacturers of shoes in Lynn, Mass., before a committee of the Massach u
setts Legislature in 1882-'83 (quoted by Mr. Wells in an article written 
by him a few years ago), is so apposite that I quote from it: 

I have c~me before this committee

Said Mr. Newhall-
to present a few facts in regard to one specific branch of business interest-a 
prot~cted shoe industry. The shoe industry is the most thoroughly American 
in its parts of any of our great industries. .A. few years before 1860 few would 
h ave dared to predict that a shoe could e;er be made by machinery, or that in 
a quarter of a century there would be so many people employed in making shoes 
by machinery as to render the American market altogether too small for their 
industrial capacity. Yet such is the fact. In Lynn alone the capacity is 300,-
000 pairs of shoes per week, and Lynn i s only one great representative of a great 
many shoe-manufacturing centers in New England, New York, Pennsylvania, 
and the '\Vest. This is its present capacity, but the power of enlarging this capac
ity is unlimited. This whole system could be duplicated and reduplicated if 
necessary within a short term of years. With such facilities it is very natural 
that the business should soon outgrow the home consumption. 

Where a. few years ago it took nine months in each year to shoe this country 
it now takes six months, and with the present increase or factories a few years 
hence it can be done in less than that time. Of course the increase of capacJty 
engenders competition among the manufacturers, and there is a con!ltant in
centive to underbid the market to secure trade. .A.s in all trade, a low price 
(often quoted) "sets" the market, and in order to meet the market articles 
have to be made cheaper at the expense of the operatives. If the materials used 
to make n. shoe go up in price, labor always has to go down. Strikes result, as 
that seems to be the only way the laborer can protect himself from the encroach· 
ment of the employer. In a general strike in a shoe manufacturing center t-he 
operatives often gain temporary advantage, but with a supply greater than the 
demand it can not long continue. 

* 
Gentlemen, do not blame the manufacturer for trying to meet the market, or 

blame the operatives for resisting a reduction in wages. It all goes to show that 
the supply is greater than the demand, and that our market is not large enough. 
Perhaps you may wonder how and where we are ''protected" in our shoe
making. I will mention two or three articles specially and speak of the others 
generally. Take, for instance, serges or lastings. The average duty on the 
serges or lastings used in the manufactures of shoes is 85 per cent; and how many 
factories do you think are protected by this enormous duty? I know of only two, 
one at Oswego,~· Y., the other at ''Voonsocket, R. I. I may be in error, but 
th~se are all wh1ch have been named to me, although I have made diligent in-
qurry. • 

.A.s another instance take that well-known article, French kid, or, in fact, 
kid of any foreign make. Kid requires a duty of 25 per cent. on the average . 
French kid cost.s all the way from $18 to $45 per dozen skins, according to t he 
quality. .An average skin would cost about SSO per dozen, and each skin would 
cut about one pair of shoes. Hence, the prospective penalty for wearing soft, 
pliable French kid shoes is 60 cents before the process of making the shoe ha.':J 
begun. This appeals to our own pockets, but in its broader sense we are atjust 
60 cents disadvantage in competition with the rest of the world in that grade of 
shoe. The light, pliable glove-calf of foreign manufacture is taxed by a duty 
of 20 per cent. I have selected the serges, kid, glove-calf, which perhaps form 
n. sufficient variety to illustrate the argument. In t.he warm climates where 
we must push these ;ery kinds of shoes which have been mentioned American 
calf, goat, or grain is too heavy for use, and if we are to compete with foreign 
manufacturers we need every advantage of competition. Cottons, nails, tacks, 
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·buttons, threads, all have to be used in the make-up of a shoe, and they are pro
tected. The iron from which we make our machinery is protected. If, I'B 
facet;ously sa id, we make shoes of paper, that is protected too. In short, you 
have paid a duty on nearly every component part of the shoe which you are 
now wearing on your foot. 

* * * * * * * 
A removal of duty from all articles used in the manufacture of a shoe would 

be an advantage to employer and employed. "\Vhy, up in Canada and in the 
Provinces they have been obliged to protect themselves from American shoes 
by a duty of 25 per cent.; and even though we are having to pay a high tariff on 
importation a nd exportation, we are sending as many shoes into Canada as ever. 
This alone proves what our shoe-manufacturing industry is capable of achiev
ing if it can have a chance. There is no other country knows how or could 
make shoes :1!1 fast and as chea p a s the Y a nkees, and all we need is one end of 
the bargain. If we are able to sell our g oods when protected and protected 
against, if h alf the disadvantage w e now stagger under were removed, we could 
soon fi x o urselves into a pla ce where the world's buyers could not afford to pur
<:hase from a n y other market . 

This speaks volumes to thoughtful men; and what is here said would 
equally apply to other industries. It is not against the pauper labor 
of Europe or Asia that tbe laborer or the people generally need protec
tion so much as against the rich beggars among ourseLves who have se
cured the passage of laws compelling every industry, class, and person 
in the country to contribute to their enrichm nt, and who are now, by 
every means in their power, opposing the mod1fication of these laws. 
This is bnt another illustration of the fact that what we need most is 
protection against protection. If we were not put at a disadvantage 
by our extremely high tariff we could hold our own against the world. 

We export annually to Great Britain of raw cotton $200,000,000 
worth, and of bre.'tdstnffs, $125,000,000 worth. The breadstuffs are 
consumed by the operatives who manufacture our cotton in England. 
It is not donbteo but that if our manufacturers were not put at a dis
advant-age by onr protective tariff, t hey conlcl successfully compete with 
Great Britain or any other country in the manufacture of cotton goods, 
especially of the lower grades. 

At our very doors there is a heavy trade in these goods with the South 
American and Central American Republics. They entertain the most 
friendly disposition toward us. They have hardly any manufacturing 
mdnstries of their own. We naturally should supply them. But the 
following table of the imports of English and American cotton goods 
into Cent-ral and South American States for the year ending June 30, 
1887, shows that we do not compete with Great Britain notwithstand
ing our exceptional advantages: 

Total values of tile expm'is of domestic manufactures of cotton from the 
United Kingdom, and the United States to Mexico, Central and South 
Ame1-ica, anil to the West Indies i1~ 1888. 

Countries to which exported. 

1\lexico ............................•................•.....•................... 
Oentr&l American States ........... .. .......... .................... . 
Britis h Honduras ...................................•.................. 
British West Indies .......................... ........................ . 
Other West Indies .......... . ........................ ......... ........ . 
United States of Colombia ...................................... . 
Venezuela ................................................................. . 
British Guiana. ........•..........................•....................... 
Brazil ........•.............................••.•......•........................ 
Uruguay .................. ·-························· .. ····················· 
Argentine Republic ...................••.......................•...... 
Ohili ..........•................ ........•....................................... 
Ecuador ....... .. ........................................................... . 
Peru .......................................................................... . 

Total ................................................................ . 

*Year ending June 30, 1887. 
tincludes British Guiana. 
t Included ~n British West Indies. 

Exported Exported 
from United from United 
Kingdom. States. (*) 

$2,239,870 
2,288,632 

69,513 
(t)2, 799, 084 

5, 202,483 
2,350, fiJ7 
1,297,356 

(t) 
14,915,978 
2,401, 798 
7,227,779 
3,152,567 

665,630 
1,845,430 

46,456,727 

$829,l'i96 
377,612 
27,883 

152, 612 
1,436, 148 

443,112 
602,131 
.21,408 

i~·~ 
797: 246 
4.08,434 
2.)5 401 
90:062 

6,335,701 

TREASURY DEPARTXEl'IT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, April17,1888. 

We sell them a little o•er $6,000,000; Great Britain over $46 000 000. 
lllustrative of this point, I call attention to the followi~g t~ble, 

showing the ratio which the exports of unmanufactured and manu
factured products from the United States have sustained to each other 
duriug the periods designated. 

The ratio which the exports of the unmanufactured and manufact
ured products fwm the United States have sustained to each other 
during the decennial periods included between the years 1859-'60 and 
1879-'80, and from 1881 to 1887, are as follows: 

Unmanu- Manufact.. 
factured ured 
products. products. 

82.3 
86.6 
tn.5 
85.20 

17.7 
13.4 
12.5 
14..80 

Unmanufactured products have risen, therefore, from below 82.3 per 
cent. of the total exports in 1859-'60to 87.5 per cent. in 18 1-'87 while 
during the same period manufactures have fallen from 17.7 per c~nt. to 
14.80 per cent. Further illustrat ions can not be nece ary to demon
strat~ the fact that our tariff _has not built up onr manuiacturing in
du~trles. Though vye have piled stone upon stone upon the high-ta riff 
Chrnese wall b:y which w_e have "'?-ndertaken to exclude foreign imp'orts, 
they have. contrnued ra.I»dly t.o rn_crease. The value of our imports of 
merchandise from all countnes m 1860 was :;>353 61l0 000. but it bad 
g:adually risen in 1887 to 692,320,000. If anything' can. be conclu
SIVely proven by facts and figures, this is, that protection does not ex
clude European manufactures from our market, and that it does ex
clude onr manufactures from the markets of the world. Hardly any 
c?unt:y o~ earth could compete with us under equal conditions. Onr 
~Itua~wn IS most ~n.vora~le, our nat ural resources great, and the superior 
mtelhgence and mgenmty of our people unquestioned. 

But to any thoughtful person, who honestly seeks to discover the 
truth, the reason that our imports of manufactured products are so 
great and our exports so insignificant is not far to seek. Of the coun
~ries na:rr:ed the United Sfia:tcs is the only one that prevents the free 
ImportatiOn of raw matenals, by om tariff on which we largely in
crease the cost of our mannfuctnred products. Our domestic manu
facturers have to _PaY a very high tariff directly on their tools, machinery 
dye-st~, cbenncals, an~ on all raw material, and indirectly on many 
other articles that enter mto the cost of production. This must ordi
~arily exc!~de th_em from the markets of the world, where they come 
m competitiOn With those who are not so burden.eu. 

That a manufacturer of woolen goods, for instance, who is compelled 
to pay from 25 to 30 per cent. more than another manufacturer in the 
same line for his wool, dies, machinery, etc., can not compete with the 
latter is a proposition too plain to admit of doubt. Every person who 
reflects on the subject mustperceive tbe t rnthofthestatement ofSchoen
hoft~ that-

:ra.xes ?n raw materials inevitably lead to tbc deca y of manu facturing indus
~f~~~· Either one or the other has to gi>e w ay. There is no choice , no a.lterna-

Nor is this the only disadvantage at which our tarifr'places our man
ufacturers, so far as markets outside of the nited States are concerned. 
To sell, we must buy. Commerce is traffi c. But under our tariff 
laws our manufacturer can not purchase and import on equal terms 
with his competitors of other countries. The eftect of all this is of 
course to make traffic difficult or impossible, and practicallyto sbnt us 
out of the marketsoftbeworld. It must, too, as acoru;equence, lessen 
wages and the demand for labor. To compete in the markets of other 
countries our manufacturers must sell at market prices· and as the cost 
of the materials, tools, machinery, etc. p1 us the cost of labor, fixes the cost 
of production, it is a plain proposition that a the co t of raw materials 
tools, and machinery go up labor must go down, or our manufacture~ 
must go out of the market. And certainly , that as the markets for our 
goods are circumscribed the demand for labor is lessened is a proposi
tion that can hardly be denied. 

The protectionists are accustomed to point to the volume of onr do
mestic manufactures as the fruits of the tariff ; but they do not state 
what ordinary ob ervation shows to be true, that 80 or 90 per cent. of 
such products must, and would of necessity, be made in the United 
States, ta.riff or no tariff. 

And as I have attempted to show, so far as we export we do so in 
spite of the tariff. I am therefore opposed to our present tariff because 
while it enriches a few it prevents the expansion of our indust~ies and 
lessens the field and the reward of labor. But my opposition is inten
sified by the belief that it is especially unjus t and oppre sive to tho 
agriculturists of the country. 

While, 1\lr. Chairman. experience and uncontroverted facts show that 
in the business of manufacturing, unintelligent, low-priced labor ca~ 
~ot and does no~ compete with intelligent, high-priced labor aided by 
u~proved machmery, t~el als~ show that our ~armers are brought in 
directand severecompetltion w1th tbelowest-pnccd labor in the world. 
Perhaps in no other country on the globe are wages so low as among 
the natives of India and Russia. In either country they are not over 
about one-fifth as high as in the United States. 

That the annual surplus of our wheat which fixes the price of the 
whole crop comes in competition with the harvests of India and 
Russia is known to every one, and improved facilities for transpor
tation from these countries are each year making this competition 
more sharp. · 

In 1870 British India exported of wheat only 78,208 cwt., and not 
until1874 did it export as high in any year as a million of bushels. 
The table which I append shows that between 1880 and 1886 inclusive 
the exports of wheat from Russia in Europe bad nearly doubled; fro~ 
British India had more than trebled; from Victoria, South Australia, 
ancl New Zealand bad largely increased (but bow much we have not 
the data to show), while within the same period the exports from the 
argentine Republicgrewtwenty-fivetimesgreater, but from the United 
States they shrunk nearly one-half in volume and over one-lmlf in 
value. 

• 
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Quantities and val·ue of domestic wheat exp<Jried frmn Russia in Europe, B1·itish India, tlze Australian colonies, the Argentine Rep1iblie, and the Unite 

States during the years 1880 to 1886, inehlsiz;e. 

Calendar year. Russia in Europe. British India.. 

I 
ThccoloniesVictoria, 

South Australia, 
and New Zealand. 

Argentine Republic. United States. 

Bushe7,s. Bushels. Bttshe7,s. 
1880 ............................................................ . 
1881. ........................................................... . 
1882 ............................................................ . 
1&l3 ............................................................ . 
1~ ............................................................ . 
1885 ............................... ............................. . 
1886 ............................................................ . 

36 565 653 $53, 524, 4.5\l 
48:972:597 71,672,235 
76, 373, 532 100, 008, 804 
83,777,096 102, 286, 594 
67, 719,720 78,089, 132 
91, 754, ()()() 83, 909, 180 
No data •... No data ..... 

13, 896,168 $15,952,105 
37,078,571 41,871, 7€5 
26, 402, 893 29, 534, 467 
39, 118, 791 43, 202, 651 
29, 550, 741 30, 703,430 
39,312,969 38,943,436 
41,558,250 41,977,479 

13, 999, 415 $13, 905, S68 
9, 729, 596 9, 632, 300 
8, 506, 00! 9, 727, 05 
7, 481,949 8, 219,776 

19,466,921 17,326. !)2() 
No data. .... No data .. .. 

..... do ............... do ....... .. 

BtUJhels. 
42, 29 
5,772 

62,639 
2, 292,352 
3, 986,663 
2,884,138 
1,288,362 

$<15, 111 
10,722 
65 844 

2,3J..5:128 
4,188,071 
3,029,845 
1,4.57, 516 

Bushels. 
144, 483, 007 
120, 45l, 888 
110, 313, 1S5 
71,013,280 
81,628,478 
53,025,938 
89,201,887 

$171, 420, 195 
140,218,714 
125,051,895 
79,065,180 
74,962,078 
46,678,257 
75,955,039 

I also a.ppend another table that shows the quantities and values of I parison of the percentages of decrease or increase in the quantities 
certain leading articles of domestic merchandise exported during the I with the percentages of decrease or . increase in the values of the same . 

,years ending June 30~ 1887and 1881, respectively, and presents a com- articles since 1881: 
I . • 

Articles. 

PRINCIPAL ARTICLES OF PROVISIONS. 
Beefproducts: • 

~::~: !~!~~<i';\~d.·~;;~~d.:·.:::·::.::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~~~~~:::: 
Tallow . ..... ......................................... : .................... ................................. do ..... . 

Pork oroducts: 
Bacon and hams ................................................................................. pounds ... 
Pork ........................................................................................................ . do ..... . 
Ln.rd .................................................................................. .... .................... do ..... . 

Butter ............................................................................................................. do ..... . 

It will be seen that during that period there was a decrease in quan
tity varying from 10 to 60 per cent., and in valne varying from 25 to 
68 per cent. on every article mentioned but one-wheat flour; and if 
we take wheat and flour together there was a great decrease in that. 

The records of the Treasury Department show that since the years 
1855, 1856, the export prices of the following products have not been 
as low as in 1885 and 1886, only as hereafter stated, namely: 

Corn, but once; wheat, not once; wheat flour, not once; cotton, not once; 
pork, but once; beef, not once; butter, but three times; cheese, but once. 

My time, 1\Ir. Chairman, will not permit me to dwell on the lesson 
taught by these :figures, nor is it necessary that I should. They speak 
with an eloquence greater than I could command of the great injustice 
of our tariff. 

Pressed on one side by the products of the labor of myriads of semi
serfs, and with their markets constantly growing narrower and their 
products lower priced, our agriculturists are at home oppressed by an 
unprecedented tariff imposed, not for the support of the Government, 
but for the protection, so called, of a mushroom, moneyed aristocracy 
that it has built up. · 

I append a table showing the tariff on a few of the necessaries of the 
people: 

Articles. Tariff. 

Lumber......................................................................... $2 per thousand. 
Nails ............................................................................. 43 per cent. 
Common window-glass................................................ 68 per cent. and upward. 
Linseed-oil. .................................................................. 54 per cent. 
'Vhite lead .................................................. - ................ 40 per cent. 
Red lead....................................................................... 77 per cent. 
'VaU-paper .................... .............................................. . 25 per cent. 
Stoves .................. ........ ................... ........ ...................... 45 per cent. 
Ca-rpets......................................................................... 50 per cent. 
Oil-clot.h...... ........ ........ ................................................. 40 per cent. 
Books ........................................................................... 25 per cent. 
Glassware, cheapest kind............................................ 45 per cent. 
Cooking utensils, pots and kettles............................... 45 per cent. 
Knives, forks, spoons, etc ........ -.................................. 35 per cent. 
Common soap. ........... . ................................................ .. 20 per cent. 
Plowshares, hoes, and forks......................................... 4;) per cent. 
Shingles ................................. ~ .................................... 17 per cent. 
Sal~ in bags ................................................................. 39 per cent. 
Salt., in bulk ............................................................ ~ .... ';9 per cent. 
Needles ..................................................................... ... 25 per cent. 

Quantities. 

1887. 1881. 1887. 1881. 

40.307,252 91,908,175 -56.14 
265,333 434,993 - 38.7 
357,256 1 92 ,437 -81.4 

101, 971, \)19 150, 565, 477 -32.2 
11, 51.8, 44!) I 7, 945,786 +4-1.97 

106,459 1 185, 7CY'/ -42.7 I 
83,560,874 106, 004, 812 -21.1 7,2?...8,412 9,860,284 
36,479,379 40,698,649 -10.3 1, 990,188 2, 665,761 
63,278,403 96,403,372 -34.3 2,836, 300 6,800,628 

419, 922, 955 746, 9i4, 5-15 -43.7 
85,893,297 107, 9~8. 085 -20.4 

321, 533, 746 378, 142,496 -14.9 
12,531,171 31,560,500 -60.3 

"'· ., .• ,. I 61,161,205 
5,641,327 8.272,2 -

22,703,921 35,226,575 
1,933,6!)8 6,256,024 

Articles. 

Grindstones ................................................................. . 
Garden seeds .............................................................. . 
Castor-oil ........................................ ........................... . 
Earthenware ............................................................... . 
'Yool hats, not valued at o-ver 80 cents per pound ....... . 
Knit goods, not valued at over~ cent::~ per pound ... .. 
'Voolyarn ................................................................... .. 
\Vomen's and children's dress goods, wholly or partly 

ofwool.. .................................................................... . 
Clothing, ready-made ..... ............................................ .. 

f~~f~~~~~~:h~~~~~~~~~·-~~:·.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Umbrellas ......... ............................... .. .......................... . 
Looking-glass ............................ ................................. .. 
Round and sheet iron ............................................ .. .. .. 
Cut-nails and bt·ads ..................................................... . 
\Vrougbt-iron spikes, nuts, washers, etc .................... . 
Horse or ox shoes. ....................... ....................... ........ .. 
Anvils, mill irons, etc ................................................ .. 
Iron or steel axles ...................................................... .. 
Horse-shoe nails, hobnails, etc .................................. .. 
Iron or steel chains .................................................... .. 
Hand-saws and buck-saws ........................................ .. 
Files ........... . ................................................................. . 
Screws ......................................................................... .. 
Hollow-ware, glazed or turned ................................... . 
Pens .. ............................................. . ......... : .................. .. 
Penknives ................................................................... . 
Sugar ................. ; ........................................................ .. 
JI.Iolasses ...................................................................... .. 
Starch ......................................................................... . 
Rice ........................... ....................................... .......... .. 
Cotton thread .................. ........................................... .. 
Cotton cloth ................................................................. . 
Bagsund bagging .......... .............. ..................... .......... .. 
'Voolen cloth, not over RO cents per pound .......... .. ... .. . 
Shawls, not over 80 cents per pound ........................... . 
Flannel!:', not over 30cents per pound .......................... . 
Blankets, not over 30 cents per pound ........................ .. 

Tariff. 

14 per cent. 
20 per cent. 
19 per cent. 
55 per cent. 
66 per cent. 
88 per cent. 
69 per cent. 

60 to 80 per cent. 
54 per cent. 
67 per cent. 
25 per cent. 
45 per cent. 
78 per cent. 
40 to 50 per cent. 
35 per cent. 
54 per cent. 
55 per cent. 
68 per cent. 
62 per cent. 
76 percent. 
47 per cent. 
4.0 per cent. 
64 per cent. 
60 per cent. 
47 percent. 
4.3 per cent. 
50 per cent. 
60 to 80 per cent, 
4.7 per cent. 
95 per cent. 
113 per cent. 
50 per cent. 
50 to 75 per cent. 
54 percent. 
89 per cent. 
88 per cent. 
73percent. 
79 per cent. 

-26.5 
-25.3 
-50.8 

-45.5 
-31.8 
-35.5 
-68.4 

The following table states the description of the goods, their width 
in inches, and the weight per yard of each kind, the price of the 
goods at the factory, the rate and the amount of duty per pound and 
ad valorem, and the total amount of duty levied under the compound 
rate, and also the per cent. which the total duty is of the price per yard 
at the factory in England. · 

. . 
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Price per yard of Leeds (England) woolen and mixed goods, d·uties, etc. 

Name. 

Descrip
tion. 
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We t of England broadclot~ .................................................................................................. . 60 
28 
50 
58 
58 
56 
28 
58 
50 
28 
50 
50 
50 
54 
50 
M 
54 
54 
54 
52 
52 
52 
50 
52 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 

17 $3.60 ~0.35 40 ~.372 $1.440 $1.812 50.3 $>.412 
Fine 'vorsted trousering ...................................................................................................... . 1L 1. 62 .35 40 .241 .6i8 9 54.9 2.509 
Imitation sealskin (mohair and cotton) ... ......... ............ .... .... .................................................. . 31 4.50 . 35 40 .678 1.800 2.478 55.0 6.97 
'Vest of England beaver ........................................................................................................ . 25 3.36 .35 40 .547 1.344 1.891 56.3 5.251 
West of England all-wool ~loscow ............................. ........ . ................................................. .. 29 3.60 . 35 4n . 631 1.440 2.074 57.6 5.674 
Fine worsted coating ............................................................................................................ .. 2f 2.8~ .35 40 .525 1.152 1. 677 53. 2 4.557 
Fine worsted tronsering ... ....................................... .... .............. ............................................ . 12 1.42 . 35 40 .263 .568 .831 53.5 2. 251 
Indigo-blue Cheviot coating .................................................. .. .. .. ... .................................. ...... . 28 2.40 . 35 40 .612 .900 1.572 65.5 3.972 
Low worsted coating (worsted face, woolen back:, cotton warp) .......................................... . 24 .82 .18 35 .270 . 287 .557 60.0 1.377 
Low worsted trousering (woolen back:) ........ .. ..................................................................... . 1L .48 . 24 35 .1&5 .1G8 • 33.3 69.4 . 813 
Ottoman (worsted face, woolen back. cotton 'varp) ... ...... ...................... ........ ....... ........ ...... ... . 27 8? .18 35 .304 .287 . 591 72.0 1.411 
1\Intclnsse (worsted face, woolen back, cotton warp) ........ ......... ............. ............................. .. 2 .84 .18 35 .315 .294 . 609 72.5 1.449 
1\Inutle cloth (worsted face, woolen back, cotton warp) .................................................. ..... . 24 . 68 . 18 35 . 270 . 238 .50 74.. 7 1.188 
\ Vool, fancy suiting ................................................................................................................ . 25 . 94 .35 35 .547 . 329 .876 93.2 1. 16 
Cotton-warp cloth ............................................. ...................................... ................................ . 15 .54 .35 35 .328 .1 9 .517 95.7 1.057 
Fancy coating ..... ................................................................................... ........ ............. ....... .... . 23 .78 . 35 3.5 .503 .273 .776 W.5 1.556 
Fancy Cheviot ................................................................................................................... .. 23 2 .35 3.5 .547 .287 . 834 101.7 1.654 
'Vool, fancy suiting ........................................................................................................ ....... .. 22 .70 . 35 35 . 4 1 .245 .726 103.7 1.426 
Diagonal Cheviot ............................................................................. ...................................... . 25 .76 . 35 35 .547 .266 13 107.0 1.573 

25 .72 .35 35 .547 .252 .799 111.0 1.519 
35 . 96 .35 35 .766 . 336 1.102 114.8 2.062 
25 .64 . 35 35 .5-17 . 224 . 77L 120.5 1. 411 
16t . 42 .~ 35 .361 .147 . 508 121.0 . 9:!8 

Comrnon blue Cheviot coating ................................................................................................ ! 

llil~l~Iti!~;Iiii~\u":"!i:i\1:""\:;tt:::"":::""""u"::::::"~~"~"~~"::::::::::::"iiiiuiiiii 30 .74 .35 35 .656 .259 . 915 1~.6 1.655 
13 .32 .35 35 .284 .112 . 300 123.7 .716 
34 .82 .35 35 .744 .2 7 1.031 125.7 1. -1 
31 . 74 .35 35 .67i! .259 .937 126.6 1.677 
32 .76 . 35 35 . 700 .266 . 966 127.0 l. 726 
17 ,40 . 3.:> 35 .372 .140 . 512 128.0 . 912 

Imitation sealskin (calf hair mixed with wool, cotton warp) ................................................ . 28 .56 . :35 35 .612 .196 .808 144.3 1.368 
Cotton-warp coating. ~ ........................... ... ............................ ................................................. . 23 .46 .35 35 · . 503 .161 . 664 144.3 1.124 
Cotton-,varp ~!elton .............................................................................................................. .. 13 .24 .35 35 .284 .084 . 368 153.3 .008 
Cotton-warp serge 1\Ielton .................................................................................................... . 15~ .26 .35 35 . 339 .091 .430 165.4 .690 

29 .48 . 35 35 . 634 .168 .802 167.1 1.282 
29 .44 .35 35 .634 .154 . 7 179.1 1.22S 
30 .45 .35 35 .656 .157 .813 180.7 1.263 ~~J~}~t:r~~{J~:~l~~~~;~~r~~~~::::::::::::::-:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1 

This table is well worthy of careful study. In examining the figures given in 
the column hea-ded "price at factory" and the column headed "per cent. of 
price at factory," which the total duty amounts to, the startling inequalities in 
the rate of duty to be paid in this country becomes apparent. '.rhe highest
priced goods named in the table is West of England broadcloth, worth $.3.60 per 
yard in Leeds, the specific duty being 35 cents per pound and the ad valorem 
duty 40 per cent., making a total of duty of 50.3 per cent. on the value at the 
factory. This is on a high grade of goods. In looking at the bottom of the 
table the last ent.ry is for cotton-warp reversible cloth, made in imitation of a 
better kind. It is worth but 45 cents per yard at the factory. The specific duty 
is the same as on the West of England broadcloth, 35 cent.s pet· pound, the ad 
valorem duty is 35 per cent., but the specific duty and the ad valorem duty to
gether make the rate on the price at the factory 180.7 per cent. That is to say, 
the cheaper the goods at the factory the greater is the proportional increment 
of duty. The column headed" per cent. of price at factory," which shows the 
percentage that the duty is of the tactory price, brings this out clearly. 

By looking at this table it will be seen that this per cent. steadily 
increases from 50. 3, on high-priced goods, to 180.7 on low-priced goods. 

Had it not been for the richness of our soil and the pluck and intel
ligence of our people they must long since have been overcome in the 
unequal contest. That they could hold their own under such circum
stances was not possible. That they have not held their own is shown 
by the following graphic statement, cut from the St. Louis Republican 
(quoted a few days ago by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANDES] 
in his speech on this question): 

ILLINOIS AND liiASSACHUSETTS. 

Tilinois is a farming State, the richest and most productive one in the Union. 
Massachusetts is a manufacturing State , one of the most wealthy and prosper
ous in the industrial group of nine States that are the seat of the protected voca
tions and the chief beneficiaries of the hi~h-tarift" policy. 

The fertile soil of lllinois, its enormous crops of gra.i n and other farm prod· 
uce, its admirable railroad systems-the largest possessed by any State in the 
Union-and the intelligence and thrifty habits of its people make it the true 
representative agricultural State of the West; and in like manner, the intelli
gence and superior ingenuity of the Massachusetts people, their judiciously 
diversified industries, their thriving mn,nufacturing towns, and their great 
wealth make it the proper repre entative of the industrial group. Illinois has 
an area of 56,650 square miles; Massachuselts, 8,310. At the last census Illinois 
bad a population of 3,077,000; 1\lnssachusetts, 1,783,000. Illinois is more than six 
times as large in area as l\Ia.ssachusetts, and has nearly twice as great a popula
tion. 

In 1880 illinois had 255,741 farms, 436,371 persons engaged in farming pursuits, 
and S1,175,000,000capital invested in agriculture, this being the estimated value 
of the farms, with the buildings, live-stock, and implements on them. :r.Iassa
chu etts had 14,352 manufacturing establishments with $303,808,000 invested in 
them, and employing 352,200 persons. It will be observed that Illinois has 
nearly four times as much capital im-ested in farming as Massachusetts has in
vested in manufacturing, and also that it has 84,000 more persons employed on 
farms than Massachusetts has employed in factories. 

The value of all farm products in lllinois, both sold and consumed on the farms, 
in 1880 was $204,000,000, while the value of all the products of manufacture in 
1\Ia.ssachusetts was $631,000,000, from which must be deducted the value of the 
ra.w materials used, 5387,000,000, leaving $?...44,000,000 as the net product. It ao· 

pears. then, that :Massachusetts, with one-fourth as much capital as Illinois, and 
~J,OOO fewet· persons employed, made $4.0,000,000 more in manufacturing than 
Illinois made in farming. 

Again, it takes 51,175,000,000 capital invested in farming in Illinois to produce 
S20!,()()(l,000 worth of produce, but in Massachusetts $303,000,000 invested in manu
facturing produces ~244,000,000. 

It appears, also, that it takes 436,371 persons engaged in farming in Illinois to 
produc~ $204,000,000 ~orth of crops. but in Massachusetts 352,200 persons en
gaged m mannfacturmg produce $244,000,000 worth of goods. In Illinois the 
average product per capita in farming is $442; in Massachusetts the average 
product per capita in manufacturing is nearly $700. 

'.rhe assessed valuation of taxable property in Illinois for 1887was $79 000 000 
which, for a population of 3,077,000, is about ~266 per capita. The assessed 'val: 
nation in Massachusetts for 1 87 was $2,100,000,000, which, for a population of 
1,780,000 is about $1,120. So that not only is there more than twice as much 
assessed valuation in the small manufacturing State of Massachusetts as in the 
large farming State of Illinois, but an average per on in 1\Ias achnsetts is worth 
more than four times as much as an a>erage person in illinois. 

These estimates are based on the assumption that all the wealth in Illinois is 
owned by its people. But it is notorious that this is not the case. All the rail
roads and telegraph lines are owned out ide the State-in the industrial States 
of the East-and are assessed at $70,000,000, but actually 'Yorth ..,300,000,000. 

This article does not state the whole truth. Not only do the wealthy 
citizens of the manufacturing States own a large percentage of the 
stock of our telegraphs and railroad companies, but they also own 
millions upon millions of mortgages upon the farms of our people as 
is shown by a table which I also append: ' 
Table showing assessed value under cens-us of 1880, net State debt undm· 

census of ;1..880, net local debt under census of 1880, per cent. of total 
debt to assessed value, and estimated amount of fann mortgages. 

Assessed Percent. Estimated Net State Net local of total 
States. value of real es- debt, debt, debt to amount 

tate, census of farm 
1880. census 1880. census 1880. assessed mortgages. vt~.lue. 

Ohio ..................... Sl, 093, ooo, ooo $5,735,000 $i3,000,000 4t $330, 000, 000 
Indiana ................. 538, 000, 000 5,000,000 13,355, ()()() 3t 175,000,000 
Dlinois ................ 575, 000, 000 ·· ················ 45,180,000 8 200, 000, 000 
Michigan .............. 432, 000, 000 .. '2,' 252,' 000. 8,803,000 z 125, 000, 000 
Wisconsin ............ 344, 000, 000 9,623,000 3} 100,000,000 
Iowa .. ................... $297,000,000 $370,000 $7,562,000 3 $100,000,()(0 
Minnesota ............ 203, 000, 000 2,565,000 5, 911,000 4 70,000,000 
~1issouri ............... 381, 000, 000 16,259,000 40, G92,000 15 100, 000, 000 
Kansas ........... ....... 108,000,000 1,087,000 1, 918,000 IG 50,000,000 
Nebraska ............... 55,000,000 375,000 7.050,000 15 2:5,000,000 
Colorado .... ........... 35,000,000 212,000 3,381,000 10 1:5,000,000 
Nevada ................. 17,000,000 ...... iiii;ooo· 1,02·1, 000 6 "'i5;ooo:ooo Oregon .................. 32,000,000 337,000 .......... 4"' 
California .............. 466, 000, 000 3,306,000 13, <14.9,000 125, 000, 000 
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This table, taken from the National Review, was compiled for one of 

the leading banks in Chicago after a thorough investigation. 
While l'tlr. Chairman, it is not pleasant for our agriculturists to learn 

the lesso~ taught by these :figures, it would not be wise to blink or dis
regard them. No sophistry can gainsay the fact that a good percent
a<Ye of the profits of their labor is without any equivalent transferred to 
the pockets of certain f!l>vored classes. 

It is not strange that after a consideration of the facts and a careful 
estimate, Joseph Medill, a very prominent Republican and the _pro
prietor of the leading Republican journal of the _N orthw~st {The Ch1~go 
Tribune), in a speech delivered before the Amen can Agncul tural Society 
in 1882, said: 

I understate the truth when I say that the farmers of the Westnnd the plant
ers of the South are charged $500,000,000 a year on their goods for the profit of 
protected Eastern manufacturers more than is fail· or necessary on the principle 
of "live and let live." 

But it is idle to disguise the fact that the monopolists are determined 
that there shall be no essential change in the tariff. They are deter
mined to insist on a literal application of that Scripture: 

Unto every one that hath shall be given, but from him that hat~ not shall be 
taken away even that which he hath. 

Their representatives and advocates on this floor treat with derision 
our appeals for a modification of the tariff so as to lighten the burdens 
on our farmers. They are willing that the tax sha.ll be abated on to
bacco and whisky, as they were that it should be on bank stock, bank 
deposits, incomes from United States bonds, perfumery, playing cards, 
etc.; but they are not willing that it should be lessened on the shoes, 
the blankets, the clothing, the plow-shares, or any other of the nec
essaries of the people. 

The most important question now is, shall the wealthy classes be per
mitted to continue to levy tribute on the industrial classes; shall toil 
be guarantied the fruits of its own labor? Between these two _classes 
there is an irrepressible conflict. Sooner or later the people w1ll suc
ceed. It may not be at first . . The power of concentrated capital is 
great. The practical politician, the lobbyist, and the place-seeker will 
be on that side until it is most clear that it can not succeed. 

They always worship the golden calf. 
But ultimately the people will say, as President Cleveland in his last 

message said: 
The taxation oflux:uries presents no feature of hardship; but the necessaries 

of life used and consumed by all the people, the duty upon which adds to the 
cost of living in every home, should be greatly cheapened. 

[Applause.] 
Doring the delivery of the foregoing speech, the hour having expired, 
On motion of Mr. M.ACDON ALD, by unanimous consent, the time of 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, was extended for ten minutes. 
Mr. CANNON. My friend from Minnesota, in the speech he has 

just concluded, made a statement about Illinois, comparing her with 
Massachusetts as to the assessed value of property in Illinois compared 
with the assessed value of property in Massachusetts. He also made 
a statement in which, making a comparison between manufacturing 
Massachusetts and agricultural Illinois, he ignored manufacturing illi
nois and misleads as to agriculturallllinois. I do not know where the 
gentleman· got his table--

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I stated that it was taken from the 
St. Louis Republican. It purports to be, and I have no doubt it is, 
compiled from the census of 1880. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I have here the census of 1880 as compiled 
and t::(bulated, and instead of the condition of affairs which the gentle
men's tables show I find this fact: the true valuation of property in 
illinois in 1880, as shown by the census, was $3,092,000,000. 

J\.fr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am ready t<> answer 
any question, but perhaps this is not just the time to inject a speeqh. 
Let me say to the gentleman [1t1r. CANNON] that the comparison made 
is not a comparison of the whole of the property of Massachusetts with 
the whole of the property of illinois, but a comparison of the value of 
the farms of Illinois with the value of the manufacturing property of 
Ma-ssachusetts. - -

Mr. CANNON. A partial statement always misleads. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 

WILSON] has expired. 
:rtir. CANNON. I ask five minutes to complete my statement. I 

do not contemplate a speech. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled to recognize the gentle

man from Maryland [Mr. McCo::u:.as], who is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimons consent that the 

gentleman from lllinois-[Mr. CANNON] be allowed five minutes; not 
to come out of my time. [Laughter.] 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr~CANNON. To continue, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention o 

the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSoN] to the fact that the true 
valuation of all property in illinois, real and personal, as shown by 
the census of 1880, was three thousand and ninety-two million dollars, 
w bile the true valuation of all the property in Massachusetts was two 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-five million. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Canyouinstituteanyfaircomparisonin 
that way? Is nottheonlyproper way tomakethecomparisonthewayit 
was done by the St. Louis Republican, to wit, taking the value of the 
agricultural property in one State as compared with the value of the 
manufacturing property in the other? 

Mr. CANNON. I will make the comparison of manufacturing in 
Illiuois with manufacturinginMassachusetts, too, within my five min
utes. 

The aggregate wealth per capita in Illinois, as shown by the census of 
1880,is 1,005, not$266,asstatedand quoted with approval by the gentle
man, as against $1,568 per capita ·n Massachusetts; Illinois having a 
population far exceeding that of Massachusetts. The population of 
Dlinois has nearly doubled within the last twenty years. More than 
that, Mr. Chairman, we will talk about the manufacturing inlierests of 
the two States for a moment. I speak now from the cens~ of 1880. 
Uassachusetts then had 14,352 manufacturing establishments; at the 
same time Illinois had 14,549. The value of the manufactured products 
of Massachu etts in 1880 was $631,000,000; the value of the manu
factured products of Illinois was $415,000,000. This same census which 
shows illinois to be first in agriculture also shows her to be fourth in 
manufactures, the States coming in this order: New York first, Penn
sylvania second, Massachusetts third, and illinois fourth. That is the 
census. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Now, Mr. Chairman, my able friend 
from Illinois knows that that is not the comparison to which I was 
calling attention, and that his comparison only distracts attention from 
the issue that I presented. 

Mr. CANNON. Wbat I complain of is, that the statement which 
the St. Louis Republican made, and which the gentleman and other 
gentlemen on that side of the House have adopted·, is deceptive; that 
tigures, when you tell only part of the truth and conceal a part, do, in 
effect, tell a falsehood. '.rhat is what I complain of. I do not claim, 
of course, that the gentleman from Minnesota pre>aricates; but I say 
such is always the efrect when any one stat.es only a part of the 
truth. 

:Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If nobody can make a better expla
nation than you have made, it is an admission of the truth of the St. 
Louis Republican's statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me say one word further. The honorable gen
tleman from Uissouri [Mr. DoCKERY]-and I see it in his published 
speech for the first time this morning-spoke of census reports of as
sessed values in the State of Illinois. Why, sir, everybody in Illinois, 
and everywhere else, who has given any attention to the subject knows 
that the assessed value of property in I1linois is not one-fourth of its 
real value. It is by artful statements, founded upon such figures, that 
the attempt is made to mislead the House and the country; and I 
sometimes think that some of these newspapers desire to have believed 
as truth that which is not the truth. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. May I ask the gentleman from Illi
nois another question? 

The C'HAIRMAN. The five minutes allowed to the gentleman from 
illinois have expired. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If the assessed values in both Ma&p
chnsetts and illinois are divided by four, what difference does it make 
in the gentleman's comparison? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I want to say-and the statistics sus
tain the assertion-that the percentage of wealth per capita has in
creased as rapidly in Illinois as in Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, if any article of common use which 
our farmers can not profitably grow or our miners or workmen pro
duce is not already on the free-list I will vote to put it on. 
If any duty on any home product be higher than the conceded higher 

wages rate of my country I will vote to reduce it to the protective level, 
because I believe the tariff is . simply a question of wages. If it be 
clear that any clause fosters only monopoly I will vote to strike it out. 
If you frame a revenue-reduction bill with an eye single to the relief 
of the Treasury and the people from a growing surplus I will vote with 
you. 

If yon who are the majority would suffer the Republican minority to 
deal for one day only with the problem of the surplus I believe we would 
in that single day reduce our annual revenues $70,000,000, by repeal
ing the internal-revenue tax on tobacco, a burden on the farms in six
teen hundred counties and fifteen States; by repealing the internal
revenue tax on alcohol used in the nrts, manufactures, medicines and 
drugs, and by reducing the tariff on sugar to a minimum, yielding rev
enue enough to pay bounties to home producers of sugar from cane, 
sorghum, corn, and beets. 

The reduction of the surplus is the pretext but not the motive of this 
bill. 

Who, for instance, to reduce a surplus of $55,000,000 would put 
"curled hair for beds or mattresses" on the free-list, which last year 
yielded a revenue of $38.25? 

It is not a surplus revenue, but a protective revenue; not a war 
tariff, but a protective tariff, yougentlemenofthe majorityassail. Mr. 
Cleveland's message and. this foundling now called the Mills bill hav.:e 
a common purpose. Both use the surplus as the fulcrum wherewith 

·. 

•'· 
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to apply the free-trade lever to dislodge the protecti>e system. Every 
free-trader applauds both. Every protectionist denounces both. 

Why, in this debate, has every friend of the Mills bill lauded the 
English free-trade tariff system, which only levies duties on articles not 
produced at home? 

Has any friend of this bill in this debate uttered one sentence in 
favor of the American tariff system, which discriminates in fuvor of the 
home producer and laborer? . 

I pn.nse and will yield a half minute to any member on the Demo
cratic side to name the sentence or the member's name who uttered it. 

Mr. HOOKER. No. There was no one, and you won't hear any 
Democrat utter one. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have heard one eloquent Democrat [Mr. FORA..l."'f] 
defend the tariff and labor, but he will not vote for this bill. I am 
glad to hear the gentleman from :I'!lississippi declare for his party that 
no Democrat has or can utter a word for protection of labor. 

Your purpo e is the enlargement ofthefree-list and final opening of 
our market<~ to the world. Why then discuss the revision of the pro
tective tariff with this majority which would wipe it out as with a 
spo11ge? [Applause.] · 

The Democracy has unde:r Cleveland after forty years renewed its 
allegiance to English free trade. This :fight is not over the details of 
this bill but on the broad issue of free trade or protection. Your tariff 
of 1816, the contagion of Cobden's enthusiasm, resulted in the bank
ruptcy of all industries, wheat rotting in unthrashed stacks, and corn 
burned for !'nel on the Western farms. Said Richard Cobden in 1844: 

Yon have no mora right to doubt that the sun will rise to-morrow than to 
doubt that in. less than ten years from this time, when England inaugurates the 
glorious era. of commercial freedom, every civilized nation will be free trade to 
the backbone. 

It was to convert the world, and after forty years no nation has 
adopted it. 

Enterprise was to be paralyzed and invention stifled where free trade 
did not prevail. It was to confer great benefits on its votaries, and 
impose evils on those who rejected it. 

l''ree trade to-day comes with the broken promises, the disappointed 
hopes of its early supporters and founders. 

Protective France and Belgium rival England, while Germany is 
surpassing her, and after :five years of protection Bismarck says, ''Ger
many fears nobody but God," while the United States bas far out
stripped England in enterprise and inventive industry. Thirty-nine
fortieths of mankind repudiate free trade to-day. 

Prophecy has been falsified by history. One year ago, outside of Eng
land, of all the wise and thoughtful men in Europe and America, no 
ruler or minister dared to propose free trade. After forty years of trial 
aU state.c:;men outside of England have united in rejecting it as one of 
the ''puerile doctrines and illusions of mankind.'' The modern states
men we find all protectionists: Thiers, Gambetta, Clemenceaux, Grant, 
Garfield, Bismarck, Sherman, and Blaine. 

Wherever there is universal suffrage the producers the world over 
llave repudiated fr~e trade. When free trade won in England the work
ing people were excluded from the suffrage. 

jl 
THE BRITISH TARIFF FOB. REVENUE ONLY AND D:mECT TAXES. 

•\V e collect over two hundred millions from customs undeT a protect
ive t:uiff. 

England collects one hundred ·millions from customs under a free
bade tariff for revenue only. 

The campaign this fall is designed to bring OUl' tariff to the English 
model-a free-trade tariff for revenue only. 

Great Britain has 2,220 customs officials-. Her custom-houses are 
scattered everywhere. 

On some imports Great Britain imposes a duty of 400 percent. or 500 
per cent.; on several a duty of 1,900 per cent. 

By a tax: of 6 pence per pound on tea and 2 pence per potUid on coffee, 
Great Britain wrests from the breakfast tableofherpeople $22,000,000 
annually. 

She bas a tariff on chicory, cocoa, cocoa husks, chocolate, currants, :figs, 
raisins, plums, prunes, chloral, chloroform, collodion, tobacco, snuff, 
soap, ether, cordials, alcohol, spirits, and other articles, which in 1886 
yielded her a CUBtoms revenue of$99,086,43S. 

Besides, a free-trade tariff compels heavy direct taxation. Wliile we 
collect our one hundred and eighteen millions from internal-revenue 
taxes, Great Britain in 1886 by internal taxes collected by licenses ro 
nnctioneers pawnbrokeTs, and peddlers, by &tamps on bankers' notes, 
on bills of exchange and promissory notes, on checks, drafts, and re
ceipts, on deeds and instruments, by a tax on dogs and guns, by a 
house duty, by a tax: on marine and life insurance) by a land tax, a tax 
on legacies, by liquor taxes .and licenses, by a tax on patent medicines, 
on property, and licenses on refreshment houses, by a tax on dealers 
nnd manufacturers of tobacco and sn~ and by taxes on a hundred 
other vexatious items, from her people, the enormous sum of $291,573,-
490. 

yeara of a free-trade tariff for revenue only has prospered Great Brit
ain? Even after three ycn.rs of Democratic incompetent administration 
we have nothing liketheindustrialdistressexi tinginEngland. There 
is a wolf at the door of the English wage-earner and an enemy at his 
:fireside. There is the :figure of the laborer badly clad in his hovel, liv
ing in want and ignorance. England has a. million paupers, and seven 
millions of people there to toe the line of pauperi m~ Wages all ove:t 
England are low and decreasing. Her industries are depressed by a 
competition some of them can not survive. Eighty thousand people 
are out of employment in London alone. Womenare selling their life
blood working at a half-penny an hour in making cheap clothes, and 
lately the countless army of the unemployed crowded Haymarket. 
Tens of thousands marched through London streets to Westminster 
Abbey calling for "bread OT work." · 

R:fGLISH FARMING HAS COLLAPSED UNDER.- FREE TRADE!. 

Learn from England, ye farmers of America, how free trade benefits 
agrieul true. 

There agriculture bas reached a state of collal_)Se. Every farmer is 40 
per cent. poorer than he was twelve years ago. The tenant farmers are 
now p~ying their rent out of their capital. In ten years the loss of in
come to owners of land was 30 per cent. and to tenant farmeTS 60 per 
cent. 

The farm laboTer now works for 1 or7 at most, for 2 shillings a day7 
a loss of 20 per cent. of his wages. 

The land is rapidly going out of cultivation, and free trade has made 
wheat growing unprofitable to the English farmer~ Within ten years 
1, 000,000 acres, 'me-fourth of the whole wheat area of Britain, has gone 
out of cultivation. Dairy farming is ex:~ouished. The best of the 
farm population is crowding inbo the great cities, no longer customers,. 
but competitors. 

'l'o the doctrinaires it is a pretty pastoral scene; free-tmde England, 
a grass country without gates, cropped-tail horses, and fo~esandhounds 
running on forever and ever. 

The howling dervish of free trade, with his epileptic froth over the 
mortgages on Western farms, should remember that while mortgages 
on farms here are 20 per cent. of their value, the mortgages on English 
lands were over 58 per cent. oftbeirvalue (says Mullhall) in 1876, and 
since then the value and income of these lands bas fallen off from 30 
to 50 per cent. The number of farming bankruptcies in Britain ha.ve 
increased six times in ten years. Bills of sale have multiplied ten 
times in :five years. 

I was born upon a farm; its fragrant :fields, ita meadows, and clo>er 
bloom are redolent of the memories of a happy boyhood. I live among 
farmers and represent largely a farming constituency. As I consider 
their wants, their burdens, their troubles, God forbid I should ever vote 
to add to their present evils by a dose of English free-trade tariff for 
revenue only, the loss of tl1eir home market, the farmer's main depend
ence for the sale of his surplus products. [Applause.] 

Free trade may cheapen a few of the faTmer's supplies; it will still 
more cheapen the value of his farm and its products, decrease manu
factures, and increase farmers. 

When our people are all employed they earn wages, and the more 
wages they earn the moreof the farmer's products they buy. Free fOr
eign trade may enrich the mugwump importers of New York or Bos
ton, but itishomeproductionandconsumptio.nthatenriches the faxmer. 
Foreign importation enriches the few at the expense of the many by 
gathering the profits in a few hands-the bankers, the merchants, the 
brokers, the agents, theshippers, thosewhodeal in money andex:ch::mge. 
Home trade is tenfold more profit.."\ble than foreign trade. Foreign trade 
profits individuals~ home trade profits the community, because the 
money turned over once in foreign trade is turned over ten times in 
home trade. 

Wbile foreign trade enriches many middlemen, home trade enriches 
the producer. In nome trade both the buying and the selling are done 
at home, and both transactions bring profit to the community. In for
eign trade one tmnsaction is done abroad and does not benefit our coun
try at all. Free foreign commerce is a curse if it only displaces so much 
home commerce. 

For the farmer foreign goods in exchange for the farmer's grain and 
raw m aterial are far-fetched and dear-bought. The farmer will not 
transfer prosperity from home manufacturers to Nodhern importers, for 
the manufacturer keeps the money at home, while the importer sends 
it abroad. He knows to-day that it is best to exchange his produce 
at his own door, to have his neighbor for his customer instead of llis 
competitor} quite as well as when a century ago the American farmers 
created the American protective p'Olicy. He knows that the home mar
ket his foresight fOstered consume:3 more than all of Britain's im
ports and exports combined. He hails the tendency to bring pr -
ducers and consumerstogetherbymorerapid transit and ~ewer middle-
men. • 

TliE AMERICAN' F .AlUIEB. SACRIFICED TO FREE TRADE BY 'niE MILLS BILL. 

~Ir. Chairman, the American farmer has fot years heard the Demo-
DXPRESS:ros oF TRADE AND INDUSTRY lN ENGLA.'m UNDEB. FREE TRADE. . cratic !eadem denounce. the tariff as the bulwark of monopoly, the 

Daro you now go home and tell the peoplo of our land how thirty enricher of a favoxed few whose product:! ought to- be on the free-list 
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He will read the Mills bill to find that the farmer is the Robber Baron 
whose products now I,?;O to the free-list. The raiser of sheep and the 
grower of wool is now the chief of sinners, and wool must be made 
free. Cultivators of hemp, flax, peas, beans, cabbage, potatoes, seeds, 
'and vegetables are monopolists; so these go to the fl'ee-list. 

l\Iore than one-third of the free-list in the 1\Iills bill is composed of 
1the yield of the field, forest, and mine to the damage of the lumber
man, quarryman, farmer, and miner. 

· With demagogic zeal salt which costs us 6 cents per capitn. is hur
ried to the free-list, while sugar which costs us $2.57 per capita es
capes lightly. 

But I will not vex the House with figures. Figures are good serv
ants but bad masters. This bill and the tables in the majority report 
suggest that either ad valorem or percentage is the prince of liars. 

TIIE PROBLE:li TO·DA Y-NOT CIIEAPXESS, BUT EMPLOYMENT. 

1\Ir. Chairman, the speeches for this bill are the extravagant speeches 
of forty years ago. The necessaries and conveniences of life were never 
so plentiful or so cheap as to-day. The wages of labor were never so 
high in our country. The poor man's blanket never was so cheap as 
now, but the poor man's wages are the lowest in the States where most of 
the members who support the Mills bill hail from. During the past 
forty years a.ll over the world mechanical and scientific appliances hn.ve 
tran formed the transporting and producing of commodities. These 
have reduced and are still reducing the bbor required for both. 

When Cobden biumphed with the cry of'' the cheap loaf" the trouble 
was the scarcity and dearness of the necessaries of life. To-day the 
struggle is for work enough to gh"e the bulk of population money enough 
to buy these necessaries oflife now so cheap and abundant. 

Without employment, increasing masses of people must pass a mis
erable existence in the midst of plenty. Industries must constantly 
grow and diversify to give full and well-paid employment. From thedif
:ficnlty ef supplying adequate employment in the midst of commodities 
cheap and plentiful has resulted the reconversion of the civilized w-orld 
to protective tariffs. 

Employment, not cheapness, is the mainspring of national content
ment. Internal production and internal consumption are the best tests 
of national prosperity. 

Cheap blankets and cheaps.'llt aren.mockeryiflabor is cheaper still. 
Free trade means untaxed foreign competition. It cheapens a few things 
the workman consumes, but cheapens everything that he produces. 
Protection rai es the price of a few things the workman consumes, but 
raises the price of everything he produces, and higher wages for what 
he produces means a higher standard of life for home, wife, and chil
dren. 

Free trade means cheapness to the few rich idlers with fixed incomes, 
but longer hours, lower wages, harder work to the workers, who are 
many. Goods are too cheap for us when they are cheaper than we can 
make them. Competition with long hours and low wages will bring 
us to long hours and low wagP.s. ''Competition for cheapness becomes 
'competition in cheap labor, and competition in cheap labor means com
: petition in flesh and blood. '' 

To-day every old soul-driver of the South is a free-trader. Free trade 
is against the poor man ancl in favor of the rich man when it lets the 
rich man buy what he wants abroad and employ the foreign workers at 
l ower wages in place of the American producer who stands ready with 
his capital, the workman's skill, his practical knowledge, his industry, 
h is strength, his health. In this country to-day the workingman has the 
ballot to defend him against the competition of underpaid workmen 
and plethoric capital in Europe, and Coolie and Chinese labor in Asia, 
for all of them by cheap ocean freights are now brought near our door. 
( Applause.] 

THE :MA.RKET OF THE WORLD IS A DELUSION Al.'D A SNARE FOR US. 

When yon tell the farmer if he will slaughter hiB sheep free wool 
will enable our manufacturers to control the foreign market, be retorts 
that cotton has always been free. Free cotton has not given our spin
ners control of the foreign market, but with free wool a million flock
masters must seek other employment. 

Since all foreign countries save England have adopted the protective 
system, free trade for us can not open a single port or market not now 
open to us, but simply opens our market to all foreign wares. We 
would fall before the combined efforts of protective tariffs abroad and 
foreign competition at home. 

The depressed and overcrowded market of England is already open 
to us, and all the markets of the continent of Europe are protected. 
How then will these markets give us continuing employment? Besides, 
if ten million workers in glass, woolens, cotton, and silk in Germany, 
France, and Belgium a.re working 72 hours a week, including Sun
day, at 50 per cent. less wages, and send their products free to New 
York and Boston or Baltimore, at a lower rate of freight than it costs 
workmen working 48 hours a week here, then these ten million work
men are competing as if they were all here alongside of our workmen. 
Inste~1.cl of free trado let us rather mak e more stringent our im.nllO'ra-
tion laws. [Applause.] o 

THE SOUTH MOS'i' NEEDS THE TARIFF. 

Mr. Chairman, it amazes me t o hea.r_Mr. Mills, who hails from Texas, 

cJaim that the tariff has nothing to do with wages: because wages are 
higher in some States than in others. The tariff wrought its best fruit 
in New England and the enterprising North and West. Wages are 
lower in Arkansas ancl Louisiana and South Carolina, beca.use slavery 
condemned the blackand poor white people to ignorance; and after the 
war under the inherited system it was too Ion~ disgraceful to labor. 

The wages of her men and women are not much more than half the 
wages paid in New England. It is amazing to hear Representatives 
from the Southern States unite to denounce the t..'lriff, when the South 
most needs protection. New England and Pennsylvania, rich with the 
fruits of a general system of manufactures, may well smile at the folly 
of these Southern leaders blinded by prejudice. 

The United States Governm~nt was formed in part for the creation 
and promotion of manufactures. The Confederate States government 
was formed to stimulate agriculture alone and to import manufactures. 

Will the old South never recant this clause of the Confederate con
stitution? 

But uo bounties shall be grant-ed fwm the treasury, uor shall any duties or 
taxes on importatious from foreign nations be laid to promot-e or fostfl:r any in
dustry. 

On this charter of free trade and slave la.bor the South based the fabric 
of a commercial alliance with England- the exchange of cheap manu
factures from cheap foreign labor for unlimited cotton from cheap slave 
labor. The war cry of the old South was slave labor and free trade. 
Slavery has gone, but these leaders of the old South here on this floor 
:fight for the English alliance and free trade once more. Free trade is 
still the d.I·eam of the old South, whose corner-stone was the plantation 
id~wide lands, an accomplished few enriched by the ignorant many 
toiling for bare subsistence. 

The old South, whose old master class can forget with magnanimity 
the bitterness of the war, but can not forget the enfranchisement of 
their sla-ves. 

The old South, which, appalled at the rule of the ignorant majority, 
resorts in turn to violence or fraud, convinced that if ever the small 
white minority yields at the ballot-box to the growing black majority 
then will be the doom in the cotton States of public and private rights. 

The old South, which, bewildered by the gravest problem of civiliza
tion, blindly keeps solid the black vote by outside pressure, by the 
denial of full citizenship, which excuses the fraudulent denial of a fair 
poll or count in communities where there is a black majority, by rea
son of color, ignorance, and poverty, convinced that fraud affords the 
only e~cape from the supremacy of the poor and ignorant mass. 

The old South, which passionately forbids massed black ignorance to 
be counted against its own intelligent white minority, but with shame
less inconsistency believes it right to count this uncounted black vote 
wherever the South needs an offset to as many intelligent workingmen's 
vote..'l actually ca-st in the North and West, belie>es it right to thus 
quadruple the power of the white minority of the cotton States at an 
eledion for President and Congress. 

This old South, whose old Confederate leaders on this floor now seek 
by free-trade and the English alliance to readjust the old plantation 
idea to raw products of mines and fields with cheap peasant labor. 

The young men of the South begin to realize, though slowly, that 
when the white minority stoops to fraud upon the poll or count, it con
trols the massed majority at the cost of its own civic virtue and debase-
ment of the moral sense of the community. 

There is hope in the new South with he1· exultation in her new-found 
treasures, her inexl!austibJe mines of coal and iron, her mountains of 
iron and salt, her copper, lead, her granite, her fire-clay, her cement 
and lime rock, all imperiled by this bill. The new South, with its 
nascent industrial fire, its gleams of wealth through whirling spindles 
and looms and molten glass. 

, The new South, with its growing impatience with the plantation idea, 
the growing belief that theN orthern township system will be potential, 
and that peasant labor can not sustain ''Southern booms. '' The new 
South by slow degrees learning that the healthful growth of Southern 
.towns and cities must be grounded upon the education of the whole 
mass of the people, by the free consent of all under a local self-govern
ment with equal civil rights as citizens. The new South, conscious of 
the value of its free black labor, beginning dimly to see that this labor 
robbed of its dues for two centuries must be educated if tbe South 
would rival Northern labor, if it wants the factory to raise the value 
of the farms, and around the shops to grow a village. , 

The new South, which believes it must lift its labor abo-ve the level 
of Europe, and that like the North it must eventually pay its skilled 
worker.5 in metal, glass, wool, and cotton 50 per cent. more than the 
old world if it would transform its towns into cities and diffuse pros
perity over countless small farms. 

Upon this new South, thrillin~ with mighty enterprises, developing 
her mines, founding her cities, Mr. Cleveland's messa.ge against a pro
tective tariff fell like some unwelcome bell knelling a departed friend. 
This cry of free raw materials is the device whereby to drive the new 
South back to free trade before her transformation weds her to the 
tariff which made New England great. In this spirit John Randolph 
said he would go a. mile out of his way to kick a sheep. He hated the 
animal which made the farmers protectionist.s. 
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Like another Tannhanser, the new South has just broken away from 
the toils of slaYery. It has awakened to the industries of earth. Just 
as it has made paths in the trackless forest, just when it is exploring 
the seams of earth to extract its ores, just as it stands by the months of its 
new-made coal-pit8, the President's message and the ?t:lills bill summon 
the newSonthagain to slbmber, that thevinesmaycnmberthe forests, 
that bats and owls may inhabit the shafts of deserted mines, that spi
ders may weave their webs over the months of the coal-pits, that the 
grass may grow again in the village streets. [Appla:u.se.] 

Like another Tannhauser, this last cry will break the illusion of free 
trade that so long has blinded the South. 

Instead of Cleveland's curlew, we will set the morning school-bells 
ringing in the South. [Applause]. 

:M:r. HEMPHILL. Have yon ever been South? 
M:r. McCOMAS. I have, somewhat. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. How many times? 
Mr. 1\IcCOMAS. Many times. I was born and bred on the Poto

ma~ in a slave State, and I live there yet. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, I do not live in that country either. I want 

to know whether the gentleman has ever been south of the Potomac. 
1\Ir. McCOMAS. Oh, yes; lived South, and sometimes tra>reled 

South. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Recently? 
Mr. McCOMAS. I ha'e been there recently, and would be glad to 

go again to the gentleman s country; would be glad to meet my friend 
there; would be glad to observe tbe effect of protection still retained at 
100 per cent. on rice in his State, and above all would be glad to go there 
nex t election day to look upon peaceful and fair elections and the eight 
ballot-boxes to deceive the illiterate voters; would be glad to see there 
such a state of sentiment as is represented on this side by seventeen 
men, frienus of the American industrial ~ystem from the Southern 
States-six from Virginia, four of them gallant ex-Confederates as well 
as Republicans; two from Tennessee, one from West Virginia, one from 
Maryland, two from North Carolina, three from Kentucky, in spite of 
the deadly enmity of the whisky ring, the deadly foe of the protective 
tariff; my two neighbors yonder from Missouri, the whole seventeen, 
except the two bmve soldier Republicans from Missouri, Republicans 
who are ''native and to the manor born "-born and bred in the slave 
States, belonging there, and all of them the peers of any man from the 
South, on this floor as well as at their own homes and among their own 
constituents. [Applause.] 

I lament that able and iair-minded men like mv friend from South 
Carolina can be standing here against the best interests of my section 
as well as the grand interests of ruy country, while these Republican 
ex-Confederates and these Republican Union soldiers, these Repub
lican native-horn Representatives from the South, come here to cast 17 
votes from the new South against this free-trade bill which would 
bring ruin to the South even more than to other portions of the Union. 
I hope the gentleman is satisfied with my answer. 

:Mr. HEMPHILL. Thegentleman'seloqnence, I will say, with proper 
respect to my friend, is only surpassed by his ignorance. One pecul
iarity of people who live North and are Republicans is that they not 
only want to regulate their own affairs but those of every body else. 
Now, we from the South are supposed to know what are the interests 
of our section. We are sent here for the purpose of representing those 
interests by as intelligent constituents as any persons in this country. 
We have no fe-eling of opposition to the North; let its people make all 
the money they can-- . 

Mr. 1\IcCOl\IAS. I can not yield for my friend to make a speech, 
though he is able to make a very good one; the time I have remaining 
is too short. He doe3 not hesitate, by helping the Mills bill, to try to 
regulate and ruin the interests of my State-its coal, its glass, cement, 
arid labor. 

:Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois (to Mr. HEMPHILL). What do yon pay 
your laborers? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We pay them all we can afford to pay them un
der this miserable protective system, which takes almost everything to 
satisfy the demands of oppressive taxation. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of illinois. In Illinois a farm hand gets $20 to $25 
a month, because we have diversified industries. In South Carolina 
such laborers receive but $6 to $7 a month. [Applause on the Repub
lican side.] 

:Hr. HEMPHILL. In addition to their wages we give them a home. 
I guaranty that we pay our laborers as much, counting provisions and 
home, together with actual cash, as similar laborers are paid in Illinois. 

l\Ir. HOPKINS, of illinois. I will say--
Mr. McCOMAS. I can not yield further; I have something myself 

to say about that. In reply to the gentleman from South Carolina, who 
says Maryland is not a Southern State, I wish to say in 1861 your peo
ple, imbued with the poison of the subtile and able Calhoun, the virus 
from the fangs of secession, sent her commissioners who came to the 
people of 1\1aryland and plead with her as a Southern State to go with 
them into secession, bankruptcy, and ruin. You called her then a 
Southern State. Although lying on the Potomac, and although a 
slave State, she vindicated her right to come farther North when she 
sent 46,000 Union soldiers to defend that flag which hangs over the 

. 

Speaker's chair upon the field of battle when your war cry was free 
trade and slave labor and ours was protection to white labor and free
dom to slave labor in this country. [Great applause on the Repub
lican side.] 

The gentleman's own ignorance is narrow indeed when he restricts 
and limits the South to South Carolina. It was so once, but is no longer. 

But when yon say we are to be likened to the North and West, we 
in Maryland begin to rival their glowing activity. I thank thee, Jew, 
for that word. [Applause.] 

ORGANIZED LABOR-BLAffi BILL-PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 

Mr. Chairman, these three things affright the old Bourbon regime
organized labor, the Blair bill, and a protective tariff. Organized labor 
which in the freer States by manifold endeavors, through blunder and 
defeat, still is always groping upward toward the light, and _destined 
under liberty and law to grandly help the upliftiLg of all man1.-ind in 
this favored land. Organized labor, so blindly battled with by the 
leaders of the old South on this floor, will yet prevail, as in this modern 
world the strength of numbers ever ultimately prevails. 

If these free-trade leaders are statesmen they should beware lest the 
black labor of the South, robbed of two centuries of education, of self
bel!>, standing with its eyes blinded, may take hold of the middle 
pillars of our house, while our Philistines are sacrificing to their god 
Free Trade, and are making merry with our Southern people, and pull 
down our house upon us to avenge its two eyes. 

The Blair bill, which is the surest remedy to ward off such awful 
calamity, whereby in separate schools the children of the slaves may 
!Je .fitted for intelligent labor and citizenship which makes organized 
workers in contented homes the bulwark of the nation. The protect
ive tariff which, linked with organized labor and national educational 
aid, will destroy proscription, prejudice, and sectionalism. 

COAL AND IRON ON THE FREE·LIST. 

The clamor of the Southern people, the stern protests from the mines 
and the towns disconcerted the plan to put coal and iron on the free
list, but these free-traders were not to be foiled. Anthracite coal is on 
the free-list and bituminous coal is not mentioned. They have put on 
the free-list "all mineral substances in a crude state and metals un
wrought not specially enumerated or provided for. They do not spe
cifically enumerate bituminous coal, which is a mineral substance in a 
crude state, nor iron which is metal nnwrought, and the last section of 
the Mills bill repeals all laws or parts of laws in conflict therewith. 
They have openly put all the products of coal on the free-list. 

The simple device of omitting to specify bituminous coal, repealing 
the law which did specify it, and putting it on the free-list as a "min
eral substance in a crude state" will not long be hidden from the new 
South concerned for its coal and iron. 

I now charge that since this bill was introduced here our free-trade 
Treasury chiefs have by a mere ruling repealed the tariff law which 
protected coal. · 

For a hundred years, since George Washington signed the first tariil 
act, bituminous and semi-bituminous coal of commerce have been pro
tected. Ail the semi-bituminous coal of the Atlantic slope, the coal 
of Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, much of the coal of Pennsylvania 
has been protected. Suddenly, in March, our Secretary declared that 
all coal with less than 20 per cent. of volatile combustible matter is 
anthracite, and therefore free. It matters not that anthracite averages 
less than 5 per cent. of volatile matter. 

For the fuat time the Cumberland coal of my own State and the Po
cahontas coal of Virginia are declared to be anthracite by the Treas
ury, though still called semi-bituminous by all mankind. · 

The bituminous coal of Swansea, Wales, and t he bituminous coal of 
Canada are already coming into our ports and will not be stopped un
less this House shall cleclare that a free-n·ade Secretary can not legis
late and thus enlarge the free-list at will to gi>e the railroad, the gas, 
and steam-ship monopolies free trade in coal before the 1\Iills bill has 
passed. _ And I would Yote to impeach the Secretary of the Treasury 
who has dared to usurp the functions of Congt·ess, who has boldly put 
bitnmino~ coal on the free-list in defiance of the law. 

THE AMERICA...'< SYSTE){-ITS SPLENDID DEVELOPMENT. 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the lamentations of the other side, 
who forget that for eleven years they have controlled this Honse, and 
for three years past ruled this country. If the plain people, the 
working people of my country, can be diverted, by these querulous com
plaints, from the greatness of the American protective system and the 
splendor of its development as fashioned hy the national Republican 
party during the recent twenty-five years, they indeed are our people-

Like the people-

To borrow from an old philosopher-
who when they went to Olympia could only perceive that they were scorched 
by the sun, and pressed by the crowd, and wetted by the rain, and that life was 

~~~~~!!i.s:A~~~;'~~~n:o~d~P~wfa~': ;~~~!· oarnzte~~ ~~fch1lh~;\[~dgc~tn;~~~~~~: 
and which stood in all its glory and power before their perturbed and foolish 
vision. 

I believe ratber that the vast majority of our people will, with our 
for~most statesman, again declare for that policy which inspires labor 

' 
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with hope and crownsitwithdignity, which gives safety to capital and 
prorects its increase, which secures political power to every citizen, cult
ure and comfort to every home. [Great applause.] 

Ur. HEMPHILL. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, simply, if the gen
tleman from Maryland [.:Ur. McCoMAS] will give me his attention for 
a moment, that in my remarks a few moments ago I desired to express 
~ny understanding of his lack of information as to the condition of 

\ things in the Southern States. My remark had reference exclusively 
to that, and was intended in no sense to be offensive. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I appreciate that. I could not understand the 
gentleman from South Carolina as intep.ding to give or myself as de
siring to take offense at what be bas said. 

:Mr. HEMPHILL. It was only that I did not think the gentleman 
had sufficient personal knowledge of the subject upon which he was 
then speaking to enable him to advance opinions of that character. 

1\fr. McCO~fAS. I hope to have the opportunity of witnessing in 
person, at no distant date, the condition of affairs there, and especially 
would I like to see an election held. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will be delighted to see the gentleman there on 
such au oo~,::asion, and pronilse to show him an election where there is 
a vorer for every vote. 

Mr. HOUK. But counted differently from the way they are cast. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir; counted just as they are cast. 
Mr. PERKINS. That would undoubtedly be a rare sight, which a 

m:m might be justified in going so many miles to see. 
1\fr. HEUPHILL. Very well; we will he very glad to show it to 

gentlemen who choose to tavor us with their presence there. 
Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairma.n, I claim no superior knowledge as an 

expert in the ''dismal science. '' I can not a-ssume to be as well informed 
on the tariff question as the learned gentlemen who have heretofore 
spoken upon the subject, nor do I hope for one momentthatwhatimay 
ay will afford any specially valuable contribution to the economic 

thought or literary excellence of this discussion. But believing as I 
do, that the subject under consideration is one of supreme importance, 
and of the utmost interest to every section of our common country, I 
h:we felt co~trained to record my convict· ons and express some reasons 
forthe faith within me. 

During the brief period of m.Y Congressional service I have witnessed 
two oecasions in this House which impressed themselves in an extraor
dinary degree upon my observation. They attracted great public at
tention and will not soon pass from the memory of those who were 
then _present. I allude to what occurred on May 6, 1884, and June 17, 
1886. On the first of these dates the enacting clause of the tariff bill 
as then proposed was stricken out by a vote of 159 yeas to 155 nays; 
on the la. t the House refused to enter upon the consideration of a kin
dred measure by a vote of 140 yeas to 157 nays. The re.;;ults of these 
votes, the political complexion of which is well known, were greeted 
with applause by the protectionists, and the country was given to un
derstand that the burdens of war taxation, indefensible as they are in 
times C\f peace, should continue to oppress the people. In the face of 
ExecutiYe recommendation~ in spite of popular clamor for tax reduc
tion, and the' consensus of the best political economists of all parties as 
to the absolute necessity for legislative action, in the presence of a con
stantl.Y accumulating revenue beyond the requirement for an econom
ical ad ministration of the Government, and the inevitable consequence 
of an abnormal and prodigtous surplus in the Federal Treasury, aside 
from the palpable injustice and obvious impolicy of perpetuating the 
existing system of taxation, there could not then be found in this great · 
HolL'5e of the people a sufficient number of their chosen Representa
tin·s who would even allow time and opportunity to investigate orre
form. apparent abuses, or in any manner relieve the tax-payers from 
confessed oppression. 

When, however, on the 17th of April of this good year, the motion 
was made by the chairman of the Committee on 'rVays and Means to 
begin the consideration of the bill now before us, no voice was heard in 
opposition. High-tariff men, Republicans and Democrats, ''opened not 
their mouths." It seemed to be realized on all sides that remedial 
action cculd not longer be delayed, that the last continuance had been 
granted, and the time for trial had arrived . 

\\ hat the fate of the pending bill shall be no one can safely prog
no ticate. It is within the power of the protectionists to defeat it-to 
strangle and destroy it ere :final consideration is reached; to obstruct 
and wear it out. But whatever may be the result, I sincerely hope 
that no Converse will be found on this side of the Chamber to take the 
initiatiYe in its decapitation, that no man who calls himself a Democrat 
will dmw the fhst dagger or deal the first blow. In view of the con
ditions that surround us, and the intrepid stand taken by the Presi
dent, I can not perceive how any Democrat can afford to antagonize 
tbe general proposition now submitted in the direction of reducing tax
ation and simplifying the processes of its collection. It is possible, as 
intimated, for the opposition to prevent the passage of the bill in its 
present shape, or as it may be amended, to prevent any relief contem
plated by its provisions, and thereby maintain the present status of 
the tariff schedules. If any bill of the sort shall pass, it will be the 
result of Democratic persistency and aggression, and by the grace and 
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permission of the Republican party both in the House and in the Sen
ate. 

If there be no tariff legisla'Ron the Republican party will be responsi
ble for the failure. One thing is certain: the Democrats are inflexibly 
determined to crowd and press this great issue before Congress and the 
country. The fight bas been going on for years. The agitation will 
not cease until something is accomplished. The people in the factory 
and in the field, in the shop and at the shambles, whether they live 
by the expenditure of brain or brawn, at the North. or in the South, 
everywhere throughout this great country, expect and require some cer
tain and definite action, some decision and settlement of the question. 
They can not and will not brook further suspense. The Armageddon 
of American politics is at hand. The lines are being drawn. Choose 
you this day whom you will serve. He that is not for us is against us. 
If a Democrat favor a continuation of war taxes, let him go to the camo 
of the enemy; if a Republica.n love country better than partisanship~ 
let him join the ranks of reform; if any patriot prefer the general good 
to special advantage and class benefit, now is the time to show his colors. 
Listen to the authoritative declaration of your respective parties four 
years ago: 

The Democratic p :.uty has failed completely to relieve the people of the bur
den of unnecessary taxation by a wise reduction of the surplus. The Repub
lican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff and to reduce the 
surplus.-RepuUican Platjor·m of 1884. 

That change is necessary is proved by an existing surplus of more than $100-
000,000 which bas yearly been collected from a suffering people. Unnecessary 
taxation is nnjnst taxation. * * * The D emocratic party is pledged to revise 
the tariff in a spirit of fairness to all interests.-Democratic Platjo1·m ofl884. 

Read the message of the Union's Executive, who is charged with con
serving the public weal, at the beginning of this Congress. He em
phasizes the gravity of the situation. Look at it as you will, it sounds 
the note of alarm and can not be disregarded. He has hoisted the 
danger-signal and the world has seen it. Our safety and prosperity de
pend upon heeding the warning and putting into practical operation 
the plain behests of representative duty. 

Gentlemen of the House, after aUf the great body of our constituents 
are homogeneous. Tax-payers have kindred interests and cognate sym
pathies. Political parties, it is true, are necessary factors in republican 
institutions. Party alignments were formed in the very incipiency of 
our Government, and will and ougP,t always to exist. I believe lhere 
always have been and ever will be conscientious citizens of the American 
Union who entertain different views and confl.icting sentiments on ques
tions of public policy. I do not believe that any party has now or eve·r 
will have a monopoly of all the virtue and purity, or all the vice and 
prorugacy, which adorn on the one side, or degrade on the other, the ad
ministration of governmental affairs. There are good men and bad men 
alike in every human association. Evil communications will corrupt 
the good manners of all the sons of Adam. 

But in the presence o.f a common danger, in t : e blazing light which 
unmistakably reveals the absolute necessity for <· conservation of the 
best interests of the Republic, there must and will be found sufficient 
unity of purpose and concentration of effort to meet, in some measure, 
the demands of the situation. Selfishness must be made to yield to the 
paramount requirement of the general good and public .welfare. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me unnecessary to repeat the current plati
tudes and generic postulates which ever attend a tariff discussion. The 
diverse constructions of constitutional power and purpose are known 
of all men. The infinite variety of transformation and verbal adjust
ment of old sta.rement, the artistic modern formub.tion of ancient (li.cta, 
howe·ver ingeniously constructed, can make no substantial addition to 
what bas so often bee~:\ announced . What I said in the Forty-eighth 
Congress in this connection is perhaps equally applicable to the present 
time: 

It were practically impossible, at this day, for any man to suggest anything 
new or essentially different from the manifold thought and treatment which 
the subject of Federal taxation has received in this country from time to time. 
It has enga~ed the attention and inspired the research of governmental phiios
ophers for more than a century, and statesmen and essayists have in turn given 
it their current contributions. It has been so oft-en discussed, critically consid
ered. and profoundly explored that the very language employed is generic, the 
platitudes identical, the illustrations parallel, the methods threadbare. With a 
very slight adjustment of transposition, and the elimination of modern data, it 
will be discovered upon close inspection that much of om· recent literature upon 
this subject is but the adroit reproduction of what was said scores of years ago. 

It is not assumed by the majority of the Committee on Ways and 
},feans, nor any one else, that the bill reported is perfect, nor is it ex
pected that it shall be exempt from legitimate criticism. There are, 
perhaps, many objections which may be urged against it, but it will 
serve at least as the ground-plan for the interchange of representative 
opinion and the foundation for legislative judgment. It seems to me 
that we ought to discuss its defects and commend its merits in the spirit 
of fairness and concession, and stri >e to meet on some common ground. 
I am for the bill, with some amendments. If they can not be had, I will 
take it as it is and give it an earnest support as the best that can now 
be accomplished. Uy most s~rious general objection to the bill is that 
it is too protective. It lea\es the duties on many articles far too high, 
which at earlier periods in our history would have been regarded as 
monstrous. Its chief reductions, amounting to $46,645,112.48, are made 
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by additions to the free-list and subtractions from excise o:r internal
revenue sources. I am not sure that t.he importation of articles upon 
which imposts are lessened will not be stimulated to such an extent as 
to increase the revenues now derived therefrom. In that event, how
ever, some beneftt would result in :fiwor of the mass of consumers. There 
is more reg uired of us than merely stopping an inilow <>f surplus. That, 
of course, is an important deiiderat'..tm, but a thorough revision and ad
justment of the .entire tariff law i-s absolutely needed. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my purpose to discuss specially only one feature 
of the bill, and that is section 3, which relates to wool and the man
ufactures thereof, to be found on pages 27 to 29. 13y its terms all 
wools are placed upon the free-list, while articles made from wool are 
taxed upon an average of 39.87 per cent., ad valorem. Wool contrib
utes to theproposed reduction its present average ad valorem of 29.60 
per cent., while its manufactures are only made to surrender 29.05 per 
cent. This, in my judgment, is disproportionate, and I give notice 
that at the proper time I shall either move or support an amendment 
which will reduce the du:ties on woolen manufactures to an average ad 
valorem uf 25 per cent. Just here I beg to reproduoo a portion of my 
former speech, submitted April 22, 1884, bearing 11pon this subject: 

I may fail to convince the opposition, and may not satisfy the sheep men of the 
country, tlul.t th-e proposed ·reduction in the tariff on wool will not inj m·iously 
affect the wool business; that itwillnotmeasuraJ.>lyembarr s thutinterest and 
depress prices. I might content myself by saying-what ought to be a couelu
si;e n~ason-that it is unjust and unconstitutional to tux the great body of the 
p eople to protect that or any other interest; that protection to one sheep-raiser, 
if it increases the cost of the consumer's neeessities, means oppression and in
justice to fifty other good citizens engaged in other pursuits, and that the con
scientious discharge of apparent duty is infinitely above and beyond any cou
sideration of the mere consequences involved. 

But I do not belie;e, in the presence of living facts and the truth of history, 
that high tru::iffs on wools necessarily bring high prices to the wool-grower. .I 
am not prepared to state the exaut extent to which the cha:racter of wools pro
duced in Texas enters into competition -uith that imported from foreign ~oun
tries; but feel warranted in the statement that it is limited, 

1\Ir. Hurd, in his regent admirable speech, said: 
"There are thr-ee grades or cla.s;ses of wool in the market-first, the sup-erfine 

or the Silesian wool; second, the intennediary or combing wool; and third, the 
coarse carpet wool. Of these America does not produce the superfine 'wool or 
the carp-et wool, and it can not produce them. Therefor-e no duty on them can 
be of any benefit to th-e farmer of this country. He does not grow them. 

"As to the intermediary grade this is the situation : The wools of the foreign 
countriesbaveafiber and textu1·e which our wools do not possess, and the Amer
ican manufacturer needs them to mix with American wool to produce the best 
results. No man can make a good suit .of clothes made from Ameri()an goods 
alone. From England, from France, and oth-er part-s of the world we want the 
wool mth their fiber to make the best product for our manufactm·er in his work 
of supplying the home demand. 

"I believe every pound of .American wool of intermediary grade that comes 
into this country will make more valuable every pound of woolt:aised here. 
The basis of my proposition on this point is that the foreign wool does not come 
into America in competition with American wool, but to supplement its defi
ciencies. ~his is no idle theory of mine." 

As to the general effect of tbe tariff on the prices of wool in this country I take 
the liberty to quote in addition the following extract from a veTy able pub
lished letter of Senator J. H. Slater to the secretary of the wool-growers' con
vention of Oregon, of date D ecember 30.1883: 

"It has been demonstrated over and over again from the statistics of wool 
prices in this country, covering a p-eriod of many years, -during which time wool 
has been subjected to varying duties, sometimes practically prohibitory, at 
other times letting in the lower grades entirely free, mth a moderate duty upon 
the higher and firmer grades, that the domestie product has always borne bet
ter prices under low tariffs or when wool was free than during periods of high 
duties. This fact has been reiterated in this country and elsewhere many times 
by publicists of the highest character. · 

-In corroboration of this statement I invite attent.ion to the fol1owing quota
tions from the forcible speech of Ron. WILLIA.!II M. SP.R.IS'GER jn th-e last Con
gress: 

"In 1867 the wool-growers of the country ana the manufacturers of woolen 
goods succeeded in inducing Congress to impose prote ctive duties on the im
portation of foreign wools, and also to impose such additional duties upon im
,pm'tations of foreign woolen goods as would compensate them for the loss they 
would sustain by reason of the duties on the raw material. The tariff upon 
wool ~rior to 1867 had been fluctuating under various acts of Congress from 1824 
to 1865. Some of these acts place the duties very low. From 1858 to 1861 wool 
costing 20 cents per pound or less was on the free-list, aud all other wools paid 
a. duty of 24 per cent. ad valor-em. From 18fl2 to 1864. the duty on wools costing 
18 cents per pound and l-ess was but 5 per cent. ad valorem; and over 18 cents 
and less than 24 cents it was 3 cents per pound; and over 24 cents per pound in 
price, 9 cents per pound in duty. 

"Between 1865 and 1865 the tariff on wool costing 12 cent~ p-er pound and less 
was 3 cents per pound, and costing O\ er 12 cents up to 24 cents per pound the 
duty was 6 cents per pound, and between 24 cents per pound and 32 cents per 
pound the duty was 10 cents per pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem; and on all 
wools costing over 32 cents per pound the duty was 12 cents per pound and 10 
per cent. ad valorem. The act of August 22,1866, slightly changed these duties, 
but they remained substantially the same until the taking effect of the act of 
March 2, 1867, the law now in fo1·ce. I will not recapitulate the various tariffs 
imposed by the act of 1867. The clo.ssi.fi.Cll.tion prepared for Government experts 
embraces one hundred and sixty-eigbt different standard samples of wool to be 
taxed under this law. The duties, however, vary from lB to llO per cent. 

"These burdens are very unequally distributed on the different classes of wool, 
carpet wools being taxed at the rate of from 18 to 39 per cent. ad valorem, while 
fine wool pays from 37 to 88 per cent. in the grease, and from 31 to 96 per cent. 
if washed, and from 73 to llO per cent. if in scoured condition. It will be seen 
that the high tariff upon fine washed and scoured wools has had a marked effect 
upon the manufactme of woolen goods in this country, and has worked greatly 
to the injury of both th-e wool-growers ana manufa<:turers, as will be seen a.s I 
pl'oceed further. 

"The wool-growers felicitated themselves after the passage of the act o:f 1857 
Upon the success which had attended their efforts in securing a protective tariff 
on their product; but we will see how far their expectations have been realized. 
Their object in securing tariff legislation was to prevent foreign wools fro.m 
competing with their products. They desired to practically exclud-e many 
classes of wool from oul.' markets in order that they might receive greater prices 
for all they might raise. I shall be able to prove that, so far from realizing their 

expectations, the market has actually been depressed; that in the States east of 
the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers the number of sheep has vastly decreased, 
and that the price of wool haB averaged less per pound siJice the high tariffs 
were imposed than prevailed previously under the low tariffs. 

• * * * * * * 
''I have stated that since the pa!:ISage ofthe protective tariff act of 1867 up to the 

present time, a period of fifteen years, the price of wool in this country laas been 
less than it was forthe fifteen years next preceding that time. This proposition 
is not left to conj-ecture or speculation. Fortanately for the position which I 
assume, the most accurate and .reliable dat.'l. upon this subject have been pre
served, and herewith I present for careful examination the following statement 
furnh;hed by the Chief of th-e Bureau of otatistics of the Treasury Department. 

Stalemcntchowing the a-verage p1·icc of meditm'll .Am.erica.n washed clothing fleece tvooL 
from 182i to 1881, incltt.Sive. . 

[United States Economist and Dry Goods Reporter, .January :U,1880, dam fur
nished by Mauger & AVei'Y, 49 \Vest Broadway, New York City.] 

Year. 

Vents . 
1824............................................... 4.4} 
182-5 ............................................... 42 
1.826 ...... ......................................... 39 
1827 ................. ................. "............. ~Jt 
1828 .................... - ............ ,............ 3{) 
1829 ............................... ... ~...... .. . .. . 36} 
1830 ................. ...... ........................ 45t 
1831 ............. . ..................... ...... .... . 6lt 
1832 ............................................... 4it 
1833 ................... ........................... sot 
1834 .................... - .......... ... -...... ...... 54 
1835 ....... ,........................................ 56,t 
1836............................................... 60;\-
1837 ...... - ... ....... ~ ....... ~......... . ......... 5()i-
18B8 ........................................... _.. 4.2 
1830............................................... 49t 
1&10....................... ....................... 4lt 
1B41............................................... 4lt 
1842 ....................... --... ............... 37;\-
18!3..... .......................................... 30 
18!4............. ......... ...................... .. S5,t 
1 45 .......... ~ ...................... -............ 37t 
18-16.. ............. ...... ............... ... ....... . 32} 
1847 ............................................... 40 
1848............................................... 34.t 
1849.- .......... ...................... -.......... 3-!t 
1830 ......... ~ ................. ........... ~... ... 3~ 
1851..................... ............ ... .......... 4It 
1852 ........... .......................... - ........ 38;1-

Year. 

Cents. 
1853 ......... , ... " ... -~ ................ ,_ .. ,.... 53~ 
1854 .. ..................... ... , ........... ....... 43 
1855. ............. .... ........................... 37t 
1s:-J6 ... .... ..................................... 4.5 
1857.,.,,.,u . .,,.,,.,.,..,.,,.,.,..,,.,. 0000"" 46~ 
I ':iS... .......................................... 36t' 
18.59.. ..................................... ...... 47 
1860.. ............ . ............................ 47t 
1861...................................... ...... 38t 
1862.. .. ......................................... 50k 
1863............................................. 75t 
1864.... ............................. ............ 87t 
1865 ........... . ................................. 82 
18(;6.. ........................................... 63 
1867..... ....................................... 50:! 
1868 ........................ ;.. .. ................ 4.6 
1869 ............................... -............ 49 
1870.................... ............. .... ........ 46~ 
187L............................................ 55 
1872... ................... ....................... 7<* 

i~~t::: : :~:~~::::~: ::::::: : ::::::::::::~:::::::: ~ 
1875................. ... . ............... ........ . 51! 
1876............... .......... ..... ............... 44 
1877............................................. 42! 
1878............................................. 4()t 
1879............................................. 37;} 
1880............................................. 46 
1881.. ..... .... ... ............................... 40 

JOSEPH Nil\IMO, JR., Chief of Bureau. 
TREASUJZY 'DEPA.RTl!lENT, BuREAU OF STATISTICS, 

Februa-ry 3, 1882. 
The averagepri.ce for the fifteen years preceding1867was 58.8-centsperpound. 
The ayerage priceforthe fifteen years succeeding 1867was48.6 cents per pound. 
These statements, supported as they are by facts and figures, are exceedingly 

cogent and to my m .ind unanswerable. But be that as it may, with me the solu
tion of the matter, as before intimated, does not depend upon the possible re
sults t o one class of business enterprise, but upon doing what is right·. I can not, 
as a public representative, sworn to support the Constitution, seeking general 
justice, economic a~~nistration, and fair dealing to the entire P.eople, ask that 
wool be protected, if 1t has to be done at the expense of all other interests and 
thereby lay the foundation for th-e protection of everyU1ing else which clnmors 
for class legislation. I consent to and shall vote for the reduction on wool as 
proposed by the bill under consideration, as well as for all other reductions con
templated, as far as they go, believing that to the extent of such reductions the 
general well-being of the people will be promoted. But while this is the case I 
wish to contend fuat an aV'erllge reduction of15.06 per cent. on wool is not met 

. by an average reduction of only 19.99 per cent. on the manufactures of wool, as 
estimat-ed under this bill. . 

The following statistical statement, prepo.red at my request by the Chief of 
the Bureau of Statistics, shows the oper:~.tions of the tariff pon wool and the 
manufactures thereof, and the relative difference in the results of the old law 
and the act of March 3,1883: 

Value of imports of wooL ente1·ed for consumption in the United States a1~d aw ad va
lorem Tate of duty collected during tlw foUowing peTiods : 

During the six months ended December 31-

1882 • . 1883. Increase+ 
Decrease-

Articles. sa s» a 
e.g-ri f~] ~ 

G) ~'0~ oS .;'0-t Q 'a 
::I > Q) Cl) r::s > Q)~ r::s > 
~ oo~~ ~ -c~o ~ ~ ~ 

----------------- l --------l-~~~--o-I----------I-~~~--~-~---------1-----
Dollars. 

Cwthing wool............. 1, 210, 689 
Combing wool............ 135, 123 
Carpet wool................ 3, 505, 980 
Manufactures of wool. 22, 400, 387 

Per ct. 
55.46 
50.19 
27.79 
66.71 

Dollars. 
-2,399,51'5 

615,677 
4,345,385 

22,064,512 

Per ct. ~ DolU!rs. 
44.73 +1,188, 826 
43. 48 + 480, 554 
25.02 + 839, {05 
68. 90 335, 875 

Per ct., 
-10.i3 
-6.71 
-2.77 
+ 2.i9 

.JOS. NIMMO, JR., Chief of Bureau. 
TB.:EA.sultY DEPA.RXJIIENT, 

Bureau of Statistics, March 7, 1884.. 
Fr"Dm this it appears that the duty on the character of wools therein stated was 

-decreased, while that upon woolen manufactures was increased as indicated, 
under the act of the Forty-seventh Congress. The inequality was glaring 
eno~h under the old law. The reasonable proportion and adjustment of 1·atcs 
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would have demanded under that a very~nsiderable reduction on the- manu
factures of wool to have equalized them with those upon the raw materials. 
And now while the present bill limits the maximum rate of duty on wools and 
woolens at 60 per cent. ad mlorem, and is pr.o tanto a relief to the people, yet I 
think it preserves and perpetuates, to a greater or less extent, many of the orig
inal >ices, and in addition provides: 

"That nothing in this act shall operate to redu_ce the du_ty above imposed on 
any article below the rate at which said artiele was dutiable under 'An a-ct to 
provide for the payment of outstanding Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to 
regulate and fix the duties on imports, and for other purposes,' approved:Mru-ch 
2, 1861, commonly called the 'Morrill tariff.'" 

This clause prevents, it is true, a 20 per cent. reduction on some characters of 
wool, but comes, I think, materially to the aid of certain woulen manufactures, 
and allows the duties thereon to remain too high. I do not favor any indorse
ment of the maladjustment or cabalistic features of the existing tariff law. In 
my judgment the pruning ought to be thorough and the reformation radical. 
"What is worth doing at all is worth doing well." If existing conditions are 
condemned, it seems to me that "the ax ought to be laid to the root of the 
tree; " if the tares are to be separated from the wheat, why not collect them 
all, and apply the fire? I believe in an intrepid policy and a heroic treatment 
of this national disease. If it be wise and proper to agitate the tariff question
and that it is I entertain no doubt-the agitation, it seems to me, should be 
comprehensive, and the work of reformation extend all along the line. 

No skirmishing, no half-way measure, no temporizing expedient will elicit 
popular commendation or endure the test of enlightened criticism. If the de
sired and nece sary legislation can not be accomplished-and under the present 
composition of Congress I fear it is hopeless-a courageous assertion of princi
ple, an exhibition of the faith within ns can be made. Now, I ha>~o adverse 
criticism to make upon the pending bill save the propriety of eliminating there
from the defects and inequalities which characterize the past enactments; if 
they are to furnish the model, if it were len tO me, I would lop off their excres
cences, heal their deformities, and eschew their vices. But if in the j\tdgment 
of wiser men it will be now impracticable to obviate these imperfections, I shall 
support the bill in its present shape in the interest of harmony and concert of 
action. For one, I am willing to lay upon the altar of the common country 
every selfish consideration, and that my people shall rely upon their nnturnl 
resources, their own protective energies, the legitimateprofitsoftbeir own pur
suits, unaided by any tribute to be extracted at the toil and expense of their 
fellow-men. 

It is neither impolitic nor improper to demandanequivalentconcession at the 
hands of others. The humblest shepherd, who in the solitude of the Western 
prairies attends his flock and listens to the bleating of his lambs, is the peer of 
the grandest millionaire in the crowded city, whose music comes from the hum 
of his spindles and the clang of his machinery. The one is just as good, just as 
nobly born, just as American, just as much entitled to consideration as the 
others. Equal rights is the transcript of the paternal mind, planted in the cor
ner-stone of our republican edifice, and when by ruthless band removed, the 
stately structure will be in ruins. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask indulgence to discuss this clause of the bill 
from a. Texas standpoint. 

I have before me the report of the Comptroller of Public Accounts 
of the State of Texas for the year ending August 31, 1887, which con
tains statements showing the assessment of property for taxation in 
that State for the year 1887, as taken from the official rolls of the dif
ferent counties. In it I find the number and value of sheep rendered 
for taxes for the years 1886 and 1887. It shows for the year 1886 
4,543,765 sheep, valued at $5,282:814; for the year 1887, 4,275,394 
sheep, valued at $5,0161 674. The number of decrease from that of 
1886 is 268,371, valued at $266,14.0. Mr. Dodge, the Statistician of 
the Department of Agriculture, estimates the number of sheep in Texas 
in January, 1888, at 4,523,739, withanaveragevalueof$1.52perhead, 
amounting in the aggregate to $6,864,744. I quote from him the fol
lowing estimate of the number, average price, and total value of sheep 
in all the States and Territories of the United States. 

States and Territories. 

Maine ..................................................•.•.......... 
Ne'v Hampshire .................................•.....•...... 
Vermont .. ......... .......•.... ..................................... 
l\1n.ssachusetts ............ ····~···················· .....•...... 
Rhode I land .................................................. . 
Connecticut .......................................... .•.......... 
New York .....•.................................................. 
New Jersey .•...•............................................•... 
Pennsy 1 vania ....... .................................•...•...... 
Delaware ........•........................ .....•.............•.... 

~:~~~~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::: 
~o:ll: g::g~:::.:·.::::::::::::::::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::. 
Georgia ........................................................... . 
Florida .............................. .. ......... ..... .........•...... 

~:~i~~·.:_:_:_:_:_::_:_:_:~:.::::::.:_::~·:·:·:-:::::-::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Texas········~·· ··················································· 
Arkansas . .................................... ··················~· 
Tennessee .............•..•.......•..................•...... - ···· 

}l:~k~~r..~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::~:: 
Ohio .............................. ................................... . 
Michigan .......... .-. ............................................. . 
Indiana ..........................................•..•...•.•......... 

Wl~~o~~~:::.::::·::.::·:::~·:::::.·.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Minnesota ..•..•...•....•..............•......................•...• 

~i:~~i::::·::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Ka.nsa.s ..............................................•......•........ 

~~~~;,.~~~~~~~;;}:~;;.~;;~;:::;;;;;:::::::::::::::::::~:: 

Number. 

547,725 
205,023 
393,301 

62,667 
20 852 
49:199 

1,564,067 
105,276 
984,891 

22,294 
160 254 
44!:741 
427 500 
107:334 
4-12,274 
92,888 

310,622 
247,830 
ll3, 965 

4,523, 739 
220,167 
516, 59-! 
474,933 
797,998 

4,106,622 
2,1]3,004 
1,003,068 

814,1Tl 
911,662 
283 725 
408:478 

1,087,690 
830,139 
422,1l2 

5,462,728 
2,930,123 

660,996 

Sheep. 

Average 
price. 

$3.01 
2.98 
2.85 
3.30 
3.81 
3.81 
3.46 
3.70 
2.80 
3.27 
3.35 
2.42 
1.36 
1. 72 
1.50 
1.96 
1.46 
1.57 
1.64 
1.52 
1.41 
1.61 
2.26 
2.43 
2.61 
2.72 
2.55 
2.49 
2.15 
2.38 
2.41 
I.74 
1.76 
2.02 
1.88 
1.70 
1.91 

Value. 

$1,645,914 
610,968 

1,L"',279 
206,702 
79,498 

187,517 
5,415,582 

389,100 
2,756,119 

72,790 
537,171 

1,078,053 
581,054 
184,400 
664,8?..6 
182,061 
453,135 
390,332 
186,891 

6,864, 714 
310,127 
832.440 

1,ffl3,824 
1, 936,741 

10,714,177 
5,743,990 
2,553,611 
2,026,894 
1, 962,261 

674,698 
985,249 

I,894, 973 
I,457,558 

852,456 
I0,291,779 
4,987,069 
1,259,660 

States and Territories. 
Number. 

Sheep. 

Average 
priee. Value. 

Colorado .........•.... ~···················-······················ 1,137, 685 $1.98 $"2, 257,169 
Arizona .•.... ·-······-··-··············--·················--... &58,561 L 75 1.,152,482 
Dakota......................... .. ............................. ... .. . 269, 019 2. 60 700, 526 
Idaho ....................................... :......................... 312, 408 2. 05 610, 436 
1\Iontana. .. ....... ...... .................... ............ ...... ...... I, 265,000 2.10 2, 65 , 398 
New Mexico···············"·"'·········· .. -· .. •··············· · 3, 623,168 1.09 3,953. 239 
Utah....... ..... ...... ........ ... . . . ...... ....•• ...... .. . ...... ..... . 1, 335, 000 I. 94 2, 594, 172 
Washington...................................................... 549,885 1.9-! l,OOS,976 
Wyoming......................................................... 523,340 2.08 1,089,855 
Indian Territory ............•....................•.........•.•.....................•........... -·······-··-~·· 

Total......... ............................................... 43, 544,755 1 2. 05 1 89, 279, 926 

It is, I think, worthy of note that while the average value of !'!beep 
per head for the whole country is placed at $2.05, the lowest average, 
where sheep-raising is of special importance, is given to Texas and New 
Mexico. The :fleeces of this qualityofsheep, however, would, it is be
lieved, be in ~eater demand for purposes of manufacturing admix
ture with the finer wools that wou!d be imp(>rted, as a result of the re
moval of the present duties on wools. The average Yalue of sheep per 
head in Texas, as shown by the Comptroller's report, is only $1.13. 
This, however, is from the standpoint of taxable -valuation and rendi
tion. 

:Mr. Chairman, I have taken the pains to make a careful computation 
of the number and value of sheep in the counties which compose the 
Congressional district which I have the honor to represent in this body, 
and I discover that the number, as shown from the most authentic 
sources. at my command, is 1,035,396, valued at 1,196,932, a greater 
number than that found in the entire State of Indiana, and almost 
equal to that of Missouri or Colorado. There are but ten of the States 
and Territories which contain more sheep than the Eleventh Congres
sional district of Texas; and yet I sh;ill vote for free wool without any 
fear of injuring the people of my district or retarding the well-being 
and prosperity of my State. 

Let us examine and see if the wool-growers of Texas have any just 
grounds for opposing the free-wool clause of the bill, and whether their 
complaints and resolutions against their delegation in Congress are well 
founded. Of course we deem it impossible to either convince or con
ciliate our Republican constituents, and such Democrats as cling irre
movably ro the tenets of protection. But there are those who do not 
believe that the mere owning of sheep or investment in wool-growing 
are adequate causes for a transfer of party allegiance, and it is not every 
sheep-raiser in Texas that will vote the Republican ticket. Some, yea, 
many, of them are Democrats, and will continue to be Democrats,'' in 
whom there is no guile." 

In January, 1883, as shown by the Comptroller's report, there were 
4,491,600 sheep in Texas. This was during the high-tariff period, and 
before the duties on wool were reduced by the act of March 3, 1883. The 
number appears to be slightly greater in 1886 and less in 1887; and it 
is not improbable, I think, that the official assessment for taxation 
may show some falling off for 1888. :Much, if not all, of the decrease 
may be attributed to disease, the severity of recent winters, insufficient 
shelter, and the ·fact., as stated in the late report of :Ur. Dodge, that 
''some of the flock-masters in Texas have sent considerable numbers 
to New Mexico." There has been no greater, and I think far less de
cline in the profits of this industry than has attended other business 
pursuits and avocations; nor do I believe that the tariff duties before 
or since the act of March 3, 1883, have been of any appreciable advan
tage to the Texas wool-grower, nor specially augmented the prices of 
the quality of wool grown by him. 

In the rush for purchase and investment a few years ago, owing to 
the profitable utilization of our cheap lands and the supposed fortunes 
that sheep-raising would yield, there was much of improvident spec
ulation by many persons not experts ih sheep values, and having no 
practical experience in their necessary treatment and preservation. 
Poor management, the scab, cold weather, and want of proper knowl
edge and attention will produce their own consequences, whether there 
be high tariffs, low tariffs, or no tariffs at all In Texas we have cheap 
pastoral lands in great abundance at $2 ro $3 per acre, indigenous and 
nutritious grasses, and ordinarily mild climatic conditions. Herding 
expenses are comparatively inconsiderable, and when the methods of 
sheep-growing are properly understood and observed, it must and always 
will be, as a. rule, reasonably profitable. Waiving the point as to 
whether a tariff on wool is necessary in other States, where lands are 
worth from $50 to $150 per acre, where sheep require artificial and cul
tivated food, where expenses are heavy, where only fine wools are pro
duced, I can not perceive why there should come any wail from the 
Texas sheep-pen at the prospect of free wool, or that it shall ever be 
said of our shepherd in any event- -

He left his crook, be left his fl.oc~.s. 

May it not be presumed that should the wool industry through auy 
possibility deteriorate elsewhere, it would find its appropriate transfer 
and diversion of its energies to our inviting region? The selfishness 
involved precludes further pursuit of this proposition. It is not un-
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likely, I think, that some high-tariff advocates dread Texas competition 
as much as foreign importation. 

There bas been for sevet·al years-'

Says Ur. Dodge-
a -deportation of sheep from Pennsy 1 vanla to the cheaper grasses of the far West. 

There are lesssheepnowin the whole State of Pennsylvania by 51,041 
than in my Congressional district. I commend this statement to the 
careful consideration of my friends from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
l\Ir. LANHAM. Certainly, if it be pertinent to this branch of the 

subject. 
Mr. ROWELL. Do you believe that the price of wool will go down 

by the amount of tariff tax taken off? 
Mr. LANHAM. I can show you, sir, from the reports of the :fifteen 

years preceding and succeeding the p:-otecti ve tariff act of 1867 that the 
prices of wool absolutely were higher under a low tariff than under a 
high tariff. I can establish that, I think, by authentic data. 

Mr. ROWELL. Then you believe thatclothingwillcostmore under 
free wool than with wool protected? 

Mr. LANHAM. No, sir; I do not believe it will, for reasons which 
I will endeavor to explain. 

Paradoxica.l as it may appear to my friend from illinois, I believa 
that with the repeal of the duties on wool, higher grades of wool grown 
abroad would be imported for admixture with American wool. The 
effect of the tariff has been to give to foreign manufacturers a. practi
cal monopoly of such wools of Australasia and South America, and 
they have been able to manufactuTe and sell to ns large quantities 
of manufactures, notwithstanding our high duty on woolen goods. 
Our woolen mills by reason of this fact have been seriously crippled, 
and consequently the market for American wool greatly depressed. By 
giving our domestic manufacturers foreign wools at the same prices 
paid by their British competitors to mix with native wools, they will 
be able to pay as good or better prices for the home product, and yet 
furnish cheaper and better goods to the consumer. Be this as it may, 
I would remove all possible doubt, by reducing the duties on woolen 
manufactures to a.n average ad valorem of 25 per cent., as before stated. 

1\fr. Chairman, I desire for the purpose of comparison, and to show 
that the wool industry has suffered no greater reverses in the shrink
age of values, or from other causes than those which have befallen 
other enterprises, to allude again to the report of the Comptroller of 
the State of Texas. I :find that in 1886 there were rendered for taxes 
6,955,248 cattle, valued at $60,852,938; in 1887, 7,081,976, valued at 
$51,008,550, au increase in number for 1887 of126,728, but a decre~e 
in value of $9,844,338, and the average value of cattle per head 1s 
placed at $7. 20. From the same report I a~certain that there were 
2 317 396 cattle in my district, valued at $19,596,380. In view of 
these' st..'\tements, is there any valid reason why the cattleman should 
be forced to pay any tribute to the sheep man? 

I regret that I am not prepared to show to what extent the business 
of the farmer went down during the same period. 

They were years of unprecedented drought, dearth, and desolation. 
There was scarcely sufficient bread for the eater or seed for the sower. 
The distress which obtained in the agricultural counties of my district 
is simply indescribable. They appealed to the State Legislature and 
to Conaress for relief, and private charity was dispensed with a liberal 
hand. t:> Congress passed a bill providing for a distribution of seeds in 
these drouglit-stricken counties through the Commissioner of Agri
culture. 'I:he President vetoed it, and told us that it was the duty of 
the people to support the Government, and not the duty of ~he Gov
ernment to support the people. I am glad to say that there lS now a 
splendid prospect for abundant harvests i~ this ~ffi.ict~d region; but 
what bounties of Government, what protective tariffs w1ll enhance the 
value of the farmer's products? What will his wheat and corn be 
worth per bushel and his cotton per poun~? He must work 1

' day in 
and day out " "from weary chime to chime," live on frugal fare, and 
study the"b~rd problem of how to 1

: make buckle ~nd tongue ~eet, '' 
lookina alone to his own strong arm and tqe blessrng of ProVIdence. 
Talk about factory hands, and operatives in machinery, and corpora
tions' servants, and Government employes, and eight-hours-a-day-law 
laborers and bestow all deserved sympathy upon them; but there are 
none of'tbem who in my opinion, are not better paid in proportion to 
the amount of labo~ performed than the average tiller of the soil, and 
none of them who would exchange places with him. The fact is there 
are too many of the American people who have a distaste for sweat and 
solar exposme. Is there any reasonable excuse that! co-uld offer to the 
farmers of my district should I vote to keep a tax on wool for the sup
posed benefit of the sheep-raiser, for them to pay? 

I. for one, am not prepared to return to my r.onstituency without 
aiding, as far as I can, in removing the oppression of the tmnecessary 
and lUljust taxation they are now compelled to bear. They are too 
S6nsible to believe that the yoke of war t-:u:es is easy and its bnrd~n 
is light. The wool-grower is just as good as the farmer, the mechamc, 
the blacksmith, the professional man, but he is no bette:r:. He has no 
speci~l claim for legislative favoritism beyond that enJoyed by the 
humblest consumer in the land. 

But is the tariff now imposed or any tariff on wool in reality beneficial 

to the wool-growers? I answer this question by quoting the conclusion 
of the report of Ur. Morrison, chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means in the last Congress, upon a resolution providing for the restora
tion of the tariff of 1867 upon wool. He says: 

In conclusion, your committee submit that the duly upon imported wool is 
proved, by testimony derived both from argument and experience, t.o be inju
rious wall classes and beneficial to none. 
It drives from our markets many kinds of wool not raised here, but which 

o.re indispensable to a successful manufacture of woolen goods. 
It gives to European manufacturers the cxcl usive use of these wools, and there· 

fore a monopoly of the manufacture of goods made of them, and consequently 
of the markets of the world. 
It confines American manufactures to a restricted choice of materials and so 

to the production of a limited class of goods, with which the home market is 
periodically glutted. 
It makes it impossible for our manufacturers to export woolen goods, and by 

confining them to the home market leads to ruinous fluctuations of prices, re. 
suiting in frequent closing of the mills and their sale at disn.strous sacrifices. 

It cripples the only customers of our wool-growers so seriously that the mar
ket for wool is periodically in an unhealthy condition. 
It prevents the home manufacturers from buying the foreign wools which 

could be used in mixture with American wools, and thus lessens the demand 
for American wools, instead of increasing H, as intended. 

It has given the European manufacturer control of all foreign wools· it has 
thus caused the importation of foreign wool to come in the manufactured form; 
and the mwe the duty has been ra.ised, the more disastrous have been there
sults to the American wool-grower. 
It has furnished a good excuse for heaping heavy taxes upon the clothing of 

the people, and it has thus taxed every wool-grower to an amount far exceed
ing the whole benefit which he has ever imagined that he would derive from 
the tarifl", without giving him that imaginary benefit. 
It has reduced the wages of workmen in the woolen manufacture; it has 

ruined numerous investors, who were enticed into this manufacture by the de
lusive -promises of a high tariff; it has greatly hindered our trade with our 
natural customers in South America; it has made clothing dearer in America 
and cheaper in Europe; it has injured all classes and helped none. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the resolutions lie on the lable, 
but that the prayer of the convention of textile workers in Philadelphia should 
be granted, that the duties on wool should be repealed, and the duties on woolen 
manufactures reduced to at least an equal extent. 

If the logic of these statements be unsound, and if the facts do not 
warrant the conclusions reached, then the only reason for insisting upon 
a tariff on wool is that it is of benefit to a particular class, and comes 
to the aid of those engaged in a particular business, and the· wool man is 
placed in the position of asking that the great body of the people be 
taxed in his behalf. He must say the tariff will bring him higher prices 
and a better paying business, and that he wants tribute extracted at the 
expense of his fellow-man to sustain his private enterprise. If the 
tariff give him personal bounty at public expense, it is unj"gst, unwar
ranted by constitutional authority, and at war with the essential prin
ciples of republican institutions; and he has no right to demand or ex
pect it; if it does not have this effect, he can invent no reason for its 
imposition. 

1\Ir. Chairman, we have heard much during this discussion of pauper 
labor in Europe, Cobden clubs, and free-trade England. I deem it not 
inappropriate to invite brief attention to two of England's greatest men, 
and what they have said of American institutions nnd American policy. 
It seems to me that some useful instruction may be derived from their 
respective declarations. John Bright, one of the best and purest of 
English statesmen, in reply to a letter from the editor of the North 
American Review, asking whether England would return to protection, 
after making some historical statements as to English policy in the past 
and giving his opinion as to its future course, said: 

It is a grief w me that your people do not yet see their way to n. more moder· 
ate tariff. 

Not to free trade, but a more moderate tariff. Do not the conditions 
which surround us demand a more moderate tariff? Who can suc
cessfully gainsay the proposition? 

They are doing wonders, unequaled in the world's hL'>tory, in payingotryour 
national debt. 

That is true, and greater wonders in this respect have been since ac- . 
complished. 

A more moderate tariff I should think would give yon a better revenue, and 
by degrees you might approach a more civilized system. ''Vhat can be more 
strange than for your great free country to build barriers against that commerce 
which is everywhere the handmaid of freedom and of civilization? 

I should despair of the prospects of mankind if I did not believe that before 
long the intelligence of your people would revolt against the barbarism of your 
tariff. It seems now your one great humiliation; the world looks to you f~1· 
example in all forms of freedom. · As to commerce, the great chilizer, shall 1t 
look in vain? 

This letter was written on the 25th day of April, 1879. These are 
the words thatcamefrom the author of the repealoftheCornLaws; from 
that grand man who dev:oted his magnificent energies to opening ':IP a 
foreign market for Amencan breadstuffs and the products of Amencan 
farmers. To the ears of some· they ma.v sound "quite English, yon 
know " but I :firmly believe they im·olve a just criticism and express 
the li~g truth. Shall we respond to the suggestions for a ''moderate 
tariff," or shall we in this day and generation continue in force the 
grievous exactions levied for purposes of war? Shall we not answer 
his question unmoor our commerce, and send 1t forth to the utternwst 
parts of the

1
earth with the joyous speeding-

[Applause.] 

Bear it ou, thou restless ocean; 
Let thy winds its cam· as swell! 

Heaves our heart with proud emot.i.on, 
As it goes far hence to dwell! 
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Under the" moderate tariff'' of 1 46 to 1861, in the halcyon days of 

the Republic, long before this letter was written, our country bad pros
pered in an extraordinary degree; there was steady and substantial 
progress in all the elements of national growth and greatness. Is it 
any wonder that our people, having experienced the beneficence of this 
"JUOderate tari:ffn in years gone by, and which, but for the war, would 
in every human probability have remained undisturbed, should now, 
when peace has resumed her wonted sway, ''revolt" against the harsh
ness and severity of that system, unexcused and inexcusable only us a 
temporary measure, and solely instituted for purposes of war? The 
revolt has come, and it is here to stay until all the just cause of com
plaint shall be fully and finally removed. 

I have given you one English view of our situation since the war, and 
dating back less than a decade. 

I desire now to invite your attention to tmother perhaps less inviting 
English opinion of American institutions as entertained by an equally 
eminent man. It is full of admonition and worthy of the most careful 
consideration at the hands of every thoughtful and patriotic citizen of 
this country. I believe that I do a public service by recalling it to your 
notice. On M:ay 23, 1857, Lord Macaulay wrote a letter to Henry S. 
Randall, the author of The Life of Thomas Jefferson. It is not found 
in The Life and Letters of Macaulay, alfd hence may have escaped that 
general observation it would have otherwise received. From it I quote 
the following : 

I am certain that I ne,·er * * * u ttered a word indicating an opinion that 
the supreme authority in a State ought to be intrusted to Lhe majority of citizens 
told by the head; in other words, to the poorest and most ignorant part of so
ciety. I have long been convinced that institutions purely democratic must 
sooner or later destroy liberty, or civilization, or both. 

In Europe, where the population is dense, the efl'ect of such institutions would 
be almost instantaneous. What happened lately in France is an example. In 
1818 a pure democracy was established there. During a short time the re was 
reason to expect a general spoliation, a national bankruptcy, a new partition of 
the soil, a maximum of prices, a ruinous load of taxation laid on tbe rich for 
the purpose of supporting the poor in idleness. Such a system would in twenty 
years b.•we made France as poor anu barbarous as the France of the Carlavin
gians. 

Happilythedangerwasaverted; and now there is a despotism,asilenttribune, 
and enslaved pres.'!. Liberty is gone; but civilization bas been saved. I ha>e 
not the smallest doubt that if we had a purely democratic goYernment here 
the effect would be the same. Either the poor would plunder the rich and 
civilization would perish, or order and property would be saved by a strong 
military government and liberty would perish. You may think that your 
country enjoys an exemption from these evils. I will frankly own to you that 
I am of a different opinion. Your fate I believe to be certain, though it is de· 
ferred by a physical cause. As long as you have a boundless extent of fertile 
and unoccupied land your laboring population will be far more at ease than 
the laboring population of the Old World, a.nd while this is the case. the Jef
fersonian polity may continue to exist without <'ausing any fatal calamity. 

But the time wilL come when New England will be as thickly peopled as Old 
England. Wages will be as low and will fluctuate as much with you as with 
us. You will have your Manchesters andBirminghams,and in those :Jitianches
ters and Birminghams hundreds of thousands of arti~ans will assuredly be some
times out of work. Then your institutions will be fairly brought to the test 
Distress everywhere makes the laborer mutinous and discontented, and inclines 
him to listen witheagernessto agitators, who tell him that it i:'l a monstrous in
iquity that one ma.n should have a million while another can not get a full meal. 

In bad years there is plenty of grumbling here, and sometimes a. little rioting. 
But it matters little. For here the suffe1·ers are not the rulers. The suureme 
power is in the hands of a class, numerous indeed, but select; of an educated class, 
of a clnss which is, and knows itself to be, deeply interested in the security of 
property'and the maintenance of order. Accordingly, the malcontents are firmly 
yet gently restrained. The bad time is got over without robbing the wealthy to 
relieve the indigent. The springs of national prosperity soon begin to flow again; 
work is plentiful, wages rise, and all is tranquility and cheerfulness. I have 
seen England pass th.ree or four Urnes through such critical seasons as I h ave 
described. Through such seasons the United States will have to pass, in the 
course of the next century, if not in this. How will you pass through them? I 
heartily wish you a good deliverance. But my reason and my wishes are at 
war, and I can not help foreboding the worst It is quite plain that your Gov
ernment will never be able to restrain a distressed and discontented majority. 
For with you the majority is the Government, and ha.s the rich, who are" always 
a minority, absolutely at its mercy. 

The day will come when in the State of New York a multitude of people, 
none of whom has had more than half a breakfast, or expects to ha.ve more than 
haifa dinner, will choose a legislature. Is it possible to doubt what sort of 
legislature will be chosen? On one side is a statesman preaching patience, re
spect for vested rights, strict observance of public faith.~On the other is a d ema-
gogue 1·anting about the tyrany of capitalists and usu , and asking why any-
body should be permitted to drink champagne and e-. in a carriage while 
thousands of honest folk are in want of necessaries. 'Vh!Ch of the two candidates 
is likely to be prefetred by a workingman who hears his children cry for more 
bread? I seriously apprehend that you will, in some such season of adversity 
aa I ha>e described, do things which will prevent prosperity from returning; 
that you will act like a people who should in a year of scarcity devour all 
the seed-corn, auu thus make the next year a year not of scarcity, but of abso
Jute famine. There will be, I fear, spoliation. 'l'he spoliation will increase the 
dist ress. Tile distress will produce fresh spoliation . 

Ther e is nothing to stop you. Your Constitution is all sail and no anchor. .As 
I said bef,ne, when a society has entered on this downward progress, either 
civilization or liberty must perish. Either some Cresar or Napoleon will seize 
the reins of government with a strong hand, or your Republic will be as fear
fully plundered and laid waste by barbarians in the twentieth century as the 
Roman Empire was in the fifth, with this difference, that the Huns and Vandals 
who ravaged the Roman Empire came from without, and that your Huns and 
Vandals will have been engendered within your own country by your own in
lltilutions. • * * 

Did the "sunsetoflifegivebim mystica.llore?" Havetbesegloomy 
forebodings, these dark an·d pessimistic predictions been in any meas
ure fulfilled? HaYe our boasted high wages to the larborer brought 
him content? Have our Manchesters and Birminghams be.!;ln moved 
by love and consideration of their employes or instigated by their own 
greed? 

Let strikes and lockouts and riots answer. Let "pools" and 
" trusts" and combinations reflect. 

In England the supreme power is in the hands of a class. The sufferers ar6 
not the rulers. 

:Majorities do not .. rule. 
Mr. Chairman, far be it from me to widen the breach between the rich 

and {)OOr, or play the role of the ranting demagogue described by Ma
caulay. I would not have the poor to despise the rich nor the rich to 
oppress the poor. I bate the spirit of envy and contemn the methods 
of the mere agitator who seeks to stir up strife among a people of the 
same country, bound by the same laws, and among whom sentiments or 
sympathy and community of feeling should be encouraged. The ave
nues of wealth should be open to all; but no man or set of men bas the 
right in this country to be legislated into wealth. I firmly believe that 
class legislation has had the inevitn-blc effect of building up monopolies, 
resulting in colossal fortunes and concentrating in the hands of a few 
of our citizens a rulership as antagonistic to the genius of our institu
tions as would be that of crowned heads. 

The logical tendency of high tariffs is, to use the trite and familiar 
statement, to make the rich richer and the poor poorer, thereby inten
sifying the discontent of the people. A continuation of such a system 
of legislation may hasten on the conditions which may still further sus
tain the apprehensions and prophecies of Macaulay. 

Here all our citizens, unrestrained by accident of birth and unfet
tered by caste, participate in the exercise of political power, and I be· 
lieve that through their virtue and intelligence our institutions can be 
made to withstand every test and overcoi.De e"Yery shock they may re· 
ceive, and the go"Yernment of the people, by the people, and for the peo
ple preserved. May the day never come when it shall pass from the 
earth. Fortunately our death-strifes are oYer and our war-dissevered 
sections are reunited, and I trust we are fully prepared to combine our 
hearts and bands in the grand ruo\ement for greater and more glorious 
national attainment . 

Mr. Chairman, I listened with unusual interest to the splendid pe
roration of the gentlexnan from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] a few days 
ago, wherein be spoke of the South. It was graceful in diction, beau
tiful in imagery, and elegant in deli very. I thank him for his intended 
compliment to that ection of the country from whence I bail; but, sir, 
I do not agree with him when he says that "this measure bodes no 
good to the South." On the contrary, I think it comes to her us a 
·glory-beaming star '! from the dark clouds of misrule and class legis

lation; it gives her joyful assurance of the dawn of a better day. It 
tells her of a grander development and greater industrial freedom. It 
sets before ''her uplifted brow '' the rainbow of commercial promise, 
"with its wing on the earth and its wing on the sea." It sp"aks to 
her of a new and happier era in which the strings of her harp, long si- _ 
lent, shall be attuned to the music of progress and prosperity. It tells 
her the raw materials which lie at her feet in rich profusion will invite 
and welcome the idle and dormant C..'\.pita.l which seeks investment; it 
tells her that the mighty possibilities she possesses shall have ample op· 
portunities for culture and expansion; it assures her of equal privileges 
and a fair show in every aspiration; it tells her the distinctions and par
tialities in the blessings of Judah and Issacbar shall be leveled, and that 
no longer shall her sons crouch between burdens, bow their shoulders 
to bear, and become servants unto tribute. 

Improve ancl pass this great measure of Teform, expunge from the stat
ute-books the barbarism of war taxation, reduce the burdens of the Gov· 
ern~ent to a peace basis, take no more money from the people than is ab
solutely required for economic public use, stay the hand of monopoly, in
sure equal and exact justice to all and exclusive privileges to none, and 
then indeed, will the South be rehabilitated and her people inspired 
with a loftier patriotism, a purer devotion to this glorious Union, and a 
stronger affection for her brethren of the North. Join with her in the 
declaration that the war is over and its temporary exactions no longer 
required, that good-will and national fellowship shall prevail, and all 
her sons will shout for joy: 

Alleluiah I Peace omnipotent reigneth! 

[Great applause. J . 
.At the conclusion of the remarks of Mr. LA.NHAM the following dia· 

logne occurred: 
l\1r. ALLEN, of Michigan. I believe the gentleman from Texas has 

not fully occn pied his time, and I desire to ask him a favor in fbe shape 
of a question. Will the gentleman allow me to do so? 

Mr. LANHAM. I will bear the gentleman's question. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I am not certain but what I shall desire 

to circulate the gentleman's speech in my district. 
Mr. LANHAM. Allow me to say that I shall be glad to present the 

gentleman with as many copies as he may desire. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I shall pay for the copies which I may 

circulate. That will make them more valued. But I ask the gentleman 
if be will be so kind as to insert in his speech, after what the English
man, John Bright, said, the resolutions that have been passed by one 
or more gatherings of Texan Americans since the agitation of this bill 
commenced, so that we may know what Americans in Texas think as 
against what John Bri~t, of England, thinks. 

Mr. LANHAM. In t-he revision of my speech I will endea>or to gi VG 
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due reflection to the gentleman's suggestion. Doubtless I have already 
referred to what the gentleman alludes to. 

1t1r. ALLEN, of Michigan. Unless that is done I will decline to cir
cul:.Lt-e the document. 

Mr. LANHAU. I am. much obliged to the gentleman, but I do not 
desire that he shall make my speech for me or select for me matter in 
addition to what I have submitted. Have I any time left? 

The aHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman has seven minutes of his time re
maining. 

Mr. LANHA?t1. I reserve that time. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. .Mr. Chairman, I suppose if Massa

chusetts was to divide to-day upon the question of protection or free 
trade the number of people in favor of protection would outnumber its 
opponents by a vast majority not easily computed in figures, and I am 
sure in my own Congressional district such a division would resu1 t in a 
majority of more than 10,000 in favor of the champion of the protective 
side of the argument, and I dare say that even such an estimate would 
fall below the actual figures. So far as I am personally concerned, 
therefore, having been born among a people devoted to the principle 
of protection, I do bot feel it at aU necessary to define my position 
upon that question, and I am therefore averse to occupying the time 
of this House in traveling along the well-beaten thoroughfare of gen
eral tariff discussion. Much has been well said upon that subject, and 
more will be submitted in the line of general di cussion, but there are 
several byways still to be explored, not in the way of any new discov
eries but simply in developing certain well-understood principles which 
every one must admit, but which have not perhaps been as fully ana
lyzed as to make their simple logic clearly brought out in support of 
the general theory, just as we all come to realize the absolute truth 
of certain physical laws, the existence of which we all understand and 
firmly believe, but which are so commonplace in our daily experience 
that we have never taken the particular time to examine into them and 
make the simple applicatioh. 

We live in an age of great physical and mental activity. Wonderful 
inventions of mind aud matter are crowding each other so fast that in 
the hurried race we hardly see whence they come or where they lead. 
Theories and isms of all sorts seize upon the people and rush them into 
great extremes, disorganizing and disarranging old-established rules, 
and leading us into a way of discarding what is old and tried for ex
periment and theory. Jusb now the medical profession finds itself 
antagonized by a new and strange psychical force, which, overturning 
facts aud argument, seems to have worked its way into the imagina
tion of the people, that all disease is a pure fancy of the imagination; 
that one is never sick-we sometimes think we are-but the evidence 
of the siclmess is but the warning of a violation of the divine will and 
the setting up of our own finite will against the infinite; that if we 
could only follow closely enough to the way marked out by infinite 
wisdom we should all preserve the perfect body and entire immu
nity from disease and dissolution; that if it were possible for man 
to follow out with unvarying exactness the divine guidance there is 
no reason why we should not live forever, and our span of life is but 
to be measured by the closeness with which we guide our existence to 
the divine standard. Such, in a word, is the theory of the Christian 
scientist of the day, whose strange fancy has pervaded the homes of 
the people, has found a place among the musty folios of the literary 
man, has disturbed the professional man in his studies, and by the 
very force of its inertia seems to have passed within the .closed doors 
of the Committee on Ways anrl Means and dominated the deliberations 
of that great committee. So that it may be truthfulJy said, if no other 
credit is to be given, thab these learned gentlemen have evolved a new 
school of Christian-science political economy. Is not the analogy com-
plete? · · 

To them facts have seemed entirely unimportant. No diagnosis re
quired, no expert knowledge of sympt<>ms; simply the existence of a 
diseased condition of the mind. Has not the chmrman of the committee 
repeatedly demanded of the co!lltrY only a hopeful state ~f mind and 
all will be well? 

Only recently in his speeches at Providence and elsewhere he as ures 
the wool-grower that with free wool the increased consumption will be 
so great that better prices will surely come to them, while to the wool 
manufacturer he turns with the cheering assurance that under this bill 
he will pay so much less for his wool that in spite of all other circum
stances prosperity will be thrust upon him. '.fhus it is that again we 
:find theAdministrationever in advance, and with a progression which is 
certainly remarkable, applying the soothing balm of the "faith cure" 
to the inflamed and feverish condition of our trade and national com
merce. 

But this ''Mills bill" is in other respects a most remarkable docu
ment. Regarded simply as a deYice for reducing revenue, without ac
knowledging the principle of protection, this bill is entirely inadequate. 
It should go much farther, for under the most liberal construction of its 
most ardent admirers too small an amount will be saved to the country 
to give it credit as a revenue bill. Yet it is quite susceptible of proof 
that it would not only not reduce the revenue, but under its operation, 
should it become a law, it would increase the revenues by more than 

$11,000,000 over the present receipts, so that as a bill to reduce the 
revenue it is an utter and complete failure. 

But if it be said, on the other hand, that its purpose is to recognize 
some protection to certain industrial enterprises which have grown up 
under protection, then the fa.nltofthis bill is thab it3 framers-who in 
the nature of things could have no expert 1rnowledge wh.·ttever of the 
industries affected-have persistently refused to take the testimony of 
interests involved, where such testimony has been oftered, but with a 
persistency, unique in such matters, have seemed to seek the advice of 
those who from their prejudices or the naturE> their business are en-
tirely oppo ed to the application of the pr(J . . e principle to any of 
our industries so far as they are able. 

Let me illustrate this point. Suppose you write to me for the best 
formulaformakingthe mostpalatableand nutritious bread? If I really 
desired to gi"Ve you the best information I could secure, which would 
be really of advantage to you, I should not apply to a person who 
had some patent device by which he was able to substitute 1or the true 
ingredient of that article a certain compound which would apparently 
answer the pmpose. Not at all. I should first apply to my cook, if 
I had a good one, tor information, and then I would supplement that 
evidence by inquiring ofthe cook of my neighbor, if he had one with a 
bread-making record, and if bbeir two stories corresponded I should 
be willing to submit that consolidated information for your benefit, 
with a firm belief that I was giving you what you wanted; or, better 
still, if there was a national a ociation of cooks, and that association 
had met in convention and had C.'lrefully considered the bread question, 
and had expressed their opinion as the be t wisdom they had on that 
subject, then I would cheerfully give you that information, with the 
:firm conviction that you were getting the best pos.'ible expert opin
ion on the subject of bread-making, which, if carefully followed, would 
insure you peace in your domestic circle and good digestion. 

Precisely in this way this committee might have worked. For there 
is hardly a protected industry in this land which is not able in some 
way to present the testimony of experts upon the exact condition and 
needs of such industry, and aU such' information would be entirely re
liable and trustworthy, for I am sure no one is willing to say that the 
name of Barabas is written upon the foreheads of the manufact;urers 
of this country. 

Having failed then to take expert testimony upon these great ques
tions, the majority of this committee ha\e utterly failed to encourage the 
slightest support in favor of the theory that this bill has for its purpose 
the encouragement of our vested enterprise, built up upon the principle 
of protection. Butmore than all this, when the majority of this com
mittee have thus obviously failed in theu duty in this respect and have 
insisted upon 1·eporting to this House a bill clearly the result of their 
application of the "faith cure" principle to industrial enterprise , and 
have sat with clo ed doors refusing to recognize the authority of this 
House in irn purpose of forming committees that they should sit as a 
court in judgment of all ca es coming betore them, and after patient 
and exhaustive hearings of all evidence su bmitt~, upon that evidence, 
in the light of its bearing upon the" general welfare" of the country, 
shall make up their judgment upon the preponderance of evidence 
submitted. 

When such a committee have reported to the House a measure upon 
which they ha\e not taken expert evidence, and have placed that meas
ure before the Honse, where of course such expert evidence can not 
properly make i elf heard, except in way of amendment or substitu
tion, then such a committee has utterly failed in its duty to this House~ 
t<> the people, and to the industries assailed, and su.ch a bill ought in 
perfect fairness to be recommitted to that committee with in trnctions 
to take advantage of such avenues of expert information, so close at 
h:md and available. If this committee haYe taken such evidence, and 
if this bill is a deliberate judgment ba ed upon such evidence, then 
perhaps this charge can not lie against it; but if the charge is not vroved 
to be absolutely unfounded, then I dare say the propriety of such ac
tion by the House will nob be disputed. 

But I wish to leave this particular bill for the present, and in a tem
perate manner, without rhetoric, to undertnke in a hasty way the de
velopment of a fact which I think must be patent to all-that a pro
tec'tive tariff, so adjusted as to meet the wanrn of the people, is a mo t 
powerful stimulant to the intellip:ence of mankintl, and indirectly adds 
to the comfort, the happiness, and the prosperity of man, not alone in 
this country, but throughout the entire breadth of the ciYilized world. 

If, while watching a balloon ascension in the presence of some per on 
who was unfamiliar with physical theories, one should say to him that 
the force of gravity compelled all material objects, of whatever kind, to 
fall toward the center of the earth, one would expect him to say in reply: 
"But aU things do not fall to the earth. I have just seen that balloon 
shooting up into the sky; and the rising smoke from c>ery chimney in 
the world contradicts your theory. The law of gravitation mu t be 
made very plain to me before I can be induced to go contrary to the 
evidence of my own senses.'' 

This persons position is a fair i1lnstration of the attitude of the free
traders toward the theory of protection as applied in and for this conn
try. They insist that the tariff is a tax.-upon the whole people for the 
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benefib of a fa•ored class, and tlia,t a tariff upon any article enhances 
the cost of. that article to the consumer by exactly the amount of the 
t..'lrx • . 

Let me quote from the m~<tge of the President upon that point: 
But our present tariff laws, the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of 

unnecessary taxation, ought to be at once revised and amended. These law.,, 
as their primary and plain effect, raise the price to consumers of all articles im
ported and subject to duty, by precisely the sum paid for such duties. Thus the 
amount of the duty measures the tax paid by those who pm-chnse for use these 
imported articles. l\Iany of thes11 things, however, are rtl.ised or manufactm·ed 
in our own country, and the duties now levied uponforeigngoodsandproducts 
are called protection to these home manufactures, because they render it po si 
ble for those of our own people who are manufacturers to make the e taxed 
articles and sell them for a. price equal to that demanded for the imported goods 
that have paid customs duty. 

So it happens that while comparatively a few use the imported articles. mill
ions of our people, who never used and never saw any of the foreign products, 
purchase and use things of the same kind made in this country, and pay there
for nearly or quite the same enhanced price which the duty adds to the im
ported articles. 'l'hose who buy imports pay the duty charged thereon into the 
public Treasury, but the great majority of our citizens, who buy domestic arti
cles of the satl1e class, pay a sum at least approximately equal to this duty to the 
home manufacturer. This refereaca to the operation of our tariff :ta.ws is not 
made by way of instruction, but in order that we may be constantly reminded 
of the manner in which they impose a. burden upon those who consume do
me tic products as well ns those who consume imported articles, and thus cre~te 
a. tax upon all our people. 

The protectionist insists that a protective tariff is not laid, and could 
not be laid for the benefit of a class, but rather for the general welfare 
of the country, and that the inevitable result of a protective tariff has 
been to eventually bring down the cost of the article taxed to a :figure 
which is lower than that article sold for before a duty wa~ laid upon 
it, and the result of such competition bas been abundn.ntly shown, not 
alone in this country, but in Great Britain, and upon the Continent 
even, in the improved quality of the clothing of the people, the excel
lence in design, and the general additions of comforts and even luxuries, 
comparatively unknown before the imposition of the tariff of 1861. 

Let me mention, right in this connection, one or two striking illus
trations upon this point, not, of course, in the way of presenting any
thing new, but simply in the way of driving in a little deeper the nail 
already started. During the last nine years of the famous Walker 
"revenue-reform" tariff, and previous to 1861, the average production 
of the useful commodity-of pig-iron was but 79 ,488 tons, and during 
that period the output wat> about the same, at all events it showed no 
increase. But in 1863, as soon as the industry bad bego.n to feel the 
stimulating effect of the tariff of 1861, then the production began to 
increase in a most astonishing ratio, vtbile the prices decreased, until, 
during the year 1863, the output increased to 947,604 tons, and in 1886 
the industry had become so well settled1 the workmen so skillful, and 
the plant in uch goou condition, that what was less than 800,000 tons 
as the annual 'production in 1861 bad increased to more than 6,000,000 
tons, and during this period the price had steadily decreased, so that 

'the country was receiving the benefit o~ this enormous production, and 
at much less money per pound. 

Who can estimate the admnta.ge to the country at laxge in increased 
comfort, in the developmentofindustrial sk-ill, in inventi-ve genius which 
c.:'Uile to the people in the sections of country immediately affected? 
Why, under the "revenue-reform" tariff it was impossible to success
fully establish the industry of making steel in this country. Time and 
time again the experiment was attempted. Experts were brought here 
from abroad, the most skilled la.bor employed, with the invariable re 
sult that foreign competition could come in, and did come in. and force 
the courageous experimenters into bankruptcy, and thousands and hun
dreds of.tbousn.nds of dollars were swept away, like the early mists, in 
the vain endeavor to establi h a new industry upon our shores in com
petition with outside manufactures . . 

But when the tariff of 1861 came, opportunities once more arose, and 
the growing demands of our country, as the most promising and hopeful 
market of the whole world, stimulated internal industries as they had 
external. The market was not yielded by the outsider without a 
struggle, but under the tariff just alluded to we did succeed, and not 
only saved our own market practically for ourselves, but by the spirit 
of competition thus aroused, in a. way to which I shall allude further 
on~ we succeeded in reducing prices in a most unheard of degree and 
to a most remarkable extent. 

In 1868 we madein this countryof all kinds of steel30,000 tons; in 
1 7 , 19,814 tons; in 1886, 2,870,003 tons; while during that period 
we have reduced the price of steel mils in America, which was 158 per 
ton in 1868 to $26 per ton in 1886, while the price in England, by 
means of this protective tariff of ours, was reduced from $61.50 in 1868 
to S18 in 1 6, though it must be said in fairness, however, that this 
reduction is not wholly due to the influence of competition under the 
tn.riff of 1861, since, during that period, the royalties on Bessemer steel 
ran out. But the decline without that is ample to point the moral. 
So that I am confident that whenever you make the application of this 
general rule with reference to any of•our industries you will :find the 
srune result-an enormous lowering of prices, increa ed competition, 
better goods, and a round advantage in a. thousand ways to the people 
at la.rge. 

Particularly i<> this so with reference to any commodity the manu
facture of which was not attempted in this country prior to 1861, and 

which was reaUy created by the tariff of 1861. I have at this moment 
in mind the carpet industry in its :finer grades, almo t entirely devel
oped in this country within twenty-:fi\e years. The stati tics of the 
carpet industry are not as complete as in mauy other indnstries, yet 
webaYe nodifllculf.y in noting the great de>elopment since 1871, when 
many of the patents expi.red. Pre\ions to that time the number of 
looms on Brussels ancl Wilton carpets did not exceed one hundred looms 
(power) and the market wa controlled by English makers who regu
lated the prices. To-day there are 1,225looms running on Brus£els 
and Wilton and the importation of carpets bas almost ceased; the _ 
import last yea.r being 190.118 yards Brussels. Body Brussels sold 
within the recollection of all before me but a few years ago m crude 
colors and wretched designs for $2.75 to' 53.50 per y::ud, while to-day 
you can buy the best Brus.:i"els fi·om the finest looms, with the most 
delicate colol'lf, the most odg;inal and charming desi!!us, for $1.25 per 
yard at retail; while for those who do not buy Brussels, but prefer the 
tasty ingrains, there bas been the same advantage, and they buy to-day 
at 75 cents per yard what they paid :;>1.35 to $1.50 for but a few years 
ago. . 

I quote the wholesale prices in the New York market: 
N:Ew YORK, March 17, IBS8. 

New York wholesale C!U'petingsduring the years- 1871. 1880. 1888. 

Crossley's tapestry .... ...... .. .. ................. . ... . . ...... ...... ... 1. 45 1.08 .75 
Five-frame Crossley's brussels.................................... 2. 30 1.67 1.22~ 
Five-frame Rigel ow brussels.... . ...... ...... ............... ...... 2.15 1. 50 l. O'li-1. 10 
81nith's tapestry ................................................................ .. .97-k .67l 
Lowell ingrain....................................................... ...... 1. 30 . 90 .57! 

Thus it is domestic competition has cut down prices to the lowest 
margin of profit. Let me show you how naturally this all comes about 
through perfectly simple methods. Suppose a roan wishes to start the 
manufacture of some commodity not hitherto made in this country. 
say woolen cloth? He borrows money with which..to build his mill, 
to supply it with the requisite ma-chinery, and to carry on his business 
until be begins to get returns from his sales. 

Suppose he produces 100,000 yards of cloth in a yen.r, that being, 
we may say, as large a. product as might be safely attempted by any 
one until his operatives and himself bad acquired a sufficient technical 
experience, and that it cost him $1 a yard, and that be sells it at$1.10 
per yard? His profit will be 10 cents a. yard, or $10,000. In :figuring 
his cost of prod.uction two classes of expenses appear: 

First. Those which depend directly upon the amount of work pro
duced, such as the cost of wool, of labor, of coal, etc. 

Second. Those expenses w hicb remain are very nearly :fixed in amount, 
no matter what the amount of his product may be. These fixed ex
penses would consist of the interest upon his capital and such items of 
general expense of management, taxes, insurance, etc. Suppose that 
his fixed expenses have been 10 per cent. of the total cost of production, 
or 10 cents for each yard of cloth produced? If, now, at the end of the 
year his operatives have become skilled and his business is so well es
tablished that be may venture to increase his product, be takes steps 
with that end in view. He finds that by crowding his machinery to- . 
gether he can make room for some more, and by increasing their speed 
and making use perhaps of recent inventions he can produce just twice 
as many yards of cloth as be formerly made in the same mill. Practi
cally he is under no greater charge in respect of the fixed expenses now, 
that be is making 200,000 yards a year, than he was formerly, when 
he could make but half that quantity; and as the cost of this item was 
formerly 10 cents a yard, now that be produces twice as many yards for 
the same sum total, the cost of fixed expenses is but 5 cents a yard. 

The cost of his fabric will now be 95 cents a yard. If be can still sell 
at $1.10 be will be making 15 cents a. yard profit, instead of 10 cents 
a yard as formerly; and observe that he not only bas an increased profit, 
per yard, but be has twice as many yards to sell, so that by doubling 
his production he has raised his profits from $10,000 to $30,000. 
What will be his position now with regard to a competitor who is just 
entering the field? We have seen that a 'product of 100,000 yards is 
all that this latter can venture upon at the start, and that therefore 
his cloth will cost him $1 a yard to make, whereas our la1·ger manu
facturer is making 200,000 yards at a cost of 95 cents a yard. The 
latter can now sell his entire product at the cost price of his smaller 
rival andstillm~ehis original profit of $10,000; or better yet, if he can 
sell100,000yards at $1.10 he may offer the other 100,000 yards to the 
customers of his rival at 90 cents a yard, or 10 cents below the cost price 
of the latter, and still make his profit of $10,000. Or if he desires to 
ruin his competitor, be can sell the other 100,000 yards at 80 cents per 
yard, and still without a loss on his year's business. In the latter case 
.the small man would :find that whereas every yard of cloth be made 
cost him S1 a yard, be could only sell it for 80 cents per yard. 

Now, then, coming back to the question, "How can putting a tax on 
an article lower its cost to ns?" let us suppose that in 1861 we im
ported from England, say, all the woolen cloth which we used, and at 
that date there was no miJl in this country which produced woolen 
cloth, because for various reasons it could not be manufactured so 
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cheaply here as in England. In 1861 a tariff is passed which lays a 
tax on all woolen cloth coming to this country, a.nd the price of these 
cloths is for a time, enhanced by exactly the amount of the tax. At the 
increased price which the cloth is now sold for, an American, whom we 
will designate as A, thinks he can manufacture it and sell it at a profit. 
Naturally his early attempts are made upon the cheapest and coarsest 
vaTieties. because they offer fewer obstacles to his unskillful laboreff'. 

He succeeds in producing an article which is crude and cheap, but 
he is able to sell it at a price just a little below the cost of a similar 
imported ' article, wilh the tax a.dded, and he makes a profit. Mean
time another ambit ious America.n , B, has been attempting to produce 
the same cloth. He offers his production to the same purchasers who 
have bought from A. They inspect his cloth, and they tell him they 
have bought as good cloth and as cbeapl.y elsewhere, and there is no 
object in changing. B bas now the alternative of making a better 
cloth to sell at' the same price A is receiving, or of making his price 
lower than A's. B shrinks from the attempt of making a better cloth, 
and prefers to sacrifice some of his profits. He lowers his price, tbere
fore,-and undersells A. 

But by this time other enterprising Americans have been watching 
this business development, and, attracted by the profitable industry 
A and B have succeeded in establishing, at once enter into the manu
facture of the same class of goods, and presently the shops are flooded 
with cheap cloths, made by all these competitors; and since there are 
now more of these cloths offered than are needed at the priCe, these 

- makers are obliged to lower their prices considerably. They accord
ingly reduce prices to the lowest possible margin, and .they continue to 
sell their wares. 

The original maker, A, by this time finds that whereas a short time 
previously he could command a price for his cheap cloth which was equal 
to the English price with the tax added, now be is compelled by the 
competition of B and others to sell it at a price very much lower than 
that; so low, in fact, as to make his venture hardly a profitable one. 
But by this time his operatives have become more skillful, and be de
cides to attempt the manufacture of a higher grade of cloth, which so 
1ar bas not been made here, and upon which the tax offers him a new 
and profitable field. He thus again escapes competition for awhile, 
but not for long; the energetic manufacturers have also become skill
ful, and they follow wherever A leads, so that the old story of reduc
tion in price by competition to the lowest possible terms is repeated 
over and over. 

Iu the mean time B bas been studying the lesson of greater produc
tion. He increases the capacity of his factory again and again. He is 
on the alert for every labor-saving device. Some of these are invented 
by his own employes, perhaps, who have become alive to the needs of 
the occasion. 

B remains a manufacturer of cheap cloth, but his mills are on a scale 
which is hardly to be found elsewhere in the world, and his needs form 
the great incentive to that branch of invention which has: during the 
last twenty-five years, so increased the producing power of aU machin
ery. He bas thus been of immeasurable service to his countrymen in 
a twofold manner, by reducing the cost of the cloths he bas made, but 
more than that, in inspiring the invep.tive genius of all about him, '"bo, 
catching the spirit of his work, have found themselves pressing forward 
to the greatest possible success iu ever_y direction of industrial activity. 

I t is in tbis manner that every field of possible industry has been 
explored by American manufacturers since the tariff of l SGl was passed, 
and no new field has been enjoyed by any one alone for more than a 
brief season. A reduction of prices bas been effected which can only 
be measured by the keen enterprise of the Americ.1.n character; but the 
tariff has brtd a twofold effect in lowering the price of any taxed ar
ticle which bas been manufactured in this country. While we have 
been watching the course of the American manufacturer, what bas 
been happening to his foreign competitor? He bas not been idle, we 
may be sure. Up to the tariff of 1861 we have supposed that be held 
aU the trade of this country in woolen cloths. His market is removed 
by more than 3,000 miles from his workshop, and such competition as 
he has from other Europeap. manufacturers is remote and not very act
i ve. We are obliged to buy of him, for we can go nowhere else. 

He is rich, and his operators are skillful. He can manufacture 
cheaply, and he sells almost at his own price. By virtue of his size 
and skill be can defeat all attempts at competition in this country, and 
be is not obliged to make his cloths very tasteful or attractive, as 
any one who can remember our woolen fabrics of twenty-five years ago 
will testify. Our tariff comes, and he soon discovers that he has com
petition here upon the cheaper of his fabrics. He lowers his prices 
(observe the first effect of the tariff), and we have seen that he can 
afford to lower them a great deal, so low indeed that if it were not for 
the tariff no American enterprise could stand against him; but he only 
lowers them upon the cheap cloths, for as yet there is no occasion to 
change them upon his better fabrics. Later on, when our manufacturer, 
A, begins to make the higher grades, be lowers his prices on them also. 

But this does not avail him, for, thanks to protection, though he may 
push them hard, he can not undersell them to thti r ruin . He, too, re
sorts to increased production and improved machinery, hoping that in 
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that way he may stili export at least the surplus of his increased out
put, which, as we know, he can afford to sell relatively low. 

It is in vain, for his American competitors have now acquired consid-
erable skill; they understand the ad vantage of great production better 
than he, and their own internal competition has already so lowered 
prices that it is almost hopeless for him, handicapped with the t a rift 
tax on his cloths, to attempt to place them in competition with those 
of American mazes. 

He is driven, therefore, to improve the quality of his cloth and to de
vise new and tas teful combinations, for his only hope for American 
trade now being to offer to it a fabric which the American manufact
urers (lacking in technical experience) have not ventured to attempt. 
This he is doing to-day. Constantly inventing new goods and fanci
ful designs, sending them to t.bis country at large prices, tuming a part 
of his looms to such manufactuTe for sale in this country to our wealthy 
people, at a fancy price, while this increased value to him upon this 
American output enables him tornnbis regular styles for his home trade 
and to undersell his home comoetitors and still have his entire busi-
ness yield him a profit. -

Every season the "n0velties" sent by foreign manufacturers are sold 
at wholesale in this country at prices perhaps ruling at $1 per yard, 
which our manufacturers would gladly produce at 37 cents; but he
can e they are "novelties" and are fashionable, our wealthy people 
will buy them, and before our manufacturers can commence the manu
facture the season is over, and new "novelties " in dress goods take 
their place. Such "novelties," as a rule, are not serviceable, and are 
largely bought by people who can afford to pay larger prices to be in 
fashion. Thus, for the sake of clearness, and to make my argument 
consistent, I have spoken entirely of woolen goods in the illustration 
of the great benefit of the tariff, in stimulating the ambition of our 
people, and of lowering prices both in this country and elsewhere; but 
it will be apparent that the illustration applies to every a~rticle the 
manufacture of which bas obtained a foothold in this country. So 
bright a man as :Mr. Watterson, it is to be expected, should notice this 
wonderful lowering of prices, for in his recent article in the Atlantic 
Monthly be says: 
It is assuredly true tha~ in the last twenty-fh·e ye:~.rs there has been a decline 

in price's. There have been ca.uses operating universaiJy which have lowered 
to a r emarkable degree the price of most manufactured articles. 

And again: · 
Perhaps the most sh·iking fact of recent industrial history is the improve

m ent in the manufacture of steel rails, by which the price in England has fa llen 
from $6l.50 in 1868 to $18 in 1886. In the same time the price in America, which 
was $158 in depreciated currency, declined to S26 in 1 6. It is customary for 
the protectionists to point to this steel-ra il industry as convincing proof ot 
the vnlue of the tariff in decreasing prices. but as the price has fallen in Eng
la nd fa r below the American level, the cause can not be local. It must be gen
eral; it must be due to an influence that works effectively elsewhere as here. 
This influence is the inventive genius of the age. 

I have pointed out what this influence bas been, bow stimulated, and 
how its power has been exercised. In the cnse of steel rails especially, 
for which America is the largest market in the world, it will readily be 
seen that both American and English manufacturers would use e>ery 
device of vast production and improved methods to effect and main b in 
their sales. The inevitable result of such herculean effort throughout 
twenty yea.rs is told in the figures quoted by Mr. Watterson. It wiU 
be seen that our tariff bas had a profound influence upon the industrial 
s ituation of the world at large. It gave birth to the keen anrl potent 
element of American competition with which European industries found 
themselves confronted in the American market-a market which was 
of the highest importance to them, even in 1861, but which bas grown 
enormously in purchasing power since that date, and toward which to
uay their eyes are turned with au eager longing. 

It has not only brought down prices throughout the world, but it bas 
added improvements in utility, in quality, in variety and taste. And 
if it has imposed tmwonted anxiety upon the foreign manufacturer, at 
least the foreign consumer may thank it for carrying down their prices 
simultaneously with our own. I spoke in the beginning of the aston
ishment of the unbeliever w ben he was told of the law of g~a vity and 
its universal application in the presence of the baJloon ascension. We 
see a little clearer now what the illustration meant. If a Jaw of nat
ure so eternal and a.bsolute in its action as the la.w of gravity, and 
which deals with but a single physical property of matter, shows such a 
seeming contradiction in its manifest.ation as this of the balloon flight, 
we may expect to encounter many apparent anomalies, many matters 
which will require the explanation of an expert, when we come to 
consider the effects of an economic force such as the protective policy 
in this country. 

For this economic device is in no way akin to a law of nature or an 
"eternal principle." It is a mere tool of civilization, to be used at the 
proper time and in the right place, and to be laid aside when its use
fulness has f>as -ed. It is like a. carriage which is invaluable when 
traveling upon the land, but preposterous as a means of con ,·eyancc 
upon the ocean. It may be serviceable in one country and worse than 
useless in another or its use ma.y be wise at one period of a na tion 's 
existence and folly at another. 'rt may be safely said to be applicable 
in those countries which possess natural advantages not fully devel· 
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oped, of climate, of mineral wealth, and of territory, and whose inbab- their luxurious tastes lead them to desire articleS" for which the total de· 
itants are suited by temperament and by intelligence for the pursuit mand in this country is not sufficient to induce their manufacture here. 
of industrial enterprises. And since it has to do not with such sim- They are forced to make their purchases abroad, or have them made 
pie elements as t~e force of gravity, with which we have compared for them; and the prices of all imported articles whose manufacture is 
it, but with the daily lives of 60,000,000 people ; since it has not only not attempted in this country are necessarily enhanced by the amount 
;modified our national habits and characteristics, but has also been modi- of the duties. Thus it is that our protective tariff, for obvious reasons, 
fi.ed in its action by them, we need not be surprised if its aspects are exercises its effective work in lowering prices along the lines of goods 
many and confusing, and if the channels in which it runs are often in- in which the poor are more interested than t.he rich. It is true the 
tricate and obscure, nor that equally able and honest men should hold rich can live better abroad. The luxuries they crave, the imported 
such directly contradictory opinions upon it, as are daily expressed. cloths for their garments, their fine hats, gloves, shoes, umbrellas; 

Without doubt the controlling objection in the minds of those who their elegant carriages, their superb harnesses, the thousand and one 
oppose a protective tariff is the belief that they are being taxed for the articles deemed essential to their comfort, must pay a duty if they are 
benefit of the mannfa~ring classes, and that the cost to them of every- brought into this country; but in all things conducive to the comfort 
thing they purchase is enhanced by the amount of the duty which and happiness of the plain people, America is indeed the sought-for 
would be levied upon such articles were they imported. These state- land. 
ments are constantly being made by free-traders and are the burden of We may spend our time here attempting to pass labor bills and labor 
Mr. Cleveland's tariff message. legislation for the benefit of the working people, and so far as we strive 

The protectionist, on the other hand, asserts that the invariable re- for that interest we do well; but we can do more for these people, and 
suit of protection has been to lower the price of the protected article: therefore more for the general prosperity of our country, by wisely look· 
for the reasons already stated. Here we have the free-trader asserting ing into the results of the protective tariff in this country and shaping 
that the balloon goes up, and the protectionist protesting that its event. our action in a line with the result of that investigation, than by all 
nal fall is inevitable. the purely la~or legislation we shall be able to accomplish. 

Of course it is impossible in a practical way to lay a tax with mat.he- When I read the speech of my colleague from 1\Iassachusetts, with 
matical exactness. It not unfrequently happens, in practice, that taxes its wealth of imagery and its exuberance of statement, ·the temptation 
are laid where slight immediate benefit seems to accrue to those who was great to make a particular refutation of many of his extravagances, 
pay the larget;t share of the tax. A conspicuous instance of this is seen from authentic figures, readily at hand; but as he himself allowed but 
in the postal service of the country, where the people are taxed to sus- one night for reflection to pass over his head before coming before the 
tain post-routes which are not yet self-sustaining. Yet all admit the House to correct certain glaring misstatements, I think it may be safely 
wisdom of the course pursued, nor do they regard the pioneer who, left to his good judgment to thoroughly purge his speech of many other 
leaving the comforts and luxuries of civilized life, starts into the un- inconsistencies, before this debate is exhausted. 
known country, there to build up cities and add to our habitable terri- The cotton, the flax, hosiery, and woolen industry in my section of 
tory, as receiving undue be~efit from the taxation of the many, though the country are deeply interested in the defeat of this bill, and when the 
here we may appear to be ''taxing the many for the favored few,'' but proper times comes I shall hope to be heard upon each of them. 
which is in fact for the ''general welfare" of the United States. In the mean time, I leave this question for the present, save only 

Either the tariff has been conducive to the "general welfare" of this calling your attention for one moment to the peaceful contentment of 
country-or it has been harmless, in which case it deserves no attack- our manufuduring people. When men put their money, their brains, 
or it has been injurious. And since we have had it in full operation and their ambition at stake, and start out as pioneers in any new in
for twenty-five years, those who assert that its protective features are dustrial development, it is the duty of the Government, under the 
inimical to the general welfare should by this t.ime be able, and should Constitution, if such development will conduce to the general welfare 
be required to point out definitely just where and when this loss has of the country, to protect and defend them fro111 ruinous competition 
be.en sustained. Collective wisdom upon any subject is what gives abroad. This question of a tariff is the one grea.t topic of conversa-
strength and positiveness, and upon the subject of a protective tariff we tion to-day among the people in all the indus trial sections of the conn try. 
have the collective wisdom of work-people who, while interrogated These men know their own interest;;;, as only experts can, and they are 
singly upon some subject which concerns their material prosperity, may watching the course of their Representatives upon this issue. 
be vague and hesitat.ing in their replies, yet when they have had time I have tried to express the feelings of my own people upon this ques. 
to arrive at a tolerably unanimous judgment, that judgment may be tion, and I should be remiss in my duty to them, if I failed in any de
relied upon as the correct decision for them. gree to do my utmost to preserve for them, and by this I mean for the 

By some inscrutable process of reasoning, perhaps not far removed whole country, the continuance of a policy of legislative protection 
from instinct, they reach the wise conclusion as surely as the herd, under which they haveprospered, and which, if we canjudgeanything 
caught in the storm, finds the most strategic point of shelter in the from past experience, offers such bright promise in the future. 
field. This, of course; amounts to saying that the wisdom of individ- I wish I could take this body of men to the heights opposite the city 
uals, however gifted, is not so great as the wisdom of a multitude of of Lowell, Uass., where, with one glance of the eye sweeping up and 
individuals. down the stream, would be lit~ally seen miles of cotton mills, perhaps 

In the immense influx of working-people to our shores, aggregating the finest in the world, equipped with the most ingenious labor-saving 
in the last year 518,592 souls, we have the testimony of a multitude of machinery known to this wonder-working age, and filled from basement 
individuals from all nations, to the general welfare of our country un- to roof with a thinking, throbbing army of intelligent and skillful men 
der a protective tariff. And the objection that these people are at- and women. · 
tracted by other inducements, such as "republican institutions, free Standing upon this spot in the early evening as the sun goes down, 
schools, free land, good soil, genial climate,'' is not a sound one, for all you would see first from one and then another of the thousands of win
these attractions existed long before the tariff of 1861, and, so far as dows the lights flashing out; twinkling and flashing as they are reflected 
they could attract, their drawing power was much greater at that time, from ihe bosom of the flowing river, they rival in brilliancy the stars of 
yet we find that during the twenty years before that tariff but 4, 756,- an October night. Listen, and· the bells ring out their peal, the gates 
398 came to our shores, w bile from 1866 to 1886, after our tariff had be- fly open, and from them issue thousands of working men and women, 
gun to show the fruits of such a policy, immigration increa.sed to the well clothed, well fed, well housed, pleasant to look upon, happy and 
astonishing figures of 8,129, 553. contented, moving quietly to their own homes in many cases-the ideal 

And this· nai urally leads me to say that after all we are a nation of laboring wage-earners of a New England manufacturing city. 
plain people. We make our greatest advances, witness our be~t pros- I draw for your imagination no fancy picture, but one to be seen at 
perity as we keep closer to the simple, plain teachings of our fathers. any time, in hundreds of our manufacturing towns, varying in degree 
As a nation we are toilers, we work for our daily bread, we legislate but rarely in quality. These people to-day are watching the result of 
for ourseh-es and our country, and we want no•interference in legisla- the deliberation upon this bill, and anxious to know whether, face to 
tive matters to turn us from our simple ways. face with a true knowledge of their condition and their desires, with 

The protective tariff is for the people. There can be no doubt upon the picture of their progress and prosperity in colors which must appeal 
that poin t in the mind of any one who carefully considers the question to the honest sense of justice which prevails in every. American, you 
in it~ widest bearings. So far as there is any inequality in the work- will in the slightest degree turn from the principle of a policy which has 
ings of the tariff, they f.'lll most heavily where they should, upon the done so much to make this country great and powerful. 
rich, who can bear them, and it is significant that the enemies of pro- Every man looks upon legislative matters more or less prejudi.ced by 
tection are almost always found in the wealthier classes, and almost his own s1.uroundings and environment. For that reason I come to this 
never among the poor. question with a deeper interest, perhaps, than to any other measure 

If I desired to inflict tables of figures upon you, I could show yon presented or likely to be presented at this session of Congress. 
concl ~l i vely that under this system our working people are better paid I see the fortunes of my own people in this measure, and my interest 
and h \ e almost as cheaply as in other countries even as it is, while the is natural and intense. [Applause.] 
immen_se advant~ge ~hey derive. in _their dress, their habits of life, the Mr. CARUTIT. :Mr. Chairman, if I properly understand thederiva
eg.ucatwn of theu ch1ldren, theu httle homes, their accumulated sav- tion of the word ''tariff'' its ori<Yin is not such as to commend it to the 
ings in our bank.s all over the land, tells_ a story of richn~ss, ha~piness, I ad~iratiou of man. AtTarifa. the ~~oors l~vied their duty an~ collected 
content:nentwhichfi_g1ueswouldnotbegmtoexpress. It1sthe nch who the1r customs from those whose sh1ps, dnYen by adverse mnds, were 
complmn. They a ro not con t.en t with ,American-made articles, and forced, in order to escape destruction at ~ea, to suffer a robbery on shore. 
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If, as has been charged, this ''bantling'' brought forth in secrecy and 
darkness which bas been carried into this House in the arms of the ma
jority of the Committee on Ways and Means, is of unknown parentage, 
it can be said in its favor that it can not have so base an origin nor be 
of so foul an extrnction as the robber-born idol which our protectionist 
friends on the other side of the House hug to their breasts and worship 
with a devotion like that which the sin-cursed Israelites fell down to 
and adored, the golden calf their hands had made. 

This tariff is a most insidious enemy. It works in silence and under 
cover; and whilst it pretends to be giving us "protection" it is really 
stealingonrsubstanceanddestroyingour lives. Itis not the highway
man who boldly gallops up on the public road and demands "your 
money or your liJe," but the sneak-thief who in an unconscious mo
ment :filches your purse or the burglar who robs yon of your possessions 
in sleep's unconscious hour. It holds to the false doctrine of Othello-

He that is robb'd, not wanting what is stolen, 
Let him not know it and he is not robb'd at all. 

Under pretense of receiving a benefit the American people are now 
yielding to its exactions and paying its demands. In buying a hat one 
does not stop to think that he is buying and paying for not only the 
cost of making, the reasonable "due of the manufacturer and the dealer, 
but that he is paying besides, as his tribute, his duty, his t..'l.riff to the 
maker of that hat, 54 per cent. of its entire cost. 

In arraying himself in his ordinary apparel one does not stop to think 
that he ha.s not only paid for the material of which it is made, its rea
sonable market value, for the skill and labor of the tailor who fash
ioned it, but he has also paid a tribute of 50 per cent. of the cost to 
the manufacturer for patriotically engaging in the business ! When 
one lays himself down upon his couch at night, to court the company 
of ''tired nature's sweet restorer, balmy sleep,'' in the present com
forts of his surroundings he does not let his thoughts dwell upon the 
fact that he bas not only purchased the wool of which the blanket 
which covers him was made, at a fa.ir price in the open market, that he 
has not only given to the la.bor employed in its making its just wage, 
but he has also paid as a gratuity to the individual, or, more likely, 
the corporation, who furnished it almost as much as the entire cost of 
material and production. 

In supplying almost all the wants of life, to almost aU trades and 
callings, ''the butcher, the baker, and the candlestick-maker," the 
t.ariff requires that dues shall be paid. We are told that this mighty 
freebooter, this pirate who has robbed us on the sea, this thief who has 
stolen our substance on land, is not our enemy, but the cause of na
tional prosperity, the promoter of our best interests, our truest friend 
and our stanchest ally. 

I do not pretend, 1\lr. Chairman, to that profound knowledge of the 
tariff which some of my colleagues on this floor possess; I have not 
made that the study of my life. I have been employing my brain with 
legal questions rather than with economic problems. But, sir, there 
are certain facts, which come to every person of observation, so plain 
that a wayfaring man can not err therein. They are connected with 
the subject of this debate, and to their consideration it is my purpose 
to address myself. I think it does not require a student of political 
economy to know that a "tariff" is a tax, and when we strip the ques
tion of the useless garments of show in which it is clad; when we take 
off the purple and the fine linen, the silks and the satins; when we 
strip it of the domino in which it has been masquerading, there is seen 
the horrid features which we have been taught to tolerate only on the 
ground of necessity, but which we can never be taught to court or 
adore. 

I said it was a tax, because I had no better word with which to de
scribe it; but I am unjust to the word, and crave its pardon, for a tax 
is a rate or duty laid by government on the property of an individual, 
and with that the citizen purchases the sheltering care of the govern
ment-the aid of its army in war, the care of its police in peace, for 
the protection and preservation of the rights of citizenship. But a 
tariff, such as we now discuss, whichraisesmoney that the government 
does not need and cannot legitimately spend, is not a tax, but a tribute 
paid by the weak to the strong-to the individual for personal advan
tage, not to the government for the public good. 

That government, 1\Ir. Chairman, is the best government, those laws 
are the wi. est laws, which contribute to the benefit of the most people, 
which ble the many and not the few. It is in recognition of this fact 
that tho'e who hold to "protection for protection's sake" cry aloud, 
whilst with one hand they :filch the gold from the purse ofthecitizen, and 
with the other blind his eyes to the act. "It is for the public good." 
It has ever been thus from the foundation of the world. Deceived into 
security by the fa.lse pro~es of the serpent, man fell, and from then 
till now-

Falsehood puts on the face of simple truth 
And masks in the habit of plain honesty 
"When she in heart intends most villainy. 

If I believed for one moment that it was for the public good, would 
promote the general welfare to maintain in this conn·try a system of 
protection in order that manufacturing interests might be fostered, the 
people employed, labor rewarded, and the general welfare secured, I 
would not here and now lift my voice in favor of a measure looking to 

the reduction of a duty and a lessening of the tributes of the tariff. I 
hold it my duty, in the administration of the tru t confided to me, not 
to ~e res~icted, as a member of the Jaw-making body, simply to that 
which will benefit the people who constitute the special constituency 
by whom I am here accredited, but to look to the common good, the 
general welfare of the whole country; to know no North no South, no 
East, or no West, but to regard these only as the component parts of a 
great country, united under one Go>ernment, owing allegiance to one 
flag, which, thank God, now waves in triumph "over the land of the 
free and the home of the brave." 

I :find the people constituting that country in this condition: That of 
the 17,392,099 per: ons engaged in all industrial pursuits in the United 
States, according to the census of 1880, tben• rere employed in me
chanical, manu1actnring, and mining occupations 3,837 112· iu trade 
and transportation, 1,810,256; in personal and profession~} callin~"s 4 -
174,238; and in agriculture, 7,670,493. When I come to applyth~ ;uie 
laid down that "wise laws are those which confer the greatest good on 
the greatest number,'' I :find that under the exaction of the present tariff 
system about four-fifths of the people are pa.ying tribute to about one
fifth; in other words, that under the exactions of this tariff four men 
are suffering that one may live. When I find one man made happy and 
prosperous under the existing law, I find that happiness and pro perity 
purchased at the expense of the misery and destitution of four of his 
fellow-citizens. I stop and ask myself~ ''Can this be fair, honest, and 
right?" . 

A. tax is only justifiable under the plea of necessity. It is an exac
tion from the citizen enforced by the sovereign power, and the j ustifica
tion is that it is levied to meet the needs of. the Government. When 
that need ceases the tax should cease, unless its continuance shall be 
shown to be for the purpose of conferring some benefit on the body of 
the people. What benefit do these t.'txes, levied original1y to maintain 
an ~rmy and a navy, ~ ca:ry on a war to pre erve the integrity of the 
Umon, confer? Why m time of peace should these taxes still be col
lected and the unneeded excess be buried like the "unused talent?" 
To this om friends on the other side answer that it is necessary for the 
protection of the American toiler; that it is to clothe and feed the strug
gling masses; that it is to maintain the dignity of American labor. If, 
Mr. Cbairma..!l, this were true, I would hesitate long before I would yield 
my support to the principle embodied in the pending bill. But the 
plea, Mr. Chairman, comes to us from a suspicious source; it must be 
investigated. Republicans present it, and their party has never been 
the friend of the laborer. 

The Democratic party has ever won the allegiance of the working 
classes. It is the people's party. Not much individual wealth has 
been founcl within its ranks, and it has ever fought the battles of the 
people against restrictions and monopolies. It bas ever battled for the 
enlarged liberties of the citizen and contended for the reserved rights 
of the States and the people. On the contrary the Republican party 
l!as ever advanced with stealthy but steady step towards the enlarge
ment of the powers of the Government and the restrictions of the rights 
of State and citizen, and when the cry comes from the throats of the 
Republican party that it is urging protection in the interest of the 
American workmen, that cry is to be heard with caution. 

The distinguished gentleman who has the honor to be the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Ueans, and who opened this discussion, 
has, I think, demonstrated by indisputable facts and figures the fallacy 
of the position that the tariff affects the wages of the workingmen. 
And a leader of the working classes, who gathered around him recently 
in the city of New York such a number of supporters from the toil1ng 
masses, bas gone further in the direction of unfettered trade than either 
the Democratic platform or the chosen representative of the party, the 
bold and thoughtful President of the United States. That labor leader, 
Henry George, said: 

The cry of "protection fer American labor" comes most vociferously from 
newspapers that lie under the ban of the printers' unions; from cot\1 and iron 
lords, who, importing" pauper labor" by wholesale, have bitterly fought every 
effort of their men to claim anythiJ1glike decent wages; and from factory own
ers who claim the right to dictate the votes of m en. The whole spirit of pro
tection is ngain!it the rights of labor. 

"' * * * * * We thus see from theory that protection can not raise wages. That it does not, 
facts show conclusively. This bns been seen in Spain, in France, in Mexico, 
in England, during protection times, and everywhere that protection bas been 
tried. In countries where the working classes have little or no influence upon 
government it is never even pretended that protection raises wages. It i only 
in countries llke the Uruted States, where it is necessary to cajole the working 
classes, that such a preposterous plea is made, and here the failure of protection 
to raise wages is shown by the mo t evident facts. 

* • • * "' • * 
To ruscover whether protection has or ba not benefited the working clnsses 

of the United States it is not neces ary to array tables of figures which only an 
expert can verify and examine. The det~rmining facts are notorious. It is a 
matter of common knowledge that those to whom we have given power to tax 
the American people "for the protection of American industry," pay their cm, 
ployes as little as they can, and make no scruple of importing the very foreign 
labor against whose products the tariff is maintained. lt is notorious that wages 
in the protected industries are, if a.nything,lower than in the unprotected indus
tries, and that though the protected industries do not employ more than a twen
tieth of the working population of the United States there occur in them more 
stt·ikes, more lockouts, more attempts to reduce wages than in all other coun 
tries. 

In the highly protected industries of Massachusetts official reports declare that 
the operative can not gain a living withollt the work of wife and children. In 
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the highly protected industries of New Jersey many of the " protect-ed" laborers 
are children whose pa.re:ats are driven by their necessities to find employment 
'lor them by misrepresenting their age so as to evade the State law. In the 
fbighly protected industries of Pennsylvania, laborers, for whose sake we are 
(told this high protection is imposed, are working for 65 cents a day, and half
clad women are feeding furnace fires. ''Pluck-me stores," company tenements 
land boarding houses, Pinkerton detectives and mercenaries, and all the forms 
land evidences of the oppression and degradation of labor are, throughout the 
country, characteristic of the protected industries. 

So when a protectionist claims that a war tariff mUBt be maintained 
lin order that we may protect the dignity and honor of American labor 
~ and save it from competition with the pauper labor of Europe, tell him 
his position is untrue. If protection benefits the wages of labor, why 
\do the statistics of the country show that higher wages are paid by un-
1protected industries than by protected industries? Do you deny it? 
Why then do the figures show that; the annual average wagesofall per
sons employed in manufactories in this country was but $346 per annum, 
much less than the average of those who give their attention and their 
·labor to unprotected occupation, and why is it that the record shows that 
in many instances the highest wages were paid the working.D?.en during 
, the period of low tariffs? I cast my eyes over this House and my glanca 
falls upon the intelligent features of those who are the aecredited rep
resentatives on this floor of the working-people, and I ask, how stand 
'these men upon this question? Surely they know the needs of the 
people who sent them here; they have worked in shop andfuctory and 
I gained a plaee in the National Council by their devotion and zeal in the 
cause of labor, and desiring myself to be found with the friends of honest 

!toil I ask the question, how do they stand on this great contest which 

1
agitates this House and the country·? I find them in favor of the re
duction of these war taxes. 

; With many of my colleagues I was in the city of Philadelphia the 
other day to witness the new movement on the part of our Gove.rn.ment 
to place its Navy on a respectable footing on the high seas. Whilst in 
that metropolis ofprotection, Pennsylvania, I saw in the PhJ4tdelphia 
Record the following article: 

The five Congressmen from Philadelphia whose hearts yearn for the inter
ests of workingmen may find profitable reading in the resolutions adopted last 
week by Philadelphia. workingmen, at a meeting called by workingmen, offi
cered by workingmen, and managed by workingmen according to their own 
notions. These two resolutions are particularly noteworthy: . 

"Resolved, That we especially request that wool be made free in the interest of 
the 60,000 textile workers of our city, who, with free wool, would compet-e with 
the world and obtain the privilege of making the finer grades of goods from 
which the present tariff excludes them. 

".Resolved, That we erbp~atically protest against petitions to Congress that 
have been or are being signed in the mills and factories, either under the direc
tion of the foreman or otherwise, being accepted as the free expression of the 
sentiments of workingmen, o.s the manner in which these signaaues are pro
cured is but a species of slavery." 
i Observing these things what could I say to our protection friends who 
claim that this high tariff was in the interest of labor? I could but re
ply that experience and history both proclaim in unmistakable voice 
that they are endeavoring to delude the American people with false 
statemenm, frighten them from the enjoyment of the fruits that lie be
fore them by a wretched scarecrow. But protection has added, it is 
true, to the number of our millionaires; it has built up vast business 
concerns in which are invested large sums of money. It has congregated 
the wealth of the country until in America it is accepted as axiomatic, 
"the rich have grown richer and the poor poorer." The lines of de
markation in the United States between wealth and poverty have be
come wider and more distinct. It is the wealth and not the talent of 
the country that is dominating in governmental affairs. 

It has not been long since, Ur. Chairman, that an illustrated paper, 
whose mission is ridicule and laughter, pictured the highest branch of 
the law-making powel' in America as so many money-bags holding va
:rious large amounts and crowned with the bead of the particular legis
,lator; and it is because wealth has with the power of its dollars pur
chased. position, defied the courts of justice, and held undisputed and 
unchecked sway in the land, that there have been combinations made 
and societies formed, looking to the leveling of these inequalities, and 
in their frenzy endangering the peace and safety of the Republic. A 
great danger to this country is threatened by the aristocracy of wealth. 
Let us heed the warning of the poet-

Til fares the land, to hast-ening ills a prey, 
Where wealth accumulates, and men decay. 

By the aggregation of wealth represented in these manufacturing 
enterprises, these corporations, grown gigantic because they monopolize 
tthe field of some particular industry, ''trusts,'' ''combines,'' combinn.
ions, and conspiracies against the money of the people, ha>e been 
formed, to add other dollars to the pile they have already wrung by the 
hand of extortion from the purse of the defenseless citizen. Greed and 
avarice hold their sway in the land, and gold-

The yellow sla.ve, 
Will knit and break religions; bless the accnrs'd; 
Make the hoar leprosy ador'd; place thieves, 
And give them title, knee, and approbation 
With senators on the bench. 

It is the power of this wealth that labor fears. It is the "combine " 
of this capital that labor fights. It is this bated system which bas aug
mented wealthand chained labor thatwisestatesmanshipdemands shall 
be abrogated. It is argued that, relying upon the faith of the Govern-

ment, capital has made investments and "plants;" that it has been en· 
couraged by the prevalent tariff laws which have been maintained in 
peace as well as in war, a.nd that it would be a governmental wrong to 
take from these industries the aid which has been given them, at the 
expense of the consumers of their manufactured articles. 

But it is claimed that if we rem.ov~ the governmental supp~rt they 
will fall; that destruction and ruin would follow the enactment of a 
revenue-tariff law. I thought as I listened to the glowing and deserved 
tribute paid to the "New South" the other day by the distinguished and 
eloquent Representative from the State of Michigan [Mr. BuRRows] 
of that time, within the memory of many gentlemen upon t~is floor, 
when it was contended by the Representatives of the South in the 
Americ..'ID Congress that the abolition of sla>e labor would mean the 
destruction of their wealth, the irr.eb:ievable ruin of their section, that 
their homes would rot to the ground, their fields lie idle, their lands 
be waste. No argument could convince them of their error; no elo
quence could couvert them from this belief. It took a horrible war; it 
took shot and c:mister and shell. It took the blood of valued lives to 
remove the peculiar institution of the South, to alter the nature and 
condition of its labor. Not a quarter of a century has passed since 
then, and what is tberasult? Let theanswerbemadeinthe language 
of the eloquent Representative from Michigan (J')lr. BURROWS]: 

I rejoice that there is a new South, a new industrial South, born of the throes 
of war, but full of hope and full of cour>~ge. She stands to-day with uplifted 
brow facing the dawn of a mighty future. Her loins are girt for a new race. 
With unfetl,ered hands she smites the earth, and fountains of unmeasured 
wealth gush forth. Beneath her feet she feels the stir of a. maryelous life. Her 
pathway is alreadyillmnined with the light of blazing furnaces. Her heavens 
are aglow with the break of a new day. All hail its on-coming! 

"Aid its dawning, tongue a.nd pen: 
Aid it, hopes of honest men ; 
Aid it, paper; aid it, type; 
Aid it, for the hour is ripe, 
And our earnest must not slacken into play; 
Men of thought and men of action clear the way." 

The entire people of the South thank God that slavery has been abol
ished and none but freemen live within the borders of our country. 
Owing its origin to a revolt against a trivial but unjust tax, and holding 
to the maxim of ''millions for defense, but not one cent for tribute," 
the United States has forever cherished a repugnancy to the tax-gath· 
erer. The South has ever murmured against the unjust tribute ex· 
acted from her people to enrich citizens of theN orth and the East. As the 
South contended that without slave labor she could not exist, so now 
the North contends that protection is her only safety. As the South 
found that the liberation of her slaves was the commencement of her 
greatness, so the North will find that the adoption of a wise and just -
system of taxation will awaken her every energy, and, desiring to excel 
in the race for wealth and power, new impetus will be given to her en
terprise, and competition-

Will lend t<> every power a double power -
Above its functions and its offices. 

To reach the desired end there should ' not be and will not be a re
course to arms. That indus trial revolution in the North is to be brought 
about not at the expense of the blood and treasure of the nation, not 
by a revolt of those who have no protection against those who are ·pro
tected, but by wise counsel in the legislative bodies, by mutual con· 
cession and conciliation, by a gradual emancipation, if you will, of the 
American people from this slavery to monopoly. The President of the 
United States, as wise as he is courageous, tells us: 

Our progress t<>ward a wise conclusion will not be improved by dwelling 
upon the theories of protection and free trade. This savors too much of bandy
ing epithets. It is -o. condition which confronts us-not a theory. Relief from 
this condition may involve a. slight,eduction otthe advant.'l.ges which we award 
our home productions, but ~he entire withdrawal of such advantages should not 
be contemplated. The question of free trade is absolutely irrelevant; and the 
persistent claim made in certain quarters, that all efforts to relieve the people 
from unjust and unnecessary taxation are schemes of so-called free-traders, is 
mischievous and far removed from any consideration for the public good. -

The simple and plain duty which we owe the people is to reduce taxation 
to the necessary expenses of an economical operation of the Government, and 
to restore to the business of the country themoneywhich we hold in the Treas
ury through tile perversion of governmental powers. These things can and 
should be done with safety t<> all our industries, wit-hout danger t.o the oppor
tunity for remunerative labor which our workingmen need, and with benefitt.o 
them and all .our people, by cheapening their means of subsistence and increas
ing the measure of their comforts. 

The distinguished gentleman who now preside<!! with so much dig
nity, impartiality, and wisdom over the deliberations of this House, 
and who the State from which I am accredited in this body proudly 
calls her son, in assuming for the third time the position of Speaker of 
the,Honse of Representatives, said: 

Investments made and labor employed in the numerous and valuable indus
tries which have grown up under our present system of taxation ought not t o 
be rudely disturbed by sudden and radical changes in the policy to which they 
ha\e adjusted themselves, but the just demands of an overtaxed people and the 
obvious requirements of the financial situation can not be entirely ignored with
out seriously imperiling much greater and more widely extended interests than 
any that could possibly be injuriously affect-ed by a moderate and reasonable re
duction of duties. 

It is with that spirit that we should approach the final action upon 
the pending bill. I favor the independence of these States; I believe 
this country ca.pable of producing from her fertile soil all that is neces
sary to supply the wants of her people. I know her capable of callina 
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into being by her mechanical skill every instrumen~ neces~ary to till hate of battle the blue and the gray joined hands and marched forward 
her soil or gather her fertile harvest; I know her gem us can mven t and to a grand destiny. What hn.Ye been the proud achievements of twenty
supply all the comforts and needs oflife; I know t?-e songs of her po~ts three years? Kentucky has taken into the equality of citizenship those 
fall with sweetest melody, and that the productions of ]Jer pen gwe who formerly owned themselves her property. She has opened for them 
food to human thought and impetus to human actiQJ;l; I know that her schools of instruction which challenge comparison with those of any 
gallant sons fear no enemy on ten tid field. These ate indeed free and people in the world; and notwithstanding the poverty of that race Ken~ 
independent States. I favor with heart and soul a home supply and a tncky to-day, when she spends a dollar for the education of a white 
home market. I would be proud to see our products carried in our child, gives a dollar for the education of the negro. I find her increase 
ships, sailing under that star-spang ed banner, with our trade ruling in population from 1870 to 1880 to be 22.98 per cent. , while the increase 
the markets of the world. in boasting Pennsylvaniawas but21.60percent. I:findhertheeighth 

America, thank God, fears no competition with any country on the State in the Federal nion in point of population. I find, too, that 
globe. With a goYernment where the accident of descent does not gi ,-e the great Commonwealth of Kentucky js free of debt, but that the State 
position, where each of her sons is by b_irth ''a peer of t?e realm and a of Pennsylv::mia is cursed with a de lit over and above its available as
prince of the blood," where high stat10n may be attamed by hnnest s£:ts of ten and a half million dollars. 
exertions, and where wealth bows at the feet of genius and surrenders her But why enlarge ori that suLject? You listened, gentlemen, to the 
possessions at the bidding ofindllStry-when we.remember that not fonr noble aud eloquent defense made by my distinguished colleague who 
centuries have passed since the eye of the white man first saw through bas had the honor in the past to preside over the destinies of that great 
the mists of ocean the outlines .of this hitherto unknown country; that Commonwealth as its governor, and you must know and feel now that 
not three centuries have passed since the smoke of the first white set- Kcntncky needs no defender, and you ask the question, why does the 
tlement on these shores sought the skies; th..1.t but little more than a gentleman from Pennsylvania complain that Kentucky is a laggard? 
century ago, rebelling at an unjust tax, in the infimcy of her power, she because, forsooth, she has not produced as much pig-iron in the past 
proclaimed to a wondering worlcl that her colonies "were and of right year as the gentleman thinks she should. With her vast forests which 
ought to be free and independent States," and that we are soon to eel- timber her lauds, with the untold wealth which lies buried in her bosom, 
ebrate the one hundredth anniversary of her constitutional govern- wiLh her fertile soil, Kentucky has ever held wide her hospitable arms 
ment-we stand amazed at her rapid growth and at the mighty achie,·e- to all who s£:ek a home within her borders. She fears no comparison. 
ments of her arm and brain, and cry: · Conquering her territory foot by foot from the savage red men, she 

Who shall pbce earned then the title of "the dark and bloody ground." But for the 
A limit to the giant's unchained strength, preservation of the public peace, for the obedience to law, for the love 
Or curb his swiftness in the forward race. of order, her sons fear no comparison. It is only in some portions of 

I look forward to the time when, freed from unjust and restrictive that State where they forget that. the war is ended, and where they 
laws fearing nQlle in the competition of skill and talent and power, Yote the Republican ticket ''with readiness and dispatch," that the law 
tbes~ States of ours, this grand Republic, shall conquer all opposition, i , at tim~s ignored and defied. 
and, fulfilling the prophecy, show herself to be "the queen of the But Kentucky, gazing not back on the past, but living in thepresent 
world and the child of the skies." and wo::king for the future, looks forward to a career full of the prom-

! could not, Mr. Chairman, close these remarks wi Lhout referring to ises of prosperity and wealth under just enactments wisely administered, 
the opening speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the "father and she is here to-day to lift her Yoice and cast her vote in favor of the 
of the House." In the conclusion of his address he took occasion to people of the whole country and against the greed of monopoly. [Great 
pay his respects with a sharp but, hesays, notunfriendlytongue to the applause.] 
State I have the honor in part to represent upon this floor. Although Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise. 
I honor and respect the venerable gentleman who gave utterance to the The motion was agreed to. 
sentiment, I can not let his statement go unchallenged to the world. The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Mc.HILLIN having taken 
I shall say nothing of complaint at the fact that, made our guest, feasted the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com
upon the best our hospitality could afford, he has seen fit to complain mittee of Ute Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
like Justice Shallow: consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the 

I wished your venison better; it was ill-killed. laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, and had come to no 
Whilst I thank him for the tribute paid to that unmeasured wealth resolution thereon. 

which lies within her bosom, whilst I thank him for the encomiums MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 
pa£sed upon her stout sons and fair daughters, I do resent the statement A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCooK, its Secretary, informed 
that Kentucky is a laggard; that she h; behind her sister States. I do tl1.e House that tile Senate had pn.ssed bills of the following titles; in 
repel the charge that to "speak of her as a leading State, a progressi'ie which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
State, or e-ven a prosperous State, would be to indulge in bitter irony." A bill (S. 1062) to increase the appropriation for the erection of the 

The gentleman told us the other day that, like all old men, he lived public building ~t Wilmington, Del.; 
in the past. He seems t.o have forgotten the past of Kentucky. Living A bill (S. 1726) to provide for the erection of a public building for the 
on the border-land which separated North from South, she saw the war u. e of the post-office and the Government offices at the city of Atchi
cloud gathering and tried to arrest the storm; she saw the troubled son, Kans.; 
waters and spoke, "Peace, be still!" Bnt the angry waves heard her A bill (S. 2198) to provide for the building of a railroad bridge at 
not. On the floor of this Honse her revered Crittenden, parting the lipa Little Rock, Ark.; and 
of age and experience, spoke the words of conciliation, but hatred and A bill (S. 2624) to provide for the enlargement of the dimensions of 
pa.c;sion heeded them not. the wharf at Fortress Monroe. 

Torn by conflicting sentiments, on the one hand, reYering the Gov- The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend-
crnment of her fathers and loving the fln.g of her country, on the other, ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill 
Louud by kindred institutions, by ties of association and blood, to her (H. }{. 1325) providing for the purchase of additional ground jn the 
si!:iterStatesoftheSouth, Kentucky hesitated. Sheendea>ored to make city of Indianapolis, Ind., adjoining the post-office site, and for tbeim
her soil neutral ground, where in peace and unarmed the men of the provement of the buililing thereon, and appropriating $125,000 there
North and the sons of the South might meet in safety. But that was for. 
not to be. Two of her sons were high in authority; the people of the BRIDGE AT 0:\f.AH.A, NEBR. 
~outh had made one Kentuckia-n their leader and the Union had in- Mr. McSHANE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
augurated as its President another of her sons, the grand martyred and of the Whole House be discharged from the consideration of the bill 
immortal Lincoln. The tocsin of war sounded; the martial spirit ot which I send to the desk, and that it be now considered. 
her people could not be restrained. Some rushed with her Morgan,[her The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
Buckne1·, her Breckinridge to the South, whilst others seized the Stars A bill (H. R. 6140) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Mis ouri 
and Stripes and followed her Whittaker, her Rousseau, her Nelson: and River at or near Omaha, Nebr. , 
her Buell to the field. How well Kentucky bore herself on the tented Mr. L YUAN. I feel obliged to object to the consideration of that 
field, in charging the cannon's mouth, let history the record tell. Her bill at this time. 
purest blood stained the battle plain; her best loved gave up their lives DOTY ON LIME. 
to the cause they had espoused. When the end came, when the ban- 1\fr. MOFFITT. I ask unanimous consent to present a short memo-
ner of the Confederacy was trailed in the dust of defeat, back to the rial from certain lime manufacturers of my district and adjoining conn
Kentucky hometheylovedso well came the survivors of the war, wear- ties. I desire that it shall be printed in the RECORD, and that it be 
ing the victorious blue or clad in the conquered gray. referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

What greeted them? Their State had been the scene of border and There was no objection, aud it was so ordered. 
guerrilla warfare; blackened ruins marked the path of the departed The memorial is as follows: 
armies. Untilled fields, deserted homes, silent forges, spoke the deso- To the honomble the Seaate and House of R epresen tatives of the United Slates: 
lation war had made. These soliliers of the North and South saw that We, the undersigned, manufl\cturers of lime in the counties of W:uren,Wash
the future of that great State depended upon their exertions. The ing-ton, and Samtoga, St.ate of ~ew York, do ~ost re~pectfully and earnestly 

C al h . " . d a· 'd call your attention to the followmg facts affectmg tho mt-er e:>t of the people of 
motto of the. grand ol~ ommonwe t 18 Umted we s~n , IVI ed this and other border and coast Stales, and particularly said counties : 
we fall;" and forgetting that they had faced one the otherm the deadly 1 The large l>eds of limestone in these counties have t:au cd an industry in the 
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manufacture of lime, which has existed for many years, gradually increasing 
to upward of forty kilns, with daily capacity of 4,000 barrels, and representing 
a large capital invested in quarries, lime-kilns, store-houses, boats for trans
portation, etc. 

The entire cost of this article, other than the value of the roc'k in the bed and 
the wood and timber in the tree Ior burning the lime and stock for barrels, is 
made up of labor, to wit: 

The shaying of hoops and sawing and dressing of stock for and the making 
of barrels or casks, quarrying, preparing, and delivering the rock to kilns, 
burning, drawing, and barreling the lime, chopping and gathering wood for 
fuel, and delivering the lime to boat or cars when ready for shipment, thus giv
ing employment to many and benefiting, directly or indirectly, the whole com
munity. • 

Some years ago a large amount of lime was annually shipped from the Slates 
into Canada, but later the duty imposed by the government encouraged the 
building of kilns at various places near our border, thus providing not only for 
home consumption, but with the advantage of cheap fuel, barrel stock, and la
bor they are now shipping a large amount into our markets. It is claimed that 
these advantages amount to more than 20 cents per barrel in their favor, thus 
producing so cheap that the basis of duty is but 30 cents per barrel, exclusive 
ofeask, the cask when so filled being admitted duty free. 

The present duty, i.e., 10 per cent ad valorem, therefore costs them but 3 cents 
per barrel,or but little in comparison to the difference in the cost of labor there 
and here. 

We therefore most respectfully petition your honorable body to not only re
mo'l"e lime from the free-list but to impose a specific duty corresponding to that 
of the Dominion Government. 

KEENAN LIME COMPANY, 
JOINTA LIME COMPANY, 

By WAIT. 
SHERMAN LIME CO)ll> . .\.NY, 

Dy H. G. LAPHAM. 
1\IORGAN LIME COliiPAKY. 
BALD MOUNTAIN LIME COMPANY. 
GLENS FALLS COMPAXY. 
GLENS FALLS TRANSPOR'.rATION COliiPANY, 

Per J. WOODRUFF HUNTING, Secretary. 
J. W. FINCl:l. 
WM. E. SPIER. 
T. S. COOLIDGE. 
S. B. GOODMAN. 
F. W. WAIT. 
SAM'L PRUYN. 

S. B. WEST. 

Ur. JOHNSTON, of North Carolin:t. I ask unanimous consent to 
di~charge tlle Commit.tee of the Whole House from the further consid
eration of the bill (H. R. 8956) for the relief of S . B. West, administrator 
of Thomas Becton, deceased, and that it be now considered. This bill 
was objected to the other day by the gentleman from Iowa. [Mr. KERR]. 
He now witlldran-s his objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au
thorized and directed to payS. B. West, administrator of Thomas Becton, de
ceased, of Lenoir County, North Carolina, out of any money in the Treasury 
not othenvise appropriated, the sum of $1,585, being for stores and supplies taken 
and used by the Army of the United States during the late war, as found by 
the Court; of Claims. 

1\Ir. SOWDEN. H<$erviog the right to object, I call for the read-
ing of the report. 

Mr. JOHr STON, of North Carolina. It was read the other evening. 
The SPEAKEH. p1·o tempore. The Clerk will read the re11ort. 
The report (by Mr. STO~E, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on 'Var Claims, to whom was referred miscellaneous docu
ment-claim of S. B. 'Vest, administrator of Thomas Becton, deceased-have 
examined the same, and report as follows: 

The Committee on 'Var Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress, not being clearly 
nnd fully advised of all the facts in the case/ referred it to the Court of Claims 
for a finding of facts, under the provisions o the Bowman act. Said claim has 
been retu rned to the committee with n report that. the claimant was loyal to 
the Government of the United States throughout the war, and that stores and 
supplies of the Yalue of $1,585 were taken from the decedent by the Army of the 
United States. 

Your committee report herewith a bill for the relief of S. B. ·west, adminis
trator of the estate, and recommend its passage, and ask that the miscellaneous 
document be printed us a part of this report. 

{Court of Claims. Congressional case No. 1263. S. B. West, administrator of 
'.rhvmas Becton, deceased, t·s. The United States.] 

FISDINGS OF FACT. 

At a Court of Claims, held in the city of Washington on the 19th day of 1\In.rch, 
A. D. 1888, the court filed the following findings of fact, to wit: 

The claim in the above-entitled case for supplies or stores, alleged to have been 
taken by or·fnrnished to the military forces of the United States for their use 
during the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, was transmitted to the 
court by the Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives on the 
24th day of January, 1887. 

G. ,V. Z. Black, esq., appeared for claimant, and the Attorney-General, by 
Lewis Cochran, esq., his assistant, and under his direction, appeared for the de
fense and protection of the interests of the United States. 

On a preliminary inquiry the court, on the 5th day of December, 1887, found 
that the person alleged to have furuished the supplies or stores, or from whom 
they were alleged to have been taken, was loyal to the Government of the 
United States throughout the said war. 

The case having been brought to a hearing on its merit..s on the 27th day ot 
February, 1888, the court upon the evidence, and after considering the briefs and 
the arguments of counsel on both sides, find the facts to be as follows: 

I. 

The said decedent during the late war was a farmer, and resided in the county 
of Lenoir, in the State of North Carolina. 

IT. 
It is alleged by claimant that during said war, at th~ place aforesaid, there 

was taken from the said decedent.by·the military forces oi the United States, for 
their nse, stores and supplies of the kind and value, to wit: 

~·~F~~t~l!:: ~~~.~.1::: ~?..~~~~:·::::::::.::: :·::::::::::::::.·.:·.:·:. :::::: ::·:::.::: ·.:·. :·:.::·. :::::: Sl, ~: ~ 
f~~r:~.~~~.~:-~.:~.~~.~~.~~-~0~:.~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: fgg: gg 
1.00 barrels of corn,~ per barrel. ........ """............................................... 500. 00 
12,000 pounds of fodder...................................................... .. ..... ....... ... .. . 180. 00 
100 cords of wood, $2 ...... -........ .. ............... ...... ........................ ...... ......... 200.00 
100 bushels of potatoes,$!.. .............................................................. ...... 100.00 
2,500 pounds of bacon, 25 cents............................................................. .. 525. 00 
10 barrels of pork, $30 per barrel............................................................. 300.00 
20 bushels of potatoes, $1 per bushel............ ............... ... .... .. .. ...... ... ...... 20. 00 

Total........................................................................ ........... ...... . . .. 4, 125. 00 
III. 

The court upon the evidence finds that during said time, at said place, the said 
forces for their use took from the said decedent stores and supplies of the aggre
gate value of $1,585. 

IV. 
It does not appear ibat any payment has been made for said property. 
Filed March 19, 1~. 
By the court. 
.A true copy. 
Test, this 21st day of March, A. D.1888. 
(SEAL.) JOHN RANDOLPH, 

Assistant Clerk Oourt of Oiaims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SOWDEN. I will have to object. 
The objection was subsequently withdrawn. 
There being no further objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

l3RIDGE AT DULUTH, 1\-IINN. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
5191) for the construction of n. bridge across the canal entrance to the 
harbor of Dulnth, Minn. 

1.1r. HAUGEN. I object to the consideration of that bill at this 
time. 

.1\IAIL ROUTE 30100. 

Mr. WILKINSON. M.r. Speaker, I ask, by unanimogs consent, that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be dis
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8965) to au
thorize the Postmaster-General to cancel mail contract on route No. 
30100, and for other purposes, and the bill be now put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

B e il enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author
ized to terminate the mail contract on route No. 30100, with Charles P. Tt·us
low, and to place the mails at legal rates for transportation, and cause the same 
to be carried on and by the New t>rleans and Gulf Railroad from New Orleans to 
Bohemia, supplying all intermediate offices along said route, and to ad,·ertise 
and contract with the lowest responsible bidder for carrying the mails over the 
balance of said route from Bohemia to Port Eads, with weekly side supply to 
Pilot Town, for and during the unexpired time of said Truslow's contract: 
Pro'Lided, That said Postmaster-General shall not terminate said Truslow's con
tract, nor place the mails on said railroad for transportation, nor contract 
for its carriage from Bohemia to Port Ea-rls, with supply to Pilot Town unless 
he first receives a bid for the latter service, and has let the contract 'for the 
performance thereof at a price which, when added to the cost of carrying 
the mail by railroad from New Orleans to Bohemia and supplying the inter
mediate offices, does not exceed the amount now paid to said Tt·uslow for tho 

.same service under his contract. 

The report (by M:r. MONTGOMERY) was read as follows: 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred 
House bill 514.8, submit the following report: 

The original bill proposes to cancel the contract of Charles P. Truslow to carry 
the mails on steam-boat route No. 30100, from New Orleans t-o Port Eads, La., 
which contract extends to June 30, 1890. 

Your committee, on the facts fully presented in a communication from the 
Acting Second Assistant Postmaster-General, which is appended and made part 
~f this report, think th:'l-t the. contractor, 9harles P. Truslow, ought to be re
lieved from the hardsh1ps whiCh a change m the methods of transportation over 
this route have brought about. But, in order that the Government may lose 
nothi'ng by this change, we recommend that the original bill do lie on the table 
and that the substitute therefor submitted with this report do pass. ' 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 

Washington, D. 0., March 9, 1888. 
Sm: I have. the honor ~o tl.ckn~nvledge the receipt of House bill5148, forwarded 

by you to th1s office, bemg a bill for the relief of Charles P. Truslow, mail con
tractor on steam-boat route No. 30100, from TewOrleans to Port Eads, La., and 
in reply to submit the following statement: 

Prior to December 20,1885, the service on said route was performed under a 
contract with N . L. McGinnis, at a compen ation of$22,719.16 per annum. 

On December 18,1885, the Postmaster-General, deeming it for the good of the 
postal service, exercised the authority conferred on him by the act of Congress 
dated May 4, 1882 (22 Statutes at Large, 53), and annulled the contract of McGin~ 
nis from December 20,1885, entering into contract with The Red River and Coast 
Line, Charles P. Truslow, president, for exadly the same service for the balance 
of the regular contract term, namely, from December 20, 1835, to June 30, 1886, at 
the rate of $12,000 per annum. 

For the next succeeding contract term, from July 1, 1886, to .June 30, 1890, the 
same service was advertised in the regular quadrennial advertisement, under 

--

.' · 
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which but two proposals for carrying the mails on this route were received, 
namely: 

Per annum. 

~~!·le!l.~r~i~;::::::·.::::::::~::::~::::::~::::::~.:::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::: $i:~ 
The latter proposal was accepted, and Mr. Truslow is w under contrac.t to 

perform the servioe until June 30, 1890. 
'.rh service required is as follows : 
Six round trips per week between New Orleans and Burns, 83 miles, 
Thr e round trips per week between Burns and Port Eads, 41 miles. 
One roaud trip per week bet.ween Head of Jetties and Pilot Town, 12 miles. 
Offices to be supplied, 26. 
The mails to be carriw in safe and suitable steam-boats. 
It is represented that 1\lr. Truslow took the contract for carrying the mails at 

a very low rate because be had several steam-boats engaged in the passenger 
and freight traffic between New Orleans and Port Eads, and had practically a 
monopoly of the river trade below Kew Orleans; but that since he began serv
ioe under the contract a railroad has been constructed from New Orleans down 
the eastern bank of the river for a dism.nce of 50 miles, to a point called Bohemia 
(5 miles below the post-office of Pointe ala H:lche), and tha.t the said :railroad 
has secured so large a part of the river trade along its line as to amount to a 
monopoly. 

It is further represented that were it not for his mail contract. which compels 
him to run his steam-boats at a very great loss, Mr. Truslow would withdraw 
them from the trade entirely. 

Ifl\Ir. Truslow's representations are true (which the Department has no reason 
to doubt), he will undoubtedly suffer a great hardship if he is required to con
tinue service under his contract to the end of the contract term. 

The present contract pay is only about one-third of the pay prior to Decem
ber 20, 1885, and there is no question put that the service can not be performed 
for the amount now paid, in the absence of other business to be done in con
nection therewith. 

Application is now pending in the Department for the establishment of mail 
service on the New Orleans and Gulf Railroad between New-Orleans an Bohe
mia. If, in order to secure superior service, this application should be granted, 
i t would then be necessary. and under the contract the De1)artment has tne 
right, to curtail the steamboat service so as to require six trips per week be
tween Bohemia. and Buras, three trips per week between Buras and Port Eads, 
and one trip per week between Head of Jetties and Pilot Town. This curtail
ment w ould reduce the contract pay (a pro mta deduction for all service dis
pensed with being required by law and by theo ntract) to $3,277.73 per annum, 
and in all probability would not only not improve his present position but 
would subject him to still greater loss. In the opinion of this office, the service 
belowBehemia, if r elet, would cost fully as much as the present contract pay 
for the entire route. 

Mr. Truslow has applied to the Department to be released from his contract, 
but the Department, although convinced that to require him to fulfill the con
tract would cause him great hardship and involve him in large pecuniary loss, 
can not grant him the desired relief. 

The facts in the case are submitted for your consideration. 
Very respectfully, 

D. HAGERTY, 
Acting Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Hon. J. H. BLOUNT, 
House of .Representatives, Washington. D. 0. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I would state, l\'lr. Speaker, that this bill does 
not involve the expenditure of a dollar by the Government. The con
tract can not be changed until a mail contractor jg found who will step 
into the other contractor's sboes and do the work for the same price. 

T11e bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, H was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILKlNSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved tba.t the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

T.he latter motion was agreed to. 
P. A .. LEATHERBURY. 

:U r . THOMAS H . B. BROWJ..TE. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous 
con~ent, that the Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of P. A. 
Leatherbury, and that the same be put upon its p~o-e. 

T ere was no objection, and the motion was agreed to. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Se-cretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,nu

thorized and empowered to pay P . A. Leatherbury, of Accomack: County, Vir
ginia, the sum of $601.27, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap
propriated, that being the amount paid by him to Lucy Roberts, on pension
cbe ·ks numbered 6863 and 6864, which were afterward recalled and canceled, 
and returned to the Treasury. • 

SEc. 2. That this act shall be in force from its passage. 

The report by (Mr. BOWDEN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred Honse btif3008, beg leave to 

submit the following report : 
That Perry A. Leatherbury became a bona. fide purchaser of a check of the 

nmount of $1,301.27 from Lucy Roberts, said check having been issued by the 
United States in payment to the said Lucy Roberts, widow of Nelson Robe1ts, 
for pension. 

The committee find also that the Department discovered, after the issuing of 
the check, that the claim for pension was fraudulent, but not until after the pur
chase, in the ordinary course of business, by Mr. Leatherbury, paying $601.27 
therefor, and giving his due-bill for the balance, which balance he refused to pay 
after ascertaining that the check was repudiated by the Government. 

Tlle<X>mmittee, therefore, believing the claim for reimbursement of the amount 
paid on said check a just one, recommend the passage of the bill. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE, the second section was 
struek out. 

The bill as amended was OTdered to be engrossed and read a. third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

Mr. THO])lAS H . B. BROWNE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon-
sider be laid on the table. · 

Tho latter motion was agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT, OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask by~animous consent to report 
at this time from the Committee on Public Lands for present consider
ation Senate bill555, to establish an additional land district in the State 
of Oregon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That so much of the districts of lands subject to sale under 

existing laws at Lakeview, La Grande, and The Dalles land districts, in the 
State of Oregon, as are contained in the following boundaries $hall constitute o. 
new land district, to be called the Harney land district, bounded as follows : 
Commencing at Snake River, in the State of Oregon, on township line between 
townships 12 and 13 south of seeond standard parallel; thence west to north· 
west corner of township 13 south, of range 2t east of Willamette meridian ; 
thence due south to the southwest corner of township 29 south, of range 23 east 
of Willamette meridian; thence due east to the boundary line of the State of 
Oregon; thence north on said boundary line to the place of beginning. 

SEC. 2. That the location of the office of said district shall be de ign ted by 
the President of the United States, and may be changed from time to time by 
him as the public <X>nvenience may seem to require. 

SEc. 3. That there ehall be appointed by the President, by and with the B.d.· 
vice and consent of the Senate, a register and a receiver for said land district, 
who shall respectively be required to reside at the site of the office, and be sub
ject to the same laws and eptitled to the same compensation as is or may be 
prescribed by law in relation to other land offices in said State. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has this bill been reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands at this session ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent to report the bill at this time, and it is read, the 
right to object being reserved. 

l'l!r. SOWDEN. I call for the ren.ding of the report. 
The report {by Mr. HERMANN) was read, as follows: 

Your committee, to whom was 'referred Senate bill 555, establishing a land 
district in the State of Oregon, beg to say tl1at this is a duplicate of H. R. 1762, 
already favorably reported by this committee, except that in the Senate bill 
there is a clerical error in this, that '"ords "twenty-three" (number of 1·ange) 
should be '•twenty-fom·," so as to read, "of range 24 east." We recommend 
that said words "twenty-three" be stricken out and that said words "twenty
four" be substituted, and, a.s thus amended, that the Senat-e bill pass in tead of 
House biU 176~; and as to the urgent necessity of this land di trict we append 
a report (No. 180) made by us on the House bill heretofore reported by us: 

"The Committee on Public Land,, to whom wa.sreferredH.R.1762, beg leave 
to report that they have carefully e::mmined the facts necessitating the estab· 
lishment of au additional land district in the State of Oregon, and find that

"Oregon embraces a land area. of 00,975,300 acres, or grater than New York 
and Pennsylvania combined. 

"About two-thirds 1u-e now fully surveyed and capable of settlement, and the 
remainder are arable, grazing, and timber lands. 

"The present land districts in that :::ltate are all very large and each contributes 
an excess o\·er the maximum ~d business, and yields to its officers the maxi
mum salaries and commis ions allowed by law. 

"The proposed new district is located in Eastern Ore.,"''n, until in late years in 
the occupancy of Indian tribes, nd the 1 ec ity for the prese.nt establishment 
is occasioned by the rapid settlements which are ' induced there by the large 
area of vacant agricultural iands subjP.ct to homestead and pre-emption. 

"The proposed boundaries embrn.ce about 9,308,160 acres and are 150 miles dis
tant from the east to the west and 102 miles from north to south. The nearest 
land offices at present by the usually traveled route to the settlers in the center of 
the new district are Lakeview, distant 160 miles, and La Grande 180 miles; and 
the communication is only by WR60n-roads. These great distances impose much 
cost and inconvenience to every settler who makes a. home on the public do
main, and greatly retards the growth and development of-the country. The 
creation of this district will reduce the three districts from which it is taken, 
bringing their outer boundaries within easier access to the local offices, while 
not disturbing their present earnings much, if any, below the maximum lim
ited by law. The least district in a.re::t of those from which the new district is 
taken will still be in excess of 8,000,000 acres. 

"This committee reported the neces ity for this new district in the last session 
of the Forty-ninth Congress, and the l:lenate p sed a bill similar to the present, 
but it failed to pa s the House for wan tot consideration. The Department then 
and now recommends the establishment of this additional district, the Commis
sioner of the General Land Office reporting to the committee that • it will serve 
the convenience of a great number of setUers and be in the interest of the pub
lic service,' and therefore is approved. 

''We accordingly report said bill back to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass, with the following amendment: Substitute the word 'four' in 
line 13, page 1, for the word • three;' and strika out, in line 14, the words on 
said parallel line.'" 

The SPEAKE.R pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oregon? 

There was no objection. 
The amendments recommended bv the Committee on the Public Lands 

were agreed to. · 
The bill was ordered to be read a. third time; and it was accm·dingly 

read the third time, and passed. 
Ur. HERMANN moved to reconsider the vote l.>y which the bill was 

passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
JOHN M'FALL. 

lt.IY. O'NEILL, of Missouri. :Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole H use be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5591) for the relief of John McFall. 

The bill was read, a.s follows: 
Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di

rected to pay, out of any money in the Treas ury not otherwise appropriated, 
to John McFall, of St. Louis, Mo., the um of $350, being value of two horses, 
the property of said McFall, and used by him while lieutenant-colonel of the 
Twenty- ixth Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and by the quartermaster of said 
regiment turned over to the Government while the said John McFall was a.b-

'- .· 
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sent from said regiment on detailed duty as a m -ember of n court-martial con
vened for the trial of .Brigadier-General Sweeney, in 18M. 

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on 'Var Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 55!}1) for 

the relief or John McFall, report as follows: 
That this is a claim for two hor es turned over to the Government in 1864 by 

Col. John 1\IcFall, late of the Twenty-sixth Regiment l\1issonri Volunteer In
fantry. Claim stated at S350. 

The proof shows that John 1\IcFall was lieutenant-colonel of said regiment, 
and was the owner of two horses; that some time in 1864 the claimant was de
tailed as a member of a general court-martial, and whilst in the performance of 
his duties as a member of the court-martial his regiment moved to Savannah. 
Ga., and the horses turned over to Lieut. J. M. Berry, the quartermaster of said 
regiment; that the said Tegiment was mustered out in January, 1865; that the 
horses were turned over to the Quartermaster's Department, and the claimant 
never recovered them. 

Your committee are of opinion that the claim is a just one, and report back 
the bill and recommend its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

1\ir. O'~"EELL, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the >ote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter mQtion was agreed to. 
YORK HARBOR AND BEACII RAILROAD. 

1\Ir. REED. :Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the Committee of the Whole 
House discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7509) granting ~o th~ York Harbor and Beach Railroad Company a right 
of wn.y. 

The bill was read, us follows: ' 
Be it enacted, etc., That the right of way, 4 rods in width, acr<h~ the military 

reservation at Fort :McClary, in the town of Kittery, in the State of Maine, be, 
and the sn.me hereby is, granted to the York Harbor and Beach Ra.ilroad Com
pany, a corporation created by the lawsofthesaid tate of 1\Inine, and said com
pany is authorized to construct. maintain, and operate its railroad on said right 
of way, according to the location tber of, as recorded in the office of the com
missioners of the county of York, in the State of Maine, and described in the 
license issued by the War Department to said company on the lOth day of J nne, 
1887. 

The report (by :Ur. l\1AISH) was read, as [Qllows: 
The m.emo1·ial of the York Harbor and Beach l<ailroad Company, asking for 

the passage of this bill, explains so fully its objects that your committee adopts 
it as a part of this report, and recommen~ the passage Qf the bill with the fol
lowing amendments: 

Insert between th~ words "the" and "license," in line 11, the words "tem
porary revocable; " also add, after the words "eighty-seven:" 

"Provided, That il1e Government may, at any time, terwinate the n.foresaid 
right of way when-ever it mny be deemed necessary for lllilitary purposes or 
the sale of the property. n 

The letter of the Secretary of War accompanies this also as a. part Q! the re
port. 

WAll. DEPARTMENT, Washington Oily, March 23, 1888. 
Sm: In reply to the request of your committee, dated the 16th instant, for the 

views of the Department upon House bill No. 7509, Fiftieth Congress, first ses· 
sion, granting to the York Harbor and Beach Railroad Company a right of way 
across the military reservation at Fort 1\IcClary, 1\Iaine, I have the honor to 
state tha-t no objection exists to the adoption of the measure.. I beg to suggest, 
however, that in line 11 of the bill, before the wc:>rd "license," the words "tem
porary revoca.ble" should be inserted. 

Very respectfully, yonr.obedientsen-.ant, 
WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 

Secretaru of War. 
llon. R. W. TOWNSHEND, 

Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, House of Rep1·esentatives. 

"JIIEJIORIAL. 

To the honorable Sen ate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 
The undersigned, York Harbor and Beach Railroad Company, a corporation 

created by charter from the State of 1\Ia.:ine, respectfully represents: 
That by virtue of its charter it has constructed a railroad from a point in Kit

t ery, on the Portland, Saco, and Portsmouth Railroad, through the villages of 
Kittery, Kittery Point, and the town of Yo.rk, and Union Bluffs, so ealled, in 
the town of York. 

That the milit~ reservation at Fort McClary, in said town of Kittery, ex
tends from the -ocean back to the high-water line of a body of water known as 
Barter's Creek Cove. 

That it was necessary to- construct said railroad between the ocean 11.nd said 
cove, and that it was impracticable to construct the same wholly below the line 
of high water on said cove, and said "company has located and constructed its 
railroad partly over lands parcel of said military reservation. 

That the land included in said location is not nsed, and is of such character 
that it c::m n ot be used for any purpose in conneetion wilh said fort. 

That said location does not divide said reservation to any appreciable extent, 
but is upon the edge thereof, next to said B arter's Creek. 

That the construction and maintenance of said raih·oad will be of great ben
efit to said fort and all persons who may occupy it. 

That upon application, duly made to the honorable Secretary of War, per
mission was granted to said company to construct its railroad over and act·oss 
the military reservation at Fort l\1cC1ary aforesaid, nnd to maintain the same 
until the adjournment ofthe next session of -Dongress. 

Said railroad company therefore prays that permission to maintain its said 
railroad over said premises as now located, and as described in said license from 
the 'Yar Department, may be granted to it. 

Dated this 2d day of December, A. D. 1887. 
THE YoRK HARBOR AND BEACH RAILROAD COMPANY, 

By DRUMMOND & DRUMMOND, 
Its Attorneys. 

There was no objection, and the Committee of the Whole House was 
discharged from the further consideration -Qf the bill and amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on lfilitary Mairs 
were agreed to. 

"'l'he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. REED moved to reconsider tbe vote by which the bill was passed 
and also moved-that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The hour of 5. 30 p. m. having aniv5d, the House, under the order, 

took a recess until 8 o'clock I>· m. 

EVE11.lNG SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m.J 
and was called to order by Mr. :M:cMrLLIN as Speaker pro tempore, who 
directed the Clerk to read the following: 

SPEAKER'S Roo::u:, liOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 2, 1888. 
I hereby designate Hon. BENTON l\Icl\1ILLIN to preside at the session of the 

House this e>ening. 

Hon. JoHN B. CLARK, 
JNO. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 

Clerk Bouse of Rep1·esentatives. 

TARIFF. 

l'ill:. :MILLS. I move that the House resolve it.Belf into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRU.GE& in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim 
plify the _laws in relation to the collection of tJ;te revenue. 

Mr. STEW ART, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, taxation is not a senti 
ment, but a stern, cold fact, a burden upon thepeople. Excessive tax 
ation imposed in any manner and called by any name is odious to the 
American people. ' 

I 

From the time when King George imposed an oppressive tax on the . 
subjects of the infunt colonies down to this good hour the American 
mind and bear!; haTe always detested oppressive taxation. It is a well 
settled rul-e Qf political economy that no more taxes should be collected 
th:m the actual needs -Qf the Government demand. President Jackson 
on this subject declared the safest and simpl&--t mode of obviating all 
difficulties which have been mentioned is to collect only revenue enough 
to meet the warrLB of Government and let the people keep the bilanc~ 
of their property in their own bands, to. be used for their own profit. 

We have arrived at that period in our country's history when the 
circumstances demand tbat we collect only what is absolutely neces 
sary to support the Government, for the actual expenses Qf the Gov 
e..~ment were never so great as now, us the estimat-ed expense of the 
Government for the ye..tr 1888 amounts to $316,817,785.48; and in this 
connection I submit a table prepared by the Secretary of the Treasury 
showing the receipts and expenditures for the year ending June, 1888 

FISCAL YEAR. 1888. 

For the present fiscal y.ear the revenues, actual and estimated, are as follows : 

Source. 

Customs .................................... 
Internal revenue ...................... 
Sales of public lands ........ ~.- ... 
Tax on national banks ........... _ 
Interest and sinking fund, Pa-

cific railways ........................ 
Customs fees, fines, penalties, 

etc ....... - . .............. ~·· .. ··~···-· 
Fees- consular, letters-patent, 

and lands . ........................ ...... 
Sales ofGi>vernment property., 
Profits on coinage, assays, etc.. 
Deposits for surveying public 

lands ...................................... 
Revenues of the District of Co-
lu.mbia~ ........... _., ................... 

Miscellaneous sources ............... 

Total receipts. •...•.•.•. n ..... 

Quarter ended I Remaining 
September 30, three-fourths of 

1887. the year. 

.. A.ctual. Estimated._ 

$62, 588, 115. 92 
31, 442, 039. 49 

8165, 411, 88!. 08 
88, 577, 960. 51 

2, 620, 890. 23 1, 379, 109. 77 
912,411.69 1, 087' 588. 31 

446,090.81 1, 553, 909. 19 

273,20Ll0 876,798.00 

1, OOl, 660. 36 2, 492, 339. 64 
~926.ff7 215,<173.13 

1, 113, 855. 90 7, 886,144.10 

40,450.32 109,54.9.68 

356,400.11 2, 043, 599. 89 
1, 462, 355. 02 3, 037,644.98 

102, 328, 397. 82 280, 671, 602.18 

Total. 

~.ooo.ooo. co 
120, 000, 000. 00 

10, 000, 000. 00 
2.,000,000. 00 

2,000,000. 00 

1,150,o00. 00 

a,500,000. 00 
300,000. 00 

9,000,000. 00 

150~000. 00 

2,400,000. 00 
4,500,00:.>. 00 

383, 000, 000. 00 

The expenditures for the same period, actual and estimated, are as 
follows: 

Object. 

Civil and miscellaneous e:x:-
penses, including public 
buildings, light-houses, 
and collecting the revenue.. 

Indians ..... - .. - ....... -···-·····-· . 
Pensions···-···· .. - .. -·.······· --· 
Military establishment, in-

cludingfortifications, river 
and harbor improvements; 
and arsenals ....................... 

Naval establishment, inelud-
ing_vessels and machinery, 
and improvements at navy-
yards--... ·····-···~········--····-

--

Quarter ended 
September 30, 

1887. 

ActuaL 

~7. 286, 572. 63 
1, 913, 585. 65 

29, 156, 382. 17 

12,368,225. '07 

8 785 240.89 

Remaining 
three-fourths of 

the year. 

Estimated. 

$62, 713, 427. 37 
4, 336,414. 85 

liD, 843.617.83 

2.6, 631, 774..13 

12 264 759.n I 

Total. 

$80, 000, oOo. 00 
6,250,000. 00 

80, 000, 000. 00 

39, 000, 000. 00 

16 ,000, 000. 00 

'. 

.-

. -. 

.· 
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Object. 

Expenditures for District of 

Quarter ended 
September 30, 

188'7. 

Actual. 

Columbia............ ......... ...... $ 1, 474,685.28 
Interest on the public debt... 12,162,181.68 
Sinking fund, including pre· 

mium ..... .. . ...... ...... ...... ...... 43,024, 277. 8-i 

Total expenditures ...... 121, 121, 152. 01 

Remaining 
three-fourths of 

the year. 

Estimated. 

Total 

$ 2, 775, 314. 72 s 4. 250, 000. 00 
32, 337, 818. 32 44,500, 000. 00 

3, 793,507.64 46,817,785.48 

195, 696,633.47 316,817,785.48 

Total receipts, actual and estimated ... ...... .................................... $383,000,000. CO 
Total e::s:pend.itures, including sinking fund...................... ... . ........ 316,817,785.48 

E sthnated surplus.................... . ................... ................. . .. .. .. 66,182,214.53 

Now, this >ast sum of money has t-o be gathered from the hard earn
ings of the people-, and it is all the same to them, as I hope to show, 
whether pain by direct taxation or collected from import duties. In 
addition to this, the farm lands of the country are involved to an 
amount which is alarming. 

It is ·estimated that the lands in the following States are mortgaged 
as follows: 
Indiana ............................ : $ l'i5,000,000 Iowa ................................ $120,000,000 
Ohio.. .... .. ......................... 350,000,000 Nebraska........................ 25,000,000 
:Michigan................... . ...... 125,000,000 Kansas.................... . ...... 100,000,000 
Wisconsin . .. ............ ......... 100, 000,000 Illinois............. ............... 200, 000,000 
J\Iissouri ........................... 100, COO, 000 ' 
1\linnesotn....... ............ ...... 70.000,000 Total. .... ................... 1, 365,000,000 

The South also is largely indebted by mortgage on farms, but not 
to so large an amount as the Western States named above. Pending 
this discussion it has been admitted on this floor that the farms of the 
Sontb and West are mortgaged to an amount between two an~ three 
billions of dollars. These loans were principally from Eastern capital
ists; mcney which they had accumulated being the fruits of a high pro
tective tariff, and to continue this system another quarter of a century 
will result in the South and West becoming laborers, if not theslaves,of 
these Eastern monopolies. The interest on this large sum of money bas 
to be paid by the people, as well as the taxes to defray the expenses of 
the Government. Is not this of itself a. potential reason why no more 
money should be collected, either by direct taxation or by way of cus
toms duties, than is necessary for an economical administration of the 
GOi·ernment? But, Mr. Speaker, by a system of high protective tariff 
we are not only raising revenue sufficient to defray the necessary ex
penses of the Government, but about $65,000,000 annually in addition 
thereto. This vast sum of money is accumulating in the Treasury of 
tbe United States, gathered from the bard earnings of the people, and 
slrauge as it may seem, when the Democratic members of this Honse 
make an effort to change this condition of things, to take this burden 
from the shoulders of the people, they are met by most persistent an0e 
stubborn opposition. The Republican members of this Honse are work 
ing with might and main to defeat all attempts to reduce taxation, es
pedally on the necessities of life. Let ns for a time inquire, what docs 
all this mean? 

The Ways and :Means Committee have offered to the House a meas
ure which proposes to reduce taxation on the necessaries of life. In a 
word, they say to the toiling people of this country, "We will reduce 
the surplus in the Treasury by a reduction of the duty on imported 
articles, so they shall have cheaper clothing, blankets, woolen goods, 
salt, sugar, cotton-ties, coal, and many articles in common use and of 
absolute necessity." To this reasonable demand the Republicans reply 
that by thus reducing the t.ariff on these articles you will injuriously 
affect the industrial interests of t.be East: "We are and have been the 
favorites of the Government, and under a system of high protective 
tariff, which has in a la1·ge measure broken down all competition and 
allowed our industries to control the markets of the country, our peo
ple have grown rich and strong, and we must not be disturbed." 

This argument is equivalent to insisting that two or three millions 
of people engaged in manufacturing, for some cause deserve bettef treat
ment than the seven millions who rise early and toil late thr9ugh the 
bea.t of the day in the fields to earn a living. For the Government to 
participate in such favoritism and invidious distinction between its 
citizens is to deserve censure, and for a particular class to grow rich 
under the fostering band of the Government from ,the sweat and toil of 
the more unfortnu::tte is not only wanting in fair dealing, but is a species 
Of tyranny and intolerance that will not forever be borne by the great 
majority of the burden-bearing people of this country. It might not 
be improper to inquire in this connection what principle of constitu
tionr~.llaw, of natural equity, or of administrative justice can be found 
i n our Government which authorizes it to build up one industry at the 
expense of another; and is not the maintenance of such a principle con
trary to the very genius of our free institutions? In the case of Loan 
Associations vs. Topeka, 20 Wallace's Reports, .Justice Miller ha,s said: 

T o Jay w ith one hand the power of the governme~t C?n.the prope~ty of the 
citizen, and with the otherto bestow 1tupon favored mdlVld uals to a1d pnvaf:e 
e nterprise and build up private fortunes, is none the less a. r obber y because 1t 
is don e under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not leirislation, 

it is a. decree under legislative forms. Nor is it taxation. A "tax," snys \V cb
ster's Dictionary," is a. rate or sum of money asse sed on the person or property 
of a citizen by governments for the use of the nation m· state." 

Taxes are burdens or charges imposed by the legislature upon per
sons or property to raise money for public purposes. Cooley on Consti
tutional Limitations, uses the following language: 

Taxes are defined to be burdens or charges impo ed by lhe legisln.li\·e power 
upon persons or property to ra.ise money for public purposes. 

And I would emphasize "public purposes." nut our protective 
friends insist, and it is the burthen of their song, that if we change our 
tadff system we. will affect the price of labor, and they hold. up their 
hands in holy horror, and pretend that they are the true friends of the 
workingman. Pending this discussion, this argument has been so re
peatedly and successfully replied to it would seem now entirely unnec
essary to reply to it again. An investigation of this matter clearly dem
monstrates that the price oflabor is notl'egulated by a protective tariff. 
It is not, as a rule, true that high tariff makes high wages and that low 
tariff reduces wages. In a large measure, wages are regulated by sup
ply and demand. 

The tariff is uniform throughout the United States, but wages are 
not, differing much in different localities. Workers in iron-furnaces in 
Alabama, Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island do not receivQ the same 
wages, yet the tariff on steel rails is the same; the wages of those en
gaged in the manufacture of cotton goods in Georgia and :Massachusetts 
are not the same, yet the ta.riff on those goods imported into this conn
ti'y is the same. The tariff on coal :is uniform, yet the wages paid those 
engaged in tbecoal business in Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and .Alabama. 
are not tbe•same. The wages of fa.rm hands are not uniform throughout 
the United States. 

This proposition that tariff does not regulate the price of labor is 
clearly demonstrated by laborers' wages in England as compared with 
other countries. Englann is a free-trade country, while Austria, Ger
many, Italy, and France have high tariff, and what does an investiga
tion of the question of wages show? Senator FRYE said, in a speech 
delivered in Boston, on what he saw jn Europe : 

From all ·my observations made, and they were made as carefulJy as I could 
make them, and in all honesty of purpose, there is only one country in Europe 
that comes within half of our wages, and that is Great Britain; that in Ger
r·~n y, France, Belgium, and Switzerland they are not one-i.hird our wages, and 
i .. llaly one-quarter. 

Is not the Senator good authority with our Republican friends? .A.ll 
of thiS' shows most clearly that cost of living, density of population, and 
other things beside tariff regulate wages. 

In this connection I append a table showing the prices of labor in 
certain countries where high tariff is maintained, and these wages re
fute the claim of high-tariff advocates-that high tariff insures high 
wages. 

Table sltowing average 'weekly wages paid in the enumerated occupations i11 

d(tferent European countdes . 
[Furnished by Bureau of Labor, Washington, D. C.] 

Occupation. 

---------1---------------------
Blacksmiths ................. $3.18 $5.38 $5.81 $4.00 ~.37 $4.80 $5.20 
Bricklayers .. ... ............. 3.55 4. 56 5.74 4. 21 7.56 4. 0 5.21 
Hod-carriers ................. 2.6Q 3.22 3.13 2.92 4.94 3.60 2. 99 
Carpenters and joiners. 5.10 4.07 6.20 4.11 7. 66 4. 80 4. 7-1 
Coopers .. ....... ......... .. ... 3.64 5. 17 5.58 3.97 7. 50 4.80 4. 78 
Harness and saddle 

makers ........... .. .......... 3.60 5.51 5.70 3.69 6.63 5. 20 
1\Iasons ......... ............... 3.40 5. 22 5.33 4.67 7.68 4. 80 5.27 
Painters ........ . ....... .. ..... ..... ....... ............ 4.82 
Plasterers ............ ......... 4.01 4.66 6. 34 4.43 7. 80 4.00 5.03 
Plumbers ... ... ......... . ...... 4.11 5.46 6.10 4.26 7.90 4.80 5.18 
Tailors ........ ...... .. .... ...... 4.03 5.58 5.02 3.41 7.40 5.00 6.36 
Tinsmiths ..................... 3.70 4.40 5.4-6 3.55 6.56 4.00 4.40 
Servants (domestic) ...... 7. 00 3. 34 .. .. 4:oi' 3.75 3. 90 
Farm laborers ............... 3.50 2.72 3.10 3.06 3.24 

Facts ;elating to foreign countries are taken from the report on foreign labor 
published by the Department of State,1885. 

COST OF LIVJNG-lii.A.SSACHUSETTS AND GREAT DRITAIN. 

Rents are 89.62 per cent. higher in Massachusetts than in Great Britain. 
Board and lodging is 39.01 per cent. higher in 1\Iassachuselt::~ than in Great 

Brita.in. 
Fuel is104.96 per cent. higher in Massachusetts than in Great Britain. 
Clothing is 45.06 per cent. higher in Massachusetts than in Great Britain. 
Dry goods are 13.26 per cent. higher in Massachusetts than in Great Britl\in. 
Boots and shoes are 62.59 per cent. higher in Massachu~etts than in Great 

Britain. • 
Groceries are 16.18 per cent. higher in Massachusetts than in Great Britain. 
Provisions are 13.08 per cent. higher in Great Britain than in Massachusetts. 
The above facts are taken from the report of the 1\!assa.chusetts bureau of labor 

statistics for 1884. 
In this connection I desire especially to call the attention of the seven 

millions of people in t his country who are engaged in farming to the 
manner and extent that protective tariff affects their interest, and I 

.~ 
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here submit a table showing the rate of tariff duty imposed by the 
law as it now exists upon articles which are most in common use by 
the farmers of this country. 

Per cent. 
The iron the stove is m ade of...................................................................... 45 
Hollow ware, pots, and kettles......... .. .. ..... ......... .................... ..................... 53 
Copper and brass utensils, if any. ................................................................ 45 
Crockery of the commonest kind................................................................. 55 
Glass,vare of the cheapest kind................................................................... 45 
'l'able cutlery and spoons.................................... ......... ............ . .... ............... 45 
Pickled or salted fish........... ........... ... ...... ........... ............. .... ......................... 25 
Salt................................ ......................................................................... ...... 36 
Sugar................. .................................................... ........................................ 48 
Vinegar .............................................................. ,.......................................... 36 
Pickles......................................................................... .. .............................. 35 

~~~g~-~-~~d-;;th·~~-f~~~i~-f~~it,··~b;;·~t'.:::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::· ~ 
TAXES 0~ THE PARLOR. 

74 

Value. 

Molasses .......................... '................................. $10. 00 
By Mills bill ............................................................. . 

Salt-. ................................................................. . 3.00 
By Mills bill ............................................ .. 

Two suits each for father and two sons, six 
suits, $14.... ........................ ....................... 84.00 

By Mills bill. ........ ...... ............................................... . 

Two suits each for mother and two daughters, 
six suits, $14...... ..... ........................ ........... 84.00 

By Mills bill .................................... .. .......... .............. . 

Twelve pair shoes, $2.50 each........................... 30. 00 
By Mills bill. ............................................................. . 

Duty. 

Per cent. 
47= $1.70 
35= 3.50 

40= 1.20 
Free list. 

54= 45.36 
45~ 37.80 

82= 68.88 
40= 03.60 

30= 
15= 

9.00 
4.50 

Net 
Saying. 

$1.20 

1.20 

7.56 

35.28 

4.50 Carpets. if made of druggets ......... ......... .................................................... . 
Carpets, if made of tapestry ....................................................................... . 68 Six wool hats, S1 each........................................ 6. 00 73= 

40= 
4..38 
2.40 Furniture .................................................................................................... . 

Wall-paper .............................................................. .................................... . 
Window-curtains ...................................... .................................... ............... . 
Looking-glass .. .......... ...... ................................ ........................................... .. 
Ornaments or knickknacks ............ .......................................................... . 

TAXES ON TilE WARDROBE. 

35 By Mills bill ...... ................................ ......... ..... ......... . 
25 
45 
60 
35 

Six fur hats, $2.50 each...................................... 15.00 
By l\Iills bill .............................. .' ............................... . 

Six ladies' hats.$3 each..................................... 18.00 

52= 
40= 

7.80 
6.20 

1.98 

1.60 

Per cent. By :1\-lills bill ............................................. ....... ......... .. 
70= 12.60 
40= 7.20 

5.40 
Men's clothing, of wool ............. .... .. ....... ..................... ..... ........................... . 
\Voolen hosiery and undershirts ................................................................. . 
Colton hosiery and undershtrts ................ : .. ~ ............................................ . 

~~~~~~ .. ~~-~~-~~~-~~-~::::::.::::::::::::.:·.:·::.:::·.:::::::::::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::·.:::::::·.·::::.: 
Blankets ....................................................................................................... . 
Alpaca dresses .................................. ......................................................... .. 
Any other woolen dresses ......................................................................... . 
A pair of scissors ....................................................................................... . 
Brass pins .................................................................................................... . 

~~ ~~~ ~!;; ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.::: :::: ::::::::: ::·: :::::.::::::::: 
Needles ........................................................................................................ . 
Steel pins ...................................................................................................... . 
Ink .. ............ .. ......... ................... ~ ............................. .. ............................. ..... . 
Paper ................................................................................ ........................... . 
Razors ..... .... ....... ...................... .................................................................... . 

TAXES ON SUNDR~ 

Castor-oil ..................................................................................................... . 
Castile soap ... .......... .............................................................. ................. ..... .. 
A dose of Epsom salts .................................................................................. . 
Insect powder .............................. ····~··· ........................................................ . 
Salad oil ....................................................................................................... . 
Commonest window-glass for houses .......................................................... . 
Paint (white lead) for the farm-house ......................................................... . 
Brick ........................................................................................................... . 
Roofing slates ............................................................................................... . 
Horseshoe nails .......................................................................................... _ 
Trace-chains ............................................................................................... . 
A hand-saw .................................................................................................. . 
Files ............................................................................................................. . 
Spool-thread ..................... ........................ .. ................................................. . 
Bag and bagging for grain ...................................... .................................... . 
A burr-stone ................................................................................. ................ . 
Combs and brushes ...... .................................... ... ......................................... . 
A wooden pipe ............................................................................................ . 
An alpaca umbrella ..................................................................................... . 
Any honor steel a farmer may need, average of ....................................... . 
Tin cups, skimmers, dippers, and all tinware ............................................. . 
Tin-plate for canning meats and fruits .................. ...................................... . 
Fencing boards, $2 per thousand. 
Pine boards for building, about ................................ ....... ........................... . 
If planed ...................................................................................................... . 
Fencing posts, about ................................................. ..,. ............................... . 
Shingles for roof .......................................................................................... . 
Lath for house building .............................. ..... ............................................ . 
Barbed \vire for fencing ...................................... .... ........... .......................... . 

Schedule under act of 1883-present la...w. 

i~ Six bonnets for ladies, S3 each........................... $18. 00 

45 
By Mills bill .............................................................. . 

75 
60 
60 
63 
70 
45 
30 
45 
50 
25 
45 
20 
25 
45 

102 
50 
30 
20 
34 
80 
54 
35 
~0 
ol 

Farming tools, including plows, gear, hand-
saw, ax, draw-knife, chains, etc.............. 60. 00 

By Mills bill ............................................................ .. 

Medicines......................................................... 20. 00 
By Mills bill ........................................................... . .. 

Thread, needles, thimbles, scissors, etc........... 12. 00 
By l\Iills bill ............................................................. . 

Four pairs blankets, S3 each;.......................... 12.00 
By l\Iills bill ............................................................ .. 

Two urn brellas, $2.50 each............................... 5. 00 
By Mills bill ............................................................. . 

Cotton hosiery, undershirts, etc...................... 8. 00 
By l\1ills bill ........................................................... .. 

Window-glass................................................... 2. 00 
By l\Iills bill .. ............. ................................ .............. . 

St..'l.rch.. .... ...... .. ....... ...... ... .. . ...... ....... ........ .. ....... 4. 00 
By l\1ills bill ............................................................ .. 

Rice................................................................. 10.00 
By Mills bill ............................. ................................ . 

70= $12.60 
40= 7.20 

47= 28.20 
·34= 13.60 

*48= 9.80 
30= 6.00 

35= 4.20 
20= 2.40 

70= 8.40 
40= 4.80 

40= 2.00 
30= 1.50 

45= 3.00 
30= 2.40 

60= 1.20 
43= • ~G 

94= 3. 70 
47= 1.88 

113= 11.30 
100= 10.00 

Total cost under present tariff................ 501.00 ... .... ..... 189.27 
Under l\Iills bill. .......................................... ................ 10!. 98 

*Ayerage. 

5.4.0 

14.00 

3.80 

1.80 

3.00 -

.50 

1.20 

• 3-:l 

1.82 

1.30 

84.29 

53 
40 
40 
60 
40 
20 
30 
80 
50 
45 
42 
a4 

From the foregoing calculation it will be seen that the entire amount 
of goods purchased at the prices named amounts to $501, that the pres-

20 ent duty on these articles amounts to $189.27, a.nd the duty as pro-
33 posed by the Mills bill would amount to $10:1.98, which deducted 
~ from the rate of duty under the present law would be a net gain of 
20 $84.29. 
55 I have been induced to make this calculation as a hn.sis upon which 

all consul!l.ers of such articles can find data upon which they can make 
an actual calculation (knowing what they consume and prices of same) 
and determine for themselves what benefit would accrue to them if the 
Mills bill should be enactetl into law. 

I insist that the farmers of this country, although in numbers the 
largest, are not benefited by a high tariff, but, on the contrary, are 
shamefully discriminated against, and it is not so strange that their 
farms are heavily mortgaged when we com.e to understand how the tariff 
affects them. 

With the farmers of the South, if the present bill should become a 
law, much would be saved by putting hoop-iron for baling cotton on 
the free-Jist and by reducing the tariff on bagging from about 3 cents 
to about 1 ~ cents per yard. In marketing six million bales of cotton 
it will amount to many hundreds of thousand of dollars. Each farmer 
can make a calculation for himself, dependent upon the amount of cot
ton that be raises. 

Under the present law let us see what an ordinary family on a farm 
has to contribute to the Government. I submit a schedule of articles 
mostly used by a family as an illustration, and the duty on them, and 
also showing the reduction proposed under the Mills bill. 

~alue. j 

One cook-stove.................. ........................ ...... 335.00 
By Mills bill ............................................................ .. 

One set crockery......................................... .... 12. 00 
By Mills bill ............................................................ .. 

One set cheap glass-ware................................. 4. 00 
By Mills bill ............................................................ .. 

One set cheap cutlery....................................... 2.00 
By Mills bill ....... ..................................................... .. 

Two ca.rpets, S12 and S15........ ...... ..................... 27.00 
By 1\Iills bill ............................................................. . 

Sugar... ... ........ .. .................... ...... ...... ........ ....... 20. 00 
By Mills bill ..................................... .. ............. ........ . 

XIX-230 

Duty. 

Pe1· cent. 
47= $16.45 
31= 10.85 

I 
Net 

Saving. .As 7 yards are used to the bale, at 10 cents per yard, including the 
present tari.ff-3 cents per yard-the cost of the bagging is 70 cents; 
but under the present bill, at 1~ cents duty per yard, the amount for 
a bale will be reduced to 59! cents, a reduction of 10! cents per bale. 
With ties on the free-list, at a saving of about 12 cents per bale, tho 
two would make a reduction to the farmer on each bale of 22! cents, 
and this on six millions of bales would a:tnonnt to $1,350,000. This 
alone should commend this measure to the favorable consideration of _ 
the farmers of this country. While it can not be done in a cursory dis
cussion, yet an analysis of the bill would present many other features 
as favorable to the farmers of the country a-s this. 

1\Ir. Chairman, what is the bill that we present for your considera.
tion? It is a bill which proposes to take $878, 000 off of chemicals; $.1, -
756,000 off of earthen and glass wnre; $11,480,000 off of sugar; $11,000 
offoftobacco; $331,000 offofprovisions; $227,000 off of cotton goods; 
$2,042,000 off of hemp, jute, and flax goods; $12,330,000 off of wool
ens; $3,000 off of books and papers, and $1,079,000 off of sundries. It 
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is also })roposed to add to your free-list flax, hemp, jute, chemicals, and 
salt, tin-plate, wool, and other things, amounting t-o $22,189,000 mak
ing in all a tariff reduction of $53,720,000. It proposes to make re
ductions in the internal revenue of 24,455,000, or a grand t~tal of tax. 
reduction from tariff and internal-revenue sources of $78,176,000-
more than a dollar and a quarter to every individual, or $6 for every 
family in the United States. And the plain, simple question presented 
here to-day is: Will we take this burden off or will we leave it on? 
Will we free commerce by leaving it unsha<!kled or will we keep it 
hampered? Wi1l we continue to hoard up a corrupting surplus or will 
we leave the m oney in the pockets of the people, where it justly be
longs? These are the grave questions which confront us, and these are 
the suhjects upon which we are to act: 

Per cent. 
Present rate on dutiable goods ..... ....... ... ... ............. .............. ..... ........ ·····~ 47.10 
Proposed rate on dutiable goods..................... .......................... ..... ........... 40.00 
Present rate on articles affected by bill.................................................... 51.16 
Proposed rate on articles affected by bill.......... ............ ........................... . 33. 36 

Several of the schedules of.the more luxurious articles are not touched. 

It would seem that it ought to demand the consideration a.s well as 
meet the approval of every true patriot in this country. It is based 
upon the principle that the necessaries of life should bear lightly the 
burdens of Government and that luxuries are the proper subjects of 
taxation. It will also be observed that many articles are put on the 
free-list which the poor and unfortunate are compelled to have, and it 
will be further observed that it places on the free-list many articles of 
raw material which will demand the labor of our working people to 
prepare them for use anq consumption. 

While in a short speech but little can be said as to what the present 
bill contain::, yet I herewith submit a statement of some articles in 
common use which are placed on the free-list, and many more might 
be included: 

Lumber, planks, sawed, etc.; hubs for wheels, laths and shingles; 
salt; wool, unmanufactured; flax, straw, and hemp; soap, potash, soda; 
Jog-wood and dye stuffs, spirits of turpentine, tin-plates,. bricks, veg
etables, needles, etc., figs, eggs, rough marble, tallow, feathers, and 
human hair. 

If this bill is not constructed upon proper principles of political econ
omy-if it is not so constructed our Republican friends should offer 
something better; but they offer nothing; "they object." While they 
arc confronted with , the accumulation of surplus in the Treasury-a 
policy which if continued will break down the great bu.siness interests 
of the country-yet our Republican friends content themselves by rising 
to the high plane of dignified patriotism and with emphasis sa.y, 11 We 
object. " It might be well for them to bear in mind that an outraged 
and oppressed people will hold them to an account, and by their votes 
hurl them from place and power. With a view, doubtless, to bring the 
bill under consideration in derision before the people, our Republican 
friends cry out "free trade." No one on this side of the House has 
contended for free trade, for we all know full well that it is the.policy 
of the Government to raise revenue by import duties, and it will be 
well for our Republican friends to bear in mind that the people of this 
country are wiser than they think, and the cry of '' free trade '' will not 
shield them before the bar of the American people. If they defeat the 
purpose to reduce the surplus by a reduction on the necessaries of life, 
the consequences of such a defeat will lie at their own door. 

Tile surplus as shown by the receipts and expenditures of the Gov
ernment will appear by the following table: 

Statement showing tlle expendittwes of the Government front July 1., 1887, 
to lJfarck 31~ 1888; the estimated etpenditu1·es jo1· April, May, and June, 
1 ; the available balance in the Treasury March 31, 1888, and tlte es
timated available balance jar Ju,ne 30, 1888. 

Ex-Penditures from July 1,1887, to l\iarch 31,1888 . .' $21!, 068,137.00 
Estimated expenditure for April, May, and .June, 

1888 ... ~···" ··· .................. ~-· .. ~···· .. ···'""·.................... 64,931,863. ()() 

Total for twelve monthli ending June 30, 
1883 ...................................................... ~ .... 309,000,000.00 

Available balance in the Treasury March 31, 1888 ........................ Sl04, 573. 930. 3! 

.Add estimated receipts for-
April ......... ................................................. - ... . 
l\Iay ...... .. ........................................................ . 
June ...... ...................................... ,. .................. . 

Less estimated expenditure for April, May, 

32, 597, 661.13 
34, 788, 628, 56 
33, 709, 624. 62 

101, 095, 912. 31 

and .June .............. . ............... _...... ........... &!, 931, 863. 00 
36,164, 049. 31 

Estimated available balance June SO, 1888........................... 140,737,979.65 

Deducting the expenditures from the receiptB, we find that there will 
have been collected from the people, for public purposes, during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th da.y of June, 1838, $75,156,611.31 more 
than was necessary to meet the demands of the Government. But there 
was on the ~list day of last month an available balance, a portion of 
which came ov·er from preceding years, of $10!,573,930.34, and, if the 
estimated receipts for April., May, and June, less the estin:ta.ted ex:-

penditnres for the same months be added, we shou]d have in the Treas
ury on the 30th day of next June au available balance of $140,737, -
979.65. 

So great is the surplus, and so strongly it threatens the business in
terest of the country, that the President deemed it proper to devote his 
entire message, attheopeningsessionof Congress, to this subject. And 

. the country is to be congratulated that we have a .President who is 
alive to the business interest of the country, and notwithstanding the 
severe criticisms of speakers and papers, who bow their neck to the 
dogma of high tariff, the President possesses the courage of his convic
tions, and, unmoved by flattery and undaunted by fea.r, maintains the 
rights of the people. 

He has placed the success of his administration upon an issue, and the 
outlook will well justify the prediction that in the coming election from 
the North to the South and from the East to the West the people will 
say "Well done, faithfnl servant; continue longerin the high office to 
labor for the maintenance of free government. '' 

One of the fruits or evil conseq nences of high protective tariff is the 
formation of trusts, which to-day seeks to control the material interesta 
of this great country in its "Bri..'trean arms." 

The following is a list of a few of the trusts, together with the amount 
of bounty the present tariff seeks to allow them to collect from the 
people, also their expense for labor, and the excess of tariff bounty OYer 
the amount they pay in wages. Not one of these trusts could live were 
it not for the war tariff~ 

Name of trust. 

Salt trust ................................................. ._ ............... . 
Earthenware tl·nst ..................... - ... ~ ........................ . 
Bessemer-steel trust .................................................. . 
Plo,v-steel trust ............... ................. ~ .. ........ ............. . 
General steel trnst ................... .. ...... ............... ......... .. 
Nail trust ................. .......... ................................... .. 
General iron trust ................................... . ............... .. 
Copper trust ............................................................. . 
Zioc trust .......... .. ...... .......... ........ ... ~ ....................... . 
Tin trust ........ .......... ................................................. . 
Lead tJ·ust ..................... ...................................... ~ .• ~ 
Glass trust ............................................................... .. 
Soap trust ..... ...... ..................................................... .. 
Linseed-oil trust ..................................................... .. 
Rubber-shoe trust .................................. .................. . 
Envelope trust . ....................... ............................... .. 
Paper-bag trus.t ..... ~ ................................................ .. 
Cordage trust ................................. ......................... . 

~5'S 
"'.o I 
~..S..::: !:4 

~ ~ ~~~ 
,..t:;~~,.Q 
E-< 

50 ----;-1----; 
56 36 40 
84 46 !} 
45 33 29 
45 33 29 
45 33 22 
4S 33 25 
24 2:l 22 
52 23 25 
32 2<1 21 
74 43 65 
55 36 45 
26 19 8 
5•! 35 !> 
25 20 2-l 
25 20 11 
35 26 15 
25 20 12 

.Average ............ .................. ..... ... _ .......... : ......... ==~--30----2-i 

The above table, which is taken from a pnmphlet entitled Tariff 
Chats, by Henry J. Philpot, of Des foines, Iowa, well illustrates the 
glaring hypocrisy of th~ claim that the war tariff m nst be kept up so 
that these trusts and combines may receive protection against the labor 
of Europe. The average bonus which the tariff allows these eighteen 
trusts to .exact from the people is $30 upon every 00 of their product, 
while their whole expense for b.bgr amounts to only $2.4 upon every 
$100 produced, leaving_ $6 tariff bonus over and above the entire L-lbor 
cost. I would like to inquire how long the war tariff must be kept 
above the entire cost of labor in order, as they say, to offset the differ
ence between the cost of-labt>r in this country and the cost of bbor in 
Europe. In this connection it should be borne in mind by our Republi
can friends that the reduction of taxation heretofore made was in the 
interest of wealth. Incomes were taxed, and hronght to the -Treasury 
$72,000,000. This affected mannfactnresand was repealed. We laid a 
tax on the rooeipts of railroad companies, insurance companies, express 
companies, bank capital, bank deposits, and bank checks. These were 
all denounced as war taxes. They affected the rich and strong, and wero 
repealed. Now, with a surplus in the Treasury, is it not hi&h time 
that the burdens imposed upon the toiling millions who are not rich, 

·who are not strong, who are carrying a heavy burden of tariff taxation, 
shall be lightened? And these millions who constitute the stay and 
support of the country feel that they are as much the fa.vorites of the 
Government as those who with hoarded wealth by comhines and trusts 
seek to crush them; and I now here declare in this warfare I am for 
the weak against the strong, for the oppressed against the oppressor,. for 
the people against trusts, combines, and combinations, let them come 
from whatever source they may. [Applause.} 

Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman allow a questio_n? 
11r. STEWART, of Georgia. Yes, sit·. 
Mr. KERR. Notwithstanding those "trusts" of which the gentle

man speaks, is there a single article the price of which is as high to
day as it was before the tariff? 

. 
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Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. What does the gentleman mea.n when 

he says ''before the tariff?'' 
1\Ir. KERR. Before the tariffof1861. Notwithstal}.rungthe "trusts, 77 

is there a single article whk.h to-day is as high as it was before that act 
went into effect? 

Mr. STEW ART, of Georgia. I will say to my friend that the vacil
lations or changes of prices of commodities are all relative. ·Before the 
war-at the time to which the gentleman doubtless refers-=-prices were 
largely affected by supply and demand, and were largely affected by 
the price of cotton. 

Mr. KERR. That is your theory; but the fact is otherwise. 
:M:r. STEW ART, of Georgia. Well, my theory or my opinion is based 

upon facts. Now I want to ask you a question. 
Mr. KERR. Yes, sir. 
Mr. STEW ART, of Georgia,. I want to know whether you expect 

to stand here and insist that the present tariff shall be maintained on 
account of the fact that these "trusts" exist and are making fortunes 
for the persons who take part in them? Are you willing to aid these 
"trusts?" 

1\Ir. KERR. No, sir; I am opposed to ''trusts; " and that is why 
I am in fa\or of the tariff-because if you take it away you will have· 
no protection at all against foreign "trusts;" you can not control them 
because they are not within the operation of your law. 

A ?liE:llBER. Are there any foreign ;'tTnsts?" 
Mr. KEl{R. There always have been and always will be. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. STEWART] is 

entitled to the floor. 
Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. These interruptions do not rusconcert 

me at all. 
The morning papers contain a statement , worthy of consideration in 

this connection, concerning the formation of trusts. It is as follows : 

rno~; JIIAh"UFACTURERS ORGANIZED. 

PITTSBURGH, PA. , May 1. 
The iron ma.nutacturers of Pittsburgh and the Ohio Valley are hereafter to be 

more closely allied. An association has been formed and a commissioner ap
pointed who will have full · power, the same as a railroad commis ioner, to set
tle all points of dispute. The a ssociation will deal with the prices and produc
tion, and will also have a committee to look after frei11;ht rate!!'. A meeting will 
be held in ~oung town to-morrow and arrangements completed. 

The country bas witnessed with more or less alarm the details of 
' 'strikes,'' in many instances destroying property and sometimes human 
life; but so long as capital, under the name of trust, seeks by strong 
hand to oppress the people, w bat hope ha,ve we that strikM will not be 
continued? 

Our Republican friends on the other side of t.his Chamber insist that 
it would be proper to reduce the surplus in the Treasury by a repeal 
of the internal-revenue laws, and if current rumor can be relied on our 
Republican friends are not agreed on that question, and I shall watch 
with anxiety their conduct when this part of the bill shall have been 
reached for con ideration. Some of them say, ''Let the States tax 
whisky and derive a revenue from it." 

I have taken some pains to look into this question, and I :find that 
out of the thirty-eight States, tw·enty-seven by their constitutions pro
vide in terms that taxes shall be ad \alorem and uniform. Now, I de
sire my friend who is to follow me to-night [Ur. DAVIS] to tell me, if 
taxes are to be ad valorem and uniform, how can we tax a dollar's worth 
of whisky in Georgia or Tennessee 50 cents, and' a dollar's worth of corn 
or a dollar's worth of wheat only one-ba1f of 1 per cent.? I want him 
to answer according to the rules of law, and according to constitutional 
principles, how he can do that. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a mo
ment? 

Mr. STEW ART, of Georgia. Certainly. 
Mr. D.A. VIS. I will, shortly after I commence my remarks, refer the 

gentleman to the views of the last Democratic President on that subject. 
J\Ir. STEW ART, of Georgia. I am asking you the question- not 

any Democratic President. I want you to answer according to the prin
ciples of law. 

Mr. DAVIS. I agree with the Democratic President on that point; 
he states the matter much better than I can. 
i Mr. STEW ART, of Georgia. If I am 1-ight, the gentleman will fol
l ow the Democratic President in his views on this question. 

Now, I answer, Mr. Chairman, if we repeal these laws we will create 
ts deficiency; and if we create a deficiency of $60,000,000 I want to see 
the Representative, I want to look squarely in his face, who is willing 
here on this floor to create a deficiency in this way- to take the tax off 
whisky, to make free whisky, to make more orphans, more criminals, 
to fill our jails and our penitentiaries, and by so doing put a higher rate 
of duty on the necessaries of life. [Applause on the Democratic side. J 

Mr. KERR. With the permission of the gentleman, I will ask him 
nnother question. Is it not a fact that there are more ardent spirits 
'consumed in this country to-day, notwithstanding the h igh tax, than 
'ever before? 

Mr. STEW ART, of Georgia. I do not know. Thank God, I do not 
d rink the article; I do not buy it. I have no feeling akin to it in any 
way. But I do know that there are more people in the country than at 

.· 

any previous time, so that there are more consumers than there e>er 
were before. (Applause.] 

Mr. KERR. Yes; and there is more ardent spirits consumed in pro
portion to the population than ever before. 

1\Ir. SPRINGER. That is so in Iowa, no doubt, where they have a 
prohibitory law. (Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. KERR. There is not any of it consumed in Iowa; a.nd so far M 
I am concerned I never drank a drop of it in my life. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Well, I say amen to that . . :May the 
Lord keep you in the good pathway of sobriety. 

Now, I want to say that I have in my feeble way held court for :five 
years in the State of Georgia; and of the eight counties in my district 
six: were prohibition counties, and the others non-prohibition or free.!' 
whisky counties. I want to say as a witness on this subject that in 
the counties where the sale of intoxicating liquor was absolutely pro
hibited my duties in disposing of the criminal docket would occupy 
sometimes one or two days, sometimes half a day, while in the coun
ties where there was free whisky I have scarcely ever cleared the 
criminal docket in less than three to five days. ·while it is no part 
of my argument to-night, I want to say that in our part of the country 
where there is prohibition it bas added to the uprightness of conduct 
and the integrity of the people; yea, it has tended to promote a higher 
civilization; and for one my heart and my soul approve that policy. 

1\Ir. KERR. Amen. 
lli. STEW ART, of Georgia. Now, l\Ir. Chairman, turning a ide 

from the argument I had prepared, Iwi h to say that if our Republican 
friends have discovered that the taxation on spirits is a proper source of 
income for the States, there is nothing to prohibit the States from levy
ing such a tax, notwithstanding our Federal legislation. If there is 
no constitutional inhibition against State taxation on spirits, although 
the Federal taxation may be continued, this will not prevent the States 
frorh acting as the laws ofthc States may allow. 

It will be remembered that at :first the ta,x imposed· by the Govern
ment on whisky was $2 a gallon. The tax is now 90 cents; and I see 
that a bill which has been distributed here, and which possibly refiecta 
the views of somebody on the other side, proposes to reduce the t.'l.x to 
50 cents a gallon. 

Well, then, if it has been already reducedf.to1;1 $2 a gallon to 90 cents, 
why not, without changing this law, let the States tax it now if they 
want to, and if they have the constitutional authority to do so? The 
point I wish to make is thi : That in those States where the authority 
now exis+...s to tax it, where the law now authorizes a tax upon it, this 
bill does not prohibit them, nor does the bill stand in the way of their 
taxing it. This bill does not st:md as a preventive ot such legislation. · 
That being so, let the States continue to tax i t. J3ut let us analyze 
that for a moment. 

Let us say that the State of Georgia taxes it at the rate of 50 cents t. 
gallon. My friend over there in Tennessee and his friends probably 
will not tax it but half that amount, or perhaps 10 cents on the gallon. 
What will be the result? Georgia must levy the tax in order to get 
the revenue in order to help out State institutions, to carry on the 
State government. The inevitable result of such a st.1.te of things 
would b~ that Georgia money would go into the other State because 
whisky is cheaper there. It would go to buy whisky in that State 
and yet have all the evil fruits and consequences to Georgia that do 
attend the use and.consumption of whisky, and not make one solitary 
cent to pay any portion of the State expenditures. Mr. Chairman, the 
simple statement of the proposition, the simple suggestion of the ques
tion is to argue it. There is nothing in it. Another argument in tiwor 
of the continuation of the internal-revenue tax for the present is this: 
Of the 5118,000,000 raised, theN orth and West pay about $111,000,000, 
and the South about S7,000,000. This money is needed to pay pension 
claims and the interest on the public debt. Of the $80,000,000 paid 
to pensioners, most of that sum goes to the people of the North and 
West, and the same may be said of the $44,000,000 paid as interest on 
the public debt, as our Northern friends own most of the bonds. Is 
there notequityin requiringthosewho reapthe benefitofatax t o raise 
and pay it? Take as an illustration Georgia and Illinois. .The first 
pays about $300,000 and the latter abont 523,000,000 internal taxes. 
What reply can be made to this arJ,?;ument; and is not this a matter 
worthy of consideration by those who are urging a repeal of the internal
revenue laws? 

But, Mr. Chairman, the argument that the internal-revenue tax: was 
a war tax and that the war is over is most fallacious, for the results of 
the war are still with us. "While the war has already cost more than 
$6,000,000, 000, yet it is quite probable that we are not more than half 
:finished paying for the war. The annual expenditures for pensions 
will likely reach $100,000,000 at no distant day, and how long the 
Government will be called upon to extend its beneficence in this direc
tion no one can foretell. 

I sometimes h...we been madeto rejoice inmyheart of hearts, though 
not especially wedded to this system of taxation (but, sir, if my friends 
on the other side could only realize that down in my part of the coun
try, where the colored population largely dominates in numbers, and 
rea,lize the fact that with free whisky. or with whisky at 25 cents a 
gallon, any man, be h e white or colored, could set up from t hree to :five 
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stills to every district in that State, and with a peck of corn buy a gal
lon of whisky, which in its inevitable results would be to strike down 
our form of civilization); I say sometimes I have thought that it was the 
work of Providence that this state of things, though having its objec
tionable features, had been visited upon us so that society there might 
be made tolerable, and so that the races might live with each other in 
peace and harmony. 

But, sir, I desire, and I repeat now, I want to know where ·is the 
philanthropist, where is the believer in eternal truLh, who loves his 
borne and his country, who bas a mind to think and a heart to feel, 
and who is in favor of Christian civilization, who is capable of rising 
to the plane of patriotism, that can say, "I want free whisky, more 
"of it, whether better or meaner, and in order to get it will favor a higher 
tariff on the necessaries of life?" [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
God pity such a man! But, sir, I want to say that this is the only 
argument that I have heard for the reduction of this tax by our Repu b
lican friends. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that be who loves his race and 
loves his kind, the man who loves his home, who loves his wife and 
loves his children and his country, would rather look into their faces 
and say, "Cheaper food, cheaper blankets, cheaper dry goods, cheaper 
necessaries of life for you, cheaper coal, when the shivering cold winds 
of the winter's blast come, cheaper books, cheaper the things that main
tain hnman existence; aye, all of these rather than cheaper whisky." 
That is my view of patriotism and love of country and love of home. 
(.Applau e.] 

And, sir, as the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania adver
tises on the other side of the Hou e, that he will at the proper time 
offer an amendment and put us to the test and see wpether or not we 
will vote to repeal these laws, while I am willing, and say it now, to 
vote a repeal of the tobacco tax, as it is an article in common use ann 
of merchandise, for one, I would if it digs my political grave, if it 
forces me to walk the path of political death, I shall vote, God giving 
me strength of mind to think and n. heart to feel and an arm to strike, 
I shall vote for the cheaper necessaries of life and let whis1.-y stay un
der the ban it is under to-day. [Appian e.] 

But, say my friends on the other side, we have heard even in the Sen
ate and in the House that this law is oppressive. Why is it oppressive? 
Wby, :Mr. Chairman, do we not all remember; is it not fresh in our 
minds that we brought in a bill here early in the session making it the 
duty of the courts to appoint a commission in each county, making it 
the duty of the marshal to carry arrested parties to the commissioner 
in his own county; making it the duty of the party making the arrest 
to issue a warrant and in everything, as far a.s human thought and abil
ity could do it, placing the administration of this law just as th~ State 
Jaws are administered? And do not all remember that this bill passed 
this House without a dissenting Toice? 

But to-day, Mr. Chairman, in the other end of this Capitol, at the 
other end of this Hall, that bill is ready for consideration; ann jn addi
tion to that the Mills bill contains almost similar provisions which, if 
enacted into law, will break down the hardships which have been en
dured under this law and the brutal manner which has been exercised in 
the enforcement of this law. Then, sir, if the law, as bas been !lJlggested, 
is not perfect, why not come forwa,rd like lawyers, a.s statesmen, as ~ise 
legislators and make it what it ought to be? Why stand stubbornly 
in the path oflegis1ation and say only, in respon e to eYery appeal for 
relief from the suffering masses, "I object!" "I object!" 

Now, sir, I wish to state that in my opinion it will not be the part 
of wisdom or the part of statesmanship, nor would it be our duty to 
our constituents and to the people of this great country to repeal this 
tax rather than gi>e them cheaper clothing, cheaper food ·cheaper 
shelter, to lighten the taxes bearing so heaviJy upon their shoulders. 
Will we refuse these demands and say, "No, we will give you free 
whisky?" But our Republican friends need not take encourage
ment from such a situation, for in my opinion there is a coilstituencd 
behind them, should they vote for such a measure, that will by any 
by rise in its majesty and go forth like the storm, like the cyclone, and 
by its votes and patriotic endeavors s-weep from place and pawer those 
who dare to vote against the relief they demand. 

But I will not pursue the argument upon this point further; only to 
repeat and say, let the States t:u: it now as they need it, but simply see 
that it is uniform. Whisky is a luxury that men can live without. 
God has given man the power and ca.pacity that will enable him to live 
without whisky, but he can not live without food; he can not live with
out raiment. 

Let us, then, rn.ther say cheaper food and raiment, and let this tax 
remain as it is. I want to say here and now, I would I had the voice to 
make the country feel and know that on thissideoftheChamber, with 
all our force of band, of mind, of purpose, as Democrats, I trust as pa
triots, I trust as men of thought, we will never cease until we see to it 
that the shoulders of the toiling millions of this grand and great coun
try of ours shall be free of this iniquitous, oppressive taxation called 
high tariff. And, 1\Ir. Chairman, while I do not say it in any partisan 
spirit, I feel that this is a great economic question. I feel that it is a 
question that from one end of this great country to the other largely, 
deeply, seriously affects every heart and every home. And, sir, I would 

appeal in the spirit of love and affection to all on the other side of the 
Chamber, and say to them, let us rise to a higher plane of patriotism, 
let us rise above partisan spirit, let us rise above individual passion, 
let us seek to consult our country's good, let us be inspired by love of 
home and love of country, and talfing charge of this question, let ns 
settle it as business men in a way which will scatter peace, joy, bright
ness, and sunshine all over this country. 

Let us see to it when we reduce the surplus in the Treasury that 
we reduce it not by making the rich richer and the poor poorer; let us 
see to it that we reduce it not by bowing the neck to monopoly; that 
we reduce it not by yielding to the aggressiveness of capital; that we 
reduce it standing in the broad daylight as patriots; that we reduce ib 
so as to carry the hallowed effect of our action to every hearthstone, 
and to every heart; that we reduce it in the name of eternal justice 
and right, by. lifting the burdens of aggressive, wicked taxation from 
the shoulders of the people of this country, and e pecially from the 
mother's heart, from the father s strong arm, and the _people will say 
"Yea, a'men," when we pass that act. [Applause.] 

Ur. Chairman, there is possibly more truth than poetry in the words 
of Pope when be said: 

As for forms of government, l et fools contest-. 
'!'bat which is administered best is best. 

To continue the surplus now in the Treasury can not be a proof of 
good government; it is not justified either by law or precedent; it is a 
menace against the peace and prosperity of the country; its tendencies 
are evil. It tends to reckless if not to corrupt legi lation; to correct this 
evil calls for the exercise of good judgment, influenced alone by patriotic 
motives. Let us re.member that we are American citizens, born to a. 
common heritage and destined to a grander triumph than bas ever 
marked the civilization of any age or people. 

If we do tbiswewill but do our dnty; ifwefaU to do this the historian 
of to-day should band us down to coming ages as both wanting in wis
dom and too cowardly to do right. [.Applause.] 

Ur. DAVIS. l'lfr. Chairman, · I do not rise to make a tariff speech. 
The subject has already been ably discussed, and I could only traverse 
ground previously covered. My purpose is to correct certain erroneous 
impressions regarding the industries of Massachusetts. 

I confess to some surprise in seeing free trade so boldly advocated. 
In former time the Democratic party has not been so pronolMlced. Its 
last President, preceded by an unbroken line of predecessors, advocated 
discriminating duties for the protection of our industries, and urged 
speci_fic instead of ad valorem duties for the purpose. 

In my deliberate judgment, specific duties are the best, if not the only, means 
of securing the revenue against false and fraudulent in voices, and such has been 
the practice adopted for this purpose by other commercial nations. Besides, 
specific duties would afford to the American manufacturer the incidental ad
·vantnges to which he is fairly entitled under a revenue tariff. 

T.he present system is a sliding scale to his disadvantage. Under it, when 
prices are high and tusiness prosperous, the duties rise in amountwhen he 
least requires their aid. On the coutmry, when prices fall and he is struggling 
against adversity, the duties are diminished in the same proportion, greatly to 
his injury. • 

Northern Democrats up to a recent date have advocated protection 
and claimed that the party favored it. Indeed, incidental protection 
has been advocated by both parties North aud South, except that ex
treme element which bas always wanted the cheapest possible labor 
and cared nothing for diversified industries. The Republican party 
still maintains this policy, believing it to be a beneficent one for every 
cla s, interest, and sectri.on of our country. 

Certainly the statistics, which are so familiar to you and which I will 
not quote, show the matchless progress of our country under the influ
ence of a protective tariff. Iudeed, the story of its vast increase in pop
ulation, the development of its myriad industries, and enormous accu
mulation of wealth during the present generation reads more like an 
Arabian tale than a sober statement of fact. And this notwithstanding · 
the country was desolated during the same period by the greatest war 
of modern times. 

At the very acme of this prosperity, when eve1·ytbing bears witness 
to the benign inil.uence of the protective policy, when even the South
ern States, cursed by slavery first, then by war, and now by a malign 
and fatal policy which proceeds upon the false and wicked assumption 
thai to prostrate another section is the way to elevate itself-! say 
~hen even the South is beginning to respond to this Llew influence, 
when manufactures are being established, her mines are being opened, 
h tr limitless resources are being developed, and Northern capital is 
pouring in to make her waste places blossom like the rose-when 
we are using our own prod nets at home and extending our market every 
twenty years by an increase of population to the extent of an average 
European nation, and when our manufactures already equal in value 
those of Great Britain and in addition two-thirds of France, it is at 
this moment that the Democratic party, under the lead of the South, 
pronounces for free trade, denounces the protective tariff as an injus
tice. and attacks the Middle and Eastern States. which it claims are roll
ing in wealth through this robbery of other States, and draining the life
blood from the South and West. And still this tariff, were it not for 
an exceptional war tax levied in time of peace upon our domestic prod
ucts, would not meet by many millions the ordinary expenses of the 
Government economically administered. 
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And this internal-revenue system is to be preserved with its army of 

office-holders, in order that the tariff may cease to be protective, and 
that free trade and unrestricted commerce shall prevail and British 
manufactures shall displace the products of our own labor on our own 
soil. When that day comes the .A..merican laborer will know whose 
hand has dealt the blow which has destroyed his occupation or reduced 
his wages to the lowest living point. 

One might respect a straightforward assault which carried a theory 
to its logical conclusion, but it is difficult to entertain that sentiment 
for the policy which thinks free trade good enough for one's neighbor 
but protection better for one's s~lf. The leaders in this free trade 
crusade insist upon free raw material when produced in the North, 
but they want a protective duty upon the coal and iron ore of Tennes
see, Alabama, and Virginia and Maryland, and they also insist upon 
retaining the most obnoxious feature of the protective system-the duty 
only slightly reduced upon sugar, which will compel our people to pay 
$36,000,000 annually to protect the Louisiana sugar planters, who do 
not produce one-ninth of the sugar consumed in the country. 

The gentleman from South Carolina strikes sturdy blows for free 
trade and denounces the iniquity of a protective tariff with a bag of 
protected rice upon each shoulder. It is understood that the gentleman 
from Michigan, who is also indignant at the injustice of a protective 
tariff, will at the proper moment move to restore the duty upon salt 
and lumber because free trade in those articles will not suit the voters 
of the S!i>ginaw district. Am I wrong in the impression that my free
trade colleague will also try to secure a larger degree of protection to 
card clothing than is now given by the Mills bill, and that he bas a 
pretty good prospect of success? All these gentlemen appear to be will
ing to sacrifice other interests upon the altar of free trade, but they have 
a reluctance to subject those of their own constituents to a like fate. 
These gentlemen deserve to rankwithArtemusWard'spatriot, who was 
willing to send all his wife's relations to the war but preferred himself 
to stay at home. 

Verily, consistency, thou art a jewel-in this case one of the largest 
size and purest water, which coruscates and blazes on the forehead of 
their argument like the head-light of a locomotive as they make their 
onslaught on the protective s:rstem. 

But I do not wish to be bet ·ayed into an argument on the general 
subject of the tariff, however tempting the theme. 

My purpose in rising was t > meet the charge that the manufactur
ing States, and especially MaB ;achusetts, had grown rich at the expense 
of the agricultmal States of t 'Je West and South, and that meantime 
the manufacturer, while accu:11ulating wealth (and this charge was 
pointedly applied to M:assachus3tts), was paying the laborer wages which 
were slightlyifat all above the European standard. Now, sir, I admit 
that Massachusetts has been fairly prosperous. She is an old State, 
and her prosperity bas been f.1irly achieved by the industry, energy, 
thrift, and intelligence of her p~ople exerted through many generations. 

Through her long history she has had many vicLc;situdes, and it is to 
her credit that she has tpumphej o\er them aU, and occupies to-day 
a position which I need not describe or eulogize, for it is known to the 
people of this country ~nd to mankind. In the early part of the cen
tury her people were engaged in commercial pursuits, but the embargo 
and the war of 1812-' 15 p;reatly impaired and nearly destroyed her 
commerce. But she did not despair or rail at her sister States or per
sistently donounce the policy which ca.used her stately ships to rot in 
port and reduced her seamen to poverty. 

tion of his State or so indignant at the robberies which have been 
practiced upon her by the Eastern and Middle States. 

I apprehend that these States have been benefited fully as much by 
the East as the East has derived advantage from them. The Eastern 
.and Middle States have not only furnished a market for Western prod
ucts, bnt it bas ponred its money and its manhood into the lap of the 
mighty West, building its railroads and cities, developing its mineral 
resources, and contributing effectively to its unparalleled increase in 
wealth and population. What the manufacturing States have done for 
the West they have done, and are now doing, in still larger measure to 
develon the resomces of the South. 

It will not be denied that the railroad system of the South, now rap
idly extending, and the establishment of manufacturing and mining 
enterprises to so large an extent, and all of which are destined to work 
a revolution in her industrial condition, are due to the investment of 
Northern capital, and largely from New England and the Middle States. 
.A.ll this teaches the lesson that the prosperity of one section is not neces
sarily the adversity of another, but that, on the contrary, it sustains 
and benefits all. It encourages emulation and not envy, a fraternal 
and noble rivalry in the march of progress, and the cultivation of the 
arts of peace, and it discourages and condemns that bitter and destruct
ive antagonism of feeling, policy, and supposed interest so baneful to 
the welfare and safety of our comEon country. 

Mr. Chairman, before closing I wish to accomplish my chief purpose 
of disproving the charge that the laborers in the various industries of 
:Massachusetts are but little better paid than those of Great Britain, 
and that they derive substantially no advantange from a protective 
tariff. To do this I shall quote from the most eminent statistician of 
our country, the Commissioner of Labor. 

In 1883, while cbief of the bureau of statistics of Massachusetts (and 
I may add that he still occupies that position), he instituted a very 
careful and extended inquiry into the mtes of wages paid in that State 
and Great Britain. 

He employed personal agents of the bureau to make the necessary 
investigations, and after cousiderable difficulty in securing information 
in Great Britain, while he had none in Massachusetts, he secured reliable 
data upon which his comparison is based. 

He gives the rate of wages pafd in twenty-four industries which are 
common to Great Britain and Massachusetts. He states that they cover 
74.9 per cent. of the total products of the manufacturing industries of 
Massachusetts and est.1.blish the complete representative character of 
these statistics. 

He states that he bas sought to determine with mathematical accu
racy the percentage of difference in the rates of wages paid in ·Massa
chusetts and Great Britain in industries common to each. The indus
tries referred to are as follows: 

1. Agricultural implements. 
2. Artisans' tools. 
3. Boots and shoes. 
4.Brick. 
5. Building trades. 
6. Carpetings. 
7. Carriages and wagons. 
8. Clothing. 
9. Cotton goods. 

10. Flax and jute goods. 
11. Food preparations. 
12. Furniture. 
13.Glass. 

14. Hats: Fur, wool, and silk:. 
15. Hosiery. 
16. Liquors: Malt and distilled. 
17. Machines and machinery. 
18. Metals and metallic goods. 
19. Printing and publishing. 
20. Printing, dyeing, bleaching, 

finishing cotton textiles. 
21.Stone. 
22. Wooden goods. 
23. Woolen goods. 
24. Worsted goods. 

and 

She adapted herself tQ the new conditions which had been created, He :first gives the highest average weekly wages of men, women, 
and which were alternately fostered and discouraged by the National ·young persons, and children, and the percentage of difference, and a 
Go"ernment. But on the whole she has prospered, and is a striking summary of the average highest weekly wages; then a similar ·state
example of the benefits of a protective system. What she has done ment of the lowest average weekly wages, and of the average weekly 
other States have done and are doing to their own advantage and to wages. 
that of the general wel£<tre of the country, and to the disadvantage of As the result of his extremely careful analysis and classification of 
no State or section. Massachu etts is the third manufacturing State the tables of :figures which he bas prepared, he arrives at the following 
in the value of her industrial products. The great manufactmi.ng as conclusion: 
well as agricultural State of Illinois is the fomth, and Ohio the :fifth. GRAND RESULT. 

And these and other Western States are rapidly forging ahead, and 1. If Massachusetts is credited with the average wages paid and Great Britain 
will soon rival the Eastern and Middle States in the extent and variety is credited with the high wages paid-the Massachusetts wages are hig·her in 
of their manufactures. . twenty-three out of the twenty-four industries considered, the percentage in 

favor: ofMassa~husetts, in all the industries, being 48.28. 
1 H has, however, been so often charged upon this floor that Massa- 2. If both Massachusetts and Great Britain are credited with the average 
chusetts was accumulating ill-gotten wealth, and that the Western wages paid-the wages in Massachusetts are higher in each of the twenty-four 
States were suffering from the results of an unJ·nst protective syf:ltem, industries considered, the percentage in favor of 11classa.chusetts, in all indus-tries, being 75.94. 
that I desire to make a comparison in order to test its truth. I will 3. On an industry basis, the average percentage in favor of Massachusetts, in 
take the total valuation of Uassachusetts and of Michigan, Wisconsin, 23 industries, is 65.05. 
~1" ta d I h b th ffi · 1 t · 1880 d 1887 4. Taking the wages paid per hour as the basis, the average in Massachusetts lllneso , an owa, ass own Y eO Cla re urns m an · is higher in each of the 24 industries, the percentage in favor of Massachusetts, 
This is done in order to bring the results, as nearly as may be, to the in all the industries, being 70.88. 
present time, and show the relative progress and wealth during the ch5~s~t~st~e9~~~ of establishment pay-rolls, the percentage in favor of Massa-
first seven years of the present decade. • The percentage that will truly and fairly indicate the higher rate of wages 

During this period Massachusetts bas increased her total valuation paid in Massachusetts in the industries considered, as compared with the wage.~ 
$262,774,620, or 16} per cent.; Iowa, $202,69 ,493, being 50 per cent.- paid in the same industries in Great Britain, must be found omewhere between 
about 200 per cent. more than Massachusetts·, Wisconsin .. $142, 292,998, the extremes here given, namely: 48.28 per cent. and 97.39 per cent. There-

sults shown in sections 4 and 5 are not based upon as complete data as those 
32 per cent.; l\Iichigan, $332,254,704, or G2 per cent., and Iinnesota shown in sections 1, 2, and 3, and neither percentage can be fairly used in de-
the extraordinary increase of $211,551,035, being 77 per cent.-more termining the grand result. _ . 
tha,n four times that of Massachusetts I hope my f·i nd f 11.1. _ . The mean of 48.28 per ~ent. and_7n.94 per cent., as we have prevwusly shoWl!, 

. • . I 0 rom l.' l~ lS 62.11 per cent., and this approximates so closely to the general average 65.05, 
nesota Wlll not hereafter be so much alarmed at the wretched condi- I as shown in section 3, that we state as the grand result of the comparative 
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weekly wages investigation in Mass chusetts and Great Britain for the year 
1883: 

tion is the same as the ratio between Massachusetts and Great Britain as regards 
size of familv and person~ at work.) 

That the general average weekly wage oftbe employes in twenty-four indus
tries in Mas achusetts is 62 plus per cent. bigher than the ~eneral average 
weekly W!lge of the enrployes tn the same industries in Great Britain. 

He also finds-

Of this 48.-lll per cent. 5.80 pe-r cent. is paid '<:l:rtra tor articles which could be 
purchased 5.80 per cent. cheaper in Great Britain; 11.40 per cent. is paid extra. 
to secure more-and lat·ger rooms and more air space than the workingman in 
Great Britain enjoys, w bile the remainder, 31.12 per cent., indicate also an extra 
amount expended 'by the 1assachu ert-s wo-rkingman to eclll"e better home sur-

~ha.twages by the hour m Massachusetts exceed those ofGl'eat Britain ·by 70.88 -roundingsand 'to :maintain the same higherstandm-tl ofliviug, shown for rent, 
per cent., and the excess is -shown to exist ill. every indust:I:y considered. 1 as regards other expenses, which standard is highe~ than that secured by the 

He then compares the wages paid lin Massachnaetts.and G.reat.Bri±ain wofkingman in Great Britain. 
Distinguishing the figures indicating '{be greate-r-expenditure fo;r living in 

from 1860 to 1883, with the following result: 1 M sac'l:n.1~eUs (48.41 l>Cr cent.) from hose indicating be highe-r cost of living 
'- In the ninety industries, in Mnssach.usett-s and Great Brita.in, supplying-statis- (17.29 iPCr cent.), we find, as a -grand .result, .tbu.t the higher prices in 1\las achu

tics of average weekly wages for the period between the years 1860 and 1883the setts are represented by "5.80 per cent.; that increa ed accommodations in hous
wages of at least one .and a quarter mi1lions (1,250,000) of employes are repre- ing and the general higher Standard o'f living maintained by Massachusetts 
sented. workingmen as oompa.1ted with the ~ndal'd of living of WOI'ki.n_gmen in Great 

:Ln .the ninety ri:nd-nstries considered, from 1860 -to iJ.883, the general aveTitge Britain is reyresented by 42.61 (11J19 +3Ll2i per «mt. out of the total g-reater 
weekly wage was 75.4.0 per ceut. higher in ![assadhusetts than in Great Britain. cost of 48.41 per cent.; or, stated as a dh-ect ratio, the standaTd of1iving ofMasm; 

If we examine tbe manufacturing and mechanical industries by them elves, ehusettsworkingmen is to that oft'he workingmen of Great Britain;as 1.42isto 1. 
S4 in Massachusett-s and 35 in Great 'Britain, we find, in these industries, that the I will also quote from Rouse Execntive Document No. 54, 1884-'85, 
general average weekly wage, ;from 1 60 to 1883, was 73.02 per cent. lrigher in th rt f Co u1 L th f: to IJ: 1... • th t f E 1 d 
Ma achusett than in Great Brhain. If we confine our compn.rison to tbe -37 lin- e repo 0 ns a rop ou ac ry n.uOT m e wes 0 ' ng an : 
dustries which supply an exact comparison, that is, an average figure in both Consul Lathrop selects Trowbndge, a. factory 'town of 12,000 inhabitants i.n his 

· countries for the same industry, -we discove-r that 't.be gcme'rtll average weekly district~,.. as .a pln.ee which shows factory life in England in its most favorable 
wage in these 37 industries in Massachusetts, from 1860 to 1883, was $10.17~ wbHe light. 1t is entirely a ma'll ufacturing !town, in the middlo of 6 ferLile agricult
in Great Brita.in it wa $5.57, or, the general.a~erage weekly wage was.s2.59.per ural country. It bas given many operatives to American mills, and in all its 
cent. higher in Massachusetts than in Great Britain. A further examination of 1a.bor conditions maybe considered representa'ti\·e ofthe best phases of English 
'these 37 fufly conrparati\'"e indQ.sh·ies shows that in 8 the percenta.ge in fav01" of facto-ry life. 
Massachusetts was~ than ro, in 7 from OO'to 80, in 11 from 80to iOO, •sndinll The average wages of the men in .t.he 'Drowb1·idge woolen facto-ries are esti-
over 100 per cent., reaching as high as 191.6 per cent. mated at $5.44 per week. The average wages _paid to 418 women in one leading 

By the industry presentation, the .percentage in favor of Massachusetts in factory m·e given as"$2.e6 per week, and in anothe-r at $3.02 ·pe-r week. These 
ninetyind u tries from 1860 to 1883 was hown to be '75.40 per cent.; by the yearly wages, adds the consul, would not -support life unaided~ but, generally, these 
consolidation (on nine yearly ba es instead of ninety industry bases) we "find it ·women are the wives o:r daugh~rs of the male operatives; neither could the 
to result in 79.57 -per cent. in favor of Mas achusetts. The mean of these two male wages alone sust:vin the ave1·age English families, .and so the children in 
;percentages is 77.4.9 per cent. The result of the comparative wages investiga- their 'turn contribute to the general fund by also working in the factones. Boys 
tion f:rom ll:lOO to '1.883 is- an-d girls, wheu em1>loyed, earn from 2.25 to.$2.40 per week. Thus, to enable 

Tha:t the gene-ral a"\'Crage weekly w.age of the emp1oy.es in themdustries·con- a Trowbridge family te li<ve, •e»ery member-husband, wife, and.children-works 
sidered was 77.49 per cent. higher iu 1\lassachusettsthan in Great Britain. in the mills. 

GRAND RESULT. It will, therefore, be seen tbat the conditions which surrouJld labo-r in this 
repre entative factory town are not much dift'ercnt from the conditions which 

1. The number of employes whose average weekly wages are represented in vrevaU in similar towns in France.and Germany. "Notwithstanding the favor-
the comparisons from U!60 to 1883 is at least one a.nd a qua..rter millions. .able agricult ral conditions which surround Tttowbridge,11 adds the consul, 

2. In the comp:trisons, 8S industries in Massachusetts and 39 in Great Britain .. giving the woiking-people cheap and whole orne food prod nets, aided by 
were represented. The M~sachusetts wages were highex: in all the in.du."'!tt:'ies flourishing co-operative stores, the combined earnings of the family are barely 
75(J'ared, the percentage mfavor•of Massac~usetts,·o.nan mdustry b~lS, bmng sufficient for _its support." The operatives are steady and law-abiding, and 

· · · · d · · · th" . drunkenness lS rare. 
3. The pm•ely manufacturmg ~~ lliltrles en_tex:mg mto lS _compa:r;tson num- In reporting thi-rteen interviews "With Trowbridge operatives, purposely se-

'bered "84 .m Ma!>Sachusetts and 37m Great ~ttam. In these. mdustnes the per-Jleoted for their steadiness and tru-stworthiness, representing the best element 
centage m favor of Mll;ssachusetts was_ 73.0-:. . . . of factory life, Consul Lathrop says that only two were able to save anything. 

4. Com~le~e comparisons we_re posstbkl J.D. the ca!'?e of 37 mdustnes. havmg One of these has a weeklY income, earned by himself and three children, of 
wage -statistics for both? countries. In these mdustr1es the percentage In favor <- .03 pe-r week, the o'the1· a weekly income, en'l'ned by himselfand wife, of S7.2!l. 
of .Massachusetts was ~-.59. . . Without the labor of the wife the family re ou:rces are insufficient, and ~vhen 

5. On the yearly basis, MR?sachusetts from 1860 to 1~, and Great Bnta.mfrom the husband and wife both work the home su1fers and the children are neg-
1872 to 1883, _the percentage lD favor of Massach~tts lS 79.57. . lected. 

6. Wages ~n Massach~t;tts are 2!1·3U per cent .. higher than theywer_e 1D 1860. Consul Lathrop concludes his report with the following compn.risous between 
7. Wages m GreatBntam are 9. •4 per cent. h~gher than t~e:y were.m 1872. l•bor in his district and in the United States : 
The mean of the pe':c~ntage~ shown ~n.t!Je .lndustr~ basiS m ~ectlon 2 (75.40) "1. No classoflaborerisas intelligent as thecOT.respondingclass in the UnHed 

and on the .rearly bas1s m sectwn '5 (79._o7) IS 77.49, whw'h fig~re 1s the :result of States. . 
t~e com pan on fr~m 18?0 to 1883. "Th1s result not only ven~es beyond ques- .. 2. In consequence of this the laborer here is not so-valuable to his employer 
twn Jthe result obtamed m Part iiT, namely;~+ 'PCl" 'cent., but lit also shows that as in lthe United States. He is less receptive and retentive of ideas requir-es 
the extreme ~gure, for 1883 alone, found m ;pam II, n:~omely, 75.94 per cent. more oversight and direct-ion, and accomplisl:tes le-ss in a day. ' 
(see page 119) IS less than the avemge per cen"t. 1n favor of 1\!assachusetts from "3. His wages are less than in the United States. 
1860 to 1883. . . . . • ~ "4. There is not a. corresponding abeapness in the·price of commodities. Rent 

The grand _re~ult of the comparative wa~es mvestJgahon m :riiassachusetts is .c-heaper, but if the laborer spends less here in othe-r dhections it .is becausa he 
and Great Brttam Jor tJ:Ie yea.~ 1860 t? 1883 1s_, that tJ:Ie general average weekly does without or buS'S inferior ai'ticles, and no.t because the general <Deces aries 
wage of th~ employes m the mdostnes constdered m 1\Ins achusetts ~~ '77+ of life are cheaper here than in the United State . 
:per cen_t. highe; tban ~he .gener.a.l_a:\·;erage weekly wage of the em.plo_yes :m the .... 5. The employment of womeu is more general than in 'tbe United States. 
mdustr1es coii'Sidered m Great Bl'itam. . There is ·same "female member contributing towards the suppo:rt.of.almost ev-ery 

He then makes a careful comparison of the cost of li-ving and ar- laborer'-s family. 
• at the ·.s.-onowrn· g results· ' ".6. The laboring classes .are not so self-respecting·or respected here as in the 

n ves ~~ • Unrted'St.ates." 
Comparisons fox: 1883 betW'een Mass~chusetts and Grent Brit~tn en~hle rus to Consul Shaw writes -:respectina the manner o.flivina in Manchester 

secure the followmg results: Gl.Tocertes were 16.18 per cent. h1ghezo 1n Massa- o o ' 
chusetts; provisions were 23.08 per cent. higher in Great Britain, wlrile fuel was as follows: 
104.96 per cent. higher in Massachusetts. American work·people.ns a whole, would not live unde-r the conditions in 

.D1·y goods.-From the high, medium high, medium, medium low, and low force here among operatives, nor could they be induced to adopt the Engli h 
prices for dry goods, we secure 'two pel'centa.ges, ·both in favor of Great Britain. system. Here whole families live in the mills and are satisfied to <do so. Here 
If all goods in aU grades are .compared we .tind that dry goods were 13.26 -pe:t the children are compelled to help pay the family expense. 
cent. higher in Massachusetts in U!83 than in Great Britain. If the comparison Great numbers of houses visited by me contained each only one living room, 
is made on the basis of all goods in the medium, 'medium low, and low grades, and this served -as kitchen, dining-room, sitting-room, a.nd in some in tances 
ifrom l\Vhich workingmen o1::1tain :their supplies, the figure in fa-vor .of G:reat al~o bea-room. Into some of these small houses la.Tge families are crowded, 
Britain is . 9, or less than 1 per cent. and the manner of life is almost necessarily demoralizing and unfortunate. 

Boots, shoes, and slippeTs.-In 1883, if all goods in all .grades are included, I ·u d tate t · t · d sh · th t 
boots, shoes, and slip-pers were"62:59 per cent. higher in Massachuset1JS than in W'l now rea .a .s men JUS receive owmg 0 average rae 
Great !Britain. lfthe<()ompari-son lis•eon'fined to the medium, -medium low, n.nd of wages now paid in a Fall River mill, aud for the aocumcy of which 
low grades, then these articles were 42,75 per cent. higher in Massachusetts l vouch, and would add that the same wages .are paid in all the mills 
than in Great Britain. fth "t d I h d bt t f: · 1 th t f" "d 

Clothing.-lfa.lJ goodsinallgrndesarecon'SiBered, thespecifiedarticlesofcloth- 0 e Cl y, an ave no OU represen au S" era e 0 wages pal 
ing were 45.06 per cent . .higher in .Massachusetts in 188&than in ·Grea.£ Britain. elsewhere in the State. 
If the comparison covers only the-med~um, medium low, and low grades, then Average .pay per week of-
the articles considered were 27.36 per cent. higher in Massachusett.s. The low 1\iule spinners ....................•.....•..........••.•......•.... .. .. ...........•.•. . ... ............ $11.00 
grade alone shows that prices in 1\Ia-ssachusetts W'<:lre lil per cent. higher, w.bile Weavers .............................. .............. ............. ..... ... ............. ........ :...... .. 7. 75 

~~~~ie~ ~::t.h~:~~ high grades indicate that prices in Massachusetts were ~:~~~ ~~~e~}"~·.:·:~·::.~:::::.:-:::::::::::::.::.:·:::::::.:·::.~:::.:·.::·::::.::·::::::::::::.:·.:·:.: ~: ~ 
Rel<ts.-A very full showing of rents for Massachusetts and .Qrea:t Britain in Slasher tenders.. ......... .............................................................. ........ ... . 10.00 

1883 supplies the following result: Rents were, on the average, 89.62 per cent. Children (ring spinning).. ...... .... ............... .... .. ........ ....... ... .. .................. 4. 25 
ig'l:ter in Mnssacbnsetts than in GYeat Britain. '!'the average rent of one 1·oom 'These wa!!es, as shown bv data in my possession, are 5{:) per cent. 

in Massachusetts was 66 cents per week, $2.86 per month, and S34.38 ·per year. ~ J 

The .average rent for various sized tenements can be easily computed ou this higher than in 1860, before 'the passage of t"1\e 1\lorrill bill. 
basis. ln Great Britain the a-verage rent for one room was 35 cents per week, Mr. "SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will explain also the dif
!;·~! ~:~ ~=t~i :M:t~!~b.~s~;~year. Computatio.us for tenements can be made ference 'between the wages of labor in free-trade England and protect-

ive Germany. • · 
I give his conclusions: Mr. DAVIS. I have confined my statement strictly to Great Britain. 
That on any basis of yearly expenditure the ·prices of articles entering into Mr. SPRINGER. What is the obiect of citin!! these statistics? 

tbe.cost of living wer-e on t.be average 17.29 per cent. higher in Massachusetts J ~ 
in ·1883 than in Great Britain, that ofthisfign-re 11.49per cent. was due to higher Mr. DAVIS. 1\ly -object is simply to show the difference between 
rents in Mas achusett-s, leaving 5.80 per cent. as indicative of the higher cost of ·Massachusett-S and Great Britain; Great Britain being a free-trade 
living in Massachusetts, as com.,pared with Gr~at Britain, as regards the remain- country and Massachusetts a protective State. Now, if the gentleman 
ing elements of expense. 

We have seen. on page 151.-ante, that the 1\fassachusetts workingman expends [M.r. SPRINGER] has an argument on the other side, of course he can 

~ttuf:.r {T~ ~:~::~· ~~;'~le~~!:s~=~~f) ~w%tku~N;:p t~ne <::! make. it, but not in my time. 
size, for the slightly increased size of the average Great Britain family is com- Mr. SPRINGER. But do not you know that in Germany, which is 
pensated for by a greater proportion at work in Great Britain, and .this propor- a protective country, the difference is just as great the other way? 

., 
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Mr. DAVIS. There may be other causes affecting wages therer but 

I can not go into that question now. The statement has been made 
here repeatedly that the workingman in Massachusetts receives little 
if any higher wages and is in no bettel' condition than the workingman 
in Great Britain, and i t is to show the error of that statement that I 
have produced these figures. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it were tme-
Mr. DA VH::l. I can not permit further interruption, because my re

marks will occupy the whole of: my time. 
Mr. SPRINGER. We will give you all the time you want. 
Mr. DAVIS. I willsay, however, in passing, thatibelieveitiswell 

understood that since the protective tariff has been increased in Ger
many her laborers are getting better wages and their condition is im
proving, and the same is true of France. That may go some distance 
toward answerin_s!; the gentleman's question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But in all the protective countries of the world, 
except the nited States, labor is cheaper than in Great Britain. 

Mr . DAVIS. I wish also to correct the impression that enormous 
profits have been made in cotton manufacturing in Massachusetts, and 
will read the following statements giving the dividends of mills which 
include the bulk of the business in New England for a series of years, 
and also a statement giving the dividends of the Fall River mills for a 
number of years: 

Dividends pa id by fifty-two corporations, having $53,182,000 capital stock, 
manufacturing cotton goods in :Maine, New Hampshire, and Massa-chusetts have 
averaged during fourteen years, 1874 to 1887, inclusive, 6.149 per cent. per an
nnm. 

Dividends p:: id by seventy-five corporations, having $70,581,000 capital stock, 
ID1lnufacturing cotton goods in :Maine, New Hampshire, and Massachusetts, 
have averaged during six years, 1882 to 1887, inclusive, 5.952 per cent. per an
num. 

1\lill in Fall River, having a capital stock of Sl3,361,330, have paid annual 
dividends averaging during fourteen years, since 1873, 5.23 per cent. 

I think these statements will disabuse the minds of gentlemen of the 
error that large profits have been ~ade in the cotton business of Mas
sachusetts. The aver:;tge profits have been moderate, and the cost to 
the consumer has been reduced to a minimum. It may fairly be said 
that in this industry protection has done its perfect work, and no bet
ter argument can be urged in its behalf than the history of the cotton
manufacturing industry of Massachusetts. It furnishes a product to 
the .American people far cheaper than they could otherwise have ob
tained it, and it has built up flourishing communities, which Jiave 
furnished the best of markets for the products of othe.r industries in 
every portion of our country. 

There are in my own district two cities numbering 100,000 people 
and employing more than 2,000,000ofspindles in this industry, and con
suming one-twentieth of the entire cotton product of the South. I need 
hardly suggest the importance of these communities as consumers of the 
\arious products of all the sections of our country. Let me also say 
that in the city of my residence, the Manchester of America, nine
tenths of whose industries have sprung up since 1860, we have, ac
cording to the popular standard of this day, no rich men and no grasp
ing monopolies. 

Our industries are organized under the corporation laws of the State, 
by which the modeTate subscriptions of individual stockholders are 
aggregated into the capital stock of the corporations, many of which 
have hundreds of stockholde-rs. 

But we are a fairly prosperous community, and the eleven millions 
and a half of deposits in our savings banks prove that our workingmen 
h ave thei r full share in our prosperity. Sir, I have listened with some 
impatience to the attacks which have repeatedly been made upon the 
Srote which I have the honor to represent in part here, but I know 
that she needs no defense from me or any one. 

For two hundred and fifty years her career bas been luminous in the 
pathway of history, and would grace and illustrate a distinct nation
ality of a thous:md years. Within her limits are the historic spots 
which the stranger visits to renew his love of lib-erty, and to awaken 
inspiring recollections of an heroic epoch. The simple shaft which rises 
from Bunker's Height tells its mute but gl&rious story of courage, de
votion, and patriotism to every coming generation. 'rhe world knows 
by heart the names of the patriots and statesmen which Massachusetts 
has given to the service of their country and humanity. 

Her orators and men o.f letters grace the literature of our age, and 
her 8ystem of education, her institutions of learning and charity, and 
her wise and liberal legislation are the pride of her children and the 
example of her sister States. And, sir, all that she is or has been is 
not hers alone, and she does not seek to appropriate it. It is an insepa
rable part of the common heritage and the common glory of the nation, 
and as such should be valued and cherished by every American. But, 
sir, this theme is too lofty to treat here and now, and I would not have 
ventured to utter a word relating to it were I a native son of Massa
chusetts, but I owe something to the noble Commonwealth which has 
sheltered me from infancy and granted me favors and honors far be
yond my deserts. · [Applause. ] 

Mr. MILLS. l\!1·. Chairman, I move tba.t the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Thecommitteeaccordingly rose; and lli. Mol'tfiLLIN having resumed 

'I 

the Chair as Speaker pro temp01·e, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, from the 
Committee of the Wnole, reported that they bad had under consider
ation a bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in 
relation to the collection of revenues and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

l't1r. MILLS. I move that the Honse do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 9 o'clock 

and 43 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED .AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule privat-e bills of th-e folJowing titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr . .ANDERSON, of Iowa: .A bill (H. R. 9789) for the relief of E. 
J. Sankey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9790) granting to the corporate 
authorities of the c1tyof Tuscaloosa, in the State of Alabama, all the 
right, title, and interest of the nited States to fractional sections 22 
and 15 lying south of the Warrior River, in township 21 and range 
10 west-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARRY: A bill (H. R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W. 
Geddes-to the Committee on Pensions. · 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: .A bill (H. R. 9792) to increase the pension of 
Charles S. Baker-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By-l't1r. LONG: .A bill (H. R. 9793) authorizing a loan of arms and 
equipments to the Ancient and Honorable Artillery Company-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LYMAN: A bill (H. R. 9794) for the relief of DanielJ. Ock
erson-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: .A bill (H. R. 9795) granting a. pension to Na
thaniel Francis-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: A billlH. R. 9796) to correct an error in the 
Government survey of the quarter-section corner on the west boundary 
of section 30, township 20 north, range 3 east, Willamette meridian, 
in the county of Pierce, Washington Territory-to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9797) authorizing the President to appoint and 
retire James Weir Graydon, of Indianapolis, Ind., with the rank and 
grade of lieutenant in the United States Navy-to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By lli~ WALKER: .A bill (H. R. 9798) for the relief of John W. 
Holleck-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 9799) for . the relief of Thomas 
W. Townsend-to the Committee on Claims. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 9800) to refer the claim against the United States 
of L. H . Walker to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 9801) to refer the claim against the United States 
·or F. Varin to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on War Claims. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 9802) to refer the claim against the United States 
of Mary E. Reed to the Court of Claims-t-o the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By :Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request): .A bill (H. R. 9803) to 
amend the tenth section of the act approved March 3, 1863, entitled 
"An act to establish a court for the investigation of claims against 
the United States," etc.-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

P~TIONS, ETO. 

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

By l'tir. BARRY: Petition of citizens of Kemper County, Mississippi, 
for pure food-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of G. W. S. Davidson, of Yalobusha County, Missis
sippi, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims-to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By l'tir. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Lizzie Lanford, heir 
at law of Jesse Martin, deceased, of Monroe County, Arkansas, for ref
erence of .claim to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By M.r. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of William H. Vaughan, of 
Caroline County, Virginia, for relief-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Itlr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of C. Parker, of Harveysburgh, 
Warren County, Ohio, asking for $100 to enable him to go to Florida
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l'tfr. CLARDY: Petition of J. T. Bl1gg and 40 others, citizens of 
Wa8hington County, Missouri, asking that the duty on barytes be re
tained-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial and concurrent resolution of the Gen
eral Assem hly of Iowa, for the passage of House bill6897-to the Com
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the Genera] Assembly of Iowa, for 
the passage of House bill6897- to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GEAR: Resolution of the General Assembly oflowa, for t.hd 
passage of House bill 6897 in regard toindemnityswllimp lands-to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

·, 
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Also, petition of Gravewig & Scharcey, of Council Bluffs, Iowa, for 
reduction of duty on rice-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of the Worsted Operatives' Protective 
Association in favor of protecting worsted-yarn mills-to the Commit
tee on ·ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition of the Cheraw Lyceum, for reference 
of its claim to the Court of Claims-to t.he Committee on Claims. 

By .M~r. D. B. HENDEHSON: Petition of Assembly No. 4192, 
Knjghts of L<tbor of Dubuque, Iowa, favoring House bill 871G-to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, concurrent re olntion of the Genera.l Assembly of Io""a, in re
lation to swamp-land indemnity-to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Jrlr. HOLMES: Petition of the railroad commissioners of Iowa 
for legislation relative to coupling and uncoupling cars, etc.-to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition in favor of House bill 73 9-to the Com
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Ro~ds. 

Also, petition of Ann A. Trundle, of Sevier County, Tennessee, for 
reference of her claim to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, evidence in f:.wor of Isaac Diehl, of Tennessee-to the Commit
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr . .McCULLOGH: Petition of John Jones and others, and of 
T. J. Crage and others, ex-soldiers and sailors of Greene County, Penn
sylvania-to the Committee on-- -. 

Ry Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens ofTrenton, N.J., against 
reduction of duty on pottery-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Ur. MAISH: Petition of esf:c'l.te of John Group and William Pat
terson, of Adams County, Pennsylvania, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on Claims. 

A I so, petition of estate of Franklin Swisher, of Adams County, Penn
sy 1 ninia. for reference of claim to the Qmrt of Claims-to the Commit
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of William H . Bohannon, for correction of 
his army record-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of B. F. Prather and others, ex-soldiers 
of :Montgomery County, Kansas-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By l\fr. STOCKDALE: Petition of heirs of John R. Williams, of 
Aruite County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Concurrent resolutions of the General Assembly 
of Iowa, for the passage of House bill 6897-to the Committee on the 
Pnblic Lands. 

By Ur. TAULBEE: For the reliefof Benjamin F . Young- to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Ur. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of J. H. Furman and others, of 
Sarahsville, Ohio, for the passage of the dependent pension bill-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. VOORHEES: Affidavit and other papers of C. 0. Bean, city 
snr\·eyor of Tacoma, Wash., correcting errors of the United States 
surveyor-general-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Petition to accompany bill No. 8829, for the 
relief of Charlotte W. Boalt-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the inter
nal-revenue tax of $25 levied on druggistS were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways aud Means: 

By Mr. DAVIS: Of S. T. Davis, M. D., and 22 others, citizens of 
Or1e:ms; of Bradford Dunbar, of Fall River, and of Davis & Chase, of 
Orleans, 1\I:t. s. 

By fr. FUNSTON: Of Topping & Son, of Pomona, Kans. 
By fr. LODGE: Of J . D. Mansfield, M.D., ofWakefield, Mass. 
By Mr. LONG: Of A. G. Dargin, of Quincy, Mass. 
By Mr. OATES: Of Dr . .A.. C. Crymes, of .Midway, Ala. 
By 1\fr. YARDLEY: Of L. L. Hoguet and 13 others, druggists, of 

Bucks County, Pennsylvania. 

The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev
erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By l\fr. PETERS: Of A. T. Livingston and 17 others, citizens of Bar
ton and Rush Counties, Kansas. 

By Ir. RICE: Of 70 citizens of St. Paul, Minn. 
By Mr. VOORHEES: Of 14 citizens of W shington Territory. 

The ·following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult
ure, by the means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and ll:eans: 

By Mr. CROUSE: Of Krumroy, Summit County, Ohio. 
By Mr. FUN TON: Of citizens of Richmond, Kans. 
By Mr. GROUT: OfE.W. Whitford and 27otbe.rs, of Chimney Point, 

Yt. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Of citizens of Owasco, N. Y. 
By Mr. VANDEVER: 0( citizens of Lodi, Cal. 

The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law to est..'tb-. 
li b a system of telegraphy, to he owned and controlled by the Gov
ernment of the United States, and operated in connection with the Post
Office Department, was referred to the Committee on the Fost-O.ffice 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Of 57 citizens of Washington Territory. 

The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invaliu 
Pensions: 

By Mr. BELDEN: Of Thomas Saile and 20 others, and of Richard 
Dnnn and 24 others, soldiers and sailors, of Syracuse, N. Y. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of J. J. Monday and others, of West Virginia,. 
By Mr. KENNEDY: Of W. K. Hill and 100 others, of C. W. Clarke 

and 60 others, of C. T. Jamison and 125 others, and of Samuel Hedges 
and 50 others, citizens of Ohio. 

By 1\fr. LYl\fAN: Of Freeman & Co., of Gray, Iowa. 
By Mr. OSBORNE: Of Andrew Campbell and 13 others, citizens of 

Shamokin, Pa. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the ba is of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By 1\Ir. HIRES: Of 98 citizens of Salem County, New Jersey. 
By 1tfr. KETCHAM: Of 140 citizens of Putnam and Columbia Coon

tie~, New York. 
By Mr. SCULL: Of 236 citizens of Blair County, Pennsylvania. 
By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Of 157 citizens of Marion, Saline, and Gal

latin Counties, Illinois. 
By .Mr. YARDLEY: Of121 citizens of 1\fontgomery County, Penn-

sylvania. · 

The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Po t
Roads: 

By Mr. CLARDY: Of James H . George and 20 others, citizens of 
the Tenth district of Missouri. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 3, 1888. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was -read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate. a communica

tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of the Com
missioner of Indian Affairs in relation to the claim of Rollins & Pres
brey for legal services rendered to the Eastern band of Cherokee In
dians, on which the Court of Claims find that the claimants are entitled 
to the sum of$10,176.77 beyond what has been paid to them, and rec
ommending that the claim be paid by the Government and not by the 
Indians; which, on motion of Mr. DAWES, was, with the accompany
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of ex-Union sol

dim-s and sailors, citizens of Kansas, praying for the pa. sage of the per 
diem rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Republic of 
Kings County, New York, Department of New York, pmying for the 
passage of the House bill appropriating $50,000 for the erection of a 
monument at Fort Greene, in Brooklyn, N. Y., to the memory of the 
prison-ship ma.rtyrs; which was referred to the Committee on the Li
brary. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of L. J. Bell and other citizens of 
the Sixth Congressional district of Maryland, praying for prohibition iu 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of J . 1\f. Green and other citizens of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill 283, for the 
better protection of the Yellowstone National Park; which wa,.c:J ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BOWEN presented a petition of a convention of citizens of Col
orado, signed by .John L. Routt, president, Henri R. Foster and F. M. 
Clarke, secretaries, and Alvin Marsh, E. S. Nettleton, Alva Adams, 
Henry Lee, and H. A. W. Tabor, committee, praying Government aiu 
in the construction of reservoirs in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on P ublic Lands. 
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