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to construct wagon-roads between North and South Idaho—to the Com-
mittee on the Territories. 3

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

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Francis Whittaker & Sons,
of St. Louis, Mo., in favor of Hounse 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 Mr. FARQUHAR: Resolutions of Pressmen’s Union, No. 27, of
Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Chace international eopy-
right bill—to the Committee on Patents.

y Mr. FORD: Petition of Olney, Shields & Co., of Grand Rapids,
L}Ich., 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, of Woodruff County, and of Alice Cole, of Cal-
houn County, Alabamaza.

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of E. M. Atkinson and others, of West Vir-
ginia, in favor of additional protection to wool—to the Committee on
‘Ways and Means. i

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 of San 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 Republie, 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 Sterne, 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
8t. 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 Mr. TILLMAN (by request): Petition of Jackson M. Hoover, of
Pierson Peeples, of Pierson Peeples, trustee for Isham Peeples, and of
Henry J. Harter, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: 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 John 8. Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WHEELER: Petitionof Samuel F. Ryan, of Jackson County,
and of George M. Hanaway, of Lauderdale County, Alabama, for ref-
Eliatgce of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War

Aalms.

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-
Roads.

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 and Means:

By Mr. LEE: Of E. 8. Pendleton & Son., of Lounisa Court House, Va.

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa.

By Mr. ROMEIS: Of H. B. Tiffany, of Clyde, Ohio. .

By Mr. STRUBLE: Of C. Teal and A. E. Smith, pharmacists, of
Ocheyedan, Towa.

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 Mr. CAREY: Of citizens of Phillips, Lawrence County, Wyo-
ming, .

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of citizens of Antrim Counnty, Michigan.

By 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 received and severally
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: >

By Mr. REED: Of citizens of North Jay, Me.

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Of citizens of Concord, Minn.

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 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. KEAN: 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 temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education:

By Mr. COOPER: Of the faculty of Ohio Wesleyan University, and
others, of Delaware, Ohio.

By Mr. CROUSE: Of 89 citizens of Medina County, Ohio.

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of 212 citizens of Mecosta, Lake, and Charle-
voix Counties, Michigan.

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 217 citizens of Aurora, Pembina, and olher -
counties of Dakota.

By Mr. HERMANN: Of 84 citizens of Linn County, Oregon.

By Mr. LAIRD: Of 143 citizens of Seward, Adams, Fillmore, and
Thayer Counties, Nebraskas

The following petition for anincrease of compensation of fourth-class
post;nastera 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 tempore laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a recommenda-
tion of the Supervising Architect that $18,000 be appropriated to com-
plete approaches to the Santa I'¢ (N. Mex.) court-house; which, with
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations, and ordered to be printed. .

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The following bills, received yesterday from the House 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 anthorize 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 V. Mesler was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and
Post-Roads.

The bill (H. R. 623%) 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 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents the petition of
John Pope Hodnett, of Washington, D. C., praying for aninvestigation
of his claims to gglyment for services as counsel for the workingmen of
the District of umbia in the investigation of 1874; which will be
relerred to the Committee on Claims, if there be no objection.
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Mr. SPOONER. - Thatsubject was before the Committee on Claims
at the last Congress, and by direction of that committee I reported it
back to the Senate, asking that the committee be discharged from its
further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Ed-
ueation and Labor, which was done. I move that the petition just
presented be referred to the Committee on Eduncation and Labor.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of James Sum-
ner, of Rockport, Spencer County, Indiana, 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 States 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 Atlantie City, N. J., and other citizens of New Jersey,
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. -

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of John F. Ryon, of Paris,
111., late a private in Company I, One hundred and twenty-third Regi-
ment [ndiana Volunteers, praying to be allowed an increase of pension
for the loss of his right eye; which was referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

Mr, WILSON, of Towa, presented a concurrent resolution of the Leg-
islature of Towa; 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 Congress of March 8, 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 locations 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 disposed of by the Government
since March 3, 1857, thereby compelling the counties and their grantees Lo aban-
d03 theirclaim tosuch lands or litigate with the purchasgersof the Government;
an

Whereas on the sth day of February, 1888, Hon. William McRae, from the
Committee on Public Lands, made a report, to sccompany bill H, B, 6597 in the
House of Representatives in Congress, to extend said indemnity provisions of
said act of March 2, 1855, and making the same applicable to sales and locations
mande sinee Mareh 3, 15857, which bill is pending in Congress; and

Whereas, under the rulings of the Department, certificates, called serip or in-
demunity serip, issued for indemnity for swamp lands located with warrants can
not be located on lands outside of the State, and there being no vacant land in
Yowa on which serip ean be located, many of the counties in this State, after
grent 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,

Be it resolved by the Senale of the Slate of Towa (the House concurring), That our
Senators be instructed and our Representatives in Congress be requested to use
all proper and lawful menns in their power to secure the passage of =said bill H.
R, 6597, or by the enactment in some other bill of provision substantially as
herein contained.

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

I hereby certify the foregoing concurrent resolution the senate and
the house of representatives of the Twenty-second General Assembly of the

Btate of lowa,
[8EAL.] FRANK D. JACKSON,
g Seeretary of Stale.
By C. 8. BYRKIT, Deputy.

Mr. DAVIS presented a pefition of eitizens of 8t. Paul, Minn., pray-
ing for the passage of a bill for the preservation of the Yellowstone
National Park; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. STEWART presented the petition of James Walsh, a citizen of
California, praying reimbursement for losses sustained on account of
Indian depredations in Nevada County, California; which was referred
to the Committee vn Indian Affairs,

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of H. E. Proctor and 47
other citizens of Stoddard, N. H., and the petition of Jonathan D. Hale,
of Btoddard, 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.

He also presented the petition of Jonathan D. Hale, formerly post-
master at Hale’s Mills, Tenn., praying to be reimbursed the sum paid
the United States Governmentin 1861, alleged to have been wronglully
exacted from him; which was referred {o 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 widows and minor children of pensioners; which was
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Junetion 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 Military
Affairs.

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of citizens of Nebraska, pray-
ing for the repeal of that portion of the internal-revenune law which
classes druggists as liquor dealers, and for a reduetion of the duty on
gpirits; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi-

ciary to report adversely the bill (8. 2470) to repeal section 714 of the
Revised Statutes, allowing pensions to judges in certain cases. It ma
be placed on the Calendar, as my friend from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE%
desires to be heard upon it.

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

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (8. 937) 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. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred
the bill (8. 750) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Mem-
p!his, 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 pension,
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a hill (8, 2852) granting
it.'flt'itea.se of pension to Clara B. Davidson; which was read twice by its

itle.
o BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. EDMUNDS introduoced a bill (8. 2846) to increase the pensions
of soldiers and sailors in the war of the rebellion who contracted heart
disease in the service; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Commiitee on Pensions.

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (8. 2847) granting a pension to Albert
F. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions,

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (8. 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 Pensions.

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

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (8. 2850) granting a pension to Harriet
M. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany-
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions,

: FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED RAILROAD LANDS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1f there are no resolutions, concar-
rent or other, the order of morning business is closed, and the Chair
lays before the Senate, pursnant to the order of yesterday, the bill (8.
1430) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aid-
ing in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 2458) to
amend an act to authorize the construction of a bridge aeross the East-
ern Branch of the Potomac River at the foot of Pennsylvania avenue
seeast, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the

nate.

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re-
quest, the bill (8. 1161) grantinga pension to Mrs, Jennie Stone, widow
of General Charles P. Stone.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

The message further annonnced that the Speaker of the House had
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 1788) for the erection of a publie build-
ing at Lancaster, Pa.; and it was therenpon signed by the President

pro tempore.
EXECUTIVE SESSION.

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

Mr. PLUMB. Will the executive session be long?

Mr. SHERMAN. Only a few minutes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid-
eration of executive bnsiness. After ten minutes spentin executive ses-
sion, the doors were reopened.

BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC EAILROAD. X

Mr. FARWELL. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to take
up Senate bill 2615, Order of Business 938,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (8. 1430) to forfeit certain
lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of
railroads, and for other purposes, being before the Senate, the pend-
ing guestion being on the amendment of the Senator from Florida
[Mr. CaLL], the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] asks unan-
imous consent to proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of
which will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. A hill (8. 2615) to anthorize the Baltimore and
Potomae Railroad Company to acquire and use real estate for railway

ur in the District of Columbia.

Mr. PLUMB. 1 will not object if the bill can be disposed of with-
out debate. ] .

Mr. FARWELL. If it leads to any debate I shall withdraw my re-
quest. -
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,

ed to consider the bill; which was read.

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Illineis will not press the
eonsideration of the bill this morning. It has only been reported from
the District Committes within a few days.

Mr. FARWELL. It has been on the Calendar since the 6th of
April—almost a mornth.

Mr. GORMAN. I trost theSenator 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. Ithink there are some amend-
ments that should be offered to it, and there are soma reasons why the
whole question as to the entry of these railroads into the city shounld
be considered in the same connection.

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been read, and the
Senator from Maryland objecting to its present consideration, it will
Tesnme its place on the Calendar.

MRS, JENNIE STONE.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore laid before the Senate the message of
the House of Representatives returning to the Senate in complianee
with its request the bill (8. 1161) granting a pension to Mrs Jeunnie
Stone, widow of General Charles P. Stone.

Mr. SAWYER. I move that that bill be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. HOAR. Why should that be done?

Mr. SAWYER. There is on the Calendar a bill from the House of
Representatives covering exactly the same point, I understand.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having passed the Senateit
u;.n only beindefinitely postponed after reconsidering the vote by which
it was

Mr. HOAR. Let it lie on the table for a little whileand I will look
intoit. My impression is that my honorable friend is in errorin think-
ing that the bill which the other House has sent is to the same effect as
the Senate bill.

Mr. SAWYER. It may be possible that it varies in amount.

Mr. HOAR. It variesin amount.

Mr. SAWYER. Bat it is for the benefit of the same person.

Mr, HOAR. Let this stand, and we may deal with them both at
the same time.

Mr. SAWYER. Very well. i

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.  The bill will lie on the table.

. EASTERN BRANCH BRIDGE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 2458)
to amend an act Lo authorize the construction of a bridge across the
Eastern Branch of the Potomac River at the foot of Pennsylvania ave-
nue east, which will be read.

The Carer CLERK. Inline 3, after the words ** plan of,’’ strike onf
““said bridge’’ and insert “*the bridge aeross the Eastern Branch of the
Potomac River at the foot of Pennsylvania avenue east:’’ so as to read:

That the SBecretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized. in his discretion.
to make such alterations in the rim of the bridge across the Eastern Braneh of
the Potomac River at the foot of Pennsylvania avenue east as will best accom-
modate the traflic over and under said bridge. *

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate concur in that amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The next amendment of the House
of Hepresentatives will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. Add to the bill the following proviso:

And provided further, That one-half the su.rfl:i:ewby appropriated shall be paid

out of the revenues of the District of Colum

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate concur in thatamendment.

The motion was agreed to.

INDIANAPOLIS POST-OFFICE BUEDNG. ;

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the Senate to take up for consideration af this
time Order of Business 1170, being House bill 1325.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unan-
imous consent that Senate bill 1430 be informally laid aside, and that
the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will
be stated.

The CH1EF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 1325) providing for the purchase
of additional ground in the eity of Indinnapolis, Ind., adjoining the
post-office site, and for the improvement of the bailding thereon,
appropriating 81:!0 000 therefor.

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

Mr. TURPIE. I move to amend the bill, in line 16, by making the
amount appropriated $150,000 instead of $125,000.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported.

The Corer CLERE. Inline 16, after the words ** one hundred and,”’
it is proposed to strike out ** twenty-five’” and insert ** fifty;?’ so as to
read:

And fur the purpose herein mentioned the sum of 150,000, or so much thereofl
as muy be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appro out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. >

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 engressed and the bill to be read
a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: ** A bill providing for the par-
chase of additional ground in the eity of Indianapolis, Ind., adjeining
the post-office site, and for the improvement of the bmldmg thereon,
and appropriating $150,000 therefor.”

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ATCIHISON, KAXS,

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished busi-
ness may be informally laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of the bill (8. 1726) to provide for the erection of a pab-
lic huilding for the use of the post-office and Government offices at the
city of Atchison, Kans. I think it will not elicit dehate.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Is there objection to laying aside
Senate bill 1430 informally for the purpose of proceeding to the consid-
eration of the hill indieated by the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair
hears no objection, and the bill is before 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. 1f that order is to be laid
aside and other matters are to be taken up, I have no objection; but if
the purpose is to go on with the land-forfeiture bill, I should be glad
to have it proceeded with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The consideration of these bills is

proceeding by nnanimous consent only, and a single ohjection——

Mr. BERRY. I shall not object.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. A single ohjection will require the
resnmption of the unfinished business.

Mr. PLUMB. Itiscommon, I think, to ask the consent of a Sena-
tor who has charge of a measure that it be laid aside. That formality
has been waived this morning, but I am willing to allow this bill to
be proceeded with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Chair has upon every occasion
submitted the question whether there was ohjection to laying 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 subject.

Mr. PLUMB.: I was speaking about his action as a Senator, not
about his action as an individual.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill mentioned by the Senator from Wiseonsin?

By unanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds with an amendment, in line 4, after
the word *‘ purchase,”’ toinsert ‘‘or acquire by condemnation pmceed-
ings, or otherwise;”’ so as toread:

That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and di-
rected to purchase, or acquire by eondemnation pme«fmgs, or otherwise, asite
and to cause to be erccted as the eity of Alchlnou, in the State of Kansas, a suil-
able building for the nse and accommodation of the post-offiee and other Gov-
ernment offices in said city, with fire-proof vaults extending to each story; the
site, and the building thereon, when completed amrding to plans and specifi-
cations to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Trensury,
not to exceed the cost of 100,000 ; and the sum of $100,000is hereby appropriated,
out of any money inthe Tremsury not otherwise 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 conenrred in. s 8 ot

The bill was ordered to be en for a third
third time, and passed. g =

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILMINGTON, DEL.

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Kansas will yield to me to make
a request for unanimous consent to take up Senate bill 1062, I should
be much obliged to him.

Mr. PLUMB. Having myself opened the door in a certain way by
letting in the bills of two or three Senators, I do not think I onght to
object to the request of the Senator from Delaware, who has spoken to
me about the matter privately. I shall not ohject to bringing up the
bill that he seeks to call up if it does not lead to debate, but I shall not
yield any further.

The PRESIDENT 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 (8. 1062) to in-
crease the appropriation for the erection of the publie building at Wil-
mington, Del.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the hill. It proposes to increase the amount
heretolore fixed as the limit of cost for the erection of a publie build-
ing at Wilmington, Del., to $250,000.

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

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. TOWLES,
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%)t{l[]ghief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following

A bill §S. 1084; for the relief of L. J. Worden; and.

A bill (S. 2614) to anthorize 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 (8. 1828) to provide for a light-house at Newport News, Middle
Ground, Virginia; and

A bill (8. 2506) for the establishment of a light-house, fog-signal, and
(?ﬁaz‘ beacon in the vicinity of Goose Rocks, Fox Island Thoroughfare,

ine,
FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED RAILROAD LANDS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate bill 1430 will now be
proceeded with. )

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera-
tion of the bill (8. 1430) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for
the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other
Erp(éses, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by

ALL

Mr. PLUMB, Concerning theamendmentof the Senator from Florida
which is now pending, I will state that the Senator from Florida has
agreed that he will not object 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 PRESIDENT pro tempore.

The amendment to the amendment
will be stated. [
In line 6 of the proposed amendment, strike

The CHIEF CLERK.
out all after the word ‘‘laws’? down to and including the word ‘*acres”’
in line 14, as follows:

« All lands affected by any grant where the granting act required a dis; 1 by
the Legislature of the State 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;

So as to make the amendment read:

Sec, 8. That allactual settlers on any of the public lands in the State of Florida
affected by the grants, who made actual settiements on any of said lands after
the time limited in the granting act for the construction of said road, shall have
:?:c rlight to perfect Ltheir entries respectively under the homestead or pre-emp-

icn 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 sobecanse 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 mainfained 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 in the way is that the Interior
Department, by some strange and wonderful fatuity, although there has
never been any legislative disposal or any pretense of a legislative dis-
posal of this grant, or any portion of it, and although the time has ex-
Eired years and years ago, and all the acts touching upon the subject

ave been repealed, until there was an attempt in 1881 to give a por-
tion of the grant to a road to be located after that time, differing en-
tirely from theroad and the railroad company originally projected, and
having neither succession to it nor connection with it, the charter of
which 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 hasnever
been a pretense, even, not a word, not a syllable, in all the laws of
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 fempore. The Chair understands, then, that
there is no ohjection to the proposed amendment to the amendment of
the Senator from Florida. If there be no ohjection, it is a to.

Mr. PLUMB. I now move to insert, after the word ‘‘road,’’ in line
5 of ;}:le same amendment, the words *‘and before May 1, 1888;’" soas
to read:

Sgc. 8. That all actunl settlers on any of the publiclands in the State of Florida
affected by the grants, who made actual settlement on any of said lands after the
time limited in the granting act for the construction of the said road,and before
May 1, 1888, shall have the right to perfect their entries respectively under the
homestead or pre-emption law,

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MITCHELL. The amendment of the Senator from Florida as
now modified provides that all actual settlers on any of the public lands
in the State of Florida affected by the grants, ‘‘ who made actunal set-
tlement on any of said lands after the time limited in the granting act
for the construction of thesaid 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 grants from thé United States, and
which did not complete their road or roads within the time required in
the act, have since completed their roads dbr any portion of them ?

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

Mr. MITCHELL. The company received the lands from the State ?

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
has 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, npon the assumption that there had
been or would be such a disposal, had never become effective or valid
because of such failure of legislation upon the subject, and therefore
}ha; he conld not accept as final or anthoritative any selection of the

ands.

Mr. MITCHELL. You claim, 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, on the St. John’s, to Pensacola and the waters of Escam-
bia Bay; the other from Fernandina to Tampa Bay, with an extension
to Cedar Keys. There was a reservation made of the land from Fer-
nandina to Cedar Keys and from Jacksonville to a point on the waters
of Escambia Bay. The road was built within the time from Fernan-
dina to Cedar Keys, but there never was a reservation made from
Waldo to Tampa Bay until 1881, when Secretary Schurz, without any
authority of the State Legislature, made such a reservation. In 1881
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 186970, 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 23,600 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 rights
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, but what I wish to know is this: He has stated that the
grant was originally made by Congress to the Statewith a proviso that
the State should transler it to some company or companies. Ie 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, elaiming the
rrant ?

A Mr. CALL. No; that is not a proper statement. Itisa fact that
the Pensacola and Georgia Railroad Company under the anthority of
the internal-improvement act anthorizing them to build any portions
of that line, either the whole or a part, did construct before 1860 a line
of road to the town of Quincy, near the Chattahoochee River. Ifiis
true that after the war the Legislature of Florida repealed that act,
that they created a different 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-

gnct to-day, without succession or privity to or with any other corpora-
on.

Mr. MITCHELL. Butisitnotthe factthatacompany or companies
built portions of those roads claiming this land, and do they not to-day
elaim 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 past, 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
extinet; but it is untrue that these companies have for the greater por-
tion of this grant, except the part which I have indicated, any anthority
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 if the title isin the
company. If the tfitle 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 doesnot
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 completing 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 therefore the land has always been a part
of the public domain, becanse 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
been made—

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.

Mr. CALL. Undoubtedly that is true, but we legislate on facts, and
I have brought lhiere half a dozen times the statutesof 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 fact 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 Chattaboochee 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 Benator, not being then nor afterwards anthor-
ized by the Legislature, and the road never having been builf, 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: Ithinkin view
of 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 prasenti that
is adjacent to a road that has been completed, it wounld be a very 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 pro; to do that thing or not. Of course if the fact is
as stated by the Senator from Florida, that there has been no legisla-
tive dis 1 of this grant, then the amendment is all right. Other-
wise I think it is all wrong. i

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 utterlyamazed atthe Senator from Florida.

Mr. CALL. Now wait a moment. I do not care to discuss that
question with the Senator here. That has been discussed before. I
only wanted to emphasize my dissent to his proposition. This matter
of in preesenti grants, according to the decision of the Supreme Court,
in my opinion, has no kind of justification, and some day insome other
case will be reversed by the same court otherwise constituted. Bub
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 verbal request of
a Senafor of this body, so notified to the Department by the governor
of the State, the location nob approved by the State, and not made un-
der any aunthority 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 takeadvantageof it. If the law has not vested the title then
the settler will have the protection of the courts. So this bi¥l 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 denial of the rights of the settler not to
legislate in his favor here. Thatis all I ask. I ask to give adirection
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. MITCHELL. I should like to inquire who that Senator was.

Mr. CALL. Mr. Yulee, of Florida.

Mr. MITCHELL. Who 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. In1856. 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 wounld authorize the construction of that
line of road. :

Mr. MITCHELL. I know nothing about the facts myself; butif the
Senator is not correct, then I undertake to'say that this amendment is
simply holding out to the settlers on land adjacent to the completed
road a false hope, and 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 b;r 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 lands in the State of Florida—

I understand that where a grant has been mads 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 settlers within the limits of the grant,
either on the earned lands or the nunearned lands, to use that term to
distinguish lands situated adjacent to completed road and those which
are adjacent to uncompleted line of the road, would not be (if that is
the correct position) upon the public lands.

The next clause is—
affected by the grants.

That is, you say ‘‘ publiclands 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 construe-
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 grants??’

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 has come to be attached
to that term under the land laws of the United States, 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 hy the first section of this act? Thatseemstome to be theonly
thing to which it can relate.

I call the attention of the Senator to these snggestions in regard to
his amendment. I do not understand in the first place what *‘ the
grants’® means or “said lands’’ or ‘‘said road,”” because there is no
road specified, there is no grant specified, there are no lands specified in
the bill to 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 first 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:

All lands heretofore granted to any State or 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 that
purpose. Therefore that is a sufficient description.

Now, the meaning of the term ‘‘said lands’’ used in that section of
theamendmentis plain. Of course * t’’ and *'lands’’ are the sub-
jects respecting which the legislation ishad; they convey the same idea;
and we have very little difficulty in ascertaining what lands are referred
to, the word *‘grants’’ having been used and the phrase ‘‘grants of
lands,” and the original bill referring in express terms to *‘all lands
heretofore granted to any State.”’ SoI think there will be no difficulty
in regard to that.

Now I will answer the Senator’s snggestion in regard to what is
meant by ‘‘settler.”” I mean,and Ithink the courts will sustain that
construction, and if they do not (inasmuch as any act which we pass is
subjeet 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 Departmentof 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 court, all the people of the Unpited 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 individnal rights or cases are concerned.

Mr, 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
“‘gettler’’ is a person who is in occupation of the public land and 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 railread, 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 huild 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 which had 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 wizely and
with entire conformity to law that these grants had expired and the
lands had become public domain, the people settled upon tkem, 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 State
on record in the Department, upon the verbal request of a Senator,
stating that legislation would be had that was never had, no railroad
built, no foot ofa road built, no charter toany railroad company to build—
all eharters having been repealed up to 1851, 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
brought upon the pretended claim of a railroad company, chartered
twenty-five years after the time of the passage of theact and seventeen

years after the grant had expired. The homes of these people have
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 beallowed 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 proposed by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLuss] to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL].

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question recurs on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Florida as amended.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. SPOONER. I offer an amendment.

Mr. DAWES. 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-
holds his amendment.

Mr. DAWES. I offer the following amendment:

Provided further, That this act shall not be eonsidered to impair any rights,
Le&gnl_ mie:ffu;::gle, now vested in any person or corporation to any of &e ds
erein 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 ohject is
to say that it shall not affect the title of a different corporation, a cer-
tain canal company that claims egnitable rights in certain lands in
Michigan. %

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 wonld recognize. PBut the Senator from Massachusetts is
seeking to establish an equity that can not be established in the courts
of the country and to have Congress declare an equity which those who
favored the amendment offered by the other Senator from Massachu<
setts [Mr. HoAR] sought to establish the other day. This is seeking
to do indirectly that which that amendment sought to do direetly, and
it was laid npon the table.

I think the amendment ought not to be adopted. If these persons
have legal rights which they can assert in thecourts, it isnotn
to put in a clanse 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 eguity 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.

Mr. DAWES. If the purpose of the Senator from Arkansas is, when
he knows that thereis a technical defect 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 forfeitnre came 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 2 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 conrt
that would recognize legal and equitable considerations. That is the
whole of it. '

Now, it is apparent that there isin this city an organization that has
planned for this very honr, that has put npon this land men to whom
ithassaid in its lettersof instruction, ‘‘ We know that you can not make
a legal entry now because the legal title is in s mailroad 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,
snpposing, and everybody supposing, that the title was perfect, but
finding out now by asubsequent decision of the Supreme Court thatit
has a legal and technical defect, if the Senator wants to forfeit that title
and give it to these men, then he willlay thisamendment on the table,

Mr. BERRY. I would say to the Senator from Massachusetts that
the purpose of the Senator 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 huilt; one that was a frand, as shown by
the testimony taken; one that selected this land in defiance of the laws
of the United States—a company that never completed its contract.
My purpose is.to prevent a confirmationto that canal company of lands
to which they have no title, and to prevent a confirmation 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
have any preierence whatever. The bill simply leaves them to their
nghts 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 say, as the Secretary of the Interior hassaid,
that the rights of the settlers who have homes there, who have raised
families there, are superior, I donot 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 House of Representatives before
which the testimony was taken said was fraud, that it was not only a
fraud in the construetion of the canal, but a frand 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 any others unless they are protected under
the Jaws of the land. If the canal company seek to assert its rights
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 Bena-
tor from Massachusetts who seeks by legislation to do what we know
the laws of the land donot 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
Stateof Michigan is trying to get the United States to take off its hands.

These lands are of immense value which it is proposed togive to them
by legislation which they are not entitled to under the law. If they
have equitable rights, I apprehend when they assert those rights in the
courts of the conntry, the courts will say that as this thing was con-
ceived in fraud, youn can not come here and have this confirmation be-
eause yon 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 ean obtain no title whatever; they can not geft con-
firmation. * They would gain'nobenefit by it, because thelaw absolutely
prohibits all such arrangements. That isall I have to say about it.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I donot know what will be the effect
of the pending amendment; 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 nefarious 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 was read here the other day. The whole course of this
canal company in the first selections of the lands which were illegal, in
the wrecking of the original company by a conspiracy which was nefa-
rious in itself, has been attended with frand 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 have a map here, and I can go over it again to-day as I did the last
time the subject was up, and if ealled 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 the United States Senate to extend them any relief. ILet them have
theirlegal rights; but do not put anything into any of the amendments
that will give them an advantage before the courts.

I do not believe that the Senators from Massachusetts have read the
different reports in regard to this Portage Canal Company. If they
have they must see that it has been a.tt.ended 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 be 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 beread which it seems to me will extinguish any claim in equity,
right, or decency of the canal company to the consideration of the Sen-
ate.

Mr. HOAR. Let them be read. I should like to hear them.

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Massachusetis says he would like
to hear them read. If it would not bore the Senate, it wounld give me

great pleasure. I dislike to trespass on their time. Will the Secre-
; read ¥
Mr. DAWES, Let me reply first. T

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 had 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. The 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. PALMER. Willthe Senator permit me tointerrupt 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 npon
his contract with an attorney does not feel that he has the slightest
tronble, and why ? That is what I want to ask the Senator from Ar-
kansas and the 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 de novo as a settler, The canal company has no place, for
whatever right, legal or equitable, 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 and
Brulé Company for the last thirty years? Have they sought to have
that grant forfeited without any amendment asserting their own rights?

Mr. DAWES.- Why, Mr. President, 1 suppose it isall 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 ont of the railroad company. Therefore the grant of
Michigan to the eanal 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 he has this difference: The moment it is public domain
he becomes asettler on the land from that day; no matter how he got
in there, no matter how he came there, he is there to-day a settler, and
that is hisadvantage. That is why the Senator comes in with amend-
ment after amendment, which if they were drawn by these attorneys
down here on the Avenue 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 from 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 have the floor.

Mr. PALMER. I yielded to the Senator from Massachusetts, as I
think the record will show.

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator has the floor—

Mr. PALMER. I was going to say that the Senator from Michi
has no amendment to offer and would prefer to have this bill go throngh
pure and undefiled; but when able lawyers, men whose lives have been
passed in legislation, keep injecting amendment after amendment,
when foiled at one point embody the ideas that they have been foiled
in npon other amendments and keep shoving them in, it is time that
the Senator from Michigan, who isa plain, blunt man, should have some
one back of him that will tell him the force of legal language. Itis
David not only against Goliah but a whole host——

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has compared himself to David very much.
He will remember that David was a victorious chieftain; I neverheard
that Goliah was, and I do not think he need be very much afraid.

Mr. 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 have been foiled in their
amendments and have redrawn them and offered other amendments of
the same 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. SpooNER] had an amendment which eontained 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 Senator from Wisconsin;
and so I allowed my amendment to be declared voted down.

1 had something more that I intended to say, but I thought I would
let that go, so that the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin
should be before the Senate. It 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, withont mine. I never
should have allowed that vote to pass 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 circnmstances 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 isa
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 amendmentafter amendment when foiled
on previous amendments. I said that when that was the case it was
time for a plain, blunt man to bave 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 railroad lim-
its confirmed. There is nodoubt 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 tothe amendment of
the Senator from Massachusetts, but if it is going to be constrned as
giving a hold to the canal company by which they can further their
schemes, I must opposeit. It alldepends 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. DAwWEs].

Mr. DAWES. I understand the amendment to mean just what I
understood the Senator to consent to early in the discussion. Istated
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 np 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.

Mr. 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.

Mr. DAWES. I do notintend by this amendment to give them any
new title. [ merely try tolet them maintain in court such title as they
have got as against anybody else.

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

Mr. DAWES. Is the Senator afraid of the equitable consideration
of the equitable title ? Y

Mr. PALMER. I am afraid of phraseofogy.

Mr. DAWES. I want to reply to what the Senator from Arkansas
[AMr. BErrY] has said about the frand in this matter. The Benator
says there was fraud in the selection. The Department saysthere 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 1868, although additional to that of 18653, was not made subject to
ihe conditions and limitations of the act of 1865, nor is there anything in the
Iatter grant indicating avy 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 acts, and differ
inseveral essential particulars, The act of 1865 provided that the lands granted
thereby should be selected from lands subject to private enug nearest the loca-
tion of the canal; the grant of 1856 was of lands to which Lhe right of homestead
urﬁre-emption had not attached.

e 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 restricted to the lands nearest the location of the
canal, nor to lands subject to private entry.

The other charge of franud 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 he
decided that these very lands were not the mineral lands that were ex-
cluded and that the company had a right to take them. I refer him
to that decision. Now he says that they never built any canal. He
has 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 has been any other frand the Senator has not suggested it
that I know of. If he has, I have omitted to hear it. He says that
he wantis to forfeit all rights that this canal company have so that they
shall not come 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 Scripture can not be made plainer than these words——

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me one moment ? 3

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. '

Mr. BERRY. The bill does not propose to forfeit lands granted to
the canal company. The bil} proposes to forfeit lands granted to rail-
road companies throughout the United 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 15 a
worthy object.

Mr. DAWES. Then I am for it.

Mr. BERRY. This bill forfeits 15,000 acres of that land, the title to
which wassupposed to be in the Ontonagon and Brulé Railroad Company.
Under the decision in Schulenberg vs. Harriman it is necessary for Con-
gress to pass an 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 gort 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 Massachusetts
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 lands, 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 leaves
them to settle those rights between themselves 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 conntry may determine whether or not they have any title
or whether the canal company has.

Now, in regard to the fraud. Under the second grant of 1866 I did
not say they were required to select the lands nearest the canal. I
gaid that it had been argued by able lawyers that 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
shonld so select lands; but they did select lands in frand of that law,
as the House report shows. That report shows that the canal was
never constructed in the manner reguired by law.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask on what anthority
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
House 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, Hon.
Henry P. Baldwin, lately a member of this Senate, as honorable a
man as breathes 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 Mr. 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] has 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 largest 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 wasbrought before thatcommittee; and after
long and mature deliberation that committee decided that the canal
never was constructed according to the terms of the grant, that it had
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
liim—TI refer ta the report of a majority of the committee of the House
of Representatives acting under their sworn oaths after hearing the tes-
timony of witnesses, including the same engineer, ifT am not mistaken,
of whom the Senator speaks—after his testimony was taken, and that
of many others, the committee said it was net completed 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 honorable and truth-
ful men, acting under their oaths as members of Congress, alter patient
investigation so stated in their report; and it is on that authority that
I assert it, If the Senator calls it a story I give him the authority on
which that story originated.

Mr. HOAR. The minority of the committee decided otherwise.

Mr. BERRY. Yes, gir; 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. PLUMB, I move to lay the amendment on the table.

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will not do that.

Mr. PLUMB. 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. PLUMB. That is true, but this guestion has been discussed

backwards and forwards, and having charge of the bill I feel some re-
sponsibility in the matter, and I wish to bring it to an issue as soon as
I ean. 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 Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] be
laid on the table.

Mr, HOAR. I ask to have the motion withdrawn for a moment.

Mr. PLUMB, I withdraw it.

Mr. 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 propesed by my colleagne, and it seems to me that it will
answer what I nnderstand to be the professed desire of both sides to
this controversy.

As T 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
railroad 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—that this 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 all up before them
when this forfeiture bill was passed, and they determined that they
would not make you an exception to any general forfeiture. Yourgues-
tion has been settled, and we will not reopen it.”’ I suppose the hon-
orable Senator from Kansas wounld agree that that would not be a fair
result from this legislation to-day.

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

Mr. HOAR. Task 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 Industry, 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. . . .

Mr. HOAR. Now, if I may be permitted by unanimons consent to
complete my statement——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there nnanimous consent to the
Senator from Massachusetts proceeding? The Chair hears no objee-
tion. = .

Mr. HOAR. To this amendment to the land bill the Senator from
Michigan expresses his assent, and I desire to read it io the Senator
from Kansas, and if I can get the assent of the Senator from Kansas it
will save all trouble. It is in reference to this single canal company:

Provided, That this act shall not be construed 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 Congress fur 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 regular order is Senate bill 2083.

Mr. PLUMB. I wanttosay about this whole business, if I canhave
a moment, that this railrpad forfeiture bill remained on the Calendar
unacted on for a long time because of the fact that the Senators from
Michigan desired to have some amendments made which would meet
the situation in that State as they respectively understood it. In the
hope that they wouald be able to agree on something which would meet
with concurrence on the part of the Senate, and thus dispose of what
has always been anactive and acrimonious controversy, I did notask
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
immediately on the conclusion of the morning business, and I will make
every effort asfaras 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 notwithstanding the regular order?

Mr. PLUME., No; at the conclusion of the morning business to-
IOITOW.

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. Iacceptthe modification of my amendment suggested
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 there ob-
jection to the proposition of the Senator from Kansas that the Senate
bill 1430 come up to-morrow morning at the conclusion of the morn-
ing business? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

WHARF AT FORTRESS MONROE.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regularorderis Senate bill 2083,
which is the unfinished business.

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to have a bill considered.

Mr. PADDOCK. I will yield to the Senator if it requires no time.

Mr. DANIEL. It willrequire no time. I ask unanimous consent
to eall up Order of Business 1155, being the bill SS. 26:24) to provide for
the enlargement of the dimensions of the wharf at Fortress Monroe,
I wonld 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 all. There is a wooden structure in process of erection, and the pro-
posed change in it has 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.

rM}ll-_. gIﬁYE Probably there will be no objection made to the passage

of the bill. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia asks for
the consideration of the bill named by him. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 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.

AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

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

INTERSTATE COMMERCE.

Mr. CULLOM. I am instructed by 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 a
new bill. I ask that the amendments to the original act which are
made in this substitute bill be 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 (8. 2851) to amend an act entitled ‘“An act to regulate com-
merce,’’ approved February 4, 1887, was read twice by its title.

Mel:i CULLOM. I move that the other bills be indefinitely posts
poned.

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

A bill (8. 201) to amend the second and fourth sections of ‘‘An act
to regulate commerce,’’ approved Febrnary 4, 1837;

A hill (8. 362) to be entitled ‘‘Anact to amend the first section of the
‘ Act to regulate commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887;"

A Dbill (8. 363) to amend the fourth section of the ‘‘ Act to regulate
commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1887; and

A Dbill (8. 613) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate com-
merce,’’ approved February 4, 1887,

Mr. CULLOM. I renew thesnggestion 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 aet.

Mr. CULLOM. Let the section proposed to be amended be set out
and then the amendments to thatsection here made. Iwanttheamend-
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 ANIMAL INDUSTRY.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration
of the bill (8. 2083) to provide for the establishment of a Bureau of
Animal Industry, and to facilitate the exportation of live-stock and
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their products, to extirpate contagious pleuro-pneumonia and other
discases among domestic animals, and for other purposes, the pending
guestion being on the amendment offered by Mr. PALMER as a substi-
tute for the bill.

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, in the attemptto discuss some of the
constitutional gquestions that naturally arise in the consideration of this
subject in the presence of so many able lawyers I confess o no little em-
barrassment. The conscionsness of my inferior learning in the law,
and that the chargeof presnmption can he made good against me, coupled
with the expectation that I shall be subjected to the criticism of
**threshing over the old straw’’ of elementary principles in the hear-
ing of those to whom they are as the alphabet, are not caleunlated to
assure me. Dut, sir, this method seems to me to be necessary for the

rticular purpose I have in view, and the purpose itself being honest,

think Ishall be cheerfully indulged by the Senate.

Of course, sir, there is no doubt nor question whatever that the Na-
tional Government 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 antonomy. 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 suhdivisions, 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 commerecial inter-
course, guarantine against ships from foreign ports at which a conta-
gious disease is believed to have secured a foothold epidemically, and
when there is a reasonable apprehension that such shipsmay be infected
by the contagion thereof. 1t may, and it does, 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 prohibit altogether all commerce with a foreign nation which
diseriminates 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 general welfare? by liberal
‘or restrictive regulations for the protection and for the advancementof
our interests through foreign commerce. But, sir, it will be remem-
bered that the same clause of thesame section and article of the Con-
stitution which gives this supreme control over foreign cymmerce to
the National Government, in exactly the same langnage gives exactly
the same *‘ power to regulate commerce among the several States and
with the Indian tribes.” Ifitisanexclusive power as to foreign com-
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 “‘commerceamongthe several States.”” The veryrestrictions placed
upon this power by Section 9 of Article I of the Constitution, that ““no
tax or duty shall be laid on articles 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 dutiesinanother;”’ and the corresponding 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

urposes of local inspection, and that all State laws, even as to this

imited privilege, shall be under the revisory control of Congress, prove
the absolutely exclusive national characier of this power not only to
regnlate foreign, but internal commerce. The same control in the
matier of these regulations and restrictions for the removal of impedi-
ments or obstructionsin the way of the free courseof foreign commerce
exists as to the commerce among the several Btates, qualified only by
the restraints therenpon before referred to.

‘The power of a State under the Constitution to quarantine as to a
matter or thing which is clearly a subject of interstate commeree 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 & 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-
emment, 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 asa
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 publie notice of the same toall the other States,
it is liable to disturb eommercial relationships between the Statesand
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
Jjealously gnarded by the National Government. Great irritation be-
~tween the States may occur from the careless exercise of this power
locally on account of the suspicion that may be created that the State

establishing the guarantine has a competitive interest to conserve
through the practical embargo thus laid upon the commerce of other
States. Ilecently one or more of the States of the farther West quar-
antined against the shipment to those States of eattle raised in certain
Middle, Eastern, and Southern States under the apprehension that
plenro-pneumonia existed therein. .One of the States thus prohibited
from engaging in this kind of commeree was Virginia, from which had
been exported formerly to the farms and ranges of the great trans-Mis-
souri country 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 beenanywhere, 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 kind to
the contagion of pleuro-pneumonia.  Now it would be difficalt, I think,
to convince the men engaged in this ind: .try—carrying on this com-
merce—that there was not acompetitive interest instock raising in that
section whence the prohibition came which furnished the inspiration for
such prohibition, and that it was notdue, as alleged, toany apprehension
of the spread of this disease through snch commerce. I do not think
this suspicion was well founded. The quarantine was undoubtedly the
resnlt of misinformation, which often reaches remote States as readily
as correct information. But from whichever of these caunses itresulted
it shows theimportance of the chief control of this subject being lodged
with the National Government, which can be relied upon most surely
to act in such a case withount biasor prejudice for or against any partie-
ularState or section, and only upon carefully-collected information gath-
ered from all parts of the country, from day to day, through official
avenues 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, withoutsufficientcause,
might quarantine against the commerce in domestic animals, or, indeed,
in other or perhaps all of the products of other States, the real ohject
being, through the interruption of intercourse thus secured, to specially

dvance the interests of the former, and the particnlar 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 portsof one State over another’’ mightbe removed
by such State or States themselves, acting independently of the na-
tional anthority, and in violation 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 Nutional Government. They were
not afraid of encroachments by Congress upon the Statesin dealing with
this subject. Mr. Madison said in the debate in the convention upon
the plan of government proposed:

Every one is impressed with the idea of a general regulation of tradeand com-
merce. -

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

Iapprehend the gr t danger isfrom th h
National Government.

Mr. Wilson said:

We have unanimously agreed to establish a general government—that the

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

t of the States on the

In this enumeration of the great powers which were afterwards given
to the National Government the word *‘ commerce”? iditalicized 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 fo 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 equilibrinm 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; that 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 Constitution could never have been framed npon such a the-
ory. It could not have received a single vote in the convention if the
greaf 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 incentivés for a
stronger National Government was the universal embarrassment to com-
merce through the regulations thereof nnder 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 business 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 disparage or detract from the prescience of the
great men who framed thatimmortal instrument when Isay that, astute
and for-seeing ns they were, ‘‘they even builded better than they
knew ** in this as in many other res;

The wise design of the fathers to secure uniformity of commercial
regulations among the several States was very clearly set forth, after
the experience of many years, in the opinion in Railroad Company vs.
Richmond (19 Wall., 584}, in which the court said:

The power to regulale commerce among the several States was vested in Con-
ﬁ::’ in order to secure equality and freedom in commerelal intercourse against

riminating State legisiation.

And, sir,whoever, under the apprehension of encroachments upon the
rights of the States throngh the exercise of this power by the National
Government in the manner best calenlated to reach and regulate every

* incident, remove every menace, every impediment or obstruction from
the path of interstate commerce, or who seeks to subtract 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 ations of commerce by the National Government rather than
for snch limited regulations asshall make it possible for the States,
through the exercise of their police powers, to encroach upon the do-
main of the national anthority over this subject.

And now, Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the Senate
to the importance of the great interest for the protection of which this
bill is designed, with the view of making a practical application of the
thgory I entertain as to the power and duty of Congress over this whole
subjeect.

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 calenlation, and excepting sheep, we exceed by five times the
number of farm animals in all Earope. By the census of 1830 the
United States was credited with 34,921,670 cows and other cattle; 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
1830 to January, 1887. In the single State of Nebraska, by the State
census of 1885, the value of live-stock had inereased in five years from
$33,440,265 to $83,776,720. 'To-day eight States and Territories west of
the Mississippi 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 1830, was $1,500,464,609. On January 1, 1887, this enor-

- mous amount had increased to the stupendous aggregate of $2,400,586,-
938, of which $1,041,000,000 are represented by cattle, including milch
COWS.

Mr. President, more than nine years ago I ventured, on behalf of the
great State which I had the honor then, as I have now, to represent
here in part, to eall 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
then made 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 has
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 condensation
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. Thesmall herd is rapidly taking
its place with the flock and drove as the most important wealth-pro-
dacing factor in Western agriculture.

And here, Mr. President, if I may be permitted to further digress, 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 inerease in the number and aggregate amountof such mortgages
isdin norespect the result of unsuccessful agriculture, as hasbeen 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 been acquiring herds and flocks,
To make this change in their farm hushandry a great deal of money has
been required, and some partof it hasbeen borrowed. When youdeduct
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 legitimate , it
will be found that a much larger sum than the remainder o;th mort-
gages is represented by the value of the immenselyincreased number of

cattle, horses, sheep, ete., that have been placed at great profit to the
owners npon 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 has been enormounsly increased, and
farmers as a class are becoming more prosperous each year, while their
farms have greatly increased 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 enormously overstated,
while the properties upon which they have been placed have been cor-
respondingly undervalued, both by the pessimists in politics who have
sought through this attack npon Western securities to score a partisan
advantage, and by the army of conscienceless speculators in watered
stocks and other like securities in Wall street and elsewhere in the
East, who are restless under this withdrawal of eapital from their own
kiting ventures for employment by the industrious and thrifty farm-
ers of the West in the safest and most useful of all legitimate indus-
tries, the development and carrying on of agriculture in the chosen
field ofall the world. At anbther time, in the discussion of another
subject, I shall have more to say about these misrepresentations.

Thus, Mr. President, the live-stock industry has eome to be second
only to all others combined in respect of its contributions to the staple
food supplies of the ?eopla. 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 trans-
Missouri States and Territories and the ecommercial centers in the Mid-
dle, Eastern, and Southern States, whence the produets of this industry
are distributed universally among the consumers of the whole country
and of Eunrope as well. So that while the value of this commerce is
enormons, 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 the 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 wounld be almost impossible to
estimate the magnitude of the ealamity that would befall the country
if this great industry should be destroyed.

It wounld 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 wouald greatly reduce the meat supply and
thus make it impossible for the laboring classes, with their narrow in-
comes, on account of the increased cost resulting from the constantly
increasing disproportion of supply to demand, to use meat, as at pres-
ent, as an essential part of their daily food. In view of these impor-
tant faets, will any one say that it is not the imperative duty of the
National Government to foster, encourage, strengthen, and protect this
indunstry and thejenormous interstate commerce in the products thereof,
by the use of all the powers intrusted to it by the Constitution? In-
deed, it would be diffienlt 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 diseasés to which cattle
are subject there is none so terrible, so much dreaded, as plearo-pnen-
monia. 'When it has once secured a firm lodgment among the herds
occupying considerable areas of any conuntry, no limit can be placed
upon its ravages short of complete extermination—nothing can prevent
its spread indefinitely except theslaughter or the perfect isolation of
all animals affected and the entire destruction of every condition from
which the disense can be communicated. Once well started the con-
tagion will travel through a region devoted to cattle-raising almost
with the rapidity of a prairie fire.

If, for instance, it should secure a firm footing in the herds of Central
Illinois before the work of extirpation could be effectively commenced,
the contagion might so spread as to envelop the whole country throngh
which the transportation rontes over which this enormous com-
meree from the farther West is borne to the great distributing centers
of the East, virtually laying therenpon as complete an embargo as if
such commerce should be ahsolutely prohibited by law. I can not ac-
cept for a moment the doctrine that if such a state of thingsshonld 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, shonld neglect to deal summarily 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 enormous
forces to hunt out such contagion wherever it might be and destroy i
in order to speedily secure the reinstatement of the commerce, thus de-
stroyed or threatened with destruction. But more than this. The
State or Btates in which such a situation should develop could not be
called upon in the interest of interstate commerce alone to expend their
money, fo tax their resources, to employ their agencies to remove an
obstruetion 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 continnance of such obstructions
to the commerce between other States passing through 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 specially with the
duty not only to guard but to promote commerce between the States,
could refuse under such circumstances, even without the assent of the
Btate 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.

Baut, 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 1t exists at all, is secondary, subordinate, or auxilidry to
State anthority, and that the exercise of the same 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 Government by specific grant. It isa power
to be exercised solely and independently by aunthority of Congress, not
for the States as such, but forall the people of the United States stand-
ing together, and perfectly equal as totheir rights, privileges, and im-
munities as citizens of one nationality in respect 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, but it is with equal
definiteness prohibited to the States. The inspection lawsare distinctly
subordinated to this larger grant of powers, and in order to emphasize
this subordination more fally and forcefully it is provided that these
very laws shall be subject tothe 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 isaperfect and unbroken consensusof opinion
running through all the debates 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 any decision of the Supreme Court from Chief-Justice
Marshall down to the present day indicating thatif 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 necessarily passing
through the State so afilicted, that the National Government could not
intervene and act directly upon such conditions for amelioration or re-
moval, and the reinstatement of the commerce thus interrnpted and
threatened with destraction. Indeed, from my reading of the Consti-
tution, I am satisfied that the warrant of authority is not only given,
but the duty is imperatively enjoined npon the Congress by the Con-
stitution to make full and careful provisions against all such contingen-
cies. Nor is 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 Jines 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 powersof 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 publie health, is very careful to indicate that when a
State law, whether quaraniine, health, or other, may operate as an ob-
struction or an impediment to commerce it must fall before the supreme
power of the National Government over that whole subject. Referring
to the acts of 1796 and 1799 he says:

But in making these provisions the opinion is unequivoecally manifested that
Congress may control the State laws so far as it may be necessary to control
them for the regulation of commerce. 7

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

. Again, in this same opinion, speaking of ‘‘the power to regulate,

e 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 power,
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. 8., 446) it was said by
the court that—

The police powercan not be set up to control the inhibitions of the Constitu-
tion or the powers of the United States Government created thereby.

In other words, that the police power can not be employed by a State
to prevent the necessary regulations of commerce, nor to limit nor abridge
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 national authority itself under some cir-
cumstances 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 Btate, the Congress may provide for making and en-
forcing such regulations in the interest and for the protection of such
commerce, having duoe 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 thatin the
absence of the necessary health or police regulationsin those States to deal
quickly and effectively 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 obstacles to commerce when they could not
otherwise be removed. And ultimately this rule will obtain and be
gladly accepted by the people of every State in the Union. Of course
these are exireme cases, but the law should be ready always to protect
commerce among the several States in any and every emergency.

Certainly it wouldalways be most desirable, and undoubtedly it wounld
generally happen, if the bill under consideration should become alaw,
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 being employed so far as practicable to carry out the
purposes of the proposed act. It isupon 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 rs. Ogden, from which I before quoted.
He said:

The nects of L‘onzress‘p:lssed in 1795 and 1799 empowering and directing the
oflicers of the General Government to conform to and ingist in the execution of
the quarantine and health laws of a State pruoeed, it is said, upon the idea that
thesc laws are constitutional. It is undoubtedly true that they do proceed upon
that idea, and the constitutionality of such laws has never, so far as we are in-
formed, been denied. But they do not imply an acknowledgment that a State
may rightfully regulate commerce with foreign nations or among 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 treated as quarantine and health
laws, are sodenominated in theacts of Congress, and are considered as flowing
from the acknowledged power of a State to provide for the health of its citizens.
But as it was apparent that some of the provisions made for this purpose and in
virtue of this power might interfere with and be affectedby the laws of the United
States made for the regulation of commerce, Congress, in thatspirit of harmony
and concilintion which ought always to characterize the conduct of govern-
ments standing in the relation svhich that of the Union and those of the States
bear to each other, has directed 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 State laws, so
far us it may be necessary to control them, for the regulation of commerce,
However, it will be remembered that Chief-Justice Marshall, in the
case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, had before him primarily the question only
of certain State enactments, under which Congress had aunthorized 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 Government in the case of non-action by the State, or of

the non-existence of any State laws or regulations whatever to meet the

While the bill under consideration may be faulty in some of the de-
tails of its provisions as to administration, ete., it is in ils general feat-
ures within the scope of the authority of Congress over the subject
uuder consideration. I think, however, that it aims to confine the op-
erations of the national bureau or board, for which it provides, too nar-
rowly, too closely, to established lines of transportation. AsIhavebefore
said, if plenro-pnenmonia shounld 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 anthority 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 preparatery o
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shipment at points somewhat removed from the actual shipping-point
on the railroad over which they are to be transported. There can cer-
tainly be no question as to the importance or 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 11li-
nois which are not within 20 miles of one or the other of these inter-
state transportation lines. I believe it 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 can not safely confine the operations of this board fo 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 attainable
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.

Mr. President, it would be impossible to estimate the importance of
this subject. Ina comparatively few years pleuro-pneumonia has cost
this country directly and indirectly $10,000,000. Within ten years the
losses from hog-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 infections diseases which commonly affect herds and
flocks. Besides, we should not forget 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 ealamity shall happen to the live-stock interest of this country,
the census of 1890§will undoubtedly show its aggregate value to be
nearly, if not 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 reﬂatively smaller than it is now. Notwithstanding the
great increase in the number of cattle of all kinds since 1860, whilethe
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 infections 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 regnlation and action, with unlimited
power and resources to meet any and’every emergency. One method
in one State, another system in another, and noneof 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.

Iam frank to say 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 part of those who
Jjoined inreporting the bill, and I hope the proposition—considering the

‘importance of the subject—will receive equally liberal and unselfish
treatment in the Senate.

RAILROAD BRIDGE AT LITTLE ROCK, ARK.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the nnanimous 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

Benate to the state of the public business. There are several im-
portant bills awaiting action. The time of the Senate in the last week
or two has been wasted, in my judgment, by taking up and laying
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
g0 much time with some other measures. I give fair notice now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection tolaying aside in-
‘formally the pending order and taking up the hill indicated by the Sen-
‘ator from Arkansas?

- By unanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 2198) to authorize the building of a

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

That it shall be lawful for the Little Rock Bridge and Terminal Railway Com-
pany, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Arkansas, to con-
struct nnd maintain a bridge, and approaches thereto, over the Arkansas River,
at a point on gaid river at or near the city of Little Rock, in the State of Arkan-
sas, and to lay on and over said bridge & railroad track or tracks for the more
perfect connection of any railroad or railroads that are or shall hereafter be con-
structed tothe 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 passage 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 may be approved, from time to time, by
the Secretary of War as to railway trains; and as to wagons, vehicles, animals,
and foot-passengers, such rates as may be provided by the laws of Arkansas,

SEgc. 2. That any bridge built under this act is subject to its limitations, shall
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon
which alzo no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same
of the mails, troops, and the munitions of war, or other pro}.:erty of the United
States, than the rate per mile paid for the transporiation of the same over the
railroads or public highways 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 telegmflh companies; and the
United States shail have the right of way across said bridge andl its approaches
for postal telegraph purposes.

SEo0, 3. That the said bridge shall be constructed with a draw or pivot span
swhich shall be over the main channel of the river at an accessible navigable

int, and the openings on each side of the pivot pier shall not be less than 160
‘ect in the clear, and, as nearly as practicable, both of said openings shall be ac-
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

oint of the superstructure of said bridge ; that the piers and draw rests of said
Eridga shall be built parallel with the current at thatstage of the river which is
most important for navigation, and the bridge itself at right angles thereto; and
that no riprap or other outside protection for imperfect fctindations 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 oFened by the company or persons owning
said bridge upon reasonable signal for the e 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 presc

SEc. 4. That all milroad 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 &
T ble comp tion for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said
bridge, and the several railroad companies, or any of them, desiring such use,
shall fail to agree 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 Seeretary of War upon hearing of the allegations
and proofs of the parties.

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 Secret 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 above 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 showin{: the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge or
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 the 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 e nse 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 brid
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed withg
three vears 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 fempore 1aid before the Senate the amendment
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 2506) for theestablish-
ment of a light-house, fog-signal, and day beacon in the vicinity of
Goose Rocks, Fox Island Thoronghfare, 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
clanse, and I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of the
House of Representatives.

The amendient was concurred in.

NEWPORT NEWS LIGHT-HOUSE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1828) to provide for a
light-house at Newport News, Middle Ground, Virginia, which was to
strike out all after 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-
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formally laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of
unobjected pension bills.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks
unanimons 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 ohjection to that course of proceeding?

Mr. PADDUOCK. In the absence of the chairman of the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry, who is in charge of the pending bill—

Mr. DAVIS. He gives consent.

Mr. PADDOCK. Very well; I understand that he gives consent to
the course suggested by the Senator from Minnesota.

Mr. CHACE. I objecttemporarily for the purpose of asking a ques-
tiou or two and making a few remarks, not that I intend to object to
the p ition of the Senator from Minnesota.

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

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] having charge of the
first bill which I have named has 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 has 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. Ifeel thatin justice to the public, and to the parties
who are 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 ask 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
contz!w;g' 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 object 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 regnlate the manufacture and
sale of gas in the District of Columbia. A previous 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 np 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-
MAN] 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 tobe'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 shall’ ask the Senate to indulge me in
taking up the bill (8. 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 has
been reported unanimously from the Committee on Transportation
TRoutestothe Seaboard, and is a measure of great local and national im-
portance. I shall not ask the SBenate 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 (8. 1076) granting a pension to the widow of John Leary
deceased, wgss conaid%rr:d asgin Committee of the Whole. It pmporseé
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 PITNEE.

The bill (8. 2371) granting a pension to Jacob Pitner was considered
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to plate on the pension-
rolls the name of Jacob Pitner, late private in Company K, One hun-
dred and ninety-second Regiment of Ohio Volunteers.

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

; SARAH C. ANDERSON AND MINOR CHILDREN.

The bill (8. 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 to place on the pension-rolls the name of"
SBarah 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 William 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 passed. .

SARATI O. TAYLOR.

The bill (8. 1482) granting a pension to Sarah C. Taylor was eonsid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen-
sion-roll the name of Sarah C. Taylor, 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.

GEORGE L. FLECH.

The bill (S. 2372) restoring pension to George L. Flech was consid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to restore to the pen-
sion-roll the name of George L. Flech, late 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 Benate without amendment, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MARY J. BYRD.

The bill (8. 2334) granting a pension to Mary J. Byrd was considered
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-
roll the name of Mary J. Byrd, widow of Solomon G. Byrd, late of
Company B, Forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry.

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

CATHARINE K. WHITTLESEY.

The bill (8. 2274) granting a pension to Mrs. 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 enacled, ele., That the SBecretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the f{ensicm laws, the name of Mrs. Catharine K. Whiltlesey,
widow of the late Major J. H. Whittlesey, United States Army, and pay her a
pension at the rate of §25 per month, in lieuof the pension she

The amendment was a to.

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

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

MARGARET M. MILLER.

The bill (8. 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, of Elgin, Ill., a volunteer
.z\r'm:,;l nurse duoring the war of the rebellion, at the rate of $25 per
month.

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 1o
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MANHATTON PICKETT.

The bill (8. 2301) to increase the pension of Manhatton Pickett was.
considered as in Committiee of the Whole. 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;”’ so
as to make the bill read:

Beit enacted, efe., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to inerease the ion of Mant Pickett, late a ser-
geantof Company B‘]()ne hundred and twelfth Regiment New York Volunteers,
to $45 per month, in lieu of the pension now authorized by law.

The amendment was to.

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

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

ANNA M. FREEMAN.

The bill (8. 1136) granting a pension to Anna M. Freeman was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It 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.

BALLIE R. ALEXANDER.

The bill (8. 1009) granting an increase of pension to Sallie R. Alex-
ander, widow of Lieut. Col. Thomas L. Alexander, United States

now receiving.




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

3623

888,

y, was considered as in Commitfee of the Whole. Itwasreported

the Committee on Pensions with an amendment in line 8, before

{the word ‘‘dollars,” to strikeont ‘‘one hundred *’ and insert “ fifty;"
go as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
_thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, anbject to the pmvhton.san
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie R, Alexander, widow of the
late Lieut. Col. Thomas L. Alexander, United Btates Army, at the rate of §50
per month, for and during her natural life, in lieu of the pension of §30 per
month now paid to her,

The amendment was 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.

FRANK PASCHKER.
| The bill (8. 2263) granting a pension to Frank Paschker was consid-
lered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen-
gion-roll the name of Frank Paschker, late a private in Company I,
First Regiment New York Light Artillery.

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

ELIZABETH DETTIS.

The bill (8. 2575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dettis was con-
,gidered as in Committee of the Whole. Itp to place on the
on-roll the name of Elizabeth Dettis, widow of Jacob Dettis, late
a private in Company E, Twenty-seventh Begunant Wisconsin Velun-
teers.
The bill 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 (8. 2609) granting a pension to II, H. Russell was considered
|a.s in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll
the name of H. H. Russell, 1ate of Company E, Seventy-fifth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry.

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

EICHARD HUDSON.

. 'The bill (8. 2576) granting a pension to Richard Hudson was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposesto place on the pen-
_sion-roll the name of Richard Hudson, late of Company B, Third Regi-
ment Wisconsin 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.

MRS, MAGGIE A. WEED, .

The bill (8. 2579) granting a pension to Mrs. Maggie A. Weed, for-
merly Miss Maggie A. Fgan, was considered as in Committee of the
Whole. It proposesto place on the penmon -roll the name of Mrs. Mag-
gie A. Weed, formerly Miss Maggie A. Egan, a volunteer nurse in the
late war, at t.he rate of $12 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.

OLIVER H. JUDD.

The bill (8. 2538) granting a pension to Oliver H. Judd was consid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole. Tt proposes to place on the pen-
sion-roll the name of Oliver H. Judd, late private Company I, Fifteenth
Regiment Illinois Cavalry.

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

| D. G. SCOOTEN.

The bill (8. 2435) granting a pension to D. G. Scooten was consid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of
D. G. Bcooten, late a private in Company H, Fifty-ninth Regiment Il-
linois Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll.

The bill was re to the Benate withonut amendment, ordered to
e engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JARRET SPENCER.

The bill (8. 2418) ing a pension to Jarret Spencer was consid-
ered as in Gommitteeg;%nt?:gg Whole, It pro to place on the pen-
sion-roll the name of Jarret Spencer, late of Company H, Fifth Regi-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry.

Mr, COCKRELL. I should like to have the report in that ease read.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The report will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER
April 17, 1888:

The Commiitee on Penslons, to whom was referred a bill granting a pension
to Jarret Spencer, have examined the same, and report :
This claimant was a member of Omnnny H, Fifth Wisconsin Volunteers. The
%‘ utant-General's mport shows that enrolled on the 13thday of August,
and it a m the record that he was continuously in service until he
wi.th his company at Hall's Va., on the 20th of June, 1865,
his declaration he says that at Bnndystation,m the Shteof\’hginia.,on or

about the 15th of February, 1864, he contracted rhe v y-
sis, and ﬂnlﬂl.hnd-uufﬁiﬁ ionl.ion‘he suffers constantly tmmrheu-

h.id:ld him
o w isqualify for any kind of

thuhewasnmrnuuc'l

The hisfory of this man's service isremarkable. He wasfifty yearsand seven
months old when he enlisted, and he was in all the skirmishes and en
ments in which hla mmm&nt icipated, and which included the hxt%lgs of
Antietam, e's Heights, csllomﬁlu }J?ahmmock Station, Getlys-
burgh, the es of the Wildern and around hmond. He wasnever off
duty, never in hospital, but the hard, continuous service at his advanced age
aflected him se: . and since his dlschm-;ze he has had a progressive disa-
bility. The certificafe of the medical board which examined him in 1857 says:
“‘He can feed and dress himseif by taking time; ean not perform manual labor ;
does not require constant aid and attendance, but requires watching when
moving about, because he uently falls, and when down can not rise without
hc}-f\i” They rate him total for rheumatism and heart trouble, and total for
pa

He is now eighty years old. In the past year his disabilitics have increased;
he needs the constant care and attendance of another e‘{:eras:.m and should be so
rafed. A ;lalet:tmn to Congresa 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 fm' nearly fifty ymrs, takes care of him, and should not be separated
from him, I\everﬁteieas. their poverty is so g'reat that they will have to be sep-
arated bglchhuln[: him in a charitable institution unless Congress extends the
reliefl w 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 imposs:ble for
h}n& it;olf?mish without protracting the time of its oompletiou beyond the limit
= The biil Sill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass,

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted the record to show the reason why the
Pension Committee, contrary to what I understand to be its established
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.

ROZALIA JUNE.

The bill (8. 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 Rozalia 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 MOTT.

The bill (8. 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, late
lientenant of Company K, Fifty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teers.

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

ALEXANDEE H. WHITE.

The bill (8. 1925) granting a pension to Alexander H. White was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. Tt proposes to place on the
pension-roll the name of Alexander H. White, late a private in Com-
pany D, One hundred and forty-first New York Volunteers.

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

MADISON M. MEREDITH. ¥,

The bill (8. 1591) granting a pension fo Madison M. Meredith was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 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 Lie is now receiving.

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. QUAY
April 17, 1888:

The Commiuee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1591) granting
an increase ofipens!cn to Madison \I Memdxf.h ,having examined the same, beg
leave to submit the following repo

t was mustered in, ha\‘ember 1%1361 as first lieutenant of Company

D, One hundred and third Pennsylv:mia olunteer Infantry, commissioned as
mptnin Aprﬂ 10, 15862, and honorably discharged for disabilit y July 12,1862,

his declaration March 8, 1882, alleg!ngunthat before Yorktown, Va.

nbo;:‘l[arch or April, 1862, he contracted ¢hro hea and rheumatism and

He was granted a pension, to date from March 8,1 t 85.50 th, with
rank of ﬁrgﬁhuteng)net for chronic rhell:]l:aattslurtcn Fu TG ke

Upon application of ‘elaimant his rating was corrected, and his pension in-

glo as of the rank of captain, The clnun for pe_nslon l'or ﬁsl‘.uh was
re;eet,ed f.he Pension Office deciding that clai t had not vely proven
the existence of the disability since the war.

The papers on file in the Bureau of Pensions make the following exhibit :

First, that ¢laimant was strong and healthy before his enlistment,

Second, that claimant contracted hemorrhoidsor 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: **Icertify that I have carefull 1y
examined the above-mentioned officer, and find him suffering with chron
rheumatism and hemorrhoids, and that he is unable to perform the duties re-
qum ?t him, and has been since the 10th of May, 1862, and in my opinion ever
w‘ y -

Third, that claimant was still suffering from fistula May 6, 1885 when ex-
amined’ by the mediecal emmming board. The board re rts “There is a
blind internal fistula (internal 1 inch from anal muxin) on right side,
which thinks resulted from diarrhea.
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This board, as a result of this examination, rated claimant one-half of total
for rhenmatism and one-half of total for fistula.

Claimant was unable to conclusively prove the continuance of fistula fromthe
date of the regimental surgeon's certificate (upon which claimant was dis-
elmrgedLuntil the medical board's examination, May 6,1885, 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 he 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 with a recom-
mendation that it do pass.

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

WILLIAM SMITH.

The bill (8. 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, efe., That the Secretary of the Inlerior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of 45 per month,
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Will-
jam Smith, late a Eri\'nto 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 asamended, and the amendment
was concurred in.

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

PIERRE BOTTINEAU.

The bill (8. 2713) granting a pension to Pierre Bottinean was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 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.

SUSAN EDSON.

The bill (8. 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 ont ‘‘seventy-two’! and insert *‘twenty-five;”’ so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and direeted to place on the pension-roll the name of Susan Edson,
M. D., a volunteer sur 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 engrossed for a third reading, read the third

iime, and passed.
R. H. BLACKISTON.

The bill (8. 1988) granting a pension to R. H. Blackiston was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t 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.

; MAHALA DEXTER.

The bill (H. R. 4104) granting a pension to Mahala Dexter was con-
gidered 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.

WILLIAM 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
pension-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 (8. 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 Volunteers,

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

MRES. EMELINE ANDERSON.

" The bill (8. 2366) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Anderson was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the
pension-roll the name of Mrs, Emeline Anderson, widow of Jeff Ander-
son, late A private in Company K, First Regiment Minnesota Cavalry.

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

ELLEN J. SNEDAKER.

The bill (8. 2313) granting a pension to Ellen J. Snedaker was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon the pen-
sion-roll the name of EllenJ. Snedaker, the dependent mother of James
W. Snedaker, late second lientenant of Company D, One hundred and
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.

HANNAH BADB HUTCHINS.

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

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

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The report will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. DAvIs
April 17, 1888:

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 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 sery-
ices rendered and disabilities resulting from her labors as nurse during the late
war. Adopting the views expressed in such report, the committee report the
bill favorably, and r d its p

[Report Forty-ninth Congress, first session.]

The evidence and attendant cireumstances of this case are set forth in the fol-
luwlng report of the Committee on Invalill Pensions of the House of Repre-
sentatives (House Report No. 1058) made during the present session:

Mrs. Babb makes the following presentment of her case in petition addressed
to Congress:

* The undersigned, Hannah B, Hutchins, a resident of Freeport, in the State
of Maine, ectfully 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 Babb; 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 re nmnedistelyat \'ﬁ"ash[ngton.
and that she did so at once; that upon arriving there she signed enlistinent
papers as a nurse, and mustered into the United States service as a nurse; that
she served in that capacity three years and three months in the hospitals in and
about Washington, and received gay at the rate of §12 per month s.mfone 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 1stday of Jan-
uary, 1865, while engaged in said service at the Harewood Hospital, in Washing-
ton, in passingifrom ward 12 to ward;10, she slipped on the outside steps and fract-
ured her rihs and injured 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 3ist day of July, 1865, she was discharged at that hospi-
tal; thatshe returned to Maine,and sul nently married Solomon S, Hutchins,
who died in 1880, leaving her a widow with no means of support; that her in-
Jjury aforesaid affected her so that she was unable to labor and was obliged to be
o patient for some g‘ifht 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, asthe laws for 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 I. Drum-
mond, dated December 27, 1885:

‘I hereby certify that I have known the above-named Mrs. Hutchins for nearly
twenty years; that I have personal knowledgethat the statements in the fore-
going petition as to matters happening during that time are all true; also that
she is very r, and has had to depend upon charity for support, although, be-
ing an excellent nurse, she could support herself but for her disability. The
State of Maine, upon a hearing of her case, granted her a pension for two yeara
from January 1, 1885, She hasno relations able to assist in her support, and she
must have aid from the publie, and must go to the poor-house unless she has it
in some other way.

The eflicient and faithful character of Mrs, Babb's servicesin the hospitalsare
attested by Mrs. H. B. Corts, M. Hoard, Elvina Bliss Sheldon, Harriet P. Dame.
and Caroline A. Burghardt, M. D., members of the Army Nurse Association, all
of whom speak from personal knowledge of her services. Twenty-five mem-
bers 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
of us were in tant correspond with her, forwarded her supplies from
the above-named [SBoldiers’ Aid Society] and from individuals, ]:{:r services
and sacrifices seem to entitle her to recognition by the Government,and we
enma!tlg commend her to the favor of Con, =

Dr. Albion Cobb, of Webb’s Mills, Me., who was on duty at the Harewood
Hospital, writes that she was one of the i)w nurses there; that he remembers
of her sick in the nurses’ quarters, but has forgotten the cause of it.

Dr. David Dana S?m, of Freeport, Me., certifies under date January 14,1886,
that she has been his patient since 1880, treated for chronic diarrhea, and has
}.-'.Inowirt;i:f her being treated for this and other troubles at the Maine General

ospital,

D;.ﬂCharles 0. Hunt, resident physician and superintendent of said hospital,
certifies:

* Mrs Hannah B. Hutchins has been under treatment at this hospital since
April 23, 1883, for cystocele, for which she has been obliged to have a surgical
operation performed. She claims that the trouble was originated 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 have nodoubt that she has suffered much from
this disease in the past, and that it has proved a real hinderance to her gaining
a livelihood by her labor, and if there ﬁ any way by which such eases 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 ageand
infirmity render her unable to support herself.”
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James M. Bates, M. D., formerly surgeon of the Thirteenth Maine Regiment,
malkes a cerlificate, which Dr. Spear indorses:

“Ihave known Mrs, Hannah Babb, now Mrs. Hutchins, for several years s
and at one time attended her professionally for an extensive humor in her hands,
wrists, and arms, which shesupposed tobe theresult 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 Harewood Hospital, while performing
the duties of nurse. I know of noother couse for the disabilities named above,
and consider Mrs. Hutchins a perfectly relinble woman,and any statement which
she may make entitled to credit.”

The evid to discl & meritorious case, which entitles Mrs. Hutch-
ins to the same consideration accorded others of her class. The committee ac-
eordin%:{y 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 ndvised, that this lady
was paid at the time for her gervices, The evidence before your committee
shows that what little money she did receive was used for the purpose of pur-
chasing necessary delieacies for the sick and wounded =oldiers 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 incurred in her service,

The evidence shows that §12 per month will not be enough to relieve her ne-
cessities, and there appears to 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 bethus recognized is strongly urged
by the Arm?v Nurses’ Association.

In view of all these facts your commiltee report back the bill with a 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 tfo 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. 'We 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.

JOHN C. ABBOTT.

The bill (8. 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 Business 1086, House bill
3305, is the next pension bill on the Calendar favorably reported.

Mr. FAULKNER. I was requested by the Senator from Florida
[Mr. PAsco] to ask 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 pogtponed, 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. The Senator from Florida desired me to ask that the bill be in-
definitely postponed when it was reached.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the bill will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (8. 2236) granting a pension to Fanny
Williams, widow of William H. Williams, a lieutenant in the Seminole
War.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 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 pension 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. BAWYER
April 23, 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 &mmd 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
ihe first Kentuckians to respond to President Lincoln’s call for troops at the
outbreak of the civil war. He was the organizer and drill-mastier of both the
First and Second Kentpceky Regiments, and rendered great service in keeping
his State in the Union. He was mttumd 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 1 and t d to death in the
event of the execution of certain Confederates who were confined at Philadel-
phia as pirates.” .

“The F_A]imys on which he was to be hung was consiructed and was erected in
sight of his window. He was thus held four months under death sentence, in
full view of the seaffold, until the United States Government agreed to treat the
Philadelphia prisoners as prisoners of war. Whilst on duty in Wesl Virginia
he was thrown from his horse and suffered internal injuries from which he has
never recovered, General Woodruff was a brave and gallant officer, and has
suffered greatly for his devotion to the Union cause. He is now over sixty
years of age, infirm, and without resources.

“ Your eommittee think the modest sum of $50 & 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
]iln the Pension Office? Has there ever been any pension granted to

im?

Mr. SAWYER. No, I think not. It isa House bill.

Mr. COCKRELL. Did he apply there for a pension?

Mr. SAWYER. I donot remember abount that; I have hadso many
cases to examine. I am quitewilling that the bill shall go over, if the
Senator from Missouri desires to look into if. -

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not desire .o object to it, but let it stand
over for the present, retaining its place on the Calendar. 1

The PRESIDENT profempore. 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
asin 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'GRATIH.

The bill (H. R. 404) for the relief of Mary McGrath was considered
as in Committee 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 Allred T. Bhreeve,
late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry.

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

Mr. SAWYER. I move to amend the bill by adding: ‘“at the rate
of $50 per month.”

The amendment was 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 move that the S#nate 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 on 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

ned.

TIE: PRESIDENT pro tempore.
by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and
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, Indiana, late a private in Capt.
Joseph H. Burkam’s company, Twellth-Regiment of Indiana Militia,
on the pension-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
Ezension-roll the name of John Kinney, late private Company M, First

egiment Ohio Heavy Artillery.

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

HENRY H. STUTSMAN. -

The bill (H. R. 680) granting a pension to Henry H. Stutsman
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place onthe
pension-roll the name of Henry H. Stutsman, late of Company F,
Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteers.

If there be no objection, the vote
will be
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa

third reading, réad 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-
gion-roll the name of Royal J. Hiar, late of Company K, First Regiment
Michigan Engineers and Mechanics Volunteers,

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

GEORGE W. FOGLE.

The bill (8. 2333) granting a pension to George W. Fogle was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen-
sion-roll the name of George W. Fogle, Company G, Bixty-second 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. -

ELLEN WHITE DOWLING.

The bill (S. 1481) granting a pension to Ellen White Dowling was
considered ns in Committee of the Whole. Itp to place 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 (8. 1269) granting a pension to Lydia K. White was consid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen-
gion-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 (8. 2058) to increase the pension of John Taylor was con-
gidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the
pension of John Taylor, late of Battery M, Third New York Light Ar-
tillery, from twelve tosixteen dollars per month, on account of gunshot
wound of the head and its resulfs.

The bill was 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 (8. 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 Volunteer Infantry.

The hill was reported to the Senats without amendment, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, rcad the third time, and passed.

JAMES E. KABLER.

The hill (8. 2616) granting a pension to James E. Kabler was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen-
sion-roll the name of James E. Kabler, late a private in Company I,
Tenth Regiment Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers.

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

ALONZO H. GREGOEY.

The bill (H. R. 5311) granting a pension to Alonzo H. Gregory was

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the
jon-roll the name of Alonzo H. Gregory, of Company H, Fifteenth
mment 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
jn 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
o 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
ion-rolls the name of David L. Partlow, father of David 8. Part-
Eow. 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. BEELY.

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

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. SBAWYER
April 24, 1888;

The Commitiee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill granting a pension
to David W. Seely, bave examined the same and report:

This bill passed the House, and the report, which isas follows, is adopted :

" The applicant in this case was a member of Lieut. R. Crandall's company,
of the Minnesoln State Militia, called out to fight the Indians in 1865. In 1856
he filed an application in the Pension Office for § ion, which was rejected on
the ground that the injuory was not received in actual engagement wilh the In-

“Tt seems that while he was in pursuit of the Indians with his company, by
the accidental discharge of his gun he was wounded in the left arm, rendering
amputation necessary. The facts as hercin set forth seem to be fully estab-
lished. Had the wound been received in an actual engagement with the Indians
claimant would have been entitled to and would have received a pension un-
der the general laws.

“Your commitiee feel that the man wns netually engaged in protectiag the
frontier from the hostile Indians, and that the technicality oughtto 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. 4579) granting a pension to Mary G. Crocker, was
considered as in Cominittee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the

nsion-roll the name of Mary G. Crocker, widow of George W. Crocker,

ate of the Seventy-fith Regiment New York Volunteers.

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

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

The bill (H. R. 4491) granting a pension to Rosanna Robey was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Wheole. It proposes to place on the pen-
sion-roll the name of Rosanna Robey, widow of Phineas 8. Robey, de-
ceased, late of Company I, Third Wisconsin Cavalry Volunteers.

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

WILLIAM L. EDDY.

The bill (8. 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 (8. 2452) placing the name of Lena Neuninger on the pen-
sion-rolls, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes
to place on the pension-rolls the name of Lena Neuninger, widow of
John Neuninger, deceased, late second lientenant 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 (8. 2450) placing the name of Bridget White on the pension-
rolls was considered as in Committes of the Whole. It proposes to place
the name of Bridget White, widow of William White, deceased, late
private Company I, Eleventh 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. MeCaleb 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:

DBe it enacted, ele,, That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, an-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisionsand
limitations of thacminn laws, the name of Sarah E, McCaleb, widow of the
late Hubert A. MeCaleb, of Company I, Eleventh Ilinois 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 be read
a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

WINEMAII RIDDELL.

The bill (8. 2128{ to pension Winemah Riddell was considered asin
Committee of the Whole. The Committee on Pensions reported an
amendment, in line 7, after the words *‘sum of,’’ {o strike out ** twenty-
five’” and insert ** twelve;”? so as to make the bill read:

Be il enneled, ele,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby an-
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Winemah Riddell, and to pay
her, from and after the passage of thisact, during life, the sum of §12 per montl.

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 fora third reading, read the third
time, and passed. .
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EDWIN E. CHASE.

The bill (8. 2571) granting a pension to Edwin E. Chase was consid-
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-
roll the name of Edwin E. Chase, late of Company B, Third Regiment
Massachusetts 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 (8. 2547) to increase the pension of Mrs. Matilda Wilkins
Emory was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ,It proposes to
place on the pension-roll the name of Matilda Wilkins Emory, widow
of the late Brig. Gen. William H. Emory, United States Army, at §50
per month, in lien of the pension she now receives.

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case?

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Report No. 1097. Does the Senator
from Missouri desire to have it read ?

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read, please.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The report will be read.

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

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the hill (8, 2547) to increase
ﬂu:‘ pension of Mrs, Matilda Wilkins Emory, have examined the same, and re-
lw‘l‘h:q 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 to place on the pen-
sion-roll the name of Ellen Shea, mother of Michael Shea, late of Com-

y 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. 1t 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. -

JAMES M. M’KEEHAN.

The bill (H. R. 6576) for the relief of Jamnes M. McKeehan was con-
gidered 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
n third reading, read the third time, and passed.

WILSON C. MOLES.

The bill (H. R. 3844) granting an increase me to Wilson C.
Moles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes fo
increase the amount of iop 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 fempore. The report wiil be read.

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. DAvIS,
April 24, 1883:

The Commiltee 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 commitlee have reported favorably several bills involving the same prin-
ciple as the present one, and they therefore recommend the passage of this bill,
Ti:e report of the House committee is subjoined.

HOUSE REPORT.
he clai tin this ioned fi tial paralysis, receivi
month fromn. March 8 1964 $15 fiom May 1. 1500, S15 Toom June. & 1475, $55 from
August 9, 1820, and $50 from May 27,1855, This 15 the highest rate that can be al-
lowed in Lhis case by the Pensi Office, b 1a t not eome
under the provisions of the act of June 16,1820, not being on the pension-roll at
that time for §50 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 sixteen years of age,
he is a complete wreck.

The report of the examining board of surgeons at Marysville, Kans., after
describing the disabilities, add :

**This man is certainly a pitiable subject, dependent upon the kindnesa of
friends f?r everything. @ requires the regular aid and attendance of another

peAﬂidavﬂs filed in the case show that from the effects of the paralysis the sol-
dier has lost all control of his bowels, and has to be cared for as an iufant would
be. His condition is certainly worse than that of a man who has lost the sight
of both e{os, or of one who has lost both legs or both arms, and is otherwise in
good health. The present pension is inadequate to provide for his comfortable
nup;port and to pay for necessary medical attendance, It is not ible for him
to live many months, and your committee believe that it isthe duty of the Goy-
ernment to make him as comfortable as possible for the short time he can live,
l.hyolrlfl committee therefore report favorably, and recommend the passage of
e H

The bill was reported fo the Senate without amendment, ordered to a
third reading, 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 Committge of the Whole. It proposes to putthe name
of Nancy F. Jennings, widow of William Jennings, late of Company
F, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan Cavalry, on the pension-roll.

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

JOHN H, SAYERS.

The bill (H. R. 3180) grantinga 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, srdered to
a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ELIZABETH WARD.

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 5. 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.

HOWARD S. ABBOTT,

The bill (H. R. 3158) increasing the pension of Howard 8. Abbott,
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the
pension of Howard 8. Abbott, certificate 73522, late adjutant of the Sev-
entyt-;aighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, be increased from $17 to $30 per
month.

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

DAVID M. RENNOE.

The bill (H. R. 6379) to increase the pension of David M. Rennoe
wasconsidered asin Committee of the Whole. Itproposestoincreasethe
pension ofIDgﬁd M\.T Iliennoe. late private in Company H, Twenty-ninth
Regiment Indiana Volunteers, to $40 per month, for disability resulti
from wounds in left foot, neck, and Elr}d i " S

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that ease.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. DAVIS
April 24, 1858:

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6379) grant~
i.ng.; pension to David M. Rennoe have examined the same and report :

e grounds on which this increase is asked are set out in the following re-

portof the House committee.
Your committee concur in the conclusion therein reached, and recommend

the passaﬁ of the bill.

This t. David M. Rennoe, enlisted as a private in Company I, Twenty-
ninth Indiana Volunteers, November 29, 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 of §8 per month, for
loss of right foot, which was increased from time to time by the Pension De-
partment until he received a pension for total third grade. At the session of
the Forty-ninth Congress a special act was passed, June 4, 188, increasing his
pension to §30 per month, because of wounds of left foot, neck, and hand. Sub-
Bequent to theipasﬁage of the aforesaid act a general act of Congress was passed
August 4,188, increasing the rate for total disability of right foot to $30 per
month. Since the passage of the aforesaid act he continued to receive only $30
per month, or the rate for the disability of right foot, nnd nothing for the disa-
bilities of fook, neck, and han

By the ruling of the Pension Bureau the special act for his relief, passed June
4, 1886, must govern, and therefore the general act of August 4, 1886, which in-
creased the rate on his disability of right foot to $30 per month, is made to re-

the effect of the special act of June 4, 1856, which inereased his pension

m $24 to §30 per month because of wounds of left foot, neck, and hand, and

this bill for au increase of pension is 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, 1856,

The evidence now on file in this case discloses the following facts: Soldier
was wounded at the battle of Murfreesborough, Tenn., Dmm%er 31, 1862, the
ball passing through the left foot, just in front of the ast lus and os ecalecias
bones, and through the center of the os ealeis of the right foot, fracturing the
bone in many pieces. Three months afler soldier was discharged from the
service on int of said w ds. In discharge it is stated * gunshot wound,
fracture of the right and lelt matatarsis; disability total.”

In a short time after the arrival of soldier at home it became necessary Lo am-
%:tatu the right fool to save his life. The board of examiningsurgeons atSouth

nd, 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 he is nov capable of walking or being on his left foot much on sccount of
red. The wounds

the lameness and soreness it produces; footlookstenderand
of neck and hand are not ful, and, he says, do not trouble him. We find
his disability as descri above to be equal 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 eitizens of his home clearly
establish the fact that the soldier is now recei

on only for the ampu-
tation of right leg 7

a
, and nothing on the wounds of the left foot, neck, or hand,

and that soldier is unable for the performance of manual labor.
mously of the opinion that elaimant is entitled to

The committee, being unani;
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the benefit of the general act of August 4, 18586, submit a favorable report and
d the y of the bill. .

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

MRS. LEPHA A. OSBORN.

The bill (H. R. 5966) granting a pension to Mrs. Lepha A. Oshorn
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 Regiment Pennsylva-
nia 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.

MRES. THEODORA M. PIATT.

The bill (H. R. 2282) granting a pension to Mrs. Theodora M. Piatt
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon
the pension-roll the name of Theodora M. Piatt, widow of Benjamin
M. Piatt, late a captainand assistant adjutant-general of United States
Yolunteers.

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

FARNAREN BALL.

The bill (II. R. 4580) granting a pension to Farnaren Ball 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
o 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.

d 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 place
on the pension-roll the name of John G. Merritt, late a sergeant of
Company K, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, at $45 per
month, in lien 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.

MRES. MARY M. ORD.

The bill (S. 2663) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary M.
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. O. C. Ord, at the rate of $100 per month, in lieu 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 time, and passed.

LAFAYETTE 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 Lakin, late of United States steam-ship Albany.

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

NOAH 8. CRAMER.

The bill (H. R. 5237) granting a pension to Noah 8. Cramer was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the
pension-roll the name of Noah 8, 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. 5847) 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.

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

SALLY A. BANDALL.

The bill (H. R. 88) granting a pension to Sally A. Randall was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen-
sion-roll the 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.

HANNAH VARQUISON.

The bill (H. R. 431) granting a pension to Hannah Varquison was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the
pension-roll the name of Hannah Varquison, widow of John M. 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. QUICKE.

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 cn the
pension-roll the name of Aletta V. Quick, dependent mother of Abram
t%l;ick, late sergeant-major of Thirteenth Regiment New Jersey Volun-

TS,

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
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the
pension-roll the name of Cyrenius G. Stryker, late a private in Com-
pany A, Thirtieth Regiment New York Volunteers.

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

WILHELMINA EUHLMANN.

The bill (H. R. 4845) granting a pension to Wilhelmina Kuhlmann
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.

The hill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to
a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOHN E. SMITH.

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.

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

ELIZA M. SCANDLIN,

The bill (8. 2779) granting a pension to Eliza M. Seandlin was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen-
sion-roll the name of Eliza M. Scandlin, widow of William G. Scandlin,
late a chaplain in the Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer
Militia, at the rate of $12 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.

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 withont amendment, ordered to
a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

SARAH J. FOY.

The bill (8. 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. TIMBERMAN.

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 HAWKINS.

The bill (8. 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 Volunteers




1888.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

3629

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 (8. 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 privatein Company C, Tenth
Ilegiment 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.

MRS. EMMA DILL.

The bill (8. 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 reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ALLEN BLETHEN,

The bill (8. 2700) granting increase of pension to Allen Blethen was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposesto place on the
pension-roll the name of Allen Blethen, late of Company H, One hun-
dred and twenty-fourth Ohio Volunteers, at therate of $24 permonth,
in lieu of that which he is now receiving.

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

ANN E. CUONEY.

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 volunteer army nurse during
the late rebellion, and to pay her, during life, a pension of $25 per
month, in lien 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, and passed.

ERNST HEIN,

The bill (8. 2413) granting an increase of pension to Ernst Hein was
eonsidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the
pension-roll the name of Ernst Hein, late a private in Company H,
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 gunnshot 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.

BRIDGET A. MURPIIY.

The bill (8. 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 (8. 1264) granting a pension {o Martha V. Coleman was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the
ion-roll the name of Martha V. Coleman, a volunteer nurse in the

te war, for life, at $25 a month. -

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

ANNA SLATER.

The bill (S. 1319) granting a pension to Anna Slater was considered
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-
roll the name of Anna Slater, a volunteer nurse in the late war, giving
her, during life, the sum of §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.

ELVIRA M. DORMAN.

The bill (8. 2830) granting increase of pension to Elvira M. Dorman
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on
the pension-roll the name of Elvira M. Dorman, minor child of James
Dorman, late of Company A, First Kansas Cavalry, at the rate of $14
per month, in lieu of that which 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.

NANCY VAN DYNE.

Mr. SAWYER. I ask leave to report from the Commitiee 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.of Nancy Van Dyne, mother of James B. Van Dyne, who was
a private in Company B, Thirty-third New York Volunteers, and late
gde:;lg} sergeant in Company I, First Regiment New York Veteran

valry.

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 protempore. It will be again read.

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘Subject to the provisions and limitations of
the of the pension laws.”’ -

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out one of the *‘ of the'’s.”

Mr. SAWYER. I thought of that, but then we should have tosend
it back to the House and it wounld cause more bother than it is worth.
It does not amount to anything.

Mr. COCKRELL. Isita House bill?

Mr. 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 eall up Order
of Business 1163, House bill 1697.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
gi-oceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1697) for the erection of a public

uilding in the city of Asheville, N. C.

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

HENRY H. SIBLEY’S REPRESENTATIVES.

Mr. DANIEL. I ask the Senate to take up Order of Business 1163,
Senate bill 518, the second on the Calendar below the one just read.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 518) for the relief of the legal repre-
sentatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased.

Mr. 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
third time, and passed.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WOONSOCKET, R. I.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of
Order of Business 1012, Senate bill 165, \

There being no objection, the bill (8. 165) for the erection of a public
building in the ecity 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 Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and directed
to acquire by purchase, cond tion, or otherwise a suitable site, and to cause
to be erected thereon, at the city of Woonsocket, in the State of Rhode Island, a
substantial and commodious publie building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use
and accommodation of the United States post-office and for other ém-ernment
uses,

The amendments were agreed to.

The nextamendment was, in line 13, before the word *‘thousand,’ to
strike ont *‘seventy-five’”’ and insert “*fifty;’’ so as to read:

The site, and the building thereon, when completed according to plans and
specifications to be previcusly made and approved by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, shall not exceed the cost of §50,000

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. I
have already explained to the members of the committee that that sum
is inadequate, and I think I have the assent of the committee in ask-
ing that the bill shall stand as originally presented.

The amendment was rejected. : -

The next amendment was, in line 17, before the word *‘ thousand,”
to fill the blank by inserting ** fifty;"’ so as to read:

And the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire
in adjacent buildings by an open space of at least 40 feet, including streets and
alleys; and for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of $50,000 is hereby ap-
E:;opriatcd. out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to

expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t can be amended.

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘fifty ”’ and in-
serting “‘seventy-five.”’
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The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agréeed to.

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

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

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT DODGE, I0WA.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration
of Senate bill 289, Calendar namber 1178,

There being no ob_]ectmn the Senate, as in Committes on the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 289) for the erection of a public build-
ing at Fort Dodge, Town.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grouuds with amendments.

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the word **purchase,” to
insers ‘‘or acquire by condemnation proceedings or otherwise;’’ so as
to rend:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and di-
.rected to purchase or acquire, by condemnation proceedings or otherwise, a
gite 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-
ﬁd;:uuﬂs, ce, and other Government offices, at the city of Fort Dodge,

Th> amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 12, after the words *‘ sum of,’’ to
strike ont ** one hundred ** and insert *‘seventy-five;'’ so as to read:

The plans, specifications, and full estimales for said bullding shall be previ-
ously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site
and building complete the sum of $75,000.

Mr. ALLISON. The original bill provided an appropriation of
$100,000. The committee have reported an amendment reducing the
sum 10 $75,000. That amountis notsufficient to put up such a building
as shonld be constructed at Fort Dodge, Iowa, where the United States
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

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 grotempore. If there be no objection, the amend-
ment will be disagreed to. The Chair hears no objection, and it is dis-

reell to.
ﬂg’l’he 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:

And no purchase of site nor }ﬂan for said building shall be approved by the
;l%c:azsary of the Treasury invelving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of

0,000,

The amendment was rejected.

The next amendment was, in line 33, before the word ‘‘thousand,’?
to strike out ‘‘one hundred’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;’’ so as to read:

For the purpose of this act the sum of §75,000 is hemby &gmprmud out of
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap'ﬁ same to be ex-
pended under the direction of the SBecretary of 'E‘rm

The amendment was rejected.

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.

PUBLIC DUILDING AT STERLING, ILL.

Mr. CULLOM. I move that theSenate proceed to the consideration
of Order of Business 1190, Senate hill 1940.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 1940) to provide for the construction
of a public building at Sterling, I11.

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:

The.t. the Bemury of the 'I‘maxurybe. md he is he:j-aby. anthorized and dg;
ted to pur asi
for, and caused to be erected therecm a suitable building fortha accommoda-

ury.

tion of the and other Gﬂvmment offices at the city of Sterling, in
the State inois.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 11, before the word *‘thousand,”
to strike out ‘‘one hundred’ and insert *‘forty;’’ soas to read:

And plans, specifications, and full estimates for said buflding shall be pre-
viously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed, for the site
and building complete, the sum of $40,000.

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment proposed reduces the amount from
$100,000 to $40,000. Iwish fo 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, and so I ask that the
maug:t:;inumed to $50,000 instead of $40,000 as proposed by the
commi

Mr. COCKRELL. I notice the same thing has been done in two or
three cases. It seems fo me the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds ought to make investigation, and if they make a report here
that we should notignoreitlightly. There have been two cases
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 $100,000. :

Mr, CULLOM. The remarks of the Senator do not apply to this

case,
Mr. COCKRELL. I am only speaking 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.

Mr. CULLOM. I move to amend the ament})ment by striking ount
$10,000 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 Public Build-
ingsand Grounds was, in line 30, before the word ** thousand,’” tostrike
out ‘‘one hundfed ’’ and insert " forty;’’ so as to read:

And no purchase of site, nor F!rm for said building, shall be approved by the
Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of
£40,000 for site and building.

Mr. CULLOM. I move to make that $50,000 also.

The amendment fo the amendmenk was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed fo.

The next amendment of the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds was to add as a new section the following:

Sec. 2. That the sum of $40, . i 5
any money in the T e o‘l)zoo?eom];irl\r?ﬁ;ﬂ' ;epgg:;egﬁ,“gpbmwf ::E
pended for the purpose provided in this act. .

Mr. CULLOM. I move toamend that amendment in line 1 by mak-
ing the amount $50,000 instead of $40,000.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments
were concurred in.

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

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY.

Mr. BERRY. I move to take up for consideration Order 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

Fors Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and
operate nrmlroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark.,
through the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of
Kansas, and anthorizing said company to build a bridge across the Ar-
kansas River at or near the city of Fort Smith, Ark.

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,

And insert:

Congress reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and

railway and messages onsn.id telegraph and hone lines,
until a government or governments shall exist in said Ty Wi

the limits of whlch said railway, ora thereof, shall be located; and then
such State government or governments shall be nuthuﬂmd to fix and te
the cost of transportation of persons and freights within their respective limits
by eaid railway; but Congress exp ¥ reserves the right to fix and regulate
at all times the cost of such tmnsportntion by eaid rallway or said comp

whenever such transportation shall extend from cone State into another, or shaﬁ

exiend into more that one State: Provided, however, That the rate of such trans-
pnrl.m.ion of &masen rs, local or interstate, shall not d the rale above ex-
ed further,

So as to make the section read:

Sgc. 4. That sald railroad ecompany shall not the inhabitants of said
Territory a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws ol' the
State of Arl for services or transportation of the same kind: Provi: ded, |
T]ml: passenger rates on said railway shall not exceed 8 cents per mile. Con-|

! ﬂreblyremmtherlghl.toregu]m o the charges for freight and passengers |
on anl | railway and messages on said telegraph and telephone linas until a
State ;-overnment or governments shall exist In said Territory within the limits |
of which said railway, or a part thereof, shall be Imtad. and. then such State
government or governments shall be authorized to fix regulate the cost of
l.mnsportanon of persons and l‘tnlxhta within lheir tive limits by said
railway ; but Congress uxpmss 'y reserves th and regulate at all
times the cost of such transportation by said m.lwayormtd company whenever
such transportation shall extend from one State into another, or extend
into more than one State : Provided, however, That the mteofmht:mn!pofhw
tion of passengers, loulorintemte,shn.llnol.omedthg rateabove
Andww,m said rallway company shall carry the mail at such
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ces as Congress may by law provide, and until such rate is fixed byh‘w the
ostmaster-General may fix the rate of eompensation.

The amendment was agreed to.

The nextamendment was, in section 9, line 2, before thgword “‘ miles,
to insert ‘*fifty,”’ and in the same line, after the word *‘ within,” to
insert ‘‘ three years;'’ so as to make the section read:

8Ec. 9. That said railway company shall build at least 50 miles of its railway
in said Territory within three years after the of this act, or the rights
herein granted €hall be forfeited as to that portion not built; and that said com-
pany shall construct and maintain continually all road and highway crossin,
and nccemrg brid, over eaid railway wherever gaid roads and highways do
now or may he er cross said railway's right of way or may be by Lthe 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:

8Ec. 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 track or tracks for the passage of railway trains; and said company
may, at its o'g‘l!on constroct and maintain ways for wagons, carriages, foot
pamet:lgem. rg{ng and receiving such r ble tolls therefor as mgubo A
proved by the Secretary of War, if built in the Indian Territory, and if built in
the State of Arkansas, by the authorities of the State of Arkansas.

Sec. 15, That said 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 and privileges hereby g;‘-nnled; and in
order to secure that object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of
‘War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the b

ge,

a map of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile be-
low proposed location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore
lines at and low waler, the direction and strength of the currents at all

stages, and the soundings, accurately showing 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 subjeet; and
until the said plan and location of the bridge areapproved by the Secretary of War
the bridge shall not be built: Provided, That the bridge built under this act
shall be a draw-bridge, with a draw over the main channel of the river at an
aceessible and navigable point, and with the spans of not less than 200 feet,
should the width of the river between the draw span and the banks be suficient
to permit it, and the head room u such spans shall not be less than ten feet
above high-water mark : Provided, also, That said draw-bridge shall be opened
promptly upon reasonable gignal for the passing of boats; and said company
shall mainiain at its own expense, from sunset until sunrise, such light or other
signal on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe,

B[re. 16. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, upon
rmiviuﬁsueh plan and map and other information, and upon being satisfied
that the bridge upon such pgm with such necessary works and at such locality
will conform to the preseribed condition= of this act, to notify the company
that he approves the same; and upon receiving such notification the said com-
pany maﬁgmed to an erection of the bridge, conforming strictly to the ap-

roved plan and location; and should any ehange be made in the plan of the

hridge or accessory works during the pro; of the work thereon, such change
shall be subject likewise to the approval of the Becretary of War, and, in case
of any.litigation arising from any obstruction or nlleged obstruction to the free
navigation of said river, caused or alleged to be cansed by said bridge, the case
may be brought in the United States court for the western district of Arkansas,

Sro. 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 Jaw-
ful structures; and said bridge shall be recognized and known as a post-route,
upon w also no lhigher charge shall be made for the trans over
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 eompany
may construct on its right of way granted in this act, this being & part
of the same; and said bridge and railway line shall enjoy the rights and privi-
legres 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 remlllgxgﬂlas;enppmpﬁam legislation the charges for freight and passen-
Eers oVer sa i

Sxc. 18, That the United States shall have the right of way for such postal-
telegraph lines across said bridge as the Government may construet or eontrol.

HEc. 19, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly
reserved; and the right to require any chnnfes in said structuore, or its entire
removal, at the expense of the owner thereof, whenever Congress shall decide
that the publie 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. Itisthesame provision which
was struck ont of the railroad bill which was passed the other day.
My colleague informed me that he intended to have all these bills
modified so as to correspond with the one then passed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated.

The Coier CLERK. In section 3, line 46, after the word ‘‘com-
pany,’’ it is proposed to strike out the words: 2

If the judgment of the court shall be for the same or & less sum than the
award made by the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged against the party
claiming damages.

The amendment was 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 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,”

FORT SEDGWICK MILITARY RESERVATION.

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the considern-
tion of Order of Business 821, Senate bill 1765.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committeeof the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 1765) to provide for the sale of the
Fort Sedgwick military reservation, in the State of Colorado and Ter-
ritory of Wyoming, to actual settlers.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with
amendments.

The firstamendment was, in section 1, line 6,after the word *‘settlers,”
ta strike out *‘ only at minimum price,”’ and in line 8, after the word
*“18%s,”’ to insert ‘‘only;’’ so as to read:

That it shall be the duty &Y the Secretary of the Interior to canse said tract of
land to be surveyed, sectionized, and subdivided as other publiclands, and after
mnd praisement to offer said land to actual settlers under and in
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;"’ inline 10, after the words * to the,’’ to strike
out ‘*appraisement thereof’’ and insert ‘‘ 1st day of January, 1838;”
and in line 14, after the word *‘laws,”” to insert ‘‘notwithstanding
such prior entry;’’ so as to read:

That if ho has made per t improv ts u
saMrior mlthﬂztpggogf ‘;a;u.nry, 1888 (being an actual settler themp:;:
has exhausted his right to make a homestead entry, such n, 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 nextamendment was, in section 1, line 17, after the words ** prior
to,’’ to strike out ‘‘such appraisement’’ and insert *‘ January 1, 1833;"
and in line 18, aiter the word ‘‘complete,”’ tostrike out ‘* the pre-emp-
tion or;"’ 5o as to make the clause read:

And led further, That the heirs of any deceased person who had made
seltlement and improvement as abgve described prior to January 1, 1888, may
complete homestead entry of the person so deceased,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr., 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 enacled, ete., That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to
cause sald tract of land to be surveyed, scctionized, and subdivided as other
public lands, and after said survey and appraisement to offer said land to actual
seltlers, under and in accordance with the provisions of the homestead Inws
only: Provided, That if any person who has made per t improv is
uponsaid land prior tothe 1st day of January, 1838 (being an actusal setiler thereon)
has exhausted his right to make a homestead entry, such or his heirs,
may enter one quarter-section of said land under the provisions of the home-
stead laws, notwithstanding such prior enlry: 4And the

&
hieirs of any d person who e settlement improvement as
above described prior to January 1, 1888, may complete homms entry of the

Smuz.w'l‘lm the sum of §1,500, or so much thercof as may be necessary, is
hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, ‘};I‘ the purpose of carrying out the provisions n?this act,

Mr. REAGAN. I am not advised about this bill, but I shounld 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 seemsiobea
military reservation, and doubtless, being a military reservation, it has
a primary value attached toit. It seems to me itis 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 up as soon as the law
authorizes them to do so.

Mr. PADDOCK. 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. Itis very common arable land, Somesettlers have gone upon
it to develop it, and the aim is to put it upon the same footing as the .
surrounding arid eountry in Northwestern Nebraska. The land is of
very little value, It could not be sold at a dollar and a guarter an
acre under the circnmstances.

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator tell us how long a military post
was kept at that place?

Mr. PADDOCK, For a very short time. It was only a temporary

. It was never an important post.

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know the particulars,

Mr. PADDOCK. The bill is the unanimons report of the Committee
on Public Lands, and was recommended by the Commissioner of the
General Land Office.

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose the commitiee in passing upon the bill
hasinquired 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. PADDOCK. e bill is in exact accordance with the provisions
of all the bills which have heen 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 under the provisions ofthisb%
the aim being to give the poor people who have gone on the land
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ﬂev:lr:f 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 if is rather an unusual thing that a
military reservation should be disposed of under pre-emption or home-
stead.

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendments
were concurred in. e

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 ~reamble in
line 1 by striking out the word ‘‘State’’ and inserting “»dZg- ' . 1d
in the same line by striking out the words *‘ Territory of Wyt.ung '
and inserting ‘‘ Nebraska;’’ so as to make it read:

Whereas the tract of land in the States of Colorado and Nebraska, known as

the Fort ick military reservation,is no longer needed or used for military
purposes, and has 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 hill to provide for the sale
of the Fort Sedgwick military reservation, in the States of Colorado
and Nebraska, to actual settlers.”’

HEIRS OF SOLOMON SPITZER.

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask tocall up House bill 2699, Calendar number
T76.

There being no ohjection, the bill (H. R. 2699) for the relief of the
heirs of the late Solomon Spitzer was considered asin Committeeof 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 Wwith 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
ohjection to the payment by the Secretary of the Treasury, but he
recommended that it be paid by Congress.

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

The 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
relief of the heirs of the late Solomon Spitzer, after having considered the
game, submit the following report:

A bill gimilar to the one under consideration was favorably reported upon by
the House Committee on Claimsof the first sessions of the Forty-seventh, Forty -
eighth, Forty ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses, and passed the House of Represent-
atives on the 2d instant. The facts in the case are fully stated in the last-men-
tioned report.

A report made by the committee of Treasury officers appointed by the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to examine into Spitzer's claim in 1880 for extra compen-
sation, and the coneurring opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, are hereto
attached and also made a part of this report.

Iu view of the facts stated in the accompanying papers, your committee re-
port baek the bill favorably and r d its g

The following is the report of the Committee on Claims of the House of Rep-
resentatives, made on February 14 last, to which isadded the above-mentioned
report of the committee of Treasury officers and the concurring opinion of the
Secretary of the Treasury :

**The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2609) for the
relief of the heirs of Solomon Spitzer, would respectfully report :

“That a similar bill was tuvog'sbig reported by Mr. TiLLMAYN, from the Com-
mittee on Claims, in the Forty-eighth Congress. Your committee concur in the
report, which is hereto annexed, and recommend that it do pass.”

“The Commiftee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1089) for the
relief of S8olomon Spitzer, and accompanying papers, have had the same under
consideration, and make the following report:

“This bill appropriates the sum of 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

ear 1879,
el 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 fretn February 1, 1878, at o compensation of §75,000 per annum.

“The contract also '?ocined that in case the work was increased more than
10 per cent. by 1 ve action i 1| of weighable goods, the

ANCy

contractor should be entitl:él to compensation in proportion to the increase,
less the 10 per cent. zped.ﬂ 3

“An unnl::oticipn increase in the volume of importations took place in the
latter 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 Department for extra mgranmtion on account
of the unexpected increase, and it was referred to a committee of Treasury offi-
cers, appointed by the Secre of the Treasury. They examined the matter
carefully, and rted that, under the terms of the contract, Spitzer was equita-
bly antll.ied to additional compensation to the extent of §1 , but there was
wer vested in the Department to pay same, an commended legislative
on. The Secretary of the Treasury concurred in t regurl. of the commitlee.
“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 to assume bidders for furnish-
ing the labor in question took into consideration,in making their bids to perform
r.ﬂe service, the a number of tons weighed :'im-!ng former years. Thequan-
tity of goods weig] 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 over §100,-
000 less than 1877, according to the report of the Treasury officials.

““The collector of the port of New York, the deputy naval officer, and Gen-
eral Curtis all seem to indieate, by communication to the Deﬁarlment on this
subject, that in their judgment it would be equitable to allow Mr. Spitzer 33 per
cent. in addition Yo his contract price for such period as the Secretary might
deein proper.

“The report of the collector of February 10, 1830, gtates that according to
Spitzer's pay-rolls the labor under the contract cost him $32,000 in 1879 more
the §75,000 received from the Government. He also estimated that during the
year 1880 the work done by Spitzer would cost something like §144,000, and ex-
perience has shown that this was an underestimate.

*“Your committee are therefore of the opinion that as Spilzer made his con-
tract in good faith, and as it is fair to assume, on the estimate as furnished by
the Government for the six years preceding 1578, that, in accordanee with the
said contract, he would be equitably entitled to an addition of 83 per cent, to
his contract price for the $ast half of the year 1579, or $12,500,

“At the commencement of the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, of
1882, Mr. Spitzer came to Washington and presented his claim, and, while here
prosecuting said claim, was suddenly taken sick, and died April 13, 1882,

“In view of the foregoing facts, your committee therefore report back the
bill, amended so as to pay said amount of §12,500 to the legal representatives
of the late Solomon Spitzer, and recommend that it do pass.”

“TREASTRY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
* Washington, D. C., August 16, 1850,
“8rr: In accordance with instructions contained in the letter of AssistantSec-
retary French, of the 12th of February last, we have examined the claims of
Solomon Spitzer for extracomp tion on ant of weighing imports at New
York, and beg leave to make the following report :

* * - - * * *
“The only other branch of the subject remaining to be considered is, what
exira compensation, if any, shall begmid to Spitzer on account of the large in-
crease in the work prior to the 1st of January last, and what period such com-
pensation shall embrace. Isis conceded that the work for which this extra
compensation is sought was of a character covered by the contract. If Mr,
Spitzer can be d 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 tons and cost per ton of weighable goods
weighed at the port of New York from 1873 to and including 1879:

Number of | Expenses of | , Cost per
Year. ¢ ton of 2,000

tons weighed.| weighing. Dounds,

1873, 1,184,3861833 | $367,984.00 $0.31,§
1574 1,188,13%.43; |  801.536,80 “2615y
= o R

6 ] i 1 . .

1877 1,007, 35604] | 31420472 L2855k
1578 1,003 66243% | 197,467.22 ST
6 1 1. 625
1870.... 1,570, wffi’ﬁ 198,207.78 1288
“ Average number of tons weighed during each of the six years from 187" >

and including 1878, 1,104 488,

“ Average cost per ton, 0.2713+ cent.

“It is mssumed that bidders for furnishing the labor in question took into
consideration, in making their bids, the avem%e number of tons weighed 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 42

T cent.

b The contract specified that in case the work was increased more than 10per
cent. by legislative action, increasing the classes of weighable goods, the con-
tractor should be entitled to extra compensation in proportion to the increase,
less the 10 per cent. sieelﬂed.

** The collector, by his letter of January 14 (see Exhibit F); the dapu?' naval
officer, by his letter of January 12, and General Curtis, by his report of January
10 (both inclosures of Exhibit F),all seem to indicate that,in the judgment of
these officers, it would be equitable to allow Spitzer 33 per cent., in addition to
his contract price, for such period as the Secretary may deem proper.

“To form any judgment as to the perlod of time which this extra compensa-
tion should embrace, it is proper to inquire what were the expenses and receipts
of Mr, Spitzer in connection with the contract for the year 1579, The report of
the collector of February 10, 1880, marked I, states that according to BEH zer's
pay-rolls the labor under the contract cost him §32,000 in 1879 more than the
£75,000 received from the Government as the contract Erico. The collector esti-
mates in said letter that during the present year the work done by Spitzer
would cost, on the basis of last year's importations, something like $144,000, and
later experience has shown thatv this was a serious underestimate.

“ Upon review of all the cireumstances, we are of opinion that if Mr. Spilzer
has in good faith performed his contract nemrdinli‘lo its terms, he would be
equitably 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 that no power exists in the Secretary to
make this award without legislative sanction.

“Yery respectfully,
J. H. ROBINSON,
P ** Assistant Solicitor,

“ Bupervising Special Agent.
B Yantna Aoon

* Chief Customs Division.
“Hon, JOEN SHERMAN, Secrefary.”

“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
' Washington, D. C., March 1,1881,

“Srr;: I am in receipt of a note from the clerk of ycur committee, dated 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-

rtment upon the merits of a bill therewith inclosed for the relief of Solomon

tzer.

H‘Thls bill proposes to appropriate the sum of §12,500, or so much thereof as,
in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, may be necessary to pay the
claim of Sclomon Spitzer for the unexpected increase in the work of weighing
imports at the port of New York under his contract with this Department for

9.
ths ;le:rslsfwet entered into a contract with this De; ment to do all the work
of weighing imports at the port of New York for t years from February 1,
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1878, at a compensation of §75,000 per annum. This contract was let to Spitzer
after public advertisement, he being the lowest bidder.

“ A great, and to a large extent unanticipated, increase in the volume of im-
portations took place in the latter part of the year 1579, and the quantity of
welighable goods imported continued to increase to snch an extent that the con-
tractor was no longer able to perform his contract, and it was accordingly ter-
minated on the Ist of January, 1850,

** After the abrogation of the contract Spitzer presenteda claim for extra com-
pensation on account of the heavy and unexpected increase in the volume o1
the work during the laust halfof the year 1579, and this claim was referred by me
to a commiitee consisting of the Assistant Solicitor of the Treasury, the chief of
the special agent's foree, and the chief of the customs division, and I inclose
herewith a copy of their report upon the case, Their conclusion was that inns-
much as this work was done while the contract remained in force there was no

aner vested in the Department to grant the relief sought, but that if Spitzer |
ad faithfully performed the terms of his contract he was equitably entitled to §

additional compensation to the extent of §12,500. The method by which they
arrive at this sum as a basis of compensation is given in their report.
* I know of no ficts which lead me to dissent from the conclusion reached by
the committee,
"“Yery respeciiully,
“YJOHN SHERMAN, Secretary.
“Hon. J. D. O. ATRINS,

‘* Chairman Commiltee on Appropriations, House of Representatives.”

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

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DULUTH, MINN.

Mr. SABIN. Imove 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. i

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 bill 384,

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 384) to provide for the erection ol a
public building in the city of Dover, in the State of New Hampshire,
which was reported from the Commitiee on Public Buildings and
Grounds with amendments.

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word ‘‘ pur-
chase,” to insert ‘‘or acquire by condemnation proceedings or other-
wise;”’ g0 as to make the section read:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and di-
rected to purchase, or aecquire by condemnation proceedings or otherwise, a
site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with commodious
fire-proof vaults, for the accommodation of the post-office, internal-revenue
office, and other Government offices at the city DF Dover, in the State of New

~ Hampshire.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 12, before the word
**thousand,”’ tostrike out ‘‘ one hun ¥ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;’
s0 as to read:

The site, and the building thereon, when completed npon plans and specifica-
tions to be previonsly made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury,
shall not exceed the cost of §75,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, 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 and expended
for the purposes provided in this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported tothe Senate asamended, 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. EDWARDS,

Mr. 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 toa
third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOHN F. SHORTER.

Mr, SPOONER. Mr. President—

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Wiseonsin 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 committee, 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 thatthe bill be recommitted if it has
not already been sent back to the committee.

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. 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

o 3 “UTCHELL.

: SURETIES OF DENNIS MURPHY.

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration
of Order of Business 935, Senate bill 1715.

There being no ohjection, the bill (8. 1715) for the reliefof thesureties
of Dennis Murphy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
proposes to release from liability the sureties of Dennis Murphy, who
was formerly paymasterand military storekeeper at thenational armory
at Harper’s Ferry, Va., upon his official bond to the United States as
such paymasterand military storekeeper, executed on the 28th of April,
1858.

“The bill was reported to the Senate without ameundment, ordered to
_4¥ngrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
ESTATE OF JOSEPH H. MADDOX.

. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider-
Bisess o1 Order of Business 508, being the bill (8. 2201) for the relief of
Laura E. Maddox, widow and executrix, and Robert Morrison, execu-
tor of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased.

Mr. COCKRELL. Pending that motion I move that the Senate do
now adjourn.

Mr. MITCHELL.

Mr. COCKRELL.

Mr. MITCHELL. This bill—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable.

Alr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the motion, if the Senator desiresto
make an explanation.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The motion to adjourn is withdrawn.

Mr. MITCHELL. This bill was reached in regular order three or
four weeks ago, and was passed over at the suggestion of a Senator on
my own motion. The bill has been twijce reported unanimously after
careful 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

Will the Senator allow me a moment?
Certainly.

1 will state in addition that there were two bills of the same nature,
arising out of similar transactions. One was passed two or three weeks
ago and this one was held over so that the Senator from Towa [Mr.
ArLLisoN] might examine into the matter. He has done o and he
withdraws his objection. I appeal to the Benator from Missouri not to
interpose any objection by a motion to adjourn, and let us pass thisbill.

Mr. COCKRELL. I appeal to the Senator from Oregon not to ask
the Senate to pass a bill of this character with no quornm here. There
is 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
when you touch the question of insurrectionary claims, claims for prop-
erty acquired technically under the law, you touch a very large num-
berof claims. They have 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 fofo. 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 [Mr. HHOAR] once re-
ported this claim adversely. :

Mr. MITCHELL. No, Mr. 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-
rum. There is no use in wasting time with it now.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is not necessary that the Senator from Mis-
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 in the world. I shall
not press the bill now, but I ask him to-morrow or this week to look
into this case carefully.

Mr. 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.

Mr. 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.

Byunanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 3727) for the relief of William
P. Gorsuch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes
to pay William P. Gorsuch, of Carrell County, Maryland, $300, 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.)
th:l Sinaba adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 3, 1888, at 12
o’clock m.
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NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations received by the Senale May 2, 1888,
CHIEF-JUSTICE.
Melville W. Fuller, of Illinois, to be ChieftJustice of the United States,
in the place of Morrison R. Waite, deceased.
UNITED STATES CONSUL.

David N. Burke, of New Yerk, now consul at Puerto Cabello, to be
consul of the United States at Bahia, vice William O. Patton, resigned.
ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE.

Franeis Gross, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of merchandise
in the district of New York, in theState of New York, to succeed William

Kent, deceased.
ARMY APPOINTMENT.

James 8. Jouett, late first lientenant Tenth Cavalry, to be first lien-
tenant in the Tenth Cavalry, with rank from February 17, 1883.
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.
Third Regiment of Artillery.
Capt. Wallace F. Randolph, of the Fifth Artillery, to be major, April
25, 1848, vice Lodor, promoted to the Fifth Artillery.
Fourth Regiment of Artillery.
Lieut. Col. Henry W. Closson, of the Fifth Artillery, to be colonel,
April 25, 1888, vice Best, retired from active service.
Fifth Regiment of Artillery.
Maj. Richard Lodor, of the Third Artillery, to belientenant-colonel,
April 25, 1888, vice Closson, promoted to the Fourth Artillery.
First Lient. Benjamin K. Roberts, to be captain, April 25, 1888, vice
Randolph, promoted to the Third Artillery.
Second Lient. Harvey C. Carbaugh, to be first lieutenant, April 25,
1888, vice Roberts, promoted. .
] Second Regiment of Infaniry.
Second Lieut. John S. Mallory, to be first lientenant, April 10, 1888,
vice Muhlenberg, deceased.
Third Regiment of Infaniry.
Lient. Col. Edwin C. Mason, of the Fourth Infantry, to be colonel,
April 24, 1828, vice Brooke, appointed brigadier-general.
Fourth Regiment of Infantry.
Maj. Frederick Mears, of the Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be lientenant-
colonel, April 24, 1888, vice Mason, promoted to the Third Infantry.
Twenty-first Regiment of Infantry.
First Lient. Joseph W. Duncan, regimental adjutant, to be captain,
April 24, 1888, wice Miles, promoted to the Twenty-fifth Infantry.
Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry.
Capt. Evan Miles, of the Twenty-first Infantry, to be major, April
24, 1388, vice Mears, promoted to the Fourth Infantry.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
WEDNESDAY, May 2, 1888.

The House metat12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain,|Rev. W. H.
MirLsuRN, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings wasread and approved.

VETO MESSAGE, II. B. WILSON.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the message from the
President of the United States, the reading of which was interrupted on
yesterday by the adjournment.

The Clerk read as follows:

To the House of Representatives:

I return without approval House bill No, 19, entitled “An act for the relief of
‘H. B. Wilson, administrator of the estate of William Tinder, deceased.”

The p of this bill is to refund to the estate of William Tinder ihe sum
of £5,000 which was paid to the Government by his administrator in June, 1850,

- upon the following E‘etu:

In 1576 two indictments were found one Evans, charging him 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 1wo
recognizances in the sum of £5,000 each, with W, R, Evans and William Tinder
as surcties, conditioned for the appearance of the prisoner Evans at the next
term of the court, in November, 1578, for trial upon said indictment, Before
that date, however, the pri try and failed to ap accord-

the
ing to the condition of his bond. In the mean time William T
H. B. Wilson was inted his administrator.

Suits were brought upon the two bail bonds, and the liability of the sureties
not being admitted, the snits were tried in Mareh, 1580, resulting in two judg-
ments in favor of the United States and against the surety Evans and the estate
of Tinder for £5,000 each and the costs.

Soon thereatter an application was made by the administrator of the estate
of William Tinder for relief, and an offer was made by him to pay $5,000and the
i:osl.s. in comp ise and settl of the liability of said estate upon said two

udgments.

These judgments were a preferred claim against the estate, which was repre-
sented to be worth sixteen or eighteen thousand dollars. The other surety,
Evauns, was alleged to be worthless, and it was claimed that neither the admin-

istrator of the Tinder estate nor his altorneys had known the whereabouts of
the indicted party since his flight, and that some time would elapse before cer-
tain ]it!g:t[o&. in which the estate was involved could be settled and the claims
against it pal

1t was considered best by the oflicers of the Government to accept the proposi-
tion of the administrator, which was done in June, 1880, The sum of §5,099.06,
the amount of one of said judgments, with interest and costs, was paid into the
United States Treasury, and the estate of Tinder was, in consideration thereof,
released and discharged from all liability upon both of said judgments,

Thus was the transaction closed, in exaet aceordance with the wishes and the
prayer of the representative of this estale, and by the favor and indulgence of
the Government upen his application. There was, so far as I can learn, no con-
dition attached, and no understanding or agr t that any fi oceurrence
would affect the finality of the compromise by which the Government had ae-
R et ot et

appears n the party it Was arres an 1o
which resulted in his convietion. And apparently for this reason alone it is pro-
posed by the bill under consideration to open the settlement made at the re-
quest of the administrator and refund to him the sum which he paid on such
seltlement pursnant to his own ofler.

I can see no fairness or justice to the Government in such a proposition. I
do not find any statement that the administrator delivered the prisoner to the
United States authorities for trial. On the contrary, it appears from an exami-
nation made in the First Comptroller's Office that he was arrested by the mar-
shal on the 25th of May, 1881, who charged and was paid his fees therefor. And
if the administrator had surrendered the prisoner to justice, it would not enti-
tle him to the repayment of the money he has paid to compromise the two
judgments against him,

The temptation to relieve from eontracts wilh the Government upon plausible
application is, in my opinion, not sufficiently resisted. But to refund money
paid inte the public Treasury wpon such a liberal compromise as is exhibited in
this ease seems like a departure from all business principles and an unsafe eon-
cession that the interests of the Government are to be ensily surrendered.

GROVER CLEVELAND.

ExXECUTIVE MAXsIoN, May 1, 1858,
The SPEAKER. What action will the House take with the mes-
sage?
Mr. WHEELER. I move that it be referred to the Committee on
Claims, and ordered to be printed.
The motion was agreed to.
COLLECTION OF REVENUE, NO MAN’'S LAND.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre-
tary of the Treasury, transmitting correspondence and recommending
legislation for enforcing the laws for the collection of internal revenue
in the Publie Land Strip known as ‘‘No Man's Land;’’ which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

BRIDGE ACEOSS BLACK RIVER, ARKANSAS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the Housa the bill (8. 2614) to
authorize the Batesville and Brinkley Railroad to build a bridge
across the Black River in Arkansas; which was read a first and second
time.

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the House
for the consideration of this bridge bill at the present time; and hope -
I-will be permitted to state in this comnection that the bill has been
reported unanimeously by the House committee in 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 usual re-
strictions placed in bills of this character.

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

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no objection; but there is another Senate
bill which came over on Friday last, relating to the establishment of a
certain light-housein Maine; and I'nsk that I may also be recognized for
the purpose of asking the present consideration of that bill.

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the gentleman will let that come up after-
wards. I did not object to its eonsideration.

Mr. MILLS. Let each stand on its own merita.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has withheld from the House, at the
suggestion of members who desired to ask unanimouns consent, several
Senate bills, among them the one to which the gentleman from Maine
refers. The Chair has sent for the bill. i

Is there ohjection to the present consideration of the bill referred to
by the gentleman from Arkansas?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the bill demanded ?

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the reading will be dispensed with.

The reading of the bill was dispensed with.

The bill was consid ordered to be read o third time; and was
accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pagei;ed ; and also moved that the motion to recansider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House bill No. 6563,
upon the same subject, will be laid upon the table.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., FOX ISLAND, MAINE.

The SPEAKER alse laid before the House the bill (S. 2506) for the
establishment of a light-house, fog-signal, and day beacon in the vicin-
ity of Goose Rocks, Fox Island Theroughfare, Maine.




1888.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3635

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for the pres-
ent consideration of that hill. ;

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That there be established at or near Goose Rocks, at the
entmnm of Fox Island Thoroughfare, on the coast of Maine, a light-house and

og-signal, and that there be established at or near Channel Roek in the vieinity

'of Goose Rocks, a day beacon, the cost of which shall not exceed the sum of
§35,000, including the cost of I.bemhen. and said £35,000, or so much thereof as
may be necessary for said purposes, is hereby apptoprlnt.ad out of moneys in
'the Treasury not otherwise a.pproprfn

Mr. 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 premsely the bill re-
ported by the House committee, and also precisely in the form of the
bill which waa passed a few days ago for the establishment of a light-
house on the Florida coast, on motion of the gentleman from Florida
|.[M.r Davipsox]. I will state that this is recommended by the See-

retary of the 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 [Mr. CLARDY ] in his seat, who has 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 Missouri,
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.
i.nMir. II;JIIKGLEY' I now move to strike out the appropriating clause

the bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that portion of the bill pro-
posed to be stricken out.

The Clerk read as follows:

And said §33,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary for said purposes, is
ilmby appropriated out of moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri-

The motion to strike ont 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
mpaaﬂalbl. ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the

8.

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, VIRGINIA.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8, 1828) {o pro-
vide for a light-house at Newport News, Middle Ground, Virginia;
which vsas read a first and second time.

Mr. PHELAN. I ask for the present consideration of that bill.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized
and directed to cause a light-house to be constructed at Newport News, Middle
Ground. Virginia; and $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is
hereby l.pprog:l.atcd for this purpose from any money in the Treasury not other-
Wwise I!WI'DDT =

The APEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
the hill?

Mr. CRISP. I believe that the chairman of the Committee on Com-
merce, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY], is now present.
T desire to eall his attention to the request of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [ Mr. PHELAN].

Mr. CLARDY. Isthis a Senate bill?

The SPEAKER, Itis.

Mr. CLARDY. It seems to carry an appropriation.

Mr. PHELAN. Iam willing tohave the appropriation strickenout.

Mr. CLARDY. I ask the gentleman further if the Senate bill con-
forms in every respect to the House bill.

Mr. PHELAN. It conforms to the House bill exactly, except that
the House bill provided for an appropriation of $35,000 and the Senate
hill for an appropriation of $50,C00, 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-
gcribing the amount which this light-house will cost.

Mr. PHELAN. That can be settled by an appropriation hereafter.
The Light-House Board ealls for an appropriation of $50,000. The
House committee recommended an appropriation of $35,000. The Sen-

ate bill calls for 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 this 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
passedbl ; 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 (8. 1064) for the
relief of L. J. Worden; which was read a first and second time.

Mr. FUNSTON, I desire to say that I introduced a bill like this in
the House, which has been favorably 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 (8. 1054) was read as follows:

Be it enacled, efz., That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, authorized
and directed to allow L. J. Worden, late postmaster at Lawrence, Kans , for ex-
penditures made by said L., J. Worden for clerk-hire neceszary for the' Toper
transaction of the business of said post-office during the period from July 1,
1882, to June 30, 1853, the sum of $6253; and that a sum sufficient to pay said al-
lowance is hereby uppropri.nted out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated

The SPEAKER. Isthere chjection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. CRISP. I ask if that bill has been considered by the Honse
committee ?

Mr. FUNSTON. Itwasconsidered in the Iast Congress by the House
committee and favorably reported. A similar bill was introduced in
this House and has been favorably reported.

Mr. CRISP. ' In this Congress ?

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir,

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration of
the hill?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered tn a third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. FUNSTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pa.];aiied 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..2265) was laid on the table.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted asfollows:

To Mr. GROSVENOR, for four days, on account of important busi-
ness.

To Mr. BDowEx, indefinitely, on account of sickness,

OEDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. MILLS. I now call for the regular order, and move to dispense
with the morning hour for the call of committees for reports.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 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 Military Academy. A
House bill giving that permission has been reported. A Senate bill for
the same purpose has been received, and I ask that it be passed.

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MiLrs] has
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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has declined to with-
draw his call for the regular order, and the Chair has no discretion.
The question is on the motionof the gentleman from Texas to dispense
with the moming hour for the eall of committees for reports.

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof.

Mr. MILLS. Iask unanimous consent that gentlemen having re-
ports to make from committees may have leave to hand them to the
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 and Fisheries,

reported back favorably the following resolution; which was referred to
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the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed:

Re:oleed, That the Committec on Merchant Marine and Fisheries be author-
ized and directed to fully and thoroughly investigate the fur-seal fisheries of
Alaska, and all contracts or leases made by the Government with any persons
or companies for the taking of fur seals or other fur-bearinanimuIs in Alaska;
the character, duration,and conditions of such contracts or leases ; and whether
and to what extent thesame have been enforced and complied with or violated;
the receipts therefrom, and the expenses incorred by lEe 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 Uniled States in the fur-
senl and other fisheries in the Hering Sea, in Alaskn; whether and to what ex-
tent the same have becn violated, and by whom ; and what, if any, legislation
is necessary for the betler protection and preservation of the same; thai said
commiltee be authorized to send forfcnsonsnnd papers, issue process, summon
witnesses, ndminister oaths, ete., and to employ aclerk, stenographer, and mes-
senger, wliose compensation shall not exceed $6 & day while so employed ; and
that all expenses of such investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of
the Ilouse,

DEFICIENCY IN EXPENSES OF COLLECTING CUSTOMS REVENUE,

Mr. BURNES, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a bill
(II. R. 9788) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the
appropriation for expenses of collecting the revenue from customs for
the fiscal 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.

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (S. 2014) granting a {bensiou to John Farlow;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be
printed.

RACHAEL A. SINKINSON.

Mr. PIDCOCK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1101) granting a pension to Rachael
A. Sinkinson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed. :

SAMUEL NOBLE.

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back
favorably the bill (8. 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-CHANNELS,

Mr. CATCHINGS, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, re-
ported back resolution moved by Mr. SpixoLA April 30, 1828, with
the following substitute therefor; which was referred to the House
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed:

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to trans-
mit to the House of Representatives 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, the amount of ma-
terial removed by the said contractors to date, and the estimated amount of
material yet to be removed undef the contract, and also at the present rate of

progress what length of time will be required to exhaust the present appropria-
tion of §750,000, and why the work has not been pushed forward more rapidly.

ACADEMIC BUILDING AND GYMNASIUM, WEST POINT.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re-
ported back the bill (H. R. 9408) for the erection of an academic build-
ing and gymnasium at West Point; 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.

PUBLIC BUILDING, WATERBURY, CONN.

Mr, SOWDEN, from the Committeeon Public Buildingsand Grounds,
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7729) for the erection
of a public building at Waterbury, Conn.; which was referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

POLICE MATRONS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
reportea back favorably the bill (H. R. 8039) providing for the ap-
pointment of police matrons 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.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, introduced
a bill (H. R. 9804) to validate acknowledgment of deeds made before
commissioners of the circnit 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.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message {from the Senate, by Mr. McCooK, its Secretary, announced

that the SBenate had agreed to the amendments of the House to the bill

(8. 738) granting a pension to the guardian of Enos J. Searles, of Cler-
mont County, Ohio. -

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 Senate had disagreed to the
amendments of the House to the bill (8. 2345) authorizing the con-
struction of bridges across 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 had appointed as conferees on
the part of the Senate Mr. Ransom, Mr. VEsT, and Mr. SAWYER.

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill
(8. 1913) for the erection of ‘a_public building at Emporia, Kans.; in
which the concurrence of the House was requested.

TARITFF.

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Commitiee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid-
eration of bills raising revenue,

The motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole

.House on the state of the Union, Mr, SPRINGER in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill
the title of which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the
collection of the revenue.

Mr, WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the collection of taxes
is one of the admitted functions of government; but how they shonld
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 orsystem 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 hy
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 retained in the Treasury vaults, the people
have arightto complain. Excessive ornnnecessary taxation takes from
the people what is theirs, and what they have a right to retain and
use, and the unnecessary accumulation of money in the Treasury merely
adds to the wrong, for it can only have the effectof 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 he consumes. Hence it follows that the burden of
such taxes must be disproportionately heavier on the man who, from necessity,
expends all or nearly all of his wages, salary, or other income, in mere living,
than on him who expends one-hall or one-third, or a smaller proportion of 11?5
income for like purposes, and lays up a surplus for increasing ]l:i: resources,
® & ® Iyery 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 States are imposed on the property, every one
paying in proportion to his wealth and ability. But tarift taxes often
fall more heavily upon the necessaries of the poer than upon the Inx-
uries 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 in the Treasury more than $100,000,-
000, and for a number of years we have had an nnnecessary accumula-
tion of the money cf the people withdrawn from the cireulating medinm
of the country. The amount of this drain on the country is not at once
aporeciated. David A. Wells, one of our best thinkers and writers on
economics, in an article published in the Princeton Review 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
average income of each person, out of which subsistence, savings, education,
means of enjoyment, reparation of waste, and taxes are to be prcvl‘ded, would
not be in excess of 50, Erolmbty not over 40, cents per day. But, as a practical
malter, we know that the annual product is not divided equally, and never can
be, and some receive the annual average as stated multiplied by hundreds and
thousands, which of course necessitates that very many others shall receive pro-
portionately less, \ '

‘When, now, it is further considered that the present aggregate of Federal,
State, and municipal taxation in the United Stales probably amounts to 7 per
cent. on the value of the entire annual product of the country, and that the un-
necessary taxation of §100,000,000 which the Federal Government now collects
from the people is 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 bur-
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, whie
80 many politicians and so-called statesmen advocate as in the interest of tha
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masses, feurfully trenches on the narrow measure of comfort which the masses
u%dﬂt' t.lt:‘e most favorable circumstances ean obtain,
uch taxes—

Says Mr. Atkinson, alluding to the fact before noticed that the Fed-
eral taxes fall on commodities—

take from the many what they may sctually need for a bare subsistence., They
must full with the greatest 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 present excess of national taxation may be equal Lo only 15 per cent.
of the possible savings of the whole people, they may take 100 per cent.—even
the little all—of what the poor man may save.

In addition to the direct injury to the general business of the country |

and to the individunal citizen such an accumnulation in the Treasury is
demoralizing in the extreme. It is an incentive to the multiplication
of offices, the increase of salaries, and to extravagant, if not corrupt,
expenditures generally. It can not be necessary to enlarge on the wrong
of overtaxation or the evils of such a surplus. All will, at leasuin
theory, admit them. The President has at different times 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 asked for a
higher tariff than that of the Morrill bill, in 1861.

But during the war very heavy internal taxes having been imposed
on mearly 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
distined 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 distinet under-
standing. Mr. MORRILL, in a speech introducing one of the bills, used
this langnage:

It will be indispensable for us to revise the tariff on foreign imports so far as
it may be seriously disturbed by any,internal duties, and to make proper repara-
tion. * * * Ifwe bleed manufacturers, we must sec 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
domestic manufacturers against foreign importers.

These gentlemen had charge of the bills and were, asit is well known,
leading protectionists.

The three revenue acts of June, 1864—practically one measure—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
anthorized a loan of $400,000,000. The first two were understood to be
and advoeated 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
exciling questions of reconstruction disposed of, the attention of Con-
gress 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 piotectionist and
the author of the tariff bills, said in 1870:

For revenue pur , and not solely for protection, 50 per cent, in many in-
stances has been aned to the tariff (during the war) to enable our home trade
to bear the new but indispensable burdens of internal taxation. Already we
have relinquished most of such taxes. So far, then, as protection is concerned
* * * e may safely remit the percentage of tariff on a considerable part of
our foreign importations, * * * It isa mistake of the friends of a sound tariff
Lo 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:

By act of 1866. £55, 000, 000
By act of 1867.... 40, 000, 000
By act of 1868, 23, 000, 000
6L TR R e R R S A U R S « 45,000, 000
LA T | e R R e , 000, 000

So far as they affected the manufacturers the internal-revenue taxes
were wiped out. The people had, therefore, a right to demand that
the promised reductions should be made in the taxation on imports.
But during the war and the years following the protectionists had seen

many fortunes made—I should rather say acquired—in a few years,
and they thought this their opportunity. And our princely masters—
for, disguise it as we may, they have dominated us for years—insisted
on retaining, and do still substantially retain, what was conceded to
them by the patriotism of the people as a war measure, on the express
understanding that when the pressure of infernal taxes should cease
the pressure of their exactions should also cease. ¥
The good old rule
Sufficeth 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 eyer 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 npon 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
fendal lords of the middle ages for the right to compel the masses of
the people to contribute to their 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; butnevertheless 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, & 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 sncceeded.

So, that the very truth may appear, I refer to the record.

In 1870, a bill being bhefore the House to regulate internal taxes and

for other purposes, Mr. HOLMAN moved an amendment imposing—
a tax of 10 per cent. Eer annum on the interest and income aceruing 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 Republieans 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 izssued under the laws of the
United States.

Which was disagreed to—yeas12, nays 36. Of the yeas 8 were Demo-
crats and 4 Republicans; of the nays all were Republicans.

Mr. Thurman moved to amend by adding 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 Siates 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 wasdisagreed to—yeas 11, nays 35. Of the yeasall were Dem-
ocrats but 3; of the 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 enacled, efe., That on and after the passage of this act, except as herein-
after provided, the taxes hercinafter specified, imposed by internal-revenue laws
now in force, be, and the same are hereby, repealed, namely: The stamptaxon
bank-checks, drafts, orders, and vouchers; the tax on the capital and deposits
of banksand bankers, under gection 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, perfumery,

mediecinal preparations, other articles, imposed by Schedule A, following see-
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, ete., under $100 in amount; which
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was disagreed to—yeas 19, nays 39; of the yeas all were Demoerats, 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 capital 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’’ here included pills, powders, tinctures, troches, loz-
enges, sirups, cordials, bitters, anodynes, tonics, plasters, liniments,
salves, ointments, waters, essences, spirits, oils, or other medicinal prep-
arations; in fine, it inciuded 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-
ents.

Mr. VANCE then moved to amend as follows:

Exeept playing-cards, after the words * Schedule A, go 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 until 1883, 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 necessary, and I beg leave to call attention to the record of
the struggle that followed.

A bill pending in the SBenate in that year, fixing the rate of duties
on certain articles, contained 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.

Mr. VANCE moved to substitute 25 per cent. for 50 per cent., which
was rejected—yeas 20, nays 27; the yeas were all Democrats but 1,
the nays all Republicans but 3, one of the 3 being a Liberal.

Mr. BECK thereupon moved to substitute 40 per cent., which was
rejected—yeas 17, nays 23; the yeas being all Democrats, the nays all
Republicans but 2, one of whom was a Liberal.

Mr. VANCE moved thereupon to substitute 45 per eent., which was
rejected—yeas 20, nays 28; the yeas being all Democrats; nays all Re-
publicans but 4, one of whom was a Liberal.

Pending the following clause of the same bill—

P lain and Bohemian glass, painted glassware, stained glass, and all other
manufactures of glass, or of which glass shall be a component material of chief
;‘::::1. not specinlly enumerated or provided for in this act, 45 per cent. ad va-

Mr. BECK moved to amend so as to reduce the duty to 40 per cent.
ad valorem, which was rejected—yeas 16, nays 25; the yeas being all
Democrats but 1, the nays all Republicans but 3, one of whom was a
Liberal.

Pending the same bill Mr. INGALLS moved to strike out the elanse
imposing a tariff on lumber, laths, shingles, clapboards, etc., the ob-
ject being to place these on the free-list, which was agreed to—yeas 25,
nays 23. The yeas were all Democrats but 5, one of whom was a Lib-
eral, and the nays were all Republicans but 1. This amendment was
subsequently defeated by the Republicans.

Pending the following clause of the same bill—

Bar-iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats less than 1 inch wide and not
less than three-eighths of an inch thick, nine-tenths of a cent per pound; com-
frisinz round iron not less than three-fourths of an inch in diameter, and square

ron, not less than three-fourths of an inch square, 1 cent per pound; eomprising
flats less than 1 inch wide or less than three-eighths of 1 inch, round iron lesa
than three-fourths of an inch and not less than seven-sixteenths of an fnch in
diameter, and square iron less than three-fourths of an inch square,1.2 cents
per pound—

Mr. BECK moved to amend by making—

Bar-iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats not less than an inch wide nor
less than tluee—nijfhthg of an inch thick,and round iron not less than three-
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-sixteenths of an inch in diameter ;
and square iron not less than three-fourths of an inch square, eight-tenths of 1
<ent per pound. 3

Which was rejected—yeas 25, nays 33; the yeas were all Democrats,
the nays all Republicans but 4, two of whom were Liberals.

In the same bill was the following clause:

Tron or steel T-rails weighing not over 25 pounds tothe yard, and iron or steel
flat rails punched, nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound.

Pending which Mr. Bayard moved to make the rate seven-tenths of
1 cent per pound, which wus rejected—veas 24, nays 26. Of the yeas
all were Democrats but 1; of the nays all were Republicans but 2.

In the same bill, pending a clause taxing boiler or other plate iron
1.3 cents per pound, Mr. BECK moved toreduce the tax to 11 een 3 per
pound, which was agreed to—yeas 28, nays 25. Of the yeas all were
Demoecrats but 3, one of whom was a Liberal; of the naysall were Re-
publicans but 1, and he a Liberal.

In the same bill, pending the following clanse—

Wrought iron or steel spikes, nuts, and washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes,
2 cents per pound—

Mr. VANCE moved to reduce the rate to 1} cents, which was rejected-—
eas 23, nays 25; the yeas were all Democrats, the nays all Repub-
icans. ;

Pending this clause—

Iron or steel blacksmiths’ hammers and sledges, track-tools, wedges, and crows
bars, 2} eents per pound—

Mr, VANCE moved 1o reduce the rate to 2cents, which was rejected—
yeas 18, nays21. The yeas were all Democrats, the naysall Republicans
but 1, and he an Independent.

Pending this clanse—

Horseshoe nails, hob nails, and wire nails, and all other wrought-iron or steel
nails, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 4 cents per pound—

Mr. CoxE 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 clanse—
thmrl?;:i ae:;t: :.lgdof."l‘tﬁ; r!ean‘:ﬁ not specially enumerated or provided for in

Mr, CokE moved to make the rate 20 per cent., which was rejected—
yeas 21, nays 27; yeas all Democrats, nays all Republicans.

Pending this clanse—

That on all kinds of iron or steel articles or manufacturesof iron or steel here-
inbefore in this act enumerated, when galvanized or coated with any metal or
compound, alloy, or mixture of metals, by any process whatever, there shall be
paid one-half cent per pound in addition to the rates provided in this act—

Mr. BAULSBURY 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 thisamendment, if adopted, was to
except fenee-wire from the additional burden imposed by this act.

Pending this clanse—

Hollow-ware, coated, glazed, or tinned, 3 cents per pound—

Mr. VAXCE moved to make the rate 2} cents, which was rejected—
yeas 19, nays 22; the yeas all Democrats buf 2, one of whom wasa Lib-
eral; nays all Republicans,

Pending this clause—

Potato or corn starch, 1 cent per pound; rice starch, 2} cents per pound; other
starch, 2} cents per pound—

Mr. HALE moved to make the first-named rate 2 cents, which was
agreed to—yeas 23, nays 24; the yeas all Republicans but 2, and they
were Liberals; the nays all Democrats.

Pending this clanse—

Cotton thread, yarn warps or warped yarn, whether single or advanced be-

yond the condition of single by twisting two or more single amalofo!.h.er
whether in beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or any other g.r , value not
exceed-

exceeding 25 cents, 10 cents per pound; valued at over 25 cents and not

ing 40 cents per pound, 16 cents per pound; valued at over 40 cents per pound
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, g?wnl.s per pound; valued at
over 60 cents per pound and not exceeding 70 cents per pound, 85 cents per pound ;
valued at over 70 cents per pound and not exceeding 50 cents pound, 40 eents
per pound ; valued at over 80 cents per pound and not exceeding §1 per pound,
50 cents per pound; valued atover a dollar per pound, 50 per cent, ad valorem—

Mr. HARRIS moved to place upon all the classifications one uniform
rate of 30 per cent. ad valorem, which was rejected—yeas 23, nays 30;
yeas all Democrats but 2, nays all Republicans but 2. i

Mr. HARRIS then moved to make a uniform rate of 35 per cent. ad
valorem, which was rejected—yeas 24, nays 25; yeasall Democrats but
1, nays all Republicans but 2, one of whom was a Liberal.

Mr. HARRIS then moved to make a uniform rate of 40 per cent. ad
valorem, which was rejected—yeas 25, nays 26; yeas all Democrats
but 2, nays all Republicans.

Mr. BeEcK then moved to change the rate first named from 10 cents
to 7% cents per pound, which was rejected—yeas 25, nays 26; the yeas
all Democrats, nays all Republicans but 1, and he a Liberal.

Pending this clause—

h(::eﬁtoe]kgﬂgs, hose, l;aif»hgsgitghirm drnw;rs, fnshforll‘et}. x[:ja.‘rmwed. or
) wh orin t by h
composed wbglly ol'g:l.wn,yw?:er‘:f‘guh ad valne!run—-or SRS O L by sty )

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 makeit 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 Republicans,

Pending this clause—

Spool thread 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-
ditional 100 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in excess of 100 yards, 7
cents a dozen—

Mr. BECK moved to strike out **7’? whereit ocenrs and insert “6,”
which was rejected—jyeas 26, nays 28; the yeas being all Democrats
but 2; the nays were all Republicans but 2.

Pending this clause—

And like manufactures nél{ute or jute butts (materials used for cotton ba

material

sacks, and bags), or in wh “’jute or jute butts shall be component
orem—

chief value, 20 per cent. ad
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(The effect of this amendment was to reduce the fariff on this article
from 35 to 20 per cent.)

This was agreed to—yeas 25, nays 18; the yeas were all Democrats
but 5, one of whom was a Liberal; the nays were all Republicans,

Pending this clanse—

Y \ goods, coats, linens, Italian goods, and s
of‘l‘]'ko:‘g:agr? ;‘L%h;::d;c uur ﬁrt:xfom know nt:'s worsted stuffs, ﬁ:o warp of g?:?gh
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, worsted, 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 atabove 20 cents per square yard,
7 eents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valoremn—

Mr. VANCE moved to strike from the clause all after the word *‘ani-
mal ’? and insertin lien thereof the words *fifty per cent. ad valorem.”

(It will be observed this would have been a considerable reduction. )

This was rejécted—yeas 26, nays 27. Of the yeasall were Democrats,
the nays all Republicans but 1, who was a Liberal.

Pending this clanse—

Precious stones of all kinds, 10 per cent. ad valorem—

Mr. VANCE moved to make the clanse read—

: Diamonds, cut or uneut, and precious stones of all kinds, 25 per cent. ad va-
orem.

Which was to—yeas 21, nays 18. Of the yeas all were Demo-
crats but 3, nays all Republicans. j

Pending this clause—

Free-list—

Mr, HAwLEY moved to strike therefrom ‘' garden seeds’’ (so as to
make garden seeds subject to tariff); which was rejected—yeas 23,
nays 32. The yeas were all Republicans but 1 Liberal, nays all Demo-
crats but 5, one of them a Liberal.

Pending this clause— ‘

Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 10 cents per 100 pounds; inbulk,
6 cents per 100 pounds—

Mr. VAxcE moved to strike out, with the view to put salt on the
free-list; which was rejected—yeas 22, nays 24; the yeasall Democrats
but 2, nays all Republicans but 2.

These references sufficiently illustrate the position and policy of the
parties, Some of the votesabove referred to would seem to show that
those in favor of tariff reduction had suceeeded on certain propositions,
but in nearly all, I believe in all, such cases on a subsequent vote they
were overruled. These facts and fizures should be carefully consid-
ered. With a heavy tax on the tools and machinery of the mechanic,
the implements of the farmer, and the clothing of all classes, from the
swaddling-cloth to the shrond, and on nearly every article that is a
part of the common needs of the people, a tax varying from 25 to 100
per cent., and in many instances heavier on the necessaries of the poor
than on the lnxuries of the rich; with a constant angmentation of the
surplus in the Treasury, increasing the value of money and decreasing
the value of all other property; with the wealth of the country accu-
mulating in an unprecedented degree in the hands of a few favored
classes; and with the burden of taxation pressing heavily on the labor-
ing and producing classes, we had this singular spectacle—theleaders
of a great party of the country, backed and impelled by the money power
and the monopolists (generally the same persons), struggling contrary
to a solemn understanding to retain the war taxes on the necessaries
of the people and to remove all taxes from the property and luxuries
of the wealthy,

The people asked for bread, and they were given a stone; for a fish,
and they were given a serpent. They asked to have the taxes, heavy
beyond precedent in any other country in the world, lessened on the
things that are necessary, not only to their comfort but to their very
existence, and the answer to their prayer was the removal of the taxes
from bank deposits, bank stock, incomes from United States bonds,
playing-cards, perfomery, cosmetics, and many other such articles,

1 do not argue that because an act was passed or defeated while
either party had a numerical majority in Congress therefore that party
is necessarily responsible wholly or at all for the act or its defeat. No
party, either political or religious, can fairly be held blamable for the
vote or act of every individual who calls himself by its name. Self-
interest or lack of principle will always affect the conduct of a few.

But all the legislation to which I have above referred was enacted
while the Republican party was in power in every branch of the Gov-
ernment, and these measures were carried by a majority of its mem-
bers, approximating to unanimity. They, therefore, must be admitted
to have been Republican measures. On that proposition the record
leaves no ground for discussion.

I now wish to refer to two other measures originating in the House
while the Democrats were in the majority in that body. I refer to the
Morrison tariff bills, so called, of 1824 and 1886, respectively.

In 1884 Mr. Morrison introduced a bill to rednce import duties and
war-tariff’ taxes, by the provisions of which the tariff was reduced 20
per cent. on manufactures of wool, metal, sugar, earthen
ware, and certain other articles, it being expressly provided that noth-
ing in the act should operate to reduce the duty so imposed on any
article below the rate at which said article was dutiable under the
Morriil tariff' of 1861, to which I have above referred. ‘This Morrison

bill of 1884 placed on the free-list coal, timber, shingles, laths, and lam-
ber. The Committee of the Whole voted to etrike out the cnacting
clause—156 ayes to 151 noes, in which the House concurred by a vote
of 159 ayes to 155 noes. This killed the bill. This wasdone without
offering even a single amendment. In other words, it was a refusal to
even consider the question of a reduction of the tariff. Of the 159 ayes
there were 41 Democrats and 118 Republicans, and of the 155 noes there
were 151 Democrats and 4 Republicans,

In 1886 Mr. Morrison again, from the Committee on Ways and
Means, reported a bill to reduce the tariff. By its provisions the tariff
was reduced on woelen and cotten goods, on glass, manufactures of
metal, and other articles of prime necessity. Timber, Inmber, laths,
shingles, wool, flax, hemp, jute butts, and other articles of necessity
were put on the free-list. Ona motion to consider this bill there were
140 ayes, 157 noes. Of the aflirmative vote, 135 were Demoecrats, 1
Greenback Democrat, and 4 Republicans. Of the negative vote, 121
were Republicans, 1 Greenback Republican, and 35 Democrats. So the
House refused even toconsider the subjectof the reduction of the tariff.

I wish here, Mr. Chairman, to emphasize these facts: (1) That in the
Morrison bill of 1884 it was expressly provided that nothing in that
act should operate to reduce the duty imposed thereby on any article
below the rate at which said article was dutiable under the Morrill
tariff bill of 1861; (2) that when the duty was raised above that in the
Morrill bill of 1861 it was with the distinct understanding that the
inerease should only be retained so long as the internal-revenue taxes
imposed on the protective industries should be retained; (3) that long
before the Morrison bill of 1884 was introduced the internal-revenue
taxes affecting the protected indnstries had been removed; and (4) that
notwithstanding these facts, the protectionists, including all the Re-
publicans in the House but four, refused to even consider the question
of reducing the tariff.

I would not be justified in spending time to farther refer to the posi-
tion of the parties on this question. If anything can be established
beyond the possibility of a doubt, it is this: That the Republicans in
Congress of late years have, with almost unanimity, been opposed to
even considering the question of a reduction of the tariff’ on necessaries
of the people and in favor of reducing or abating the tax on the wealth
and luxuries of the rich, and the record shows with equal clearness
that the Democrats in Congress, with the exception of certain ones re-
siding in districts where manufacturers and monopolists are power-
ful, have have been opposed to taking the tariff from the luxuries and
wealth of the country and in favor of reducing it on the necessaries of
the people. 3

It is here proper to inquire more particularly what protection is and
what are now the demands of the protectionists. The demands of the
protectionists are not what they were in the days of Henry Clay, nor,
as I have shown, what they were at the commencement of the late war.
Their demands are each year greater. On this question I will first let
one of the most prominent Republicans and at the same time one of
the ablest men of our country, the late Emory A. Storrs, speak. In
18570 he delivered a ch before a meeting of farmers at Springfield,
II1., which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

A surplus so gizantic demonstrates, better than any argument could possibly
do, that taxation is unnecessarily high. Still there standa, in a time of profound
ace, an enormous tariff, the effect of which is felt in every department of
usiness, and the maintenancs of which enhanees the cost of living to every
man in the land. Why should that taril be continued? The fact of the sur-
plus demonstrates that it is not necessary for the support of the Government,
and so those who are interested in maintaining it are compelled to place their
demands upon what they call the “ proteetion of Ameriean industry.”

1 will inguire precisely what is meant by éam:ming American industry?
Against what or against whom is Ameriean industry to be protected? Who at-
tacksor proposes to attack American industry? How is theatiack made? Is
American indusl.riy 80 feeble that it can not, without assistance from the Gov-
ernment, protect itself? These are all vital goestions. If no one is attacking
American industry, it needs no protection. The forms of Ameriean industry
are wonderfully diversified. The great body of the farmers of the country con-
stitute a large element of what may be called American industry, and I know
of no attack upon them so serious in its character as that made by the tariff;
and if the farmers need protection against anything it is against protection.
There are thousands of printers in the eountry; who attacks or proposes to at-
tack them? No one, except it be the tarifl, which enhances the cost of material
with which their industry is carried on, of the clothes which they wear, of the
coal which they burn, of the lumber with which their homes are built, of the
galt which they consume, and of the books which they read. There are thou-
sands of shipbuilders in the country; who attacksthem and their interests, and
from what enemy do they need to be protected? The deserted ship-yards of
the East answer this question—they need to be protected azainst protection,
and that is all the protection they need. The thousands and hundreds ot thou-
sands of carpenters and joiners, boot and shoemakers, blacksmiths, and the
daily toilers with their hands, upon the land or upon the sea, are threatened
with an attack against which, for their own protection, the intervention of the
Government is necessary, :

I apprebend that should the Government levy a direct tax upon all the prop-
erty of the country, tobe Eaid over directly to iron manufacturers, so that they
might be enabled to hold their own agninstthe competition of the foreign manu-

urers, but few would be found who would justify such an exercise of the
power of taxation, When reduced to its exact practical operations, the protec-
tion of Ameriean industry, so called, is simply the forcible taking from the con-
sumer of a portion of his earnings and handing it over to the manufacturer,
The proposition to the consumer is simply this: We, the Government, will take
from you 18 or 15 or 20 per cent. of your earnings and give it to the manufact-
urer, and he will spend it so much more judicionsly than you wounld; that ulti-
mately and in the process of time it will in some corious and circuitous manner
which we have not the time to explain now redound more greatly to your ad=
vantage than it would bhad you spent it yourself and for yourself.
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Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. These words are not less appropriate
and truthful now than they were 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 custom-houses on importations is the measure of the sum collected
by the Government, it is not the measure of the sum paid by the people.
This will be apparent when it is considered that the foreign manufact-
urer can not afford to sell his s in our market at less than their
value plus the duty paid to the Government, nor can he sell at aprice
higher than that at which our goods of home manufactare 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 likewise paid by the consumer. The effect of the tariff is, therefore,
to raise the price of both, and to put into the Treasury of the United
States the sum of the increase on the imported goods, and into the
treasury of the protectionists the sum of the increase on the domestic

8.

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 $218,000,000, being an average tax of over 47 per cent. While it
is impossible tostate with aceuracy 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 with such rapid-
ity are 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 un-
precedentedly high protective tariff.

Even 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:
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Per cent. Per cent.
Salt trust 50 || Tin trust 32
Earthenware trust.... .........c.. B0 || Koad trust|, o rieismansnsansnss 74
B steel trust 84 || Glass trust... 55
Plow-steel trust.........coeeicimsnnn 45 || Soap trust ...... 26
General steel trust. < 45 || Linseed-oil trust ... 54
Nail trust .. .coenensos 45 || Rubber-shoe trust 25
General iron trust . 45 || Envelope trust .. 25
Copper trust 24 || Paper-bag trust . 35
A T F o T AR B e ) 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 the whole. The fol-
lowing table, prepared by David A. Wells from the census of 1880, fur-
nishes a good illustration:

Tables 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 imposed to maintain the protective tariff policy of the United States dis-
tributes itself among population, occupations, and professions:

OCCUPATIONS OF THE PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES IN 1880,
Agriculture. 7,670,483

Professional and p 1 service. . 4,074,238
Trade and transportion......... . . 1,810, 256
Manufacturing, mechanical, and mining industries. 3,837,112

b 1 s e Rk et ote 17,392, 099

Proportion engaged in agrienlture 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
per cent. or ‘. 400, 000

Proportion engaged in manufacturing, mechanical, and mining in-
dustries, who can be in part but not wholly subjected Lo foreign com-
petition—large estimate based on caleulation.......cssmmsssasssssssssssnane

837,112

Total 1,237,112
Proportion that are heavily taxed and placed at a disadvantage in
agriculture, manufactures, mechanical pursuits, and in mining by
e DROLBOLENE BYBUAII.. . coor i mrvitnmesrenrssssspsassrrmpornssasasns punssnsnsrans sihbeaa 16,154, 939
Proportion in whose favor the protective system is invoked, but
whose wages are not lower than in other employment.........ccoeneveeee 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, butin fact for the
benefit of a handful of wealthy manufacturers. In the face of these
facts, the ery of ‘‘free-trader !’ will not silence protest nor satisfy the
masses of the people who bear the burden. 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 prelense that the tariff is for the benefit of
labor deceive any one in view of the known fact that laborers in pro-
tected industries do not fare better than in other branches. The advo-

cates of tariff reform wonld neither embarrass 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 incomeand field of labor, and levying
an unreasonably high tribute on the people of the conntry, especially on
theagriculturists and other industrial classes withont any equivalent.

All of our wealth 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 securesuch legislation as compels the people to contribute
to their wealth, the burden is on them to show some benefit to the pub-
lic 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, ‘‘ Onr 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 elaim 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 rdle 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 few weeks ago, in a speech delivered in Congress, a leading pro-
tectionist stated their argument as follows:

He who strikes down the protection the laboring man enjoys against the
chea?lxﬁbor of Europeand Asia strikes at the prosperity, happiness, intelligence,
and T of the of the American people, and therefore ut the
prosperity of the country and the existence of republican institutions,

He then went on to state what the senior Senator from Maine 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 Maine—

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 countrg can not stand the competition of the Chinese upon
the Pacific coast and afew thousand imported Italian laborers upon the Atlantie
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 !.ndia. and the pauper millions of
Europe under a free-trade policy? There was never agreater fallacy than the
one being so persistently advocated by the free-traders, and which was presented
by the Secretaryof the Treasury—that the greater efficiency of our laborers and
the consequent low labor cost of our agricaltural and manufacturing products
enable us to compete successfully with the cheap labor of other countrics.

I quote at length from the speech, because it is a bold and full state-
ment of the staple argument of the protectionist against revenue reform
and tax reduction. It istrue that the wagesin 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-
ginm, Switzerland, Ttaly, 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 suppesed
every one knew to be untenable, the data furnished by the speaker
would be its sufficient refutation. Every school boy knows that Eng-
Jand needs no protection against the manufacturers of India, China,
Japan, or Russia, though the wages of England are five times as high
as in any of those countries. Tt is a well-known fact that though free-
trade England pays the highest wages in Europe, it makes the cheapest
goods and 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 produets
of her high-priced labor.

Nor is the disproof of the protectionist’s assumption found alone in
the history of manufacturing in England. France and Germany do not
ask protection against the lower wages of the other lower wage-paying
countries named, but 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, a little over 2} per cent.; from Japan a little less than 2}

er cent.; from Russia a little over nine-tenths of 1 per cent. These
figures show how suceessfully 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 are beaten in the race with
higher wages and greater intelligence.

The subjoined table, made by the Chief of the Burcau of Statisties of
the Treasury 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 the
cost of labor in this country and in Europe.




1888.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3641

Table of specified manufactures, showing amount of capital, value of materials, amount of wages, and value of produet, with the per cent. of materiay
and wages, also the average ad valorem rate of duty on similar importations for the fiseal year 1887,

[Compiled from the United States census of 1880.]

T°‘°lpai Per cent, of— Ad mgh-ot
t rem rate
Manufactures, Capital, m" of [™in wages g;ld“:ugé duty on
. during the Materials, | W g}'h,
year. ages. 1887,
Per
Cotton manufaciures $219, 504, 704 765,537 | 845,614,419 | $210, 950, 383 53.93 | 21.62 40.17
Cotton manufactures (Specific) .....crverenmssssarsesserasssasaee 208,280, 346 | 102,206, 347 42,040,510 | 192,090,110 63.21 | 2188 *45.49
Glass 19, 844, 699 8,028, 621 9,144,100 21,154,571 87.95 | 47.95 59,14
Iron and steel manufactures 230,971,884 | 191,271,150 | 55,476,785 | 296,557, 685 64.50 | 18,77 40,92
Hosiery and knit goods, 15,579,501 | 15,210,951 | 6,701,475 | 29,167,227 52.15 | 22.07 g;g
8ilk and silk goods...... 19, 125, 300 232, 467, 701 9,146, 705 40,033, 045 56.12 | 22.84 50.00
LTI E R 035, 100,845,611 | 25,836,392 | 160,606,721 anl weh - gu
Worsted good 20,374,043 | 23,012, 5, 683, 027 549, 68.59 | 16.94 :
Mixed textiles...... 996, 37,227,741 | 13.816,753 | 66,221,708 56.22 | 2011 54.20
Woolen and ted good 116, 469, 607 838,239 | 81,519,419 | 194,156,663 63.79 | 16.23 67.21
Woolen goods and mixed materials A 134,001,621 | 138,073,352 | 39,153,145 | 226,428,424 60.87 | 17.27 im- 70
Woolen goods, mixed materials, and worsted good. 154, 465,664 | 161, 085, 950 44,936,172 | 266, 378, 366 60.47 | 16.97 61. 81
*Cotion cloths, 1+ Woolen hosiery. 1 Cotton hosiery. ¢ Estimated.

TREASURY DEPARTMEXT, BUREAU OF STATISTICE, January 25, 1888,

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 cost of labor in the production of the 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 and a promi-
nent Republican. Nothing further surely need be said in disproof of
the *‘ panper-labor’’ argument.

Even loaded down by the disadvantages and burdens imposed by our
protective tariff;, the ingenuity, energy, and intelligence of our people
are so great that they in many departments compete successfully in the
markets of other conntries. 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 instraments, earriages and cars, clocks and watches, earthen
and stone ware, manufactures of iron, steel, paper, ete.

Another argument in favor of the retention of our extremely high
taxes is that it is n to build up our home manufacturing in-
dustries, and thus create a home market for our agricultural products.
We have had now abount a quarter of a century to discover the benefi-
eent 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
{rue that many individual fortunes have been made by it at the ex-

nse of the people. The excessive tariff and high prices—onr market
{:ing limited—have not infrequently stimulated overproduction, fol-
lowed of course by reduction in labor and wages, and that by strikes
and 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 thatcan be satisfactory to any one
wiho unselfishly eonsiders 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 exporis of the manu-
faetures of metals and textiles by the countries named, in the year
1886:

Tolal values of manufactures of metals and textiles imported into and ex-
porled from the United Kingdom, Germany, France, Netherlands, and
the Uniled States in 1886.

Imports. Exporis.
Countries, =S =
T T
Total. capita. Total, capita.
Unitid Kingdom $203,258,137 | $5.48 | $664,936,612 | §17.98
Germany 114,991, 366 2.45 | 289,831,878 6.19
France......... 63, 189, 867 1.75 | 186,360,142 5.15
Netherland 69,750,000 | 17.44 49, 200, 000 12,30
United States 190, 727, 090 3.2 38,031,459 .66

Nores,—The imports into Germany and France are the net imports, and the
exporls from all countries the exports of domestic products, The data for Ger-
many are those for the German Customs Union.

J\l{metu]s beyond the condition of ore, and all textiles not raw or unmanu-
factpted, are classed as man ures,

There being no later official data for Netherlands than 1883, the data furnished
by Hon, Thomas Wilson for 1850 dre repeated.

WM. F. SWITZLER,

Chief of Bureau.
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, April 17, 1888,

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 articles 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 States are,
bes;:lajd ; 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 Massachu-
setts Legislature in 188283 (quoted by Mr. Wells in an article written
by him a few years ago), is so apposite that I quote from it:

I have come before this committee—

Said Mr. Newhall—

io present a few facts in regard to one specific branch of business interest—a
Frolected shoe industry. The shoe industry is the most thoroughly American
n its parts of any of our great industries. A few years before 13860 few would
have dared to predict that a shoe could ever be made by machinery, or that in
a quarter of a century there would be somany geopie 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 is only one great representative of n great
many shoe-manufacturing centers in New England, New York, Pennsylvania,
and the West. Thisisits grescm capacity, butthe power ofenlarging this eapac-
ity is unlimited. This whole system could be duﬂlicated and reduplicated if
necessary within a short term of years. With such facilities it is very natural
that the business should scon outgrow the home consumption.

Where a few years ago ittook nine months in each year to shoe this country
it now takes six months, and with the present increase ot tactories a few years
hence it can be done in less than that time. Of course the increase of capacity
engenders competition among the manufacturers, and there is a constant in-
centive to underbid the market to secure trade. As in all trade, a low prics
(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 a 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. [n a general strike in a shoe manufacturing center the
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
blawe the operatives for resisting a reduction in wages. Itall goes toshow 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-
mkin% 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
sergesor 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 ofonlytwo,
one at Oswego, N. Y., the other at Woonsocket, B. I. I may be in error, but
these are all which have been named to me, although I have made diligent in-
quiry. v

As another instance take that well-known article, French kid, or, in fact,
kid of any foreign make. Kid mqsuim a duty of 25 per cent. on the average,
French kid costs all the way from $18 to §45 per dozen skins, according tothe
quality. An average skin would cost about $30 per dozen, and each skin would
cut about one pair of shoes. Hence, the prospective penalty for wearing soft,

liable French kid shoes is 60 cents before the process of making the shoe has

n. Thisappeals to our own pockets, but in its broader sense we are at just
60 cents disadvantage in competition with the rest of the world in that grade of
shoe, The light, pliable glove-calf of forei manufacture is taxed by aduty
of 20 per cent. I have selected the serges, kid, glove-calf, which perhaps form
a sufficient variety to illustrate the argument. In the warm climates where
we must push these very kinds of shoes which have been mentioned American
calf, goat, or grain is too heavy for use, and if we are {o 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 nn;rpm-
tected. The iron from which we make our machinery is protected. If, as
facetiously said, we make shoes of paper, that is protected too. In short, you
have patdya. duty on nearly every component part of the shoe which you are
now wearing on your foot.

- * L] * * * *

A removal of duty from all articles used in the manufacture of a shoe would
be an advantage to employer and employed. Why, 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 and exportation, we are sending as many shoes into Canada as ever,
'I‘h{:aloun 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
malke shoes 8 fust and as cheap as the Yankees, and all we need is one end of
the bargain. If we are able to sell our goods when protected and protected
against, if half the disadvantage we now staggzer under were removed, we could
soon fix ourselves into a place where the world's buyers could not afford to pur-
chase from any 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 the laborer or the people generally need protee-
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 conntry to contribute to their enrichment. and who are now, by
every means in their power, opposing the modification of these laws.
This is but another illustration of the fact that what we need most is

rotection against protection. If we were not put at a disadvantage
Ey our extremely high tariff we conld hold our own against the world.

Weo export annually to Great Britain of raw cotton §200,000,000
worth, and of breadstufls, $125,000,000 worth. The breadstuffs are
consumed by the operatives who manufacture our cotton in England.
It is not doubted but that if our manufacturers were not put at a dis-
advantage by our protective tariff, they could 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 entértain the most
friendly disposition toward ns. They have hardly any manufacturing
industries of their own. We naturally should supply them. Butthe
following table of the imports of English and American cotton goods
into Central 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 the exports of domestic manufactures of cotfon from the
United Kingdom, and the United Stales to Mexico, Central and South
America, and lo the West Indies in 1888,

Exported Exported
Countries to which exported. from United | from United
Kingdom. | States. (*)

Mexico §2, 230, 870 v
Ceniral American States 2,298, 632 877,612
British Honduras 69, 51 27,583
British West Indies ()2, 709, 084 152, 672
Other West Indies. 5, 202, 45 1,436,148
United States of Colombia. ...cci 1ecesisssaseomisssnasisniss 2,350, 607 443 112
v 1 1,297,356 602, 131
British Guiana {125 21, 408
Brazil 14,915,978 705, 638
Uruguay. 2, 401,798 188, 358
Al?entins Republie...... 7,227,779 797,246
Chili , 152, 567 408, 434
d 665, 55, 401
Pern 1, 845,430 90, 062
Total 46, 456, 727 6,335, 701

* Year ending June 30, 1857,
Includes Guiana.

Included in British West Indiea,
TeEASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF BTATISTICS, Aprill7,1888,

We sell them alittle over $6,000,000; Great Britain over $46,000,000.

Illustrative of this point, I call attention to the following table,
ehowing the ratio which the exports of unmanufactured and manu-
factured produets from the United States have sustained to each other
during the periods designated.

The ratio which the exports of the unmanufactured and manufact-
ured products from the United States have sustained to each other
during the decennial periods included between the years 1859760 and
1879-’80, and from 1881 to 1887, are as follows:

Unmanu- | Manufact-
factured ured
products. | products,
1859260, Per cent. of total... 2.3 7.7
1869-"70, do. 86.6 13.4
T9-'80, do. 87.5 12.5
L R e e s i A s 85.20 14.80

Unmanufactured products have risen, therefore, from below 82,3 per
cent. of the total exports in 1859760 to 87.5 per cent. in 185187, while
during the same period manufactures have fallen from 17.7 per cent. to
14.80 per cent. Further illustrations can not be necessary to demon-
strate the fact that our tariff has not built up our manufacturing in-
dustries, Though we have piled stone npon stone upon the high-tariff
Chinese wall by which we have undertaken to exclude foreign imports,
they have continued rapidly to increase. The value of our imports of
merchandise from all countries in 1860 was $353,620,000, but it had
gradually risen in 1887 to $692,320,000. If anything can be conclo-
sively proven by facts and figures, this is, that protection does not ex-
clude Enropean manufactures from our market, and that it does ex-
clude our manufactures from the markets of the world. Hardly any
country on earth counld compete with us under equal conditions. Our
situation is most favorable, our natural resources great, and the snperior
intelligence and ingenuity of our people nnquestioned.

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 toseek. Of the coun-
tries named the United States is the only one that prevents the free
importation of raw materials, by our tariff on which we largely in-
crease the cost of our manufactured products. Our domestic manu-
facturers have to pay a very high tariff directly on their tools, machinery,
dye-stuffs, chemicals, and on all raw material, and indirectly on many
other articles that enter into the cost of production. This must ordi-
narily exclude them from the markets of the world, where they come
in competition with those who are not so burdened,

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, ete., can not compete with the
latter is a proposition too plain to admit of doubt. Every person who
reflects on thesubject must perceive the truth of thestatement of Schoen-
hoff, that—

Taxes on raw materials inevitably lead to the deeny of manufacturing indaos-
:‘riia. Either one or the other has to give way. There is nochoice, no alterna-

Nor is this the only disadvantage at which our tariff' places our man-
ufacturers, so far as markets outside of the United States are concerned.
To sell, we must buy. Commerece is traffic. But under onr tariff
laws our manufacturer can not purchase and import on equal terms
with his competitors of other countries. The efect of all this is of
course to make traffic diffienlt or impossible, and practieally toshut us
out of the markets of the world. It must, too, a8 a consequence, 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,ete., plus the cost of labor, fixes the cost
of production, it is a plain proposition that as the cost of raw materials,
tools, and machinery go up labor must go down, or our manunfacturers
must go out of the market. And eertainly, that as the markets for our
goods are cirenmseribed 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 our do-
mestic manufactures as the fruits of the tariff; but they do not state,
what ordinary observation shows to be true, that 80 or 90 per cent. of
such products must, and wounld of necessity, be made in the United
States, tariff or no tariff,

And as I have attempted to show, so far as we export we do so in
spite of the tariff. Iam therefore opposed to our present tariff, because
while it enriches a few it preventsthe expansion of our industries and
lessens the field and the reward of labor. But my opposition is inten-
sified by the belief that it is especially unjust and oppressive to the
agriculturists of the country.

While, Mr. Chairman, experience and uncontroverted facts show that,
in the business of manufacturing, unintelligent, low-priced labor can
not and does not compete with intelligent, high-priced labor aided by
improved machinery, they also show that our farmers are brought in
direct and severe competition with the lowest-priced 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-fiith as high as in the United States.

That theannual surplus of our wheat which fixes the price of the

whole erop 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 ewt., and not
until 1874 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 Enrope had nearly doubled; from
British India had more than trebled; from Victoria, South Australia,
and New Zealand had largely increased (but how much we have not
the data to show), while within the same period the exports from the
argentine Republic grew twenty-five times greater, but from the United
States they shrunk nearly one-half in volume and over one-half in
value.
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Quantilies and value of domestic wheat exported from Russia in Europe, British India, the Australian colonies, the Argentine Republic, and the Unite
States during the years 1880 fo 1886, inclusive.

The colonies Victoria, ¢
Calendar year. Russia in Europe. British India. South Australin, | Argentine Republic. United States.
and New Zealand.
Bushels, EBushels, Bushels. Bushels, Bushels.
1380, 36, 565, 653 1853, 524,459 | 13, 896, 168 815,952,105 | 13,999,415 |S13, 905, 568 42 829 45,111 | 144 483,007 [8171,420,195
1881 .| 48,972,597 | 71,672,255 | 37,078,571 | 41,871,766 | 9,720,506 | 9,632 300 5,772 10,722 | 120,451,853 | 140,218,714
1882, 6,373,532 [100, 008, 804 402, 29,534,467 | 8,506,004 | 9,727,058 62, 659 65,844 | 110,343,185 | 125, 051, 895
lass, 83, 777,006 102, 256, 504 | 80, 118,791 | 43,202,651 | 7,481,949 | 8,219,776 | 2,292,352 | 2,345,128 71,013,280 | 79,065, 180
1884 67,719,720 | 78,080,132 | 20,550, 741 | 30,703, 430 | 19,466,921 | 17,326,920 | 3,986,663 | 4,188,071 81,628,478 | 74,962,078
1885, 91,754,000 | 83, %09, 180 | 39,312,969 | 38,943,436 | No data....| Nodata 2,684 138 | 3,029,845 53,025,938 | 486,678,257
1886, weeee] Nodata....| No data....| 41,558,250 | 41,977,479 ! T CRRE L g do 1,285,362 | 1,457,516 | 89,201,887 | 75,955,089

I also append another table that shows the quantities and values of
certain leading articles of domestic merchandise exported during the
years ending June 30, 1887and 1881, respectively, and presents a com-

parison of the percentages of decrease or increase in the quantities
with the percentages of decrease or increase in the values of the same
articles since 1881:

G s - Bt v =
Quantities. Sl Values. ol
832 £88%
Articles, gg £g g £ P
269 2
1887, 1881, L2588 1887. 1881, =28 g
= ~
Cotton, un factured p 2,169,457,330 | 2,190,928, 772 —. 97 | 206,222,057 | $247, 605,746 —16.7
PRINCIPAL ARTICLES OF BEEADSTUFFS.
Corn bushel 40. 307, 252 91,908,175 —58,14 19,347, 361 50, 702, 669 —61.8
Corn-meal barrels. 265,533 434, —38.7 705, 343 1, 270, 200 —i4. 4
Rye bushel 857, 1,928, —&1.4 216,190 1,855,513 —88.5
éat do..... 101,971, 949 150, 565, 477 —32.2 90,716,481 | 167,698, 485 —45.9
Wheat flour. barrels, 11,518, 449 7,943, 786 +44.97 | 51,950,082 | 45 047,257 +15.3
Cattle number. 106,450 | 185,707 | —42.7 | 9,172,186 | 14,304,108 —35.0
PRINCIPAL ARTICLES OF PROVISIONS, !
Beef products:
Beef, fresh I d 83,560, 874 106,004, 812 = ¢ 7,228,412 9, 860, 234 —26,5
. Beef, salted and cured S pound 36, 479, 370 40, 603, 649 —10.3 1,590,188 2,665, 761 —25.3
Tallow. do..,.. 63, 278,403 96, 403, 372 —34.3 2, 836, 300 6, 800, 628 —50.8
Pork products:
B and hams unds... 419, 922 955 746, 914, 545 —43.7 23,514, 670 61,161,205 —45.5
Pork do...... 85, 893, 297 107,928, (86 —20.4 B, 641,327 B, 272, 285 —3i.8
Lard do. 821,533, 746 78, 142, 406 —14.9 22, 708, 921 35, 226,575 —35.5
Butter do 12,531,171 31, 560, 500 —060.3 1,953,698 6,256, (24 —08. 4
It will be seen that during that period there was a decrease in guan- ;
tity varying from 10 to 60 per cent., and in value varying from 25 to Articles, Tarifl,
68 per cent. on every article mentioned but one—wheat flour; and if
we take wheat and flour together there was a t decrease in that. CTEADABOIIN, . s oo b o e e i B e 14 per cent.
The records of the Treasury Department show that since the years | Garden seeds 20 per cent.
1855, 1856, the export prices of the following products have not been | Castor-oil ..... 19 per cent.
2 ! = and 18 1 h e Earthenware 55 per cent.
as low as in 1885 and 1886, only as hereafter stated, namely: Wool hats, not valued at over 80 cents per pound........| 66 per cent.
Corn, but once; wheat, not once; wheat flour, not once; cotton, not once; ‘L‘.I‘ttlm not valued at over'30 cents per pound....| 85 per cent.
pork, but once ; beef, not onee; butter, but three times; cheese, but once. 001 FAIT vevss sie- : 69 per eent.
: £ : A ¥ Women’sand children’s dress goods, wholly or partly
My time, Mr. Chairman, will not permit me to dwell on the lesson Cl%f’fign! md B ——— 2 to 50 por cent.
= g, ¥~ T cent.
taught by these figures, nor isit necessary that I should. They speak Ry ey ding e eigony B ﬁr g
with an eloquence greater than I conld command of the great injustice | India-rubber shoes, 95 per cent.
of our tariff, }Iml])rlio;llas;... 43 per cent,
Pressed on one side by the produets of the labor of myriads of semi- | ;00528 78 per cent.
# & . A R d and sheet i
serfs, and with their markets constantly growing parrower and their | Outnails sni eade T ey v rer eut
produets lower priced, our agriculturists are at home oppressed by an | Wrought-iron spikes, nuts, washers, ete 54 per cent,
unprecedented tariff imposed, not for the support of the Government, | J10TS® OF O ShOeS...oor s vmrscors e sms s 5 P ok
but for the protection, so called, of a mushroom, moneyed aristocracy | Iron or steel axles. l68 Ber cmnt,
that it has built up. ;lorae-shoe nails, hobnails, ete Es per cent,
2 : ~ ron or steel el 7 per cent,
I append a table showing the tariff on a few of the necessariesof the | o8 PT =18 Comins.. oo 40 i Sk
people: Tiles, 64 per cent,
%rﬁwa - N, €0 per cent.
Artices, Turir S e s
| pe
Penknives 50 per cent. -
[ T A S R R 60 to 80 per cent,
I = | 82 per th a Molasses 47 per cent.
Nails. | 43 per cent. Starch,.... ©5 per cent,
Common window-gla 68 per cent. and upward. | Rice 113 per cent.
1 d-oil...... 54 per cent. Clothon tpasad . o R L e e e e 50 per cent.
White lead 40 per eent, Cotton cloth 50 to 75 per cent,
1 B T B S R T 77 per cent. Bagsand e R R IS R B .| B4 per cent.
Wall-paper .....caveusuise 25 per cent. Woolen cloth, not over 8) cents per pound .| 89 per cent.
Stoves 45 per cent, Shawls, not over 80 cents per pound... .... .| 83 per cent.
pe 50 per cent. Flannels, not over 30 cents per pound,.. .| T3 per cent,
Oll-cloth...... 40 per cent. Blankets; not over 30 cents per pound.........re..s 79 per cent,
Books 25 per cent,
(éla?ynm‘.mch?peugindd T :g per wut
voking utensils, pots an L A NS per cen i ; inti ] i i
Saives forks thoons: ete A gy . The following table states the description of the goods, their width
i e 2 per cent, in inches, and the weight per yard of each kind, the price of the
Plowshares, hoes, and forks 43 per cent. goods at the factory, the rate and the amount of duty per pound and
%‘:ﬂﬂﬂ;" ; pek 33& ad valorem, and the total amount of duty levied under the compound
it v skas i e e e S i P per nenk rate, and also the per cent. which the total duty is of the price per yard
Needl .| 25 per cent, at the factory in England. }
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Price per yard of Leeds (England) woolen and mized goods, duties, ce.

- 1~}
Descri g
tion. Duty. 55
ER-)
gy
Rate. Amount, g '..E g.g
- ERbt
= § @
Name. = § g é _%5‘ E 'E ”E
o
=<l BB R R - e R g w5 | eS8
-4 = £ = o -] 53 ==
B g | &% g 2 : o B
i3] %325 & 3 FA L
= ) g 2|8 A g - g é ':5'-:,-‘
) IR - (T 5 = 2 k; B ES
BlE | & |/ (|< .o < =t o
‘West of England broadeloth 60 17 |83.60 [80.35 40 | $0.572 | §1.440 | §1.812 50.3 | &.412
Fine worsted trousering 28 11 | 1.62| .35 40 L241 618 L8589 | 54.9 2,500
Imitation sealskin (mohair and cotton) 50 31 |4.50 | .55 40 678 | 1.800 | 2.478 55.0 6.978
West of England beaver............c..... 58 25 | 3.36 | .35 40 LB47 | 1,344 | 1.801 56.3 b5. 251
West of England all-wool Moscow 58 20 | 3.60 | .35 40 L6381 | 1440 | 2,074 57.0 5,674
Fine worsted coating 56 24 | 2.88 .35 40 D525 | 1.152 | 1.677 58.2 4. 557
I A TR A O R O T g o o sviiisounersissanss srsisns s be b SN s s s vy b AR re vy 28 12 | 1.42 | .85 40 2 568 L83l 58.5 2,251
Indigo-blue Cheviot coating, 58 281240 | .35 40 .612 L0960 | 1,55 65.5 3.972
Low worsted coating (worsted face, woolen back, cotton warp) 50 24| 82| -18 35 .270 287 L B57 60.0 1377
Low worsted trousering (woolen back) i Rl e i 2D 11| .48 | .24 35 . 165 . 168 .833 69,4 L8183
Ottoman (wo face, woolen back, cotton warp) 50 27| 82| .18 35 . 304 287 . 591 72.0 1.411
Matelasse (worsted face, woolen back, cotton warp) 50 28| .84 | .18 b .315 204 609 .5 1. 449
Mautle cloth (worsted face, woolen back, cotton warp) R 24| 68| 18| & . 270 .238 508 | T4Y 1.188
AN OO TRy DU O oo iaieitunn snurpdssvesnre ruvmsvnssn §srapbinntnsias sasena ssid andonstne e Lorbmnsnhesnss iy 4 5| M| .5 35 T 329 876 93.2 1.816
Cotten-warp cloth...... 50 15 i ! .33 b5 .328 L1898 817 95,7 1.067
Fancy coating.......... ... s e 54 23| .78 | .3 35 503 293 .76 9. 5 1.556
Fancy Cheviot P A B A L weene] O 5| .53 .35 35 LT B | 1017 1.654
Wool, fancy suiting. AR 22| 4 L85 35 481 245 .T26 | 103.7 1. 426
Diagonal Cheviot 54 25 . 85| 35 LT . 266 .B13 | 107.0 1.573
Common blue Cheviot coating. 52 25| .72 .35 35 T - 252 799 | 111,0 1.519
Cotton-warp M W iy e 52 .96 | .85 35 . T66 .336 | 1.102 | 114.8 2.062
Cotton-warp eloth 52 25| .64 | .35 35 7 224 L7 120.5 Ldll
Cotton-warp twilled Melton 50 | 16} .42 | .85 35| .36l 47| .08 | 121.0 928
Cottin-warp Moscow, s I 52 30| .7 .35 35 656 . 259 0151 123.6 1.655
Cotton-warp cloth | 50 13 .82 .8 35 L2854 112 L3896 | 123.7 L7116
Fancy overcoating (cotton warp) e N 50 34| .82 .85 35 LTH -287 | 1.081 | 125.7 1.851
Colton-warp reversible. | so| s l7¢| i35) 5| lems| 20| 37| 126.6| Lew
Fancy overcoating (cotton warp) . 50 32| .76 | .85 35 700 . 266 L9668 | 127.0 1.726
Cotton-warp coating ......... | 50 17| .40| .83| 35 .72 .140 512 | 128.0 913
Imitation sealskin (calf hair mixed with wool, cotion warp). 50 28| .B6| .35 35 .612 .196 808 | 144.3 1. 368
Cotton-warp coating. ... ccceeeeee 50 23| .46 .35 35 L 503 161 064 | 144.3 1.124
Cotton-warp Melton 50 13| .24| .35 35 .284 084 .868 | 153.3 608
Cotton-warp serge Melton 50 154 .26 | .35 &5 L339 .09l 430 | 165.4 . 690
Reversible diagonal (cotton warp)... 50| 20| .48| .35 i) B .168 .B02 | 167.1 1.282
Reversible nap (cotton warp)..... 50 29| 44| .35 33 634 154 .7 179.1 1.228
Cotton-warp reversibl ﬁl 50| 3| .45| .35 8| .656( .157| .813 7| 1.268

This table is well worthy of careful study. In cmminingtha figures given in
the column headed * grional. 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, The highest-
priced goods named in the table is West of England b cloth, 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 ison a high grade of goods. In looking at the bottom of the
table the last entry is for cotton-warp reversible cloth, made in imitation of a
better kind, It is worth but 45 cents peryard at the factory. The specific duty
is the same as on the West of England broadcloth, 35 eents per pound, the ad
valorem duty is 35 per cent., but the specific duty and the ad valorem duty to-

ther make the rate on the price at the factory 180.7 per cent. That is to say,
the cheaper the s 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 priee, 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, t0180.7 on low-priced

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 counld 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 MASSACHUSETTS.
Tilinois is a farming State, the richest and most productive one in the Union.
i tts isa turing 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 high-tariff policy.

The fertile soil of Illinois, its enormous erops of grain 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

iversified industries, their thriving mannfactoring towns, and their great
wealth make it the proper representative of the industrial group. Illinoishas
an area of 56,650 square miles; Massachusetts, 8,310. At the last census Illinois
had a population of 3,077,000; Massachusetts, 1,783,000, 1llinoils ismore than six

times as large in area as ’;\Lussachuseus, and has nearly twice as great a popula-

tion.

In 1880 Nlinois had 255,741 farms, 436,371 persons engaged in farming pursuits,
and £1,175,000,000 capital invested in agriculture, this being the estimated value
of the farms, with the buildings, live-stock, and implements on them. DMassa-
chusetts 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 invested in farming as Massachusetts has in-
vested in manufacturing, and also that it has 84,000 more persons employed on
farms than Massachusetts has employved in factories.

The value of all farm products in Illinois, both sold and consumed on the farms,
in 1830 was §204,000,000, while the value of all the products of manufacture in
Massachuselts was $631,000,000, from which must be deducted the value of the
raw materials used, 000,000, leaving $244,000,000 as the net product. 1t ap-

pears, then, that M lhuselts, with one-fourth as much capital as Illinois, and
81,000 fewer persons employed, made $40,000,000 more in manufacturing than
Illinois wade in farming.

Again, it takes $1,175,000,000 eapital invested in farming in Illinois to produce
£204,000,000 worth of produce, but in Massachusetts $303,000,000 invested in manu-
facturing produces $§244,000,000,

1t appears, also, ithat it takes 436,371 persons engaged in farming in Illinois to
produce 204,000,000 worth of crops, but in Massachusetts 352,200 persons en-
gaged in manufacturing produce $244,000,000 worth of goods. In Illinois the
average product per capita in farming is §142; in Massachusetts the average
product per capita in manufacturing is nearly $700,

The assessed valuation of taxable pmﬂgrty in Illinois for 1887 was $798,000,000,
which, for a population of 3,077,000, is about §266 per capita. The asscssed val-
uation in Massachusetts for 1857 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

valuation in the small manufacturing State of Massachusetts as in the
large farming State of Illinois, but an average person in Massachusetts is worlly
more than four times as much as an average 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 outside the State—in the industrial States
of the East—and are assessed at §70,000,000, but actually worth 300,000,000,

This article does not state the whole truth. Notonly 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 census of 1880, net State debt under
census of 1880, net local debt under census of 1880, per cent. of total
debt to assessed value, and estimated amount of farm mortgages.

Percent.
(-] e {:] of total
e T s ot o S et
7 te, census 1 1880 3| of farm

1850. | “vulue, |mortgages,
$1, 003,000,000 | 5, 735,000 §43, 000, 000 4} 18330, 000, 000
538, 000, 000 000 | 13, 355, 000 8¢ | 175,000, 000
575, 000, 000 | 3 45, 180, 000 8 | 200,000, 000
432, 000,000 |. ! &, 803, 000 2 | 125,000,000

344,000,000 | 2,252,000 { 9,623 000 3} | 100, 000,
§297, 000, 000 $370,000 | &7, 562, 000 3 18100, 000,0(0
203,000,000 | 2,565,000 | 5,911,000 4 | 70,000,000
881, 000, 000 | 16,239, 000 | 40, 692, 000 15 | 100,000, 000
Kansas.... 108,000,000 | 1,087,000 | 1,918, 000 16 | 50,000,000
Nebraska. 55, 000, 000 875,000 | 7,050,000 15 25, 000, 000
Colorado.......c.mmme. 85,000,000 | 212,000 | 8,381,000 10 | 15,000,000
Nevada 17, 000, 000 1, 024, 000 R e

(gmm&on....._... 82, 000, 000 BL1, 000 837, 000 y
01131&...... 466, 000, 000 306,000 | 13,449,000 4 | 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, Mr. Chairman, it is not pleasant for our agriculturists to learn
the lesson 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-
age of the profits of their labor is without any equivalent transferred to
the pockets of certain favored classes.

1t is not strange that after a consideration of the facts and a careful
estimate, Joseph Medill, a very prominent Republican and the pro-

rietor of theleading Republican journalof the Northwest (The Chicago
R‘ribune}, inaspeech delivered before the American Agrienltural Society
in 1882, said:

I understate the truth when I say that the farmers of the West and the plant-
ers of the South are ¢ €500,000,000 & year on their goods for the profit of
protected Enstern manufacturers more than is fair or necessary onthe 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 hath 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 shall be abated on to-
bacco and whisky, as they were that it shounld 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; ghall toil
be guarantied the fruits of its own lahor? Between these two classes
there is an irrepressible conflict. Sooner or later the people will 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 ealf.

But ultimately the people will say, as President Cleveland in his last
message said:

The taxation of luxuries 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. ]

During the delivery of the foregoing speech, the hour having expired,

On motion of Mr. MACDONALD, by unanimous consent, the time of
Mr. Wirsox, of Minnesota, was extended for ten minutes.

Mr. CANNON. My friend from Minnesota, in the speech he has
just concluded, made & 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 agricultural Illinois. I donot know where the
gentleman got his table—

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I stated that it was taken from the
8t. Lounis 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 18380 as compiled
and tabulated, 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.

Mr., WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr, Chairman, I am ready to answer
any question, but perhaps this is not just the time fo inject a speech.
Let me say to the gentleman [Mr. 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
Massachusetts.

Mr. CANNON. A partial statement always misleads.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr.
WiLsoN] has expired.

Mr. 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. McCoxrAs], who is entitled to the floor.

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CAxNoX] 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 tMr. Wirsox] 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,
while the true valuation of all the property in Massachusetts was two
thousand seven hundred and ninety-five million.

Mr.WILSON, of Minnesota. Canyoninstituteany fair comparisonin
that way? Is nottheonly proper way tomakethecomparison the way it
was done by the St. Lonis Republican, to wit, taking the value of the
agricultural property in one State as compared with the value of the
manufactaring property in the other ?

Mr. CANNON. I will make the comparison of manufacturing in
Tlinois with manufacturing in Massachusetts, too, within my five min-
utes.

The aggregate wealth per capita in Tllinois, asshown by the census of
1880,is§1,005, not $266,asstated and quoted withapproval by the gentle-
man, as against $1,568 per capita in Massachusetts; Illinois having a
population far exceeding that of Massachusetts. The population of
Illinois has nearly doubled within the last twenty years. More than
that, Mr. Chairman, we will talk about the manufacturing interests of
the two States for a moment. I speak now from the censuns of 1830,
Massachusetts then had 14,352 manufacturing establishments; at the
same time Illinoishad 14,549. The value of the manufactured products
of Massachusetts 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 1o be first in agrieulture 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. [Applanse onthe 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. What 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
figures, when you tell only part of the truth and conceal a part, do, in
effect, tell a falsehood. That is what I complain of. I do not claim,
of course, that the gentleman from Minnesota prevaricates; but I say
such is always the effect when any one states 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 Missouri [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 thesubject knows
that the assessed value of property in Illinois 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 trath.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. May I ask the gentleman from Illi-
nois another question ?

The CHAIRMAN. The five minutesallowed to the gentleman from
Tllinois have expired.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If the assessed valuesin both MM
chusetts and Iliinois 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 Tate of my country I will vote toreduceit 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 you 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 arts, 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 majority assail. Mr,
Cleveland’s message and this foundling now called the Mills bill have
a common purpose. Both use the surplus as the fulerum wherewith
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1o apply the free-trade lever to dislodge the protective system. Every
free-trader applands both. Every protectionist denounces both.

‘Why, in this debate, has every friend of the Mills bill landed the
English free-trade tariff system, which only levies duties on articles not
produced at home?

Has any friend of this bhill in this debate uttered one sentence in
favor of the American tariff system, which discriminates in favor of the
home producer and laborer ?

I pause 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 ntter one.

Mr. McCOMAS. I haveheard one eloquent Democrat [Mr. FORAN]
defend the tariff and labor, but he will not vote for this bill. Iam
glad to hear the genileman from Mississippi declare for his party that
no Democrat has or can utter a word for protection of labor.

Your purpose is the enlargement of the free-list and final opening of
our markets to the world. Why then discuss the revision of the pro-
tective tariff with this majority which would wipe it out as with a
sponge? [Applause.] 1 Fi

The Demoeracy has nnder 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-
ruptey of all industries, wheat rotting in unthrashed stacks, and corn
burned for tnel on the Western farms. Said Richard Cobden in 1844:

You have no mora right to doubt that the sun will rise to-morrow than fo
doubt that in less than ten yearsfrom this time, when England iunmmm ﬂ;’:

glorions era of commercial freedom, every civilized nation will be
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.

Free 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 has far out-
stripped England in entferprise and inventive industry. Thirty-nine-
fortieths of mankind repudiate free trade to-day.

Prophecy has been falsified by history. One year ago, outsideof 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
all statesmen 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, Clemenceanx, Grant,
Garfield, Bismarck, Sherman, and Blaine.

Wherever there is universal suffrage the producers the world over
have repudiated free trade. 'When free trade won in England the work-
ing people were excluded from the suffrage.

THE BRITISH TARIFF FOR REVENUE ONLY AND DIRECT TAXES,

-

Wmllect over two hundred millions from customsunder a protect-
ive ta

England collects one hundred-millions from eustoms under a free-
trade tariff for revenue only.

The campaign this fall is designed to bring our tariff to the English
model—a free-trade tariff for revenue only.

Great Britain has 2,220 customs officials. Her custom-houses are
seattered everywhere.

On some imports Great Britain imposes a duty of 400 per eent. 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 pound on coffee,
Great Britain wrests from the breakfast table of her people §22,000,000
annually.

She'hgs a tariff on chicory, cocoa, cocoa husks, chocolate, currants, figs,
raising, plums, pranes, chioral, chloroform, collodion, tobaocot snuff,
soap, ether, cordials, alcohol, spirits, and other artieles, which in 1886
yielded her a customs revenue of $99,086,435.

Besides, a free-trade tariff compels heavy direct taxation. Whilewe
collect onr one lmndred and eighteen millions from internal-revenue
taxes, Great Dritain in 1886 by internal taxes collected by licenses to
anctioneers, pawnbrokers, and peddlers, by stamps on bankers’ notes,
on bills of exchange and promissory notes, on cfecks, 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 aland 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
and manufacturers of tobacco and snuff, and by taxes on a hundred
g;!ser vexatious items, from her people, the enormous sum of $291,573,-

DEPRESSION OF TRADE AND INDUSTEY IN ENGLAND UNDEE FREEE TRADE.

Dare you now go home and tell the people of our land how thirty

years of a free-trade tariff for revenne only has prospered Great Brit-
ain? Even after three years of Democratic incompetent administration
we have nothing likethe industrial distressexistingin England. 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 pauperism. Wages all over
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 Londonalone. Women are 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 throngh London streets to Westminster
Abbey calling for *‘ bread or work.”” *

EXGLIEH FAEMING HAS COLLAPSED UNDER FREE TRADE.

Learn from England, ye farmers of America, how free trade benefits
agriculture.

There agriculture has reached a state of collapse. Every farmer is 40
per cent. poorer than he was twelve years ago. The tenant farmers are
now paying 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 farmers 60 per
cent.

The farm laborer now works for 1 or, at most, for 2 shillings a day,
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, one-fourth of the whole wheat area of Britain, has gone
out of cultivation. Dairy farming is extingnished. The best of the
farm population is crowding into the great cities, no longer customers,
but competitors. 7

To the docirinaires it is a pretty pastoral scene; free-trade England,
a grass country without gates, cropped-tail horses, and foxesand hounds
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. of their value (says Mullhall) in 1876, and
since then the value and income of these lands has fallen off from 30
to 50 per cent. The number of farming bankruptcies in Britain have
increased six times in ten years. Bills of sale have multiplied ten
times in five years.

1 was born upon a farm; its fragrant fields, its meadows, and clover
bloom are redolent of the memories of a happy boyhood. I live among
farmers and represent largely a farming constitueney. As I consider
their wants, their burdens, their tronbles, God forbid I ghonld ever vote
to add to their present evils by a dose of English free-trade tariff for
revenue only, the loss of their home market, the farmer’s main depend-
ence for the sale of his surplus products. [Applause.]

Free trade may cheapen a few of the farmer’s supplies; it will still
more cheapen the value of his farm and its products, decrease manu-
factures, and increase farmers.

‘When oar 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 importersof New York or Bos-
ton, but it is home production and consumption thatenriches the farmer.
Foreign importation enriches the few at the expense of the many by
gatharing the profits in a few hands—the bankers, the merehants, the

rokers, the agents, theshippers, those whodeal in money and exchange,
Home tradeistenfold more profitable than foreign trade. Foreign trade
profits individuals; home trade profits the ecommunity, because the
money turned over once in foreign trade is turned over ten times in
home trade.

While foreign trade enriches many middlemen, home trade enriches
the producer. In home trade both the buying and theselling are done
at home, and both transactions bring profit to the community. In for-
eign trade one transaction is done abroad and does not benefit our coun-
fry at all. Freeforeign commeree isa curseif it only displaces so much
home commerce.

For the farmer foreign goods in exchange for the farmer’s grain and
raw material are far-fetched and dear-bought. The farmer will not
transfer prosperity from home manufacturers to Northern 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 eustomer instead of his
competitor, quite as well as when a century ago the American farmers
created the American protective policy. He knows that the home mar-
ket his foresight fostered consumes more than all of Eritain’s im-
ports and exports combined. He hails the tendency to bring pre-
ducers and consumers together by more rapid transit and fewer middle-
men. -

THE AMERICAN FARMER SACRIFICED TO FREE TRADE BY THE MILLS BILL.

Mr. Chairman, the American farmer has for years heard the Demo-
cratic leaders denounce the tariff as the bulwark of monopoly, the
enricher of a favored few whose products 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 go 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 free-list.

More than one-third of the free-list in the Mills bill is composed of
;the yield of the field, forest, and mine to the damage of the lnmber-
man, quarryman, farmer, and miner.

With demagogic zeal salt which costs us 6 cents per capita is huar-
ried to the free-list, while sugar which costs us $2.57 per capita es-
capes lightly.

nt 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 percéntage is the prince of liars.
THE PRORLEM TO-DAY—XOT CHEAPXESS, BUT EMPLOYMENT,

Mr. 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 mostof
the members who support the Mills bill hail from. During the past
forty years all over the world mechanical and scientific appliances have
transformed the transporting and producing of commodities. These
have reduced and are still reducing the labor required for both.

When Cobden triumphed with the cry of *‘the cheap loaf’’ the trouble
was the searcity and dearness of the necessaries of life. To-day the
strugple is for work enough to give the bulk of population money enough
to buy these necessaries of life now so cheap and abundant.

Without employment, incrensing masses of people must pass a mis-
erable existence in the midst of plenty. Industries must constantly

row and diversify to give full and well-paid employment. From thedif-
ﬁcul ty ef supplying adequate employment in the midst of commodities
cheap and plentiful has resulted the reconversion of the civilized world
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 cheapsalt are a mockery if labor is cheaper still.
Free trade means untaxed foreign competition. It cheapensa few things
the workman consumes, but cheapens everything that he produces.
Protection raises 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
s to long hours and low wages. ‘‘Competition for cheapness becomes
competition in cheap labor, and competition in cheap labor means com-
petition in flesh and blood.”’

To-day everyold sonl-driver of the South is a free-trader. Free trade
is againstthe poor man and in favor of the rich man when if lets the
rich man buy what he wants abroad and employ the foreign workers at
Iower wages in place of the American prodncer whostands ready with
his capital, the workman’s skill, his practical knowledge, his industry,
hisstrength, hishealth. Inthis 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 MARKET OF THE WORLD IE A DELUSION AXD A SNARE FOE US,

When you tell the farmer if he will slanghter his sheep free wool
will enable our manufacturers to control the foreign market, he retorts
that cotton has always been free. Free cotton has not given ourspin-
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 e 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, an&) 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 are 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.
Instead of free trade let us rather make more stringent our immigra-
tion laws. [Applause.]

THE SOUTH MOS3 NEEDS TIE TARIFF.
My, Chairman, it amazes me to hear Mr. Mills, who hails from Texas,

claim that the tariff has nothing to do with wages, becanse wages are
higher in some States than in others. The tariff wroughtits best fruit
in New England and the enterprising North and West. Wages are
lower in Arkansas and Louisiana and South Carolina, because slavery
condemned the blackand poor white people to ignorance; and after the
war under the inherited system it was too long 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 tariff, 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 Government was formed in part for the creation
and promotion of mannfactures. The Confederate States government
was formed to stimulate agrienlture alone and to import manufactures.

Will the old South never recant this clause of the Confederate con-
stitution ?

But no bounties shall be granted from the treasury, nor shall any duties or

dt&xii'a on importations from foreign nations be laid to promote or foster any in-
ustry,

On this charter of free trade and slave labor 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 dream of the old South, whose corner-stone was the plantation
idea—wide lands, an accomplished few enriched by the ignorant many
toiling for bare subsistence.

The old Bouth, whose old master class can forget with magnanimity
the bitterness of the war, but can not forget the enfranchisement of
their slaves. :

The old South, which, appalled at the rule of the ignorant majority,
resorts in turn to violence or frand, 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 escape 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 offeet to as many intelligent workingmen’s
votes actually cast in the North and West, believes it right to thus
quadruple the power of the white minority of the cotton States at an
election 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, thal
when the white minority stoops to fraud upon the poll or count, it con-_
trols the massed majority at the cost of its own civie virtue and debase-
ment of the moral sense of the community.

There is hope in the new South with her exultation in her new-found
treasures, her inexhaustible 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 the Northern 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 loeal self-govern-
ment with equal civil rights as citizens. The new Sounth, conscious of
the valune of its free black labor, beginning dimly to see that this labor
robbed of its dues for two centuries must be edueated if the 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 Sonth, which believes it must 1ift its labor above the level
of Europe, and that like the North it must eventually pay its skilled
workers in metal, glass, wool, and cotton 50 per cent. more than the
old world if it wonld transform its towns into cities and diffuse pros-
perity over countless small farms, :

Upon this new South, thrilling with mighty enterprises, developing
her mines, founding her cities, Mr. Cleveland’s message against a pro-
tective tariff fell like some nnwelcome bell knelling a departed friend.
This cry of free raw materials is the device whereby to drive the neWw
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 ont of his way to kick a sheep. Ile hated the
animal which made the farmers protectionists.
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Like another Tannhauser, the new South has just broken away from
the toils of slavery. 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 extractits ores, justasitstands by the mounths of its
new-made coal-pits,the President’s message and the Mills bill snmmon
the new South again to slumber, that the vines may cumber the forests,
that bats and owls may inhabit the shafts of deserted mines, that spi-
ders may weave their webs over the mouths of the coal-pits, that the
grass may grow again in the village streets. [Applanse,

Like another Tannhauser, this last ery will break the illusion of free
trade that so long has blinded the South.

Instead of Cleveland’s curfew, we will set the morning school-bells
ringing in the South. [Applause].

Mr. HEMPHILL. Have yon ever been South ?

Mr. McCOMAS. I have, somewhat.

Mr. HEMPHILL. How many times?

Mr. McCOMAS., Many times. Iwas born and bred on the Poto-
maq, in a slave State, and I live there yet.

l?r. HEMPHILL. Well, I donotlivein thatcountry either. I want
to know whether the gentleman has ever been south of the Potomac.

Mr. McCOMAS. Oh, yes; lived South, and sometimes traveled
South.

Mr. HEMPHILL. Recently?

Mr, McCOMAS. I have been there recently, and would be glad to
go again to the gentleman’s country; wounld be glad to meet my friend
there; wotld be glad to observe the effect of protection still retained at
100 per cent. on rice in his State, and above all would be glad to go there
next 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, friends of the American industrial system 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 Carelinga, 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 brave soldier Republicans from Missouri, Republicans
who are *‘native and to the manor horn’’—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 fair-minded men like my friend from South
Carolina can be standing here against the best interests of my section
as well as the grand interests of my country, while these Republican
ex-Confederates and these Republican Union soldiers, these Repub-
lican native-born Representatives from the South, come here to cast 17
votes from the new South against this free-trade bhill 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’seloquence, 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 everybody 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 feeling of opposition to the North; let its people make all
the money they can—

Mr, McCOMAS. I can not yield for my friend to make a speech,
thongh he is able to make a very good one; the time I have remaining
is too short. He does not hesitate, by helping the Mills bill, to try to
regulate and ranin the interests of my State—its coal, its glass, cement,
and labor.

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois (to Mr. HEMPHILL).
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
gatisfy the demands of oppressive taxation.

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. In Illineis 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. ]

Mr, HEMPHILL. Inaddition to their wages we give thema home.
I guaranty that we pay our laborers as much, counting provisions and
home, together with actual cash, as similar laborers are paid in Illinoeis.

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I will say—

Mr. McCOMAS, I can not yield further; I have something myself
to sayabout that. In reply tothe gentleman from South Carolina, who
says Maryland is not a Sonthern State, I wish to sayin 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 Maryland and plead with her as a Southern State to go with
them into secession, bankruptey, and ruin. Youn called her then a
Southern State. Although lying on the Potomae, 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

What do you pay

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 conntry. [Great applause on the Repub-
lican side. ]

The gentleman’s own ignorance is narrow indeed when he restricts
and limits theSouth to South Carolina. It was soonce, butisno longer.

But when you 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—BLAIR BILL—PROTECTIVE TARIFF,

Mr. Chairman, these three things affright the old Bourbon régime—
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 uplifticg of all mankind 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-
held, 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
be 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 AXD 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 ison
the free-list and bituminous coal is not mentioned. They have puton
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 ceal, which is a mineral substance in a
crude state, nor iron which is metal unwrought, 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 raling repealed the tariff law which
protected coal. n

For a hundred years, since George Washington signed the first tarift
act, bituminous and semi-bituminous coal of commerce have been pro-
tected. All 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 first 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 bituminouns coal of Swansea, Wales, and the bituminous coal of
Canada are already coming into our ports and will not be stopped un-
less this House shall declare that a free-trade Secretary can not legis-
late and thus enlarge the free-list at will to give the railroad, the gas,
and steam-ship monopolies free trade in coal before the Mills billglf;'a
passed. And I would vote to impeach the Secretary of the Treasury
who has dared to usurp the fanctions of Congress, who has boldly put
bituminous coal on the free-list in defiance of the law.

THE AMERICAN SYSTEM—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 House, and
for three years past ruled this conntry. 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 by 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 Olympina could only perceive that they were scorched
by the sun, and pressed by the erowd, and wetted by the rain, and that life was
full of disxfmugle and troublesome things, and so they almost forgot the great
colossus of ivo amilﬁom, Phidias's statue of Zeus which they had come to see,
a:i'u} which stood in its glory and power before their perturbed and foolish
vision.

I believe rather that the vast majority of our people will, with our
foremost statesman, again declare for that policy which inspires labor
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with hope and crowns it with dignity, which givessafety to capital and
protects its inerease, which secures political power to every citizen, cult-
ure and comfort to every home. [Great applause. ] =

Mr. HEMPHILL. - I wish tosay, Mr. Chairman, simply, if the gen-
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McCoymAs] will give me his attention for
a moment, that in my remarksa few momentsago I desired to express
my 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 intending to give or myself as de-
siring to take offense at what he has 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 opiaions of that character.

Mr, McCOMAS. I hope to have the opportunity of wilnessing in
person, at no distant date, the condition of affairs there, and especially
would I like to see an election held.

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iwill be delighted to sce the gentleman there on
such an octasion, and promise to show him an election where there is
o voter for every vote.

Mr. HOUK. But counted differently from the way they are cast.

Mr. HEMPHILI. No, sir; counted just as they are cast.

Mr. PERKINS. That wounld undoubtedly be a rare sight, which a
man might be justified in going so many miles to see.

Mr. HEMPHILL. Very well; we will be very glad to show it to
gentlemen who choose to favor us with their presence there.

Mr. LANHAM. Alr, Chairman, Iclaim nosuperior knowledge asan
expertinthe ‘‘dismal science.”” I cannotassume tobeas well informed
on the tariff question as the learned gentlemen who have heretofore
spoken upon the subject, nor do I hope for one moment that whatI may
say 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
have felt constrained torecord my convictipns and express some reasons
for the faith within me.

During the brief period of my Congressional service I have witnessed
two oecasions in this House which impressed themselves in an extraor-
dinary degree u{wn my observation. They attracted great public at-
tention and will not soon pass from the memory of those who were
then present. I aliude to what occurred on May 6, 1834, 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 last the House refused to enter upon the consideration of a kin-
dred measure by a vote of 140 yeas to 157 nays. The results 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 of peace, should continne to oppress the people. In the face of
Executive recommendation, in spite of popnlar 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-
stantly accumulating revenue beyond the requirement for an econom-
ical administration of the Government, and the inevitable consequence
of an abnormal and prodigious 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

Honse of the people a sufficient number of their chosen Representa-
tives who would ‘even allow time and opportunity to investigate or re-
forin 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 Ways 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 could not longer be delayed, thit the last continuance had been
granted, and the time for trial had arrived.

What the fate of the pending bill shall be no one can safely prog-
nosticate. 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
initiative in its decapitation, that no man who calls himself a Democrat
will draw the first 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
the 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 siafus 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 legislation the Republican party will be responsi-
ble for the failnre. One thing is certain: the Democrats are inflexibly
determined to crowd and press this great issue before Congress and the
country. The fight has 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 thronghoutthis 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 camp
of the enemy; if a Republican love country better than partizanship,
let him join the ranks of reform; if any patriot prefer the general good
tospecial advantage and class benefit, now is the time to show hiscolors.
Listen to the authoritative declaration of your respective parties four
years ago:

The Democratic party 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 pledgesitself to correct the inequalifies of the tariff and to reduce the
surplus,—Republican Platform of 1884,

That change is necessary is proved by an existing surplus of more than $100,-
000,000 which has yearly been collected from a suffering people. Unnecessary
taxation is unjust taxation. * #* # The Demoeratic party is pledged to revise
the tarifl’ in a spirit of fairness to all interests.—Democratic Platform of 1884,

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 ean not be disregarded. Ie 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 all, 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
institntions. Party alignments were formed in the very incipiency of
our Government, and will and onght always to exist. I believe there
always have been and ever will be conscientious citizens of the American
Union who entertain different views and conflicting sentiments on ques-
tions of public policy. I donot believe that any party has now or ever
will have a monopoly of all the virtue and purity, or all the vice and
profligacy, 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 of a common danger, in the blazing light which
unmistakably reveals the absolute necessity for & conservation of the
best interests of the Republie, there must and will be found suflicient
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 scems 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 statement, the artistic modern formulation of ancient dicta,
however ingeniously constructed, can make no substantial addition to
what has so often been 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 anythin
new or essentially different from the manifeld thought and treatment whie!
the subject of Federal taxation has received in this country from time to time,
It has engaged the attention and inspired the research of governmental philos-
ophers for more than a century, and statesmen and essayists have in turn given
it their eurrent contributions., It has been so often discussed, eritically consid-
ered, and profoundly ex?'loretl that the very language employed is generie, the
platitudes identiecal, the illustrations parallel, the methods threadbare. Witha
ver s]lght adjustment of transposition, and the elimination of modern data, it
will be discovered upon close inspection that much of our recent literature upon
thissubject 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
Means, 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 strive to meet on some common ground,
Iam 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. My most serious general objection to the bill is that
it is too protective. It leaves the duties on many arlicles far too high,
which at earlier periods in our history would have been rded as
monstrous. Itschiefreductions, amounting to $46,645,112.48, are made
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by additions to the free-list and subtractions from excise or internal-
revenue sources. I am not sure that the 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 benefit would result in favor of the mass of consumers. There
js more required of us than merely stopping an inflow of surplus. That,
of course, is an important desideratum, but a thorough revision and ad-
justment of the entire tariff law is absolutely needed.

Mr. Chairman, it is my purpose to disenss 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. By its terms all
wools are placed npon the free-list, while articles made from wool are
taxed upon an average of 39.87 per cent., ad valorem. Wool contrib-
utes to the proposed redaction 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 jndgment, is disproportionate, and I give notice
that at the proper time I shall either move or support an amendment
which will reduce the duties on woolen manufactures toanaveragead
valorem of 25 per eent. Just here I to reproduce a portion of my
former speech, submitted April 22, 1884, beaving upon this subject:

I may fail to convinece the opposition, and may not satisfy the sheepmen of the
country, that the proposed uction in the tariff on wool will notinjuriously
affect the wool business: that it will not measuralily embarrass that interest and
depress prices, I might content myself by saying—what ought to be a conclu-
give reason—that it is unjust and unconstitutional to tax the great body of the

ople to protect that or any other interest; that protection to one sheep-raiser,

f it increases the cost of the s ities, means oppression and in-
Jjustice to ity other good citizens engaged in other pursuits, and that the con-
scientious discharge of apparent duty is infinitely above and beyond any con-
sideration of the mere consequences involved.

But I do not believe,in the presence of living facts and the truth of history,
that high tariffs on wools necessarily bring high prices to the wool-grower. 1
am not prepared to state the exact extent to w k:‘}: the character of wools pro-
duced in Texas enters into competition with that imported from foreign eoun-
tries; but feel warranted in the statement that it is limited,

Mr, Hurd, in his recent admirable speech, said:

“There are three grades or clagses of wool in the market—first, the superfine
or the Silesian wool; second, the intermediary or combing wool; and third, the
coarse carpet wool, Of these America does not produce the superfine wool or
the carpet wool, and it can not prodnce them. Therefore no dutyon them can
be of any benefit to the farmer of this country. He does not grow them,

“As to the intermediary grade this is the sitoation : The wools of the foreign
eonntries havea fiber and texture which our wools do not possess, and the Amer-
ican manufacturer needs them to mix with American woel to produce the be:

expectations, the mgﬁkat has mtnai]y been depressed; th;:n in the States east of

the Mississipp i Rivers the number of vastly decreased,
and that the of wool has averaged less per since the high tariffs
were im than prevalled previously under the low tarifls,

. . - ® = ® -

“I1 have stated that since the passage of the protective tariff act of 1867 up to the
Frasmﬂ. time, a period of fifteen years, the price of wool in this conuntry has been
ess than it was forthe fifleen yearsnext preceding that time. This proposition
is not left to or speculation. Fortunately for the position which I
assmme, the most accurate and reliable data upon aubi:ct have been pre-
served, and herewith I present for careful examination the following statement
furnished by the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department,

Stalement ehowing the arerage price of medivm American washed elothing fleece wool
Jrom 1521 fo 1881, inclusive.

[United States Economist and Dry Goods Reporter, Jan a1
nished w ;

1580, data fur-
by Mauger & Avery, 49 West Broadway, Ne

ork City.]

Year, Year.

Average
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results. No man ean make a good suit of clothes made from American good
alone. From England, from France, and other of the world we want the
wool with their fiber fo make the best product for onr
of supplying the home demand,

* ° e - L - -

“1 believe every pound of American wool of intermediary grade that comes
into this country will make more valuable every pound of wool ere,
The basis of my ion on this point is that the foreign wool does not come
into America in competition with American wool, but to supplement its defi-
ciencies. This is no idle theory of mine.”

As to the general effect of the tariff on the prices of wool in this country I take
the liberty to quote in addition the following extract from a very able pub-
lished letter of Senator J. H. Slater to the secretary of the wool-growers' con-
vention of Oregon, of date Decemiber 30, 1863 :

“71t has been demonstrated over and over again from the statistics of wool

ces in this country, covering s;\erlod of many years, during which time wool
been subjected to varying duties, sometimes practically prohibitory, at

manufacturer in his work
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JOSEPH NIMMO, Jr., Chisf of Burcau,
TREASURY DEPARTHENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS,
February 3, 1882,

The average price for the fifteen years preceding 1867 was 58.8 cents per pound,
The average price for the fifteen yearssucceeding 1867 was 45.6 cents per pound.
These statements, su ¢d as they are by facts and are exceedingly
cogent and to my mind unanswerable. But be that asit may, with me the solu-
tion of the matter, as before intimated, does not depend upon the possible re-
sultsto one class of business enterprise, but upon doing what is right. Ican not,
as a publie representative, sworn to su the Constitution, seeking general

other times letting in the lower grades entirely free, with a moderate duty upon

the higher and firmer grades, the domestie product has always borne ggt—

ter prices under low tariffs or when wool was free than during periods of high

duties, This has been reiterated in this country and elsewhere many times
by publieista of the highest character,

- dncorroboration of this statement I invite attention to the following quota-

tions from the foreible speech of Hon, Wirriam M., SerixGeER in the last Con-

“In 1867 the wool-growers of the country and the manufacturers of woolen
goods succeeded in inducing Congress to impose protective duties on the im-
portation of foreign wools, and also to impose such additional duties upon im-

ns 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 prior 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, and all other wools paid

i , economic administration, and fair dealing to the entire people, ask that
wool be protected, if it has to be done at the nse of all other interests and
thereby lay the foundation for the protection of everything elze which clamors
for class legislation, I consent to and shall vote for the reduetion on wool as
proposed by the bill under consideration, as well as for all otherreductions con-
templated, as far as they go, hcliavirif that to the extent of such reductions the
general well-being of the people will be ted. But while this is the case I
wish 10 contend that an uvmt?a reduction of 15.06 per cent. on wool is not met

. by an average reduction of only 19.99 per cent, on the manufactures of wool, as

led under this bill. #

The following statistical statement, pre at my request by the Chief of

the Bureau of Statistics, shows the operations of the tariff wpon wool and the

manufactures thereof, and the relative difference in the results of the old law
and the act of March 8, 1853:

Vulue of imyports of wool enfered for consumption in the United States and the ad va-

a duty of 24 per cent. ad valorem. From 1862 to 1864 the duty on wools ting
18 eents per pound nnd less was but 5 per ceat. ad valorem; and over 18 centa
and less than 24 cents it was 8 cents per pound; and over 24 cents per pound in
price, 9 cents per pound in duty.

“* Between 1865 and 1866 the tariff on wool costing 12 cents per pound and less
was 3 cents per pound, and costing over 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 d the duty was 12 cents per pound and 10
g:; cent. ad valorem. The act of August 28, 1866, slightly chan, these duties,

remained substantially the same until the taking effect of the act of
March 2, 1867, the law now in force. 1 will not recapitulate the various tariffs
imposed by the act of 1867. The classification prepared for Government experts
am?rnoes one hundred and sixty-eight different standard samples of wool to be
taxed under this law. The duties, however, from 18 to 110 per cent.

“These burdensare very unequally djslﬂbuteE 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 87 to 88 per cent. in the grease, and from 31 to 86 cent,
if washed, and from 73 to 110 per cent, if in scoured condition. It will be seen
that the high tariff upon fine washed and seoured wools has had a marked effect
upon the manufacture of woolen goods in this country, and has worked greatly
to the injury of both the wool-growers and manufacturers, as will be seen as I

eeed further.

Fﬂm wool-growers felicitated themselves after the passage of the act of 1867
upon the suceess 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 tarifl legislation was to prevent foreign wools from
mpeﬁ:}g with their products, They desired to mﬂﬁmﬂ exclude many
classes of wool from our markets in order that t.ha&”' };5“ raeeiva
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greater prices
for all they might raise. I shall be able to prove from realizing their

forem rate of duty collected during the following periods :
During the six months ended December 31—
- Increase:
Articles. 5
gE e g
£3% EZ8 - 3
208 g 5% g ]
Fon | Lt | .:
3 £8 - : £8 = -ql_
Peret, | Dollars. | Perol. | Dollars, | Per of.
65.46 | 2,390,615 | 44.73 41,188 826 —10,73
50.19 | 615,677 | 43.48 |- 480,554 |— 6.71
27.79 | 4,315,355 | 25.02 |4 839,405 — 2,77
66,71 | 22,064,512 | 6€8.90 |— 335,875 |4 2.19

JOS, NIMMO, Ju., Chisf of Bureau.
TEEASURY DEPARTMENT,
Bureau of Statistics, March 7, 1854,

From this it appears that the daty on the character of wools therein stated was
while that u woolen manufactures was increased as indicated,
under the act of the h Congress. The i lity was glaring

‘'orty-sevent
eno under the old law, The reasonable proportion and adjustment of rates

" May 2;

SEHEREE



-

1888, CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE.

hla q

would have demanded under that a very id ion on the manu-
factures of wool to have equalized them with those upon the raw materials,
And now whils the present bill limits the maximum rate of duty on wools and
woolens at 60 per cent. ad valorem, and is pro tanio a relief to t apc:ipln. yet 1
think it preserves and perpetuates, to a greater or less extent, many of the orig-
inal vices, and in addition provides:

“That nothing in this act shall operate to reduce the duty above imposed on
any arlicle below the rate at which said article wns dutinble nnder‘An act to
provide for the payment of outstanding Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to

late and fix the duties on imports, and for other purposes,” approved March
2, 1861, commonly called the * Morrill tariff,””

This elause prevents, it is true, a 20 per cent. reduetion on some characters of
wool, but comes, I think, materially to the aid of certain woolen manufactures,
and allows the duties thereon to remain too high, I do not favor any indorse-
ment of the maladjustment or eabalistic features of the existing law. In
my judgment the pruning ought to be thorough and the reformation radical.
A t is worth doing at all is worth doing well.” If existing conditions are
condemned, it seems to me that “‘the ax o t to be Iaid to the root of the
tree;” if the tares are to be separated from the wheat, why not collect them
all, and apiply 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, uld be
comprehensive, and the work of reformation extend all along the line.

Xo skimish{ng, no half-way measure, no temporizing expedient will elicit
popul dation or endure the test of en! ihtened eriticism, If the de-
sired and necessary legislation can not beaccomplished—and under thefpreserx_t
composition of Con I fear it is hopeless—a courageous assertion o ‘gﬂnm-
ple, an exhibition of the faith within us can be made. Now, I haveno adverse
criticism to make upon the pending bill, save the propriety of eliminating there-
from the defects and inequalities which characterize the enactments; if
they are to furnish the model, if it were left to me, I would lop off their excres-
cences, heal their deformities, and eschew their vices, But ifin the ju &
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 le shall rely upon their natural
resources, their own protective energies, thelegitimate profits of their own
suits, unaided by any tribute to be extracted at the toil and expense of

fellow-men.
1t is neither impolitic nor improper to demand anequivalent concession atthe
sherd, who in the solitude of the Western

bands of others. The humblest
prairies attends his floek 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 hismachinery. The one is just as good, justas
nobly born, just as American, just as much entitled to consideration as the
others, Equal rights is the transeript of the paternal mind, planted in the cor-
ner-stone of our republican edifice, and when by ruthless hand 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, 18587, which con-
tains statements showing the assessment of rty 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 1836
4,543,765 sheep, valued at $5,282,814; for the year 1887, 4,275,394
sheep, valued at $5,016,674. The number of decrease from that of
1886 is 268,371, valued at $266,140. Mr. Dodge, the Statistician of
the Department of Agriculture, estimates the number of sheep in Texas
in January, 1888, at 4,523,739, with an average value of §1.52 per head,
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.

Sheep.
States and Territories,
Number, A;:;“ ¢! Value.
Now Harapaii ooz | zos| *"eloroos
[ APAIITG ¢ oties rimnassos ssncas snasss snivasd sovens smuned] \
Vermont...... 593, 301 2,85 | 1,120,279
M 1 tta 62, 667 3.30 206, 702
- Rhode Island 20, 852 3.81 79,498
G T N e N AR 49,199 8.81 187,517
New York 1,564, 067 3.46 B, 415, 552
New Jersey 105,276 3.70 889, 1
Pennsylvania 984, 891 2.80 2,736,119
IDBIBIATE 1ososovnsessamsiions iodimtons masoresstarmsas fassan somins 22, 294 3.7 72,7
Maryland ...... 160, 254 3.35 537,171
Virginia e 444,741 2.42 1,078, 053
North Car 1 427, 500 1.36 581, 054
Sauth Car 107,334 172 184, 400
EIEOTEIN i/ cvsonsairrainsbivesss 442 274 1.560 664, 326
Tt gl fml me
Mississippi 24% 830 1.57 g 332
Louisiana 113, 965 1.64 186, 891
Texas 4,523,739 1.52 6,864,774
Tonnomme siosos| Loi| _ Emia
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Dissouri 1 1,087, 690 1.74 | 1,804,973
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Sheep.
States and Territorles.
Number. [A7S6° | value,

Col d 1,137,688 §L.98 | 2,97, 169
Arizona 638, 561 175 1,152, 482
Dalkotn 269, 019 2.60 700,526
Idaho 312, 408 2.05 G0, 435
Montana 1, 265, 000 2.10 2,658, 308
New Mexico 3, 623,168 100 8,953,239
tah. ... 1,335, 000 L9 2,504,173
Washington 549, B3 104 1,068,976
L A A A B A SR L 523,340 2.08 1,089, 855

INABRN TeXTIVOTT cocres ssssrmmusnsssssnsrasesise
Total 43_.544.755| 2.05 | 89,279,926

It is, I think, worthy of note that while the average value of sheep
per head for the whole country is placed at $2.05, the lowest average,
where sheep-raising is of special importance, is given to Texasand New
Mexico. The fleeces of this quality of sheep, however, would, it is be-
lieved, be in greater demand for purposes of manufacturing admix-
ture with the finer wools that won!d be imported, as a resnltof the re-
moval of the present duties on wools. The average value 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 havetaken the pains to make a careful computation
of the number and value of sheep in the counties which compose the
Congressional distriet 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 shall 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 clanse of the bill, and whether their
complaintsand 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 snch Democrats as cling irre-
movably to 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 allegiance, and it is notevery
sheep-raiser in Texas that will vote the Republican ticket. Some, yea,
many, of them are Democrats, and will con{inne 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 wasduring the high-tariff period, and
before the duties on wool were reduced by the act of 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 1883. Mnuch, 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 Mr. Dodge, thab
‘‘some of the flock-masters in Texas have sent considerable nambers
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 avoeations; nor do I believe that the tariff daties before
or since the act of March 3, 1833, 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 untilization 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 in sheep values, and having no
gmctical experience in their n treatment and preservation.

'vor management, the seab, cold weather, and want of proper knowl-
edge and attention will produce their own consequences, whether there
be high tariffs, low tariffs, orno tariffsat all. In Texas we have cheap
pastoral lands in great abundance at $2 to $§3 per acre, indigenousand
nutritious grasses, and ordinarily mild elimatic conditions. Herding
expenses are comparatively inconsiderable, and when the methods of
sheep-growingare 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 $50to $150 per acre, where sheep require artificial and cul-

990 | 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 Ieft his crook, hie left his flocks.
May it not be presumed that should the wool industry through any
possibility deteriorate elsewhere, it wonld find its appropriate transfer
and diversion of its energies to our inviting region? selfishness

involved precludes further pursuit of this proposition. It is not un-
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likely, I think, thatsome high-tariff advocates dread Texas competition
as much as foreign importation.

There has been for several years—

Says Mr. Dodge—

& deportation of sheep from Pennsylvania to the cheaper grasses of the far West.

There are lesssheep now in 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?

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly, if it be pertinent to this branch of the
subject.

hir. 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 protective 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 thatclothing will cost more 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.

Paradoxical as it may appear to my friend from Illinois, I believe
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 manufacture and sell to us large quantities
of manufactures, notwithstanding our high duty on woolen goods.
Our woolen mills by reason of this fact have been seriounsly crippled,
and consequently the market for American wool greatly depressed. By
giving our domestic manufacturers foreign wools at the same prices

id by their British competitors to mix with native wools, they will

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 an average ad valorem of 25 per cent., as before stated.

Mr. 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 1836 there were rendered for taxes
6,955,248 cattle, valued at $60,852,938; in 1887, 7,081,976, valued at
$51,008,550, an increase in number for 1837 of 126,728, but a decrease
in value of $9,844,335, and the average value of cattle per head is
placed at $7.20. From the same report I ascertain that there were
2,317,396 cattle in my district, valued at $19,596,380. In view of
these statements, is there any valid reason why the cattleman should
be forced to pay any tribute to the sheepman?

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 Congress for relief, and private charity was dispensed with a liberal
hand. Congress passed a bill providing for a distribution of seeds in
these drought-stricken counties through the Commissioner of Agri-
culture, The President vetoed it, and told us that it was the duty of
the people to support the Government, and not the duty of the Gov-
ernment to support the people. I am glad to say that there is now a
gplendid prospect for abundant harvests in this afilicted region; but
what bounties of Government, what protective tariffs will enhance the
value of the farmer’s products? What will his wheat and corn be
worth per bushel and his cotton per pound? He must work ‘‘day in
and day out,”” *‘ from weary chime to chime,’’ live on frugal fare, and
study the’hard problem of how to ‘‘ make buckle and tongue meet,”
looking alone to his own strong arm and the blessing of Providence.
Talk about factory hands, and operatives in machinery, and corpora-
tions’ servants, and Government employés, and eight-hours-a-day-law
laborers, and bestow all deserved sympathy upon them; but there are
none of them who, in my opinion, are not better paid in proportion to
the amount of labor 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 exposure. Is there any reasonable excuse thatI conld 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 constituency without
aiding, as far as I can, in removing the oppression of the nunnecessary
and unjust taxation theyare now compelled to bear. They are too
eensible to believe that the yoke of war taxes is easy and its burden
is light. The wool-grower is just as good asthe furmer, the mechanie,
the blacksmith, the professional man, but he is no better. He hasno
special claim for legislative favoritism beyond that enjoyed by the
humblest consumer in the land.

Bat is the tariffnow 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 Mr, Morrison, chairman of the Committee on Ways and
J};Ims in the last Congress, upon a resolution providing for the restora-
tion of the tariff of 1867 upon wool. He says:

In eonclusion, your committee submit that the duly upon imported wool is
proved, by testimony derived both from argument and experience, 1o be inju-
rious to all classes and beneficial to none.

It drives from our markets many kinds of wool not raised here, but which
are indispensable to a successful manufacture of woolen goods.

It gives to European manufacturers the exclusive use oﬁobese 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 {o export woolen goods, and by
confining them to the home market leads to ruinous fluctuations of prices, re-
sulting in frequent closing of the mills and their sale at disastrous sacrifices,

It eripples the only customers of our wool-growers so seriously that the mar-
ket for wool isu]l:\eriodieally 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 it, as intended,

It has given the European manufacturer control of all foreign wools: it has
thus eaused the importation of foreign wool to come in the manufactured form s
and the m”a the duty has been raised,the more disastrous have been the re-
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 tariff, 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 tarifl; 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 hasinjured 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
Lo 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
taxedin hisbehalf. 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 hounty at public expense, it is unjust, 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, hée can invent no reason for its
imposition.

Mr. 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 and 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 to me that your people do not yet see their way to a 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 history, in paying off your
national debt.

That is true, and greater wonders in this respect have been since ac-.
complished.

A more moderate tariff' I should think wounld give yon a better revenue, and
by degrees you might approach a more civilized system. What can be more
strange than for your tfree country to build barriers inst that commerce
which is everywhere the handmaid of freedom and of eivilization ?

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 barbaris:u of your
tariff. It seems now your one great humiliation; the world looks to you for
example in all forms of freedom. As to commerce, the great civilizer, ghall it
look in vain?

This letter was written on the 25th day of April, 1879. These are
the words that came from the anthorof the repeal of the Corn Laws; from
that grand man who devoted his magnificent energies to opening up a
foreign market for American breadstuffs and the products of American
farmers. To the ears of some they may sound “‘quite English, you
know,”’ but I firmly believe they involve a just criticism and express
the living 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, nnmoor our commerce, and send it forth to the uttermost
parts of the earth with the joyous speeding—

Bear it on, thou restless ocean:
Let thy winds its ecanvas swell!
Heaves our heart with proud emotion,
As it goes far hence to dwell!

[Applause. ]
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Under the ““moderate tariff’’ of 1846 to 1861, in the haleyon days of
the Republic, long before this letter was written, our country had 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
‘“‘moderate tariff’”’ 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 as a
temporary meastre, 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 toanother perhaps less inviting
English opinion of American institations 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 conntry. I believe that I do a publicservice by recalling it to your
notice. On May 23, 1857, Lord Macaulay wrote a letfer to Henry S.
Randall, the author of The Life of Thomas Jefferson. 1t is not found
in The Life and Letters of Macaunlay, affd hence may have escaped that
general observation it wounld have otherwise received. From it I quote
the following:

Iam certain that Inever * * * uttered a word indicatling an opinion that
the supreme authority in a State ought to be intrusted to the majority of citizens
told by the bead; 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 effect of such institutions would
be almost instantaneous. \Vhat happened lately in France is an example. In
1818 a pure democracy was established there. During a short time there was
reason to expect a general spoliation, a national bankruptey, a new partition of
the soil, a maximum of prices, a ruinous load of taxation laid on the rich for
the purpose of supporling the poor in idleness, Sucha system wouldin twenly
yfars have made France as poor and barbarous as the France of the Carlavin-
gians,

Happily the danger was averted ; and now there is a despotism a silent tribuune,
and enslaved press. Liberty is gone; but civilization has been saved. I have
not the smallest doubt that if we had a ﬂurely democratic government here
the effect would be the same. Kither the poor would plunder the rich and
civilization would perish, or order and é:roperty would saved by a strong
military government and liberty would perish. You may think that your
count. e.??'s an exemption from these evils, I will frankly own to you that
Iam of adifferent opinion. Your fate I believe to be certain, thougzh it is de-
ferred by a physical cause. Aslong as you have a boundless extent of fertile
and unoccupied land your laboring population will be far more at ease than
the laboring ?opumtion of the Old World, and while this is the case, the Jef-
fersoninn polity may continue to exist without causing any fatal calamiby.

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 and Birminghams,and in those Manches-
ters and Birminghams hundreds of thousands of artisans 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 with eagerness to agitators, who Lell him that it i3 a monstrous in-
iquitgﬂtlm one man should have a million while another can not get a full meal,

In bad years there is plenty of grumbling here, and sometimesa little rioting.
But it matters little. For here the sufferers are not the rulers, The supreme
power is in the hands ofa class, ous indeed, but select; of an educated class,
of a class 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 thie wealthy to
relieve theindigent. The springs of national prosperity soon begin to flow inj
worlk is plentiful, wages rise, and all is tranquility and cheerfulness. I have
seen England pass three or four times through such critical seasons as I have

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? 1
heartily wish you a good deliverance, hes are at

But mi' reason and my w

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 has the rich, who are always
aminority, absolutely at its mercy. :

The day will come when in the Stale of New York a multitude of people,

. none of whom has had more than half a breakfast, or expeects to have more tgau
half a dinner, will choose a legislature, Is it possible to doubt what sort of
legisiature will be chosen? On one side is a statesman prm\chin%pm[enne, re-
spect for vested rights, strict observance of publie fait Ontheotherisa dema-
gogne ranting about the tyrany of eapitalists and usn and asking why any-
body should be permitted to drink champagne and e.in a e while
thousands of honestfolk are in want of necessaries. Which of the two candidates
i= likely to be preferred by & workingman who hears his children ery for more
bread? I seriously ndpprehcnd that you will, in some such season of adversity
as 1 have 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, and thus make the next year a year not of searcity, but of abso-
lute famine. There will be, I fear, spoliation. The spoliation will increase the
distress. The distress will produce fresh spoliation,

There is nothing to stop you. Your Constitution is all sail and no anchor. As

I said before, when a society has entered on this downwnard progress, either
civilizalion or liberty must perish. LEither some Cwmesar or Napoleon will seize
the reins of government with a strong hand, or your Republie 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
\r;%mtlpls w [ll hsve’ been engeandered within your own country by your own in-
eglitutions,

Did the **sunset of life give him mysticallore?’” Have these gloomy
forebodings, these dark and pessimistic predictions been in any meas-
ure fulfilled? Have our boasted high wages to the larborer brought
him content? Have our Manchesters and Birminghams been moved
by ;ﬁ? and consideration of their employés or instigated by their own
gre

k

Let strikes and lockouts and riots answer.
*“trusts’” and combinations reflect.

In England the supreme power is in the hands of a class. The sufferers are
not the rulers. s

Majorities do not rule.

Mr. Chairman, far beit from me to widen the breach between the rich
and poor, or play the rble 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 hate 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 has the
right in this country to be legislated into wealth. I firmly believe that
class legislation has had the inevitable effect of building up monopolies,
resulting in colossal fortunes and concentrafing 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 tarifls 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 overecome every shock they may re-
ceive, and the government 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 over and our war-dissevered
sections are reunited, and I trust we are fully prepared to combine our
hearts and hands in the grand movement for greater and more glorious
national attainments.

Mr. Chairman, I listened with unusual interest to the splendid pe-
roration of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] a few days
ago, wherein he spoke of the South. It was graceful in diction, beau-
tifnlin imagery, and elegantin delivery. I thank him for his intended
compliment to that Section of the country from whence I hail; 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 herasa
** 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. I
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 speaks 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 capital 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 Issachar shall be leveled, and that
no longer shall her sons crouch between burdens, bow their shoulders
to bear, and become servants unto tribute.

Improve and pass this great measure of reform, expunge from the stat-
ute-books the barbarism of war taxation, reduce the burdens of the Gov-
ernmentto a peace basis, take no more money from the people than isab-
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! Peace omnipotent reigneth !

[Great applause. ]

At the conclusion of the remarks of Mr. LANHAM the following dia-
logue oceurred:

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I believe the gentleman from Texas has
not fully occupied his time, and I desire toask him a favor in the shape
of a question. Will the gentleman allow me to do so?

Mr. LANHAM. I will hear the gentleman’s question.

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I am not certain but what Ishall desire
to circulate the gentleman’s speech in my district.

Mr. LANHAM. Allow me tosay that Ishall 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
circnlate. That will make them more valued. ButI ask the gentleman
if he will be so kind as toinsert in his speech, after what the English-
man, John Bright, said, the resolutions that have been passed by one
or more gatherings of Texan Americanssince the agitation of this bill
commenced, so that we may know what Americans in Texas think as
against what John Bright, of England, thinks,

Mr. LANHAM. In therevision of my speech I will endeavor to give

Let “pools” and
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due reflection to the gentleman’ssuggestion. Doubtless I have already
referred to what the gentleman alludes to.

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, Unless that isdone I will decline to cir-
culate the document. -

Mr. LANHAM. I am much obliged tothe 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 CHATRMAN. The gentleman hasseven minutes of his time re-
maining.

Mr. LANHAM. T reserve that time.

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I suppose if Massa-
chusetts was to divide to-day npon 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 Iam
sure in my own Congressional district such a division wounld result ina
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 not feel it at all 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 npon that subject, and
more will be submitted in the line of general discussion, 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 prineciples which
every one must admit, but which have not perhaps been as {ully ana-
lyzed as to make their simple logic clearly bronght 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 applieation.

We live in an age of great physical and mental activity. Wonderful
inventions of mind and 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 sortsseize npon 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. Just now the medical profession finds itself
Aantagonized by a new and strange psychical force, which, overturning
facts and 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 sickness 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 gnidance 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
seientist 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 prefessional man in his stndies, and by the
very force of its inertia seems to have passed within the closed doors
of the Committee on Ways and Meansand dominated the deliberations
of that great committee. So that it may be truthfully said, if no other
credit is to be given, that these learned gentlemen have evolved a new
S(I:hool of Christian-science political economy. Is not the analogy com-
plete? X .

To them facts have seemed entirely unimportant. No diagnosis re-
quired, no expert knowledge of symptoms; simply the existence of a
disensed condition of the mind. Has not the chairman of the committee
repeatedly demanded of the country only a hopeful state of mind and
all will be well?

Only recently in his speeches at Providenceand elsewhere he assures
the wool-grower that with free wool the increased consumption will be
80 great that better prices will surely come to them, while to the wool
manufacturer he turns with the cheering assurance that under this hill
he will pay so much less for his wool that in spite of all other cirenm-
stances prosperity will be throst npon him. Thus it is that again we
find the Administration ever inadvance, and witha p ion 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 device for reducing revenue, without ac-
Eknowledging 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 faultof this bill is that its framers—who in
the nature of things could have no expert knowledge whatever 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 natore ~~ their business are en-
tirely opposed to the application of the pro ¢ prineiple to any of
our industries so far as they aré able.

Let me illustrate this point. Suppose you write to me for the best
formula for making the most palatableand nutritious bread? IfIreally
desired to give 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 for the true
ingredient of thatarticle a certain compound which would apparently
answer the purpose. Not atall. I should first apply to my cook, if
I had a good one, for information, and then I would supplement that
evidence by inguiring of the cook of my neighbor, if he had one witha
bread-making record, and if their two stories corresponded I should
be willing to submit that consolidated information for your benefit,
with a firm belief that I was giving yon what you wanted; or, hetter
still, if there was a national association of cooks, and that association
had met in convention and had carefally considered the bread question,
and had expressed their opinion as the best wisdom they had on that
snbject, then I would cheerfully give you that information, with the
firm conviction that you were getting the best possible expert opin-
ion on the subject of bread-making, which, if carefully followed, would
insure you peace in your domestic cirele 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 indunstry, and all suclr 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 npon the foreheads of the manufacturers
of this country.

Having failed then to take expert testimony unpon these great ques-
tions, the majority of this committee have utterly failed to encourage the
slightest snpport 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 their duty in this respect and have
insisted upon reporting to this House a bill clearly the result of their
applieation of the *‘faith cure’” principle to industrial enterprises, and
have sat with closed doors refnsing to recognize the authority of this
House in its purpose of forming committees that they shounld sit as a
court in judgment of all cases coming before them, and after patient
and exhaustive hearings of all evidence submitted, npon that evidence,
in the light of its bearing upon the *‘ general welfare’” of the country,
shall make up their judgment npon the preponderance of evidence
submitted.

‘When such a committee have reported to the House a measure npon
which they have not taken expert evidence,; and have placed that meas-
ure before the House, where of counrse such expert evidence can not
properly make itself heard, exceptin way of amendment or substitu-
tion, then such a committee has utterly failed in its duty to this House,
to the people, and to the industries assailed, and such a bill ought in
perfect fairness to be recommitted to that committee with instronctions
to take advantage of such avenues of expert information, so close at
hand and available. If this committee have faken such evidence, and
if this bill is a deliberate judgment based upon such evidence, then
perhaps this charge ean not lie against it; butif the charge is not proved
o be absolutely unfounded, then I dare say the propriety of such ac-
tion by the Hounse will not be disputed.

But I wish to leave this particular bill for the present, and in a tem-
perate manner, withont rhetorie, to undertake in a hasty way the de-
velopment of a fact which I think must be patent to all—that a pro-
tective tariff, so adjusted as to meet the wants of the people, is a most
powerful stimulant to the intellizgence of mankind, 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 ecivilized world.

If, while watchinga balloon ascension in the presence of some person
who was unfamiliar with physiecal theories, one should say to him that
the force of gravity compelled all material objeets, of whatever kind, to
fall toward the centerof the earth, one would expect him tosay inreply:
‘‘But all things do not fall to the earth. I have justseen that balloon
shooting up into the sky; and the rising smoke from every chimney in
the world contradicts your theory. The law of gravitation must be
made very plain to me before I can be induced to go contrary to the
evidence of my own senses.”’

This person’s position is a fair illustration of the attitudeof 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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benefit of a favored class, and that a tariff upon any article enhances
the cost of that article to the consumer by exactly the amount of the
tax. -

Let me quote from the message 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 laws,
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 purchase for use these
imported articles. Many of thess things, however, are raised or manufactured
in our own eountry, and the duties now levied upon foreign goodsand products
are ealled proteetion to these home manufactures, becanse they render it possi-
ble for those of our own people who are manufacturers to make these 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-
jons of our people, who never used and never saw any of the foreign products,
¥nre]mse and use things of the same kind made in this country, and pay there-

'or nearly or quite the same enhanced price which the duty adds to the im-
ported articles. Thos=e 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 safile class, pay asum at least approximately equal to this duty to the
home manufacturer, This referemce to the operation of our tariff aws is not
made by way of instroction, but in order that we may be constantly reminded
of the manner in which they impose a burden upon those who consume do-
mestic products as well as those who consume imported articles, and thus create
& tax upon all eur people.

The protectionist insists that a protective tariff is not laid, and ecould
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 fignre
which is lower than that article sold for before a duty was laid upon
it, and the result of such competition has been abundantly 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 798 488 tons, and during
that period the output was about the same, at all events it showed no
increase. But in 1863, as soon as the industry had begua to feel the
stimulating effect of the tariff of 1861, then the production began to
increase in a most astonishing ratio, while the prices decreased, until,
during the year 1863, the output increased to 947,604 tons, and in 1886
the industry had become so well settled, the workmen so gkillful, and
the plant in snch good condition, that what was less than 800,000 tons
as the annual production in 1861 had 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 of this enormous production, and
at much less money per pound.

‘Who can estimate the advantage to the country at large in increased
comfort, in the developmentof industrial skill, in inventive genius which
came 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. Timeand
time agnin the experiment was attempted. Experts were brought here
from abroad, the most skilled lahor employed, with the invariable re
sult that foreign ecompetition could come in, and did come in, and force
the courageous experimenters into bankruptey, and thousands and hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars were swept away, like the early mists, in
the vain endeavor to establish a new industry apon our shores in com-
petition with outside manufactures.

But when the tariff of 1861 came, opportunities once more arose, and
the growing demands of onr 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 o most remarkable extent.

In 1868 we made in this country of all kinds of steel 30,000 tons; in
1878, 819,814 tons; in 18886, 2,870,003 tons; while during that period
we have reduced the price of steel rails in America, which was $§158 per
ton in 1868 to $26 per ton in 1836, while the price in England, by
means of this protective tariff of ours, was reduced from $61.50 in 1868
to $18 in 1856, though it must be said in fairness, however, that this
reduction is not wholly due to the influence of competition under the
tariff of 1861, since, during that period, the royaltieson Bessemer steel
ran ont. 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 yon will find the
same result—an enormous lowering of prices, increased competition,
bclite: goods, and a round advantage in a thousand ways to the people
at large.

Purticularly is this so with reference to any eommodity the manu-
facture of which was not attempted in this country prior to 1861, and

which-was really created by the tariff of 1861. T have at this moment
in mind the carpet industry in its finer grades, almost entirely devel-
oped in this country within twenty-five years. The statisties of the
carpet induostry are not as complete as in many otber industries, vet
we have no difflculty in noting the great development since 1871, when
many of the patents expired. Previous to that time the number of
looms on Brussels and Wilton earpets did not exceed one hundred looms
(power) and the markel was controlled by English makers who rezu-
lated the prices. To-day there are 1,225 looms running on Brussels
and Wilton and the importation of carpets has almost ceased; the
import last year being 190.118 yards Brussels. Body Brussels sold
within the recollection of all before me bnt a few years ago in crude
colors and wretched designs for $2.75 to'$3.50 per yard, while to-day
you can buy the best Brusdels from the finest looms, with the most
delicate colors, the most original and charming designs, for $1.25 per
yard at retail; while for those who do not buy Brussels, but prefer the
tasty ingrains, there has been the sameadvantage, 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:
NeEw Yorx, March 17, 1888,

New York wholesale carpetings during the years— ’ 1871 } 1880, | 1883,
g Dl BT S s A
Five-frame Cple'b.‘!g 1

ley's
Five-frame Ri w br
Smith's tapestry.........
Lowell ingrai

Thus it is domestic competition has cut down prices to the lowest
marginof profit. Let meshow you how naturally this all comes about
throngh perfectly simple methods. Suppose a man 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 machinery, and to carry on his business
until he begins to get returns from his sales.

Suppose he produces 100,000 yards of cloth in a year, that being,
we may say, as large a product as might be safely attempted by any
one until his operatives and himself had acquired asuflficient technical
experience, and that it cost him $1 a yard, and that he sells it at $1.10
per yard? His profit will be 10 cents a yard, or $10,000. Infiguring
his cost of produetion 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, ete.

Second. Those expenses which remainare very nearly fixed in amount,
no matter what the amount of his produet may be. These fixed ex- -
penses would consist of the interest upon his eapital and such items of
general expense of management, taxes, insurance, ete. Suppose that
his fixed expenses have been 10 per cent. of the total cost of production,
or 10 cents for each yard of cloth preduced? If, now, at the end of the
year his o tives have become skilled and his business is so well es-
tablished that he may venture to increase his product, he 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 he formerly made in the same mill. Praeti-
cally he is under no greater charge inrespect of the fixed expenses now,
that he 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 he produces twice as many yards for
the same sum total, the cost of fixed expenses is but 5 cents a yard.

The costof his fabric will now be 95 centsa yard. If he canstill sell
at $1.10 he will be making 15 cents a yard profit, instead of 10 cents
a yard as formerly; and observe that he not only hasan increased profit,
per yard, but he 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 whois 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 larger 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 and still make his original profit of $10.000; or better yet, if he can
sell 100,000 yards at $1.10 he may offer the other 100,000 yards to the
customers of his rival at 90 centsayard, 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, he 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 he made

cost him $1 a yard, he 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 us?”’ let us suppose that in 1861 we im-
ported from England, say, all the woolen cloth which we used, and a$
that date there was no mill 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, and the price of these
cloths is for a time, enhanced by exactly the amount of thetax. At the
increased price which the cloth isnow sold for, an American, whom we
will designate as A, thinks he can manufacture it and sell it ata profit.
Naturally his early attempts are made upon the cheapest and coarsest
varieties, because they offer fewer obstacles to his unskillful laborers,

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, with the tax added, and he makes a profit. Mean-
time another ambitious American, 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 ‘(.iloth, and they tell him they
have bought as good cloth and as cheaply elsewhere, and there is no
ohject in changing. B has 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 theattempt of making a bettercloth,
and prefers to sacrifice some of his profits. He lowers his price, there-
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 sncceeded 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 conld command a price for hischeap cloth which was equal
to the English price with the tax added, now he 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 he de-
cides to attempt the manufacture of a higher grade of cloth, which so
far has not been made here, and upon which the tax offers him a new
and profitable field. e thus again escapes compelition 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.

In the mean time B has 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 employés, 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 all machin-
ery. He has thus been of immeasurable service to his countrymen in
a twofold manner, by reducing the cost of the cloths he has made, but
more than that, in inspiring the inventive genius of all about him, who,
catehing the spirit of his work, have found themselves pressing forward
to the greatest possible success in every direction of industrial activity.

It is in this manner that every field of possible inénstry has been
explored by American manufacturers since the tariff of 1861 was passed,
and no new field has been enjoyed by any one alone for more than a
brief season. A reduction of prices has been effected which can only
be measured by the keen enferprise of the American character; but the
tariff has had a twofold effect in lowering the price of any taxed ar-
ticle which has been manufactured in this country. While we have
been watching the course of the American manunfacturer, what has
been happening to his foreign competitor? He has not been idle, we
may be sure. Up to the tariff of 1861 we have supposed that he held
all 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 European manufacturers is remote and not very act-
ive. 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. Dy virtue of his size
and skill he can defeat all attempts at competition in this country, and
he 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, he 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 their runin.  He, too, re-
sorts to inereased production and improved machinery, hoping that in

that way he may still export at least the surplus of his increased out-
put, which, as we know, lie can afford to sell relatively low.

It is in vain, for his American competitors have now acquired consid-
erable skill; they understand the advantage 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 tarift
tax on his cloths, to attempt to place them in competition with those
of American makes,

He is driven, therefore, to improve the quality of his cloth and to de-
vise new and tasteful 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 this country at large prices, turning a part
of his looms to such manufacture for sale in this country to our wealthy
people, at a fancy price, while this increased value to him upon this
American output enableshim to run his regular styles for hishometrade
and to undersell his home competitors and still have his entire busi-
ness yield him a profit. y

Every season the ““novelties’’ sent by foreign manufacturers are sold
at wholesale in this couniry at prices perbaps ruling at $1 per yard,
which our manufacturers would gladly produce at 37 cents; but be-
cause they are ‘‘novelties’ and are fashionable, our wealthy people
will buy them, and before our manufactarers 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 article the
manufacture of which has obtained a foothold in this country. So
bright aman as Mr. Watterson, it is to be expected, should notice this
wonderful lowering of prices, for in his recent article in the Atlantic
Monthly he says:

It is assuredly true that in (he last twenty-five yearsthere has bzen a decline
in prices. There have been causes operating universally which have lowered
to a remarkable degree the price of most manufactured articles,

And again:

Perhaps the most striking fact of recent industrial history is the improve-
ment in the manufacture of steel rails, by which the price in England has fallen
from $61.50 in 15868 to $18 in 1886, In the same time the price in America, which
was $158 in depreciated currency, declined to §26 in 1886. It is customary for
the protectionists to }:oint to this steel-rail industry as convincing proof of
the value of the tariff in decreasing prices, but as the price has fallen in Eng-
land far below the American level, the eause can not be local. It must be gen-
eral; it must be due to an influence that works cffectively elsewhere as hero.
This influence is the inventive genius of the age.

I have pointed out what this influence has been, how stimulated, and
how its power has been exercised. In the case of steel rails especially,
for whieh America is the largest market in the world, it will readily be
seen that both American and English manufacturers would use every
device of vast production and improved methods to effect and maintain
their sales. The inevitable result of such herculean efforts throughout
twenty years is told in the figures quoted by Mr. Watterson. It will
be seen that our tariff has had a profound influence upon the indnstrial
situation of the world at large. It gave birth to the keen and potent
elementof American competition with which Earopean industries found
themselves confronted in the American market—a market which was
of the highest importance to them, even in 1861, but which has grown
enormously in purchasing power since that date, and toward which to-
day their eyes are turned with an eager longing. '

It has not only brought down prices throughout the world, but it has
added improvements in utility, in quality, in variety and taste. And
if it has imposed unwonted anxiety upon the foreign manufacturer, at
least the foreign consumer may thank it for carrying down their prices
simultaneously with onr own. I spoke in the beginning of the aston-
ishment of the unbeliever when he was told of the law of gravity and
its universal application in the presence of the balloon ascension. We
see a little clearer now what the illustration meant. Ifa law of nat-
ure so eternal and absolute in its action as the law of gravity, and
which deals with but asingle physieal property of matter, shows such a
seeming contradiction in its manifestation 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 meretool of civilization, to be used at the
proper time and in the right place, and to be laid aside when its use-
fulness has passed. It is like a carriage which is invaluable when
traveling upon the land, but preposterous as a means of conveyance
upon the ocean. It may be serviceable in one country and worse than
useless in another, or its use may be wise at one period of a nation's
existence and folly at another. It may be safely said to be applicable
in those counfries which possess natural advantages not fully devel-
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oped, of climate, of mineral wealth, and of territory, and whose inhab-
itants are suited by temperament and by intelligence for the pursuit
of industrial enterprises. And since it has to do not with such sim-
ple elements as the force of gravity, with which we have compared
it, but with the daily lives of 60,000,000 people; since it has not only
modified our national habitsand characteristics, but has also been modi-
fied in its action by them, we need not be surprised if its aspects are
many and confusing, and if the chaunels in which it runs are often in-
tricate and obscure, nor that equally ableand honest men should hold
such directly contradictory opinions upon it, as are daily expressed.

Without doubt the controlling objection in the minds of those who
oppose a protective tariff is the belief that they are being taxed for the
benefit of the manufa®uring classes, and that the cost to them of every-
thing they purchase is enhanced by the amount of the duty which
would be levied upon such articles were they imported. These state-
ments are constantly being made by free-traders and are the burden of
Mr. Cleveland’s tariff message.

The protectionist, on the other hand, asserts that the invariable re-
sult of protection has been to lower the price of the protected article,
for the reasons already stated. Here we have the free-trader asserting
that the balloon goes up, and the protectionist protesting that its event-
ual fall is inevitable.

Of course it isimpossible in a practical way to lay a tax with mathe-
matical exactness. It not unfrequently happens, in practice, that taxes
are laid where slight immediate benefit seems to accrue to those who
pay the largest share of the tax. A conspicuous instance of this is seen
in the postal service of the country, where the people are taxed to sus-
tain post-routes which are not yet self-sustaining, Yet all admit the
wisdom of the course pursued, nor do they regard the pioneer who,
leaving the comforts and luxuries of civilized life, starts into the nun-
known country, there to build up cities and add to our habitable terri-
tory, as receiving undue benefit from the taxation of {he many, though
here we may appear to be ‘‘ taxing the many for the favored few,’’ but
which is in fact for the *‘ general welfare '’ of the United States.

Either the tariff has been conducive to the *‘ general welfare” of this
eountry—or it has been harmless, in which case it deserves no attack—
or it has been injurious. And sinee we have had it in full operation
for twenty-five years, those who assert that its protective features are
inimical to the general welfare should by this time be able, and should
be required to point out definitely just where and when this loss has
been sustained. Collective wisdom upon any subject is what gives
strength and positiveness, and upon the subject of a protective tariff we
have the collective wisdom of work-people who, while interrogated
singly upon some subject which concerns their material prosperity, may
be vague and hesitating in their replies, yet when they have had time
to arrive at a tolerably unanimous judgment, that judgment may be
relied upon as the correct decision for them.

By some inserntable process of reasoning, perhaps not far removed
from instinet, they reach the wise conclusion as surely as the herd,
canght in the storm, finds the most strategic point of shelter in the
field. This, of course; amounts to saying that the wisdom of individ-
nals, however gifted, is not so great as the wisdom of a multitude of
individuals.

In the immense influx of working-people to our shores, aggregating
in the last year 518,592 souls, we have the testimony of a multitude of
individuals from all nations, to the general welfare of our country un-
der a protective tariff. And the objection that these people are at-
tracted by other inducements, such as ‘‘republican institutions, free
schools, free land, good soil, genial climate,’” is not a sound one, for all
these attractions existed long before the tariff of 1861, and, so far as
they could attract, their drawing power was much greater at that time,
yet we find that during the twenty years before that tariff but 4,756,-
398 came to our shores, while from 1366 to 1836, after onr tariff had be-
gun to show the fruits of such a policy, immigration increased to the
astonishing figures of 8,129 ,553.

And this naturally leads me to say that after all we are a nation ot
plain people. We make our greatest advances, witness our best pros-
perity as we keep closer to the simple, plain teachings of our fathers.
As a nation we are toilers, we work for our daily bread, we legislate
for ourselves and our country, and we want no'interference in legisla-
tive matters to turn us from our simple ways.

The protective tariff is for the people. There can be no doubt upon
that point in the mind of any one who carefully considers the question
in its widest bearings. So far as there is any inequality in the work-
ings of the tariff, they fall most heavily where they should, upon the
rich, who ean bear them, and it is significant {hat the enemies of pro-
tection are almost always found in the wealthier classes, and almost
never among the poor.

If T desired to inflict tables of figures upon you, I could show you
conclusively that under this system our working people are better paid
and live almost as cheaply as in other countries even as it is, while the
immense advantage they derive in their dress, their habits of life, the
education of their children, their little homes, their accumulated sav-
ings in our banks all over the land, tells a story of richness, happiness,
contentment which fignres would not begin toexpress. Itisthe rich who
complain. They are not content with American-made articles, and

their lnxurious tasteslead them to desire articles for which the total de-
mand in this country is not sufficient to induce their manufacture here.
They are forced to malke their purchases abroad, or have them made
for them; and the prices of all imported articles whose manufacturs is
not attempted in this country are necessarily enhanced by the amount
of the duties. Thusit is that our protective tariff, for obvions reasons,
exercises its effective work in lowering prices along the lines of goods
in which the poor are more interested than the rich. It istrue the
rich can live better abroad. The luxuries they crave, the imported
cloths for their garments, their fine hats, gloves, shoes, umbrellas;
their elegant carriages, their superb harnesses, the thousand and one
articles deemed essential to their comfort, must pay a duty if they are
brought into this country; but in all things conducive to the comfort
imdd happiness of the plain people, America is indeed the sought-for
and.

We may spend our time here attempting to pass labor bills and lahor
legislation for the benefit of the working people, and so far as we strive
for that interest we do well; but we can do more for these people, and
therefore more for the general prosperity of our country, by wisely look-
ing into the results of the protective tariff in this conntry and shaping
our action in a line with the result of that investigation, than by all
the purely labor legislation we shall be able to accomplish.

‘When I read the speech of my colleagne from Massachusetts, with
its wealth of imagery and its exuberance of statement, the temptation
was great to make a particular refutation of many of his extravagances,
from aunthentic figures, readily at hand; but as he himself allowed buf
one night for reflection to pass over his head before coming before the
House to correct certain glaring misstatements, I think it may be safely
left to his good judgment to thoroughly purge his speech of many other
inconsistencies, before this debate is exhausted.

The cotton, the flax, hosiery, and woolen industry in my section of
the country are deeply interested in ihe defeat of this bill, and when the
proper times comes I shall hope to be heard upon each of them.

In the mean time, I leave this question for the present, save only
calling your attention for one moment to the peaceful contentment of
our manufacturing people. When men put their money, their brains,
and their ambition at stake, and start ont as pioneers in any new in-
dustrial development, it is the duty of the Government, under the
Constitution, if such development will conduce to the general welfare
of the country, to protect and defand them from ruinous competition
abroad. This question of a tariff is the one great topic of conversa-
tion to-day among the people in all the industrial sections of the country.
These men know their own interests, as only experts can, and they are
watching the course of their Representatives upon this issue.

I have tried to express the feelings of my own people upon this ques-
tion, and I should be remiss in my duty to them, if I failed in any de-
gree to do my utmost to preserve for them, and by this I mean for the
whole country, the continnance of a policy of legislative protection
under which they have prospered, and which, if we can judgeanything
from past experience, offers such bright promise in the future.

I wish Icould take this bod yof men to the heights opposite the city
of Lowell, Mass., where, with one glance of the eye sweeping up and
down the stream, would be litgrally seen miles of cotton mills, perhaps
the finest in the world, equipped with the most ingenious labor-saving
machinery known to this wonder-working age, and filled from basement
to roof with a thinking, throbbing army of intelligent and skillful men
and women.

Standing upon this spot in the early evening as the sun goes down,
you would see first from one and then another of the thousands of win-
dows the lights flashing out; twinkling and flashing as they are reflected
from the bosom of the flowing river, they rival in brillianey the stars of
an October night. Listen, and the bells ring out their peal, the gates
fly open, and from them issue thousands of working men and women,
well clothed, well fed, well housed, pleasant to look upon, happy and
contented, moving quietly to their own homes in many cases—the ideal
laboring wage-earners of a New England manufacturing city.

I draw for your imagination no fancy picture, but one to be seen at
any time, in hundreds of our manufacturing towns, varying in degree
but rarely in quality. These people to-day are watching the result of
the deliberation upon this bill, and anxious to know whether, face to
face with a true knowledge of their condition and their desires, with
the picture of their progress and prosperity in colors which must appeal
to the honest sense of justice which prevails in every. American, you
will in theslightest degree turn from the principle of a policy which has
done so much to make this country great and powerful.

Every man looks upon legislative matters more or less prejudiced by
his own surroundings and environment. For that reason I come to this
question with a deeper interest, perhaps, than to any other measure
presented or likely to be presented at this session of Congress.

I see the fortunes of my own people in this measure, and my interest
is natural and intense. [Applause. ]

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, if I properly understand the deriva-
tion of the word ** tariff,”’ its origin is not such as to commend it to the
admiration of man. At Tarifa the Moors levied their duty and eollected
their customs from those whose ships, driven by adverse winds, were
forced, in order to escape destruction at sea, tosuffer a robbery on shore.
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If, as has been charged, this ‘“bantling”’ brought forth in secrecy and
darkness which has carried into this House in the arms of the ma-
Jjority 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 extraction 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 insidionsenemy. It works in silence and under
cover; and whilst it pretends to be giving us ‘‘ protection ?’ it is really
stealing our substance and destroying our lives. Itis not the highway-
man who boldly gallops up on the public road and demands ‘‘your
money or your life,’’ 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 unconscions hour. Itholds 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
ielding to its exactions and paying itsdemands. Inbuying a hat one
E:rm nob 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 tariff’ to the
maker of that hat, 54 per cent. of its entire cost.

In arraying himself in his ordinary apparel one does notstop to think
that he has 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-
joned 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 npon the
fact that he has not only purchased the wool of which the blanket
which covers him was made, at a fair price in the open market, that he
has not only given to the lJabor employed in its making its just wage,
but he has aiso 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 produetion.

In supplying almost all the wants of life, to almost all trades and
callings, ‘‘the butcher, the baker, and the candlestick-maker,’’ the
tariff requires that dues shall be paid. We are told that this mighty
freehooter, 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, Mr. Chairman, to that profound knowledge of the
tariff which some of my colleagnes 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 nseless garments of show in which it is elad; 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 tanght to court or
adore.

1 said it was a tax, because I had no better word with which to de-
geribe 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 aswe now discuss, which raises money that the government
does not need and cannot legitimately spend, is not a tax, buf 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, Mr. Chairman, is the best governmeut, those laws
are the wisest laws, which contribute to the benefit of the most people,
which blessthe many and not the few. It is in recognition of this fact
that those who hold to *‘ protection for protection’s sake’’ ery aloud,
whilst with one hand they filch the gold from the purse of the citizen, and
with the other blind his eyes to the act. *‘If is for the public good.”’
It has ever been thus from the foundation of theworld. Deceivedinto
security by the false promises of the serpent, man fell, and from then

now—
Falschood puis 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, wounld
promote the general welfare to maintain in this country 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 trust confided to me, not
to be restricted, as a member of the law-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 Government, owing allegiance to one
flag, which, thank God, now waves in trinmph ‘‘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 persons engaged in all industrial pursaits in the United
Btates, according to the census of 1830, theregwere employed in me-
chanical, manufacturing, and mining occupations 3,837,112; in trade
and transportation, 1,810,256; in personal and professional callings, 4,-
174,238; and in agriculture, 7,670,493. When I come to apply the rule
laid down that “ wise laws are thase 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 paying 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 prosperity
purchased at the expense of the misery and destitution of four of his
rellgv!;(,:iﬁms. I stop and ask myself, ** Can this be fair, honest, and
right? :

A tax is only justifiable under the plea of necessity. It isan exac-
tion from the citizen enforced by the sovereign power, and the justifica-
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 taxes, levied originally to maintain
an army and a navy, to carry on a war to preserve the integrity of the
Union, confer? Why in time of peace should these taxes still be col-
lected and the unneeded excess be buried like the *‘unused talent??’
To this our friends on the other side answer that it is necessary for the
protection of the American toiler; that itis to clothe and feed the strug-
gling masses; that it is to maintain the dignity of American labor. If,
Mr. Chairman, this were true, I would hesitate long before I would yield
my support to the prineciple embodied in the pending bill. But the
plea, Mr. Chairman, comes to us from a suspicious source; it must be
investigated. RRepublicans 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 found within its ranks, and it has ever fought the battles of the
people against restrictions and monopolies. It has 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
has 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 ery is to be heard with cantion.

The distingunished gentleman who has the honor to be the chairman
of the Committee on Ways and Means, 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 aleader of the working classes, who gathered around him recently
in the city of New York such a number of supporters from the toiling
masses, has gone farther 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. Thatlabor leader,
Henry George, said:

The cry of * protection for Ameriean labor” comes most vociferonsly from
newspapers that lie under the ban of the printers' unions: from coal and iron
lords, who, importing ** pauper labor " by wholesale, have bitterly fought every
effort of their men to claim anything like decent wages: and from factory own-
era who claim the right to dictate the votes of men. The whole spirit of pro-

tection is against the rights of labor,
» = * = * . *
We thus see from theory that protection can not raise wages, That it doesnot,
facts show conclusively. This has been seen in Spain, in France, in Mexico,
in England, during protection times, and everywhere that protection has been
tried. In countries where the working classes have little or no influence upon
wvernment it is never even pretended that protection raises wages, It isonly
ﬁ‘:coumries like the United 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 most evident facts,
a . . ® - ® *
To discover whether protection has or has not benefited the working classes
of the United States it is not necessary to array tables of figures which only an
expert can verify and examine, The determining facts are notorious, Itisa
matter of common knowledge that those to whom we have given power to tax
the American people “‘for the Emtmt.ion of American industry,” pay their cm-
loyés as little as they can,and make no scruple of importing the very foreign
bor against whose produets the tariff ismaintained. 1tis notoriousthat w
in the protected industries are, if anything, lower than in the unprotected indus-
tries, and that though the protected industries do not employ more than atwen=
tieth of the working population of the United States there occur in them more
strikes, more lockouts, more attempts to reduce wages than in all other coun

es, .
In the highly protected industries of Massachusetts official reports declare that
the can not gain a living without the work of wife and children. In
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the highly protected industries of New Jersey many of the * protected” laborers
are children whose parents are driven by their ities to find employment
for them by misrepresenting their age so as to evade the State law. In the

tected industries of Pennsylvania, laborers, for whose sake we are
[told high protection is imposed, are working for 65 cents a day, and half-
clad women are feeding furnace fires, * Pluck-me stores,’” company fenements
'and boarding houses, Pinkerton detectives and mercenaries, and all the forms
and evid of the opp ion and degradation of labor are, throughout the
‘eountry, characteristic of the protected industries.

So when a protectionist claims that a war tariff must be maintained
‘in 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-
‘protected industries than by protected industries? Do you deny it?
Why then do the figures show that the annunal average wagesofall per-
sons employed in manufactories in this country was but $316 perannum,
much less than the average of those who give their attention and their
Iabor to unprotected ocenpation, and why isit that the record shows that
in many instances the highest wages were paid the workingmen during
the period of low tariffs? I castmy eyesover this House and my glanea
falls upon the intelligent features of those who are the accredited 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 and factory and
'gained a placein the National Council by their devotion and zealin the
cause of labor, and desiring myself tobe fonnd with the friends of honest
{toil I ask the question, how do they stand on this great contest which
.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 Government
to place its Navy on a respectable footing on the high seas. Whilst in
that metropolis of protection, Pennsylvania, I saw in the Philadelphia
Record the following article:

The five Congressmen from Philadelphia whose hearts yearn for the inter- t

ests of workingmen may find profitable reading in the resolutions adopted last
week by Philadelphia workingmen, at a meeting called by workingmen, offi-
eered by workingmen, and managed by workingmen according to their own
notions. These two resclutions are particularly noteworthy:

**Resolved, That we ially request that wool be made free in the interest of
the 60,000 textile workers of our city, who, with free wool, would eompete with
the world and obtain the privilege of making the finer grades of goods from
which the present tariff excludes them,

“Resolved, That we emphatically 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, as the manner in which these signafures are pro-
cured is but a species of slavery.”
| Observing these things what conld 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
statements, frighten them from the enjoyment of the fruits that lie be-
fore them by a wretched scarecrow. Buat protection has added, it is
* irue, to the number of our millionaires; it has built up vast business
concerns in which are invested large sumsof money. Ithas 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 distinet. It is the wealth and not the talent of
the country that is dominating in governmental affairs.

1t has not been long since, Mr. Chairman, that an illustrated paper,
whose mission is ridicule and laughter, pictured the highest branch of
the law-making power in America as so many money-bags holding va-
rious large amounts and crowned with the head of the particular legis-
Jator; and it is becanse 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 theleveling of these inequalities, and
in their frenzy endangering the peace and safety of the Republic. A
ir:nt danger to this country isthreatened by the aristocracy of wealth.

t us heed the warning of the poet—

111 fares the land, to hastening ills a prey,
“’hent?wem&h sd,é'cumnlateg. s?jd m:n decay.

By the aggregation of wealth represented in these manufacturing
enterprises, these corporations, grown gigantic becanse they monopolize
tthe field of some particularindustry, ‘‘trosts,’’ ‘‘ combines,”’ combina-
jons, and conspiracies against the money of the people, have 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 slave,

Will knit and break religions; bless the accars’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. Itis the ““combine?”’
of this capital that labor fights. It isthis hated system which has ang-
mented wealthand chained laber that wise statesmanship demands shall
be abrogated. It is argued that, relying upon the faith of the Govern-

ment, eapital has made investments and ** plants;’! thatit has been en-
eouraged by the prevalent tariff laws which have been maintained in
peace as well as in war, and that it would be a governmental wrong to
take from these industries the aid which has been given them, at the
expense of the consnmers of their manufactured articles.

But it is claimed that if we remove the governmental support they
will fall; that destruetion and ruin would follow the enactment of a
revenue-tariff law. I thoughtas I listened to the glowing and deserved
tribute paid tothe ‘‘New South '’ the other day by the distingnished and
eloguent Representative from the State of Michigan [Mr. BURROWS]
of that time, within the memory of many gentlemen upon this floor,
when it was contended by the Representatives of the South in the
American Congress that the abolition of slave labor would mean the
destruction of their wealth, the irretrievable 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 convertthem from this belief. It took a horrible war; it
took shot and cacister and shell. It took the blood of valued lives to
remove the peculiar institution of the Sounth, to alter the nature and
condition of its Tabor. Nob a quarter of a century has passed since
then, and what is the result? Let the answer be madein the langnage
of the eloguent Representative from Michigan [Mr. 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 courage. She stands to-day with uplifted

w facing the dawn of a mighty future. Her loins are girt for a new race,
With unfettered hands she smites the earth, and fountains of unmeasured
wealth gush forth, Beneath her feet she feels the stir of a marvelous life, Her

pathway i already illumined with the light of blazing furnaces. Her heavens
are aglow with the break of a new day. All bail its on-coming!

“Aid its dawning, tongue and pen:

Aid it, hopes of honest men;

Aid it, 2‘:u:per: aid it, type; .

Aid it, for the hour is ripe, * o

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 unjunst 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 the Northand the East. Asthe
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 to 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 toarms. That industrial revolution in the North is to be bronght
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 agradual emancipation, if youn will, of the
American people from this slavery tomonopoly. The President of the
United States, as wise as he is courageous, tells us:

Our progress toward a wise conclusion will not be improved by dwelling
upon the theories of protectionand free trade. This savorstoomuch of bandy-
ing epithets. Itisa condition which eoanfronts us—not n theory. Relief from
this condition may involve a slight reduction of the ad vantages which we award
our home productions, but the entire withdrawal of such advantagesshonid not
be contemplated. The question of free trade is absolutely irrelevant; and the

rsistent claim made in certain quarters, that all efforts to relieve the ople

rom unjust and unnecessary taxation are schemes of so-called free-traders, is
mischievous and far removed from any consideration for the publie 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 the money which wehold in the Treas-
ury through the perversion of governmental powers. These things can and
shonld be done with safety to all our industries, without danger Lo the opgor-
tunity for remunerative labor which our workingmen need, and with benefit to
them and all our people, by cheapening their means of subsistence and increns-
ing the measure of their comforts.

The distinguished gentleman who now presides with so mueh 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 House 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 to
be rudely disturbed by sudden and ical changes in the policy to which they
have adjusted themselves, but the just demands of an overtaxed people and the
obvious requirements of the financial situation ean not be entirelg ignored with-
out seriously imperiling much greater and more widely extended interests than
any that could possibly be injuriously affected by a derate and ble 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 capable of producing from her fertile soil all that is neces-
sary to supply the wants of her people. I know her capable of calling
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into being by her mechanical skill every instrument necessary to till
her soil or gather her fertile harvest; I know hergenius caninvent and
supply all the comforts and needs of life; I know the songs of her poets
fall with sweetest melody, and that the productions of her pen give
food to human thought and impetus to human acticn; I know that her
gallant sons fear no enemyon tented field. These dfe indeed free and
independent States. I favor with heart and soul a home supply and a
home market. I wonld be proud fo see our produects carried in our
ships, sailing under that star-spangled banner, with our trade ruling
the markets of the world. |

Ameriea, thank God, fears no competition with any country on the
globe. Witha government where the accident of descent does not give
position, where each of her sons is by birth **a peer of the realm anda
prince of the blood,’’ where high station may be attained by honest
exertions, and where wealth bowsat the feet of genius and surrenders her

ions at the bidding of industry—when weremember that not four
centuries have passed since the eye of the white man first saw through
the mists of ocean the outlines of this hitherto unknown country; that
not three centuries have passed since the smoke of the first white set-
tlement on these shores sought the skies; that but little more than a
century ago, rebelling at an unjust tax, in the infaney of her power, she
proclaimed to a wondering world that her colonies ** were and of right
ought to be free and independent States,” and that we are soon to cel-
ebrate the one hundredth anniversary of her constitutional govern-
ment—we stand amazed at her rapid growth and at the mighty achieve-
ments of her arm and brain, and ery: :
‘Who shall place
A limit to the giant's unchained strength,
Or curb his swiftness in the forward race.

I look forward to the time when, freed from unjust and restrictive
laws, fearing nene in the competition of skill and talent and power,
these States of ours, this grand Republic, shall eonquer all opposition,
and, fulfilling the prophecy, show herself to be '‘the queen of the
world and the child of the skies.”

I could not, Mr. Chairman, close these remarks without referring to
the opening speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the *‘father
of the House.’”” In the eonclusion of his address he took oceasion to
pay his respects with a sharp but, hesays, not unfriendly tongue to the
State I have the honor in part to represent upon this floor. Althongh
I honor and respect the venerable gentleman who gave utterance to the
sentiment, I can not let his statement go unchallenged to the world.
I shallsay nothing of complaint at the fact that, made our guest, feasted
upon the best our hospitality could afford, he has seen fit o complain
like Justice Shallow:

I wished your venison better; it was ill-killed.

Whilst I thank him for the tribute paid to that unmeasured wealth
which lies within her bosom, whilst I thank him for the encominms
passed upon her stout sons and fair daughters, I do resent the statement
that Kentucky is a laggard; that she is behind her sister States. I do
repel the charge that to ‘“‘speak of her as a leading State, a progressive
State, or even a prosperous State, would be to indulge in bitter irony."

The gentleman told us the other day that, like all old men, he lived
in the past. He seems fo have forgotten the past of Kentucky. Living
on the border-land which separated North from South, she saw the war
cloud gathering and tried to arrest the storm; she saw the troubled
waters and spoke, ‘‘Peace, be still!”” DBut the angry waves heard her
not. On the floor of this Honse her revered Crittenden, parting the lips
of age and experience, spoke the words of conciliation, but hatred and
passion heeded them not.

Torn by conflicting sentiments, on the one hand, revering the Gov-

. ernment of her fathers and loving the flag of her country, on the other,
bound by kindred institutions, by ties of association and blood, to her
sisterStates of the South, Kentucky hesitated. Sheendeavored to make
her soil neutral ground, where in peace and unarmed the men of the
North and the sons of the South might meet in safety. But that was
not to be. Two of her sons were high in authority; the people of the
South had made one Kentuckian their leader and the Union had in-
augurated as its President another of her sons, the grand martyred and
immortal Lincoln. The toecsin of war sounded; the martial spirit ot
her people could not be restrained. Some rushed with her Morgan, her
Buckner, her Breckinridge to the South, whilst others seized the Stars
and Stripes and followed her Whittaker, her Roussean, her Nelson, and
her Buell to the field. How well Kentucky bore herself on the tented
field, in charging the cannon’s mouth, let history the record tell. Her
‘purest blood stained the battle plain; her best loved gave up their lives
to the cause they had espoused. When the end came, when the ban-
ner of the Confederacy was trailed in the dust of defeat, back to the
Kentucky home they loved so well came the survivors of the war, wear-
ing the victorious blue or clad in the conquered gray.

What greeted them? Their State had been the scene of border and
guerrilla warfare; blackened ruins marked the path of the departed
armies. Untilled fields, deserted homes, silent forges, spoke the deso-
lation war had made, These soldiers of the North and South saw that
the future of that great State depended upon their exertions. The
motto of the grand old Commonwealth is ¢ United we stand, divided
we fall;*”’ and forgetting that they had faced one the otherin the deadly

hate of battle the blue and the gray joined handsand marched forward
toagranddestiny. Whathave been the proud achievements of twenty-
three years? Kentucky has taken inte the equality of citizenship those
who formerly owned themselves her property. Shehas opened for them
schools of instruction which challenge comparison with those of any
people in the world; and notwithstanding the poverty of that race Ken~
tucky to-day, when she spends a dollar for the education of a white
child, gives a dollar for the education of the negro. I find her increase
in population from 1870 to 1880 to be 22.98 per cent., while the increase
in boasting Pennsylvania was but 21.60 per cent. I find her the eighth
State in the Federal Union in point of population. I find, too, that
the great Commonwealth of Kentucky is free of debt, but that the State
of Pennsylvania is cursed with a debt over and above its available as-
sets of ten and a half million dollars.

But why enlarge on that subject? You listened, gentlemen, to the
noble and eloquent defense made by my distinguished colleagne who
has had the honor in the past to preside over the destinies of that great
Commonwealth as its governor, and you must kuow and feel now that
Kentucky needs no defender, and you ask the gnestion, why does the
gentleman from Pennsylvania complain that Kentucky is a laggard?
because, forsooth, she has not produced as much pig-iron in the past
year as the gentleman thinks sheshould. With her vast forests which
timber her lands, with the untold wealth which lies buried in her bosom,
with her fertile soil, Kentucky has ever held wide her hospitable arms
to all who seek a home within her borders. She fears no comparison.

Conquering her territory foot by foot from the savage red men, she
earned then the title of ‘‘the dark and bloody ground.’”” But for the
preservation of the public peace, for the obedience to law, for the love
of order, her sons fear no comparison. It is only in some portions of
that State where they forget that the war is ended, and where they
vote the Republican ticket ** with readiness and dispatch,”’ that the law
is at times ignored and defied.

But Kentucky, gazing not back on the past, but living in the present
and working for the future, looks forward to a career full of the prom-
ises of prosperity and wealth under just enactments wisely administered,
and she is here to-day to lift her voice and cast her vote in favor of the
people of the whole country and against the greed of monopoly. [Great
applause. ]

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McMILLIN having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under
consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the
laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, and had come to no
resolution thereon.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCooK, its Secretary, informed
the House that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in
which the concurrence of the House was requested: ;

A bill (8. 1062) to increase the appropriation for the erection of the
public building at Wilmington, Del.;

A bill (8. 1726) to provide for the erection of a public bunilding for the
use of the post-office and the Government offices at the city of Atchi-
son, Kans, ;

A bill (8. 2198) to provide for the bunilding of a railroad bridge at
Little Rock, Ark.; and

A bill (8. 2624) to provide for the enlargement of the dimensions of
the wharf at Fortress Monroe.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend-
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the 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 im-
provement of the building thereon, and appropriating $125,000 there-
for.

BRIDGE AT OMAMA, NEBR.

Mr. McSHANE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee
of the Whole House be discharged from the consideration of the bill
which I send to the desk, and that it be now considered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 6440) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Missouri
River at or near Omaha, Nebr, ’

Mr. LYMAN. I feel obliged to object to the consideration of that
bill at this time. .
DUTY ON LIME.

Mr. MOFFITT. I ask unanimous consent to present ashort memo-
rial from certain lime manufacturers of my district and adjoining coun-
ties. I desire that it shall be printed in the REcorD, and that it be
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The memorial is as follows:

To the honorable the Senale and House of Representatives of the United Slates:

We, the undersigned, manufacturers of lime in the counties of Warren, Wash«
ington, and Saratoga, State of New York, do most respectfully and earnestly
cn?l your attention to the following facts affecting the interest of the people of

this und other border and coast States, and particularly said counties:
The large bieds of limestone in these counties have caused an industry in the
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manuficture of lime, which has existed for many years, gradually increasing
to upward of forty kilns, with daily oi\gcit-y of 4,000 barrels, and representing
8 lm mpit:l invested in quarries, e-kilns, store-houses, boats for trans-
po on, ele.

The entire cost of this article, other than the value of the rock in the bed and
the wood and timber in the tree for burning the lime and stock for barrels, is
made up of labor, to wit:

The shaving 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 eimployment to many and benefiting, directly or indirectly, the whole com-
munity,

Some years ago a large amount of lime was annually shipped from the States
into Canada, but Iater 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 alarge 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
of eask, the cask wgen so filled being admitted duty free.

The present duty, 1. e.,10 per cent ad valorem, therefore costs them but 8 cents
pcr! 'f""l“'r 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-
move lime from the free-list but to impose a specific duty corresponding to that
of the Dominion Government,

KEENAK LiME COMPANY.
JorsTA LixMe COMPARY,
By WAIT.
SHERMAN LiME COMPANY,
Dy H. G. LAPHAM.
MonrGAN Lime COMPANY.
BALD MoUNTAIN LiME COMPAXY.
GLENS FALLS COMPANY,
GrLENS FALLS TRANSPORTATION COMPANY,
Per J. WOODRUFF HUNTING, Seeretary.
J. W, FINChH,
WAL E. SPIER.
T. 8. COOLIDGE,
S. B. GOODMAN.,
F, W. WAIT.
SAM'L, PRUYN.

8. B. WEST.

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent to
discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the further consid-
eration of the bill (F. 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 Towa [Mr. KERR].
He now withdraws his objection.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to pay S. B, West, administrator of Thomas Becton, de-
ceased, of Lenoir County, North Carolina, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of §1,585, being for storesand supplies taken
and used by the Army of the United States during the late war, as found by
the Court of Claims,

Mr. SOWDEN.
ing of the report.

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. It was read the other evening.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Clerk will read the report.

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows:

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred miscellaneous docu-
ment—eclaim of 8, B. West, administrator of Thomas Becton, deceased—have
examined the same, and report as follows:

The Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress, not being clearly
and fully advised of all the facts in the case, referred it to the Court of Claims
for a finding of facts, under the provisions of the Bowman act. Said claim has
been returned 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
supplices of the value 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 8. B. West, adminis-
trutor of the estate, and recommend its passage, and ask that the miscellaneous
document be printed as a part of this report.

[Court of Claims, Congressional case No. 1253, 8. B. West, administrator of
Thomas Becton, deceased, vs. The United States,]

FINDINGS OF FACT.

At a Court of Claims, held in the city of Washington on the 19th day of March,
A. D. 1888, the court filed the following findi of fact, to wit:

The claim in the above-entitled case for supplies or stores, nlleged to have been
taken by or furnished to the mililary foreces 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, W. 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 furnished the supplies or stores, or from whom
they were alleged to have been taken, was loyal to the Government of the
United States thronghout the said war.

The case having been brought to a hearing on ils merits on the 27th day ot
Felbiruary, 1888, thecourt upon the evidence, and after considering the briefsand
the arguments of counsel on both sides, find the facts to be as follows:

L

The said decedent during the late war wasa farmer, and resided in the connty
of Lenoir, in the State of North Carolina.

IL
It is alleged by claimant that during said war, at thg place aforesaid, there

Reserving the right to ohject, I call for the read-

was taken from the said decedent by the military forces of the United States, for
their use, stores and supplies of the kind and value, to wit:

8,000 ?ounds of pork, 20 cents.
2 beef cattle, §25.
400 bushels of sweet potat.

2g8
228

1
1 mule. - $ 150, 00
100 barrels of corn, §5 per barrel 500, 00
12,000 pounds of fodd 150. 00
100 cords of wood, £2, 260, 00
100 bushels of potatoes, §l.............. 100. 00
2,500 pounds afgneon, 25 cents 525. 00
10 barrels of pork, £30 per barrel. 300, 00
20 bushels of potatoes, §1 per bushel 20,00

Total woies o AeTE5.00

IIL.

The court upon the evidence finds that during said time, at said place, the said
forees 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, 1888,
By the court.
A true copy.
Test, this 21st day of March, A, D, 1888,
[sEAL.] JOHN RANDOLPH,

Assistant Clerk Cowrt of Claims.

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 ; and also moved that the motion to recon-
sider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE AT DULUTH, MINN.

Mr. NELSON. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. R.
5191) for the construction of a bridge across the canal entrance to the
harbor of Duluth, Minn.

Mr. HAUGEN. I object to the consideration of that bill at this
time.

MAIL ROUTE 30100,

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous 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:

Be il enacled, ele.,, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author-
ized to terminate the mail contract on route No. 80100, with Charles P. Trus-
low, and to glsoe the mails at legal rates for transportation, and cause the same
to be carried on and by the New ©rleans and Gulf road from New Orleans to
Bolhiemia, supplying all intermediate offices along said route, and to advertise
and contract with the lowest responsible bidder for earrying 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:

ed, That said Postmaster-General shallnot terminate said Truslow’s con-
tract, nor place the mails on said railroad for transportation, nor contract
for its from Bohemia to Port Eads, 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 Erioo which, when added to the cost of carrying
the mail by railroad from New Orleans to Bohemia and nup‘fvlyin the inter-
mediate offices, does not exceed the amount now paid to sai Truﬁow for the

.sume service under his contract.

The report (by Mr. MONTGOMERY) was read as follows:

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referrsd
House bill 5148, 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 to Port Eads, La,
which contract extends to June 30, 1590,

Your committee, on the facts fully presented in a communiecation from the
Acting 8 d Assistant P ter-General, which isappended and made part
of this report, think that the contractor, Charles P, Truslow, ought to be re-
lieved from the hardships whichachange in the methods of transportation over
this route have brought about. But, in order t the Government may lose’
nothing bﬁ this change, we recommend that the original bill do lieon 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, ., March 9, 1888,
Sim: Ihavethe honortohcknowledge the receipt of House bill 5148, forwarded
by you to this office, being a bill for the relief of Charles P. Truslow, mail con-
tractor on steam-boat route No. 30100, from New Orleans to Port Eads, La.,and
in reply to submit the following statement :
Prior to December 20, 15885, the serviee on said route was performed under a
contract with N. L. McGinuis, at a compensation of §22,719.16 per annum,
On December 18, 1885, the Postmaster-General, deeming it for the good of the
tal service, exercised the authority conferred on him gy the act of Congress
ated May 4, 1852 (22 Statutes at Large, 53), and annulled the contract of MeGin-
nis from December 20, 1855, entering into contract with The Red River and Coast
Line, Charles P. Truslow, president, for exactly the same service for the balance
of the regular contract term, namely, from December 20, 1855, to June 30, 1886, ab
the rate of §12,000 per annum.
For the next succeeding contract term, from July 1, 1836, to June 30, 1890, the
same service was advertised in the quadrennial advertisement, under
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which but two proposals forearrying the mails on this route were received,
namely:

Per annum,
Louis A, Jung....cewervess 978
Charles P. Truslow 7,600

The latter proposal was pted, and Mr, Truslow is gpw under contract to
perform the service until June 30, 1880,

The service required is as follows:

Six round trips per week between New Orleans and Burns, 83 miles,

Three round trips per week between Burns and Port Eads, 41 miles.

One roand trip per week between Head of Jetties and Pilot Town, 12 miles,

Offices to be supplied, 26,

The mails to be earried in safe and suitable steam-boats,

1t is represented that Mr. Truslow took the contract for earrf'iug the mails at
& very low rate because he had several steam-boats engaged in the p s
and freight traffle between New Orleans and Port Eads, and had practically a
monopoly of the river trade below New Orleans; but that since he began serv-

under the contract a railroad has been constructed from New Orleans down
the eastern bank of the river for a distance of 50 miles, to a point called Bohemia
g’;mik-s below the post-office of Pointe A Ia Hiche), and t the said railroad

seeulwd 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

im to run his steam-boats at a very great loss, Mr, Truslow would withdraw
them from the trade entirely.

If Mr. Truslow’s representations are true (which the Department has noreason
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 t contract pay is only about one-third of the pay prior to Decem-
ber 20, 1885, and there is no gquestion 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 ent for the establishment of mail
gervice on the New Orleans and Gulf Iroad between New-Orleans an Bohe-
mia. If,in order to secure superior service, this application should be granted,
it would then be necessary. and under the tract the Depart t 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-
Deeod e Dt S lrod I3 Taw ook by S0 mecuey 6 SLITI 73 ex ammems,

W ¥ theo ntract 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
below Bohemia, if relet, would cost fully ss 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 De; t, n‘il.hou.g};mnvinced that to ret;;h‘a him to fulfill the con-
tract would cause him rdship and involve him in large pecuniary loss,
can not grant the relief,

Thavfact:s in lhgmm’ case are submitted for your consideration.

g : D, HAGERTY,

Acting Second Assistant Posimaster-General.
Hon. J. H. BLOUNT,
Houss of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

Mr. WILKINSON. I would state, Mr. 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 is found whe will step
into the other contractor’s shoes and do the work for the same price.

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. WILKINSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill
was passed; and also moved thaé the motion to reconsider be laid on

the
The latter motion was agreed to.
P. A. LEATHERBURY.

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE. Mr, Speaker, I ask, by unanimous
consent, that the Committee of the Whole House be disc from the
further consideration of the hill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of P. A.
Leatherbury, and that the same be put upon its passage.

There was no objection, and the motion was agreed to.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacled, efe., Thatthe Sceretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and empowered to pay P. A. Leatherbury, of Accomack County, Vir-
g!ni;,d uit:d s:ﬁl:n beS:i)l.'ﬁ; out of unty m%n?; it!:i t.h&t: Trenannri not otherwise ap-

Al + n, 8 Amoun! m (o Lucy bBl"B,OII nsion-
I«:Jl:&ks numbered and 6564, wh.&f were afterward recalled and erﬁaeled.
and returned to the Treasury. s

SEc. 2, That this act shall be in foree from its passage.

The report by (Mr. BowDEN) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred House bill 8008, beg leave to
subwit the following report:

That Perry A. Leatherbury became a bona fide purchaser of a check of the

amount of §1,801.27 from Roberts, said check having been issued by the
r'Un!ted States in payment to the said Lucy Roberts, widow of Nelson Roberts,
or pension.,

The commiitee find also that the Department discovered, after the issuing of
the chéck, that the claim for n 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 balanee, which balance he refused to pay
afler ascertaining t the check was repudiated by the Government,

The commiitee, 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
struck out.

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

- Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE moved to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon-
gider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT, OREGON.

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to
at this time from the Committee on Public Lands for present consider-
:}ionSenato bill 555, to establish an additional land district in the State

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 hill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ele,, That so much of the districts of lands subject to sale under
existing laws at I’Akeview, ILa Grande, and The Dalles distriets, in the
Oregon, as are contained in the following boundaries shall constitute a

istri district, bounded as follows :

1
west corner of township 13 south, of range 24 east of Willamette meridian ;
thence due southto the southwest corner of township 20 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.

8ec. 2. That the location of the office of said district shall be designated by
the President of the United States, and may be changed from time to time by
him as the public convenience may scem to require.

Bec, 8, there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the ad-
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-
Jject 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 ohject being reserved.

Mr. BOWDEN. I call for the reading of the rei)ort.

The report (by Mr. HERMAXN) was read, as follows:

Your commitiee, to whom was referred Senate bill 555, establishing a land
district in the State of Oregon, 'InElo say that this is a duplicate of H. R. 1762,
already favorably reported by this committee, except that in the Senate bill
there iz a clerieal error in this, that words "' twenty-three " (number of range)
should be ** twenty-four,” 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, as thus amended, that the Senate bill pass instead of
House bill 1762; and as to the urgent necessity of this land district we append
are (No. 150) made by us on the House bill heretofore by us:
“The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred H. R. 1762, beg leave
to report that they have carefully examined the facts necessitating the estab-
lishment of an additional Iand district in the State of Oregon, and find that—

*“ Oregon embraces a land area of 00,975,360 acres, or greater than New York
and Pennsylvania combined.

#About two-thirds are now fully surveyed and eapable of seftlement, and the
remainder are arable, gtr?zing. and timber lands.

“*The present land districtsinthat State are all very large and each coniributes
an excess over the maximum land business, and yields to its officers the maxi=
mum salaries and commissions allowed by law.

*The proposed new district is located in Eastern Oregon, until in late years in
the oconpancy of Indian tribes, and the ity for the p t establishment
is oceasioned by the rapid settlements which are induced there by the large
area of vacant agricultural lands subject to homestead and pre-emption.

**The proposed boundaries embrace 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 setilers in the center of
the new district are Lakeview, distant 160 miles, and La Grande 180 miles ; and
thecommunication is only by wagon-roads. These great distances impose much
cost and inconvenience to every seitler who makes a home on the public do-
main, and greatly retards the growth and development of the country. The
creation of this distriet will reduce the three districts from which it is taken,
bringing their outer boundaries within easier access to the local offices, whila
not disturbing their present earnings much, if any, below the maximum lim-
ited by law. The least district in area of those from which the new district is
talken will still be in excess of 8,000,000 acres.

* This committee reported the necessity for this new distriet in the last session
of the Forty-ninth Con and the Senate & bill similar to the present,
but it fui to pass the House for want of consideration. The De ntthen
and now recommends the establishurent of this additional distriet, the Commis-
sioner of the General Land Office reporting to the committee that * it will serve
the convenience of a great number of settlers and be in the interest of the pub-
lic service,” and therefore is a T,mved.

* We accordingly report an.hg ill back to the House with the recommendation
that it do pass, with IE‘; following amendment: Substitute the word ‘four’ in
line 13, page 1, for the word * ;' and strike out, in line 14, the words on
said parallel line.""

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ohjection to the request of the
gentleman from Oregon ?

There was no objection. y

The amendments recommended by the Committee on the Public Lands
were agreed to.

The fnll was ordered tobe read a third time; and it was accordingly
read the third time, and passed.

Ar. HERMANN 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.

JOHN M'FALL.

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri., Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that {he Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5591) for the relief of John McFall.

The bill was read, as follows:

Bq it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di-
rected to mﬂm of any money in the ’.[‘rea-n&noﬁ otherwise appropriated,

to John 1, of St. Louis, Mo., the sum of being value of two horses,
the property of said McFall, and used by him while lieutenant-colonel of the
Twenty Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and by the quartermaster of said

regiment turned over to the Government while the said John McFall was ab-
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sent from said nt on detailed doty as a ber of a court-martial con-

wened for the of Brigadier-General Sweeney, in 1864,

The report (by Mr. StoxE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows:

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5591) for
the relief of John McFall, report as follows :

That this is a claim for two horses turned over to the Government in 1864 by
Col. John McFall, late of the Twenty-sixth Regiment Missouri Volunteer In-
fantry., Claim stated at at $350.

The proof shows that John McFall was lieut t-calonel of said regi t
and was the owner of two horses; that some time in 1864 the claimant was de-
tailed as a member of o general ouurt.-mmial and whilst in the performance of
his duties as a member of the court-martial his regiment moved to Savannah.

and the horses turned over to Lieut. J. M. Berry, the quartermaster of said
mg"um:mt- that the said regiment was mostered 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

passage.

the bill and recommend

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.
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, 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.

YORK HARBOR AND BEACH RAILEOAD.

Mr. REED. Mr. 8peaker, Iask to have the Committee of the Whole
House di from the farther eonsideration of the hill (H. R.
7509) granting to the York Harbor and Beach Railroad Company aright
of way.

The bill was read, as follows: 2

Be it enacted, cic., That the right of way, 4 rods in width, acrosd the military
reservation at Fort McClary, in the town of Kiltery, in the State of Maine, be,
and the same hereby is, gmtlod to the York Harbor and Beach Railroad Com-
pany, & tion created by the laws of the said State of Maine, and said com-
pany is authorized to construct, maintain, and operate its railroad on said right
of way, according to the location Lhereof, as recorded in the office of the com-
missioners of the county of York, in the State of Maine, and described in the
i‘i&nrumiss by the War Department to said company on the 10th day of June,

The report (by Mr. MA1sH) was read, as follows:

The memaorial of the York Harbor and Beach Kailroad Company, asking for
the passage of this bill, explains so fully its objects that your committee adopts
it as a part of this repm-t, and recommends the passage of the bill with the fol-
lowing amendments :

Insert between the words “ the and * liceuae,“ in line 11, the words “ tem-
porary rev onable, " algo add, after the words “ eighty-seven: ™

“ Provided, That the Government may, at any time, teriainate the nforesaid
right of wugwhmmit may be deemed necessary for military purposes or
the sale of the property.”

The letter of the Secretary of War sccompanies this also asa part of the re-

port.
War DerantmEsT, Washington City, March 23, 1888,

Str: In reply to the request of your committee, dated the 16th instant, for the
views of the Depariment upon House bill Ko, 7500, Fiftieth Congress Bes

.Mr. REED 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 hour of 5.30 p. m. having arrived, the House, under the order,
took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m.

EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m.,
and was ealled to order by Mr. McMILLIN as Speaker pro fempore, who
directed the Clerk to read the following:

SrEAxER's Roowy, HovusE oF REPRESENTATIVES, May 2, 1888,
I hereby dcsigmlzw Hon. BEsTox McMILLix to preside at the session of the

House this eve SOt
Hon, Jomy B, CrazE, i st s T
Clerk House of Represeniatives.
TARIFF.

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee
of the Whole on the state of the Union.

The motion was to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and resumed
the consideration of the bill (H. I2. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim-
phfy the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue.

STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. , taxation is not a senti-
ment, but a stern, cold fact, a burden upon the people. Excessive tax-
ation imposed in any manner aud called by any name is odious to the
American people.

From the time when King George imposed an oppressive tax on the
subjects of the infant colonies down to this good hour the American
mind and heari have always detested oppressive taxation. Itisa well-
settled rule of political economy that no more taxes should be collected
than the actual needs of the Government demand. President Jackson
on this sabject declared the safest and simplest mode of obviating all
difficulties which have been mentioned is to collect only revenue enough
to meet the wants of Government and let the people keep the balance
of their property in their own hands, to, be used for their own profit.

We have arrived at that period in our country’s history when the
circumstances demand that we collect only what is absolutely neces-
sary to support the Government, for the actual expenses of the Gov-
ernment were never so great as now, as the estimated expense of the
Government for the year 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 1883,
For the present flscal year the revenues, actnal and estimated, are as follows ;

sion, granhn{: to the York Harbor and Beach Railroad Comg: ¥ aright of way
across the military reservation at Fort \IcLLnry. Maine, I 1c the honor to Quarter ended Remaining
state that no objection exists to the adoption of the measure. I begto September 30, three-fo
however, that in line 11 of the bill, before the werd * license,” the words * tem- Souree 1887, x year. Potal
porary revocable ﬁiﬁould be inserted. . § 5 = -
ery ¥, your obedient servan
WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, Sdtoal. Fatimated._
S W ey Secretary of War,
on, . TOWSSHEND, Cust §02,588,115.92 | §165, 411, 854, 08 | £228, 00, 000. 00
Chairman Commillee on Military A,ﬂ‘nfrs, House of Represeniatives. Internal revenue.., ] 81,442,089 49 88,577,960.51 | 120,000, 000,00
o L AmmE) M) wmded
To the honorable Senale and House of Represeniatives n Congress ed: In! and sinking fund, Pa- A )
Thﬁgﬁﬂ&;fed.ﬁzgﬁ Hmor a.tgil Bl:ea.ch Rmtlll Compuny,ta corporation m"gmm"ﬂfﬂ-ﬂnﬁ plmniuﬂ, - 446, 090. 81 1,553, 900.19 2,000, 000,00
crea charler e e o ne, res; ully represents:
tl"C[‘l.naif b{hﬁrlt’ucr;f 1I.; :éh::‘-)‘ter iammugmmmmmﬁg :h;;oinmié} F&‘:_ Levarsienens e 278, 201,10 876, 798.90 1,150,000, 00
Ty, on the Portlan an m o ¥
3 T and lands, 1,607, 660, 36 2,492,830, 64 500, 000, 00
the tﬁﬁ%@g&mnt, AN o e e Union S et iod. 28 Bales of Government property.. ss:m.sr 215,078.18 &sm.mu.
That the military reservation at Fort McClary, in said town of Kittery, ex- | Erofits on coinage, ‘W:gﬁg- 1,1.13.3?5.90 7,856, 144.10 2, 000, 000, 00
tends !'ro(r:: thka &mn back to the high-water line of a body of water known as Depo;lsts for surveying p 40,450,532 109 549,68 150,000.00
Barter's Cree] Ve Fepia 308N v
That ilawiur:cess% tomiuﬂt:‘natt said rlﬂroaid‘ betweenhlbl? Ui?:?n aling?juid Revenues of the District of Co- 56, 400,11 2,043, 509,89 2, 400,000.00
cove, and that it was impracticable to construct the same wholly ow t ne .,, sy 'y LR,
ofh;g:dwml on aaidi ?dv'e, and la:.t‘d ‘eumid pany has loe::_‘d constru 1, 462,355, 02 8,037, 644.98 4,500, 602, 00
rail rily over la said military reser
That th’:lnnd iueludeniinamd location is not used, and is of such character Total receipts. ..o 102,328,867.62 |  280,671,602.18 | 383,000,000.00
m;“ﬁt?ﬁn &:{nt be nu;«ii for anty dfl’vi ii; connection with said fort. %
oeation does nof o said reservation to any appreciable extent, : :
but is upon the edge thereof, next to said Barter’s Crock. ] The expenditures for the same period, actnal and estima are as
That the tion and ma of said railroad will beof great ben- | follows:
efit to said fort and all persons who may occupy it.
That upon application, duly made to the honorable Beotetary of War, per- Quarter ended Remaining
mission was granted to said company to construet its railroad over and across September 30, | three-fourths of
the military reservation at Fort McClary aforesaid, and to maintain the same Object. 1887, the year, Total,
e I neid comigasy Iheeien Srays had poraleion & maintain its said Estima
railroad company ‘'ore prays that permission n Aot f
railroad over sald premisesas now located, and asdescribed in .l ot
the War Department, may be granted to it.
Dated this 2d day of December, A, D). 1887, and miscellaneous ex-
Tar YorRk HARBOR AND BEACH RATLROAD COMPANY, gensu‘ including plﬂﬂm
By DRUMMOND & DRUMMOND, ild nga, light-houses, .
= Todia Tl Thonthes | Shamaiiss | | e0000.00
There was no objection, and the Committee of the Whole House was | P. 1 2915635217 a‘ﬂﬁ 617.83 | 80, ﬁ 000, 00
discharged from the further consideration of the bill and amendments. Mg‘"ﬁ? ?ulablisbmt. in-
nding’ ions, river
The amendments recommended by the Committee on Military Affairs | £ harbor fnprovements:
were agreed to. and arsenals... 12,368,225.87 | 26,081, 774.13 |  39,000,000.00
"The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third Navﬂvml;lshhmd entéh ini:lnd-
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and Oy ALY o
passed. FOLASerov sorresmssemseremsseneedd B,735,240.80 | 12,264,759.11 | 16,000, 000.00
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uarter ended Remaining
ptember 30, |three-fourthsof :
Object. 1887. the year. Tolal.
Actual, Estimated,
Expenditures for District of
Columbla .-l € 1,474, 685.28 § 2,775,314.72 | $§ 4,250,000.00
Interest on the public debt... 12,162,181.68 82,837,818.32 44, 500, 000, GO
Binking fund, including pre-
T e e 43,024, 277. 84 3,793,507.64 | 46,817,785.48
Total expenditures ...... 121, 121 152.01 195, 696,633.47 | 316,817, 7E5.48

. 000, 000. CO
816, 817, 785.48

66, 182, 214, 52

Tolal receipis, actual and eslimated
Total expenditures, ineluding sinking fund..........ccccorecreenim

Estimated surplus,

Now, this vast sum of money has to be gathered from the hard earn-
ings of the people, and it is all the same to them, as I hope to show,
whether paid by direct taxation or collected from import duties. In

addition to this, the farm lands of the country are involved to an
amonnt which is alarming.

It is estimated tbat the lands in the following States are mortgaged
as follows:

$175,000,000 | TOWR....ooaersssrananses wses  $120, 000, 000
, 000, Nebraska.. - , 000, 000
125,000,000 | Kansas .. 100, 000, 000
100, 000,000 | Illinois... 200,000, 000
100, €00, 000 | —_—
70, 000, 000 Total.....iiaim e 1, 865, 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
Sonth and West are mortgaged to an amount between two and three
billions of dollars. These loans were principally from Eastern capital-
ists; money which they had acenmulated 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 the slaves,of
these Eastern monopolies. The interest on thislarge sum of money has
to e 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 shonld be collected, either by direct taxation or by way of cus-
toms duties, than is necessary for an economical administration of the
Government? 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 accumnulating in the Treasury of
the United States, gathered from the hard earnings of the people, and
strange as it may seem, when the Democratic members of this House
make an effort to change this condition of thingg, to take this burden
from the shoulders of the people, they are met by most persistent and
stubborn opposition. The Republican members of this House are work
ing with might and main to defeat all attempts to reduce taxation, es-
pecially on the necessitiesof life. Let us for a time inquire, what does
all this mean?

The Ways and Means Committee have offered to the House a meas-
ure which proposes to redunce taxation on the necessaries of life. Ina
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 thisreasonable demand the Republicans reply
that by thus reducing the tariff on these articles you will injuriously
affect the industrial interests of the East: ‘‘We are and have been the
favorites of the Government, and under a system of high protective
tariff, which has in a large measure broken down all competition and
allowed our industries to control the markets of the country, our peo-
ple haye grown rich and strong, and we must not be disturbed.””

This argument is equivalent to insisting that two or three millions
of people en, d in manufacturing, for some cause deserve better treat-
ment than the seven millions who rise early and toil late throngh the
heat of the day in the fields to earn a living. For the Government to
participate in such favoritism and invidions distinction between its
citizens is to deserve censure, and for a particular class to grow rich
nunder the fostering hand of the Government from the sweat and toil of
the more unfortunate is not only wanting in fair dealing, but isaspecies
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-
tional law, of natural equity, or of administrative justice can be found
in our Government which anthorizes it to build up one industry at the

of another; and is not fhe 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 has said:
r of the government on the property of the
ciﬁxﬁﬂ:étgiﬁixs&:?fom it upoﬁc;'uvured individuals tﬁidyprivala

enterprise and build up private fortunes, is none the less a robbery use it
is done under the forml;e:l law and is called taxation. This is not legislation,

‘

.

it is  decree under legislative forms. Nor is it taxation. A “tax,” says Weh-
ster's Dictionary, ** is a rate or sum of money nssessed on the person or property
of a citizen by governments for the use of the nation or 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 imposed by the legislative power
upon persons or property to raise money for publie purposes.

And I would emphasize *'public purposes.”” But our protective
friends insist, and it is the burthen of their song, that if we change our
tariff 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 suceessfully replied toit would seem now entirely unnee-
essary toreply toitagain. An investization of this matter clearly dem-
monstrates that the price oflabor is notregulated by a protective tariff,
It is not, asarule, 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. Workersin iron-furnacesin
Alabama, Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island do not receive 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 tariff on those goods imported into this coun-
try is the same. The tariff on coal is uniform, yet the wages paid those
engaged in the coal business in Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and Alabama
are not the'same. The wages of farm 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. England 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 in Europe:

From all my observations made, and they were made as carefully 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-
rmony, France, Belgium, and Switzerland they are not one-third our wages, and
in ltaly one-quarter.

Is not the Senator good anthority with our Republican [riends? All
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 showing average weekly wages paid in the enumerated occupations in
different European countries.
[Furnished by Bureau of Labor, Washington, D. C.]

ﬂ .

>‘. £ z
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Occupation. E g g ® g g

® 8 £ 15? %’ L

o} g E

-4 = =] o <] -] asn
Blacksmiths. £3.18 | §.38 | $5.51 | $L.00| $7.37 | $4.80 £5.20
Bricklayers .. 3.55 4.56 5.74 4.21 7.56 4. 80 5.21
Hod-carriers . - 2,60 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 4.74
COOPETS ..cvvrrazrnsrnens snens| 8. 64 5.17 5.58 3.7 7.50 4.80 4.78

Harness and saddle

MAKEES, G vissnnes] 500 5,51 5.70 3.69 868 | 5.20
3.40 5.22 5.33 : g 7.68 4.80 5.27
4.01 4.66 6.34 4.43 7.80 4.00 5,03
4.11 5.46 6. 10 4.26 7.90 4.80 5.18
4.03 0.58 5.02 3.41 7.40 5.00 6.35
3.50 4.40 5. 46 38.55 6. 56 4. 00 4.40
F:00 viiiviaaalisiiins ] L1 ) R 8.75 3. 90
3.501 272| 3,10 3.06| 403 3.24|.sn

Facts relating to foreign countries are taken from the report on foreign labor
published by the Deparitment of State, 1885,

COST OF LIVING—MASSACHUSETTS AND GREAT DRITAIN,

Rents are §9.62 per cent. higher in Massachusetts than in Great Britain.

Board and lodging is 39.01 per cent. higher in Massachuseits than in Great
Britain.

Fuel is104.96 per eent. 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 Britain,

Boots and shoes are 6250 per cent. higher in Massachusetts than in Great
Britain. .

:(".Irouericsm 16.18 per cent. higher in Massachusetts than in Great Britain,

Provisions are 23.08 per cent. higher in Great Britain than in Massachusetts,

The above facts are {fken from the report of the Massachusetts bureauof labor
statistics for 1884,

In this connection I desire especially to call the attention of the seven
millions of people in this country who are engaged in farming to the

manner and extent that protective tariff affects their interest, and I
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An alpaca umbrella

Any iron or steel a farmer may need average of.
Tin cups, skimmers, dippers, and all finware.
Tin-plate for canning meats and fruits......
Fencing boards, $2 per thousand.

Pine boards for building, about

i’f nininwl

encin, ])05!8.
S-!hln;;hg for ro:‘fbom .........
Lath for house building e
Barbed wire for fencing.

Schedule under act of 1883—present lasv.

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 come to understand how the tariff
affects them.

Under the present law let ns 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.

* Average,

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-
ent duty on these articles amonnts to $189.27, and the duty as pro-
posed by the Mills bill would amonnt to $104.98, which deducted
from the rate of duty under the present law would be & met gain of
$84.29.

I have been mduced to make this caleulation as a basis upon which
all consumers of such articles can find data upon which they can make
an actual calenlation (knowing what they consume and prices of same)
and determine for themselves what benefit would acerue to them if the
Mills bill should be enacted into law.

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-list 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 he raises.

As 7 yards are used to the bale, at 10 cents per yard, including the
present tariff—3 cents per yard—the cost of the bagging is 70 cents;
but under the present bill, at 1} cents duty per yard, the athount for
a bale will be reduced to 594 cents, a reduction of 10} cents per bale.
With ties on the free-list, at a saving of abont 12 cents per bale, the
two would make a reduction to the farmer on each bale of 22} cents,
and this on six millions of bales would amount to $1,350,000. This
alone should commend this measure to the favorable consideration of
the farmersof this country. While it can not be done in a cursory dis-

: 5 Net
here submit a table showing the rate of tariff duty imposed by the Y alos: L ving.
law as it now exists upon articles which are most in common use by
the farmers of this country. " | Per cent.

Per cent, | Mol ; §10.00 47= §L.70
The iron the stove is made of.... 45 By Mills bill 8= 38.50 81,20
(}—Iollow w?lr?], pols,!and_lke!_}l?ﬂ 330 Salt 3.00 0= 1.20 '
i) r and brass utensils, if an 5 - = *
Cropg:ary of the L nrjlr 55 By Mills bill TR AR v Free list, L
g;m‘?eﬁ;l::dd:mf‘i‘ e :55 Two suits each for father and two sons, six
Pickled or salted fis 25 snits, §14. ........ 84.00 5i= 45.36
PR : i IR 5 1 TR o= w0
-Sugar. 48 T fi hi *
Vine, 26 | Twosuitseach or mother and two daughters,
Pickle: 5 six suits, § 84,00 = 68,88
s 15 By i el e s = ey
Oranges and other foreign frult, about..... 2 | Trelve pair shoes, $2.50 €6k ......rvessresssmmnereees] 30,00 = 9.0 i
TAXES ON THE PARLOR. By M B i s s T e T 15= 4.60 i
Carpels, if made of druggets T4 =
Carpets, if made of tapesiry ...... 68 | Six wool hats, §1 each 6.00 7T3= 4.38
Furniture ..o 35 By Millsbill ....... 40= 2,40
Wall-paper.. 25 = 1.98
Window-curtains. 45 | Six fur hats, §2.50 each 15.00 52= 7.%0
Looking-glass 60 By Mills bill i 0= 6.20 3
Omnment.a or knickknacks 3 .
e s S T Six ladies’ hats, $3 each 15,00 | 70= 12.60
Per cent. A =_ 1.
{53;;“1 nd?:ﬂ;iigfi g{’ gmﬂ, o ;g Six bonﬁ?itfs for ladies, as em:h i) gIE00 0= 31;;. %
rts h =
Cotton hosiery and undershirts 45 i 5.40
Woolen hats and caps...... 7 Farming tools, including plows, gear, hsnd-
Gloves, 60 w, ax, draw-knife, chains, ete... 60,00 47= 28.20
Rll';;::'; By Mills bill = '13.60 Ve
Any other woolen dresses 70 | Medicines 20,00 ®
A pair':\:m“ & By Milis bill
llnit\-'-"-' " et 45 5 1 1 Lr e
{enkniw‘ﬂ g Thrg;& Lﬁffﬁdhﬁ?l thimbles, scissors, etc 12.02
Steel pins 45 | Four pairs blankets, £3 each i..uuimeeeerecereesessions 12.00
{Pal;;er ..... . ?5) By Mills bill
Razors 45 | Two umbrellas, $2.50 each 5.00
TAXES ON SUNXDRIE® By Mills bill
ORBLOTOL,iiuissiisscinsurssensisaressrssasssssnsasasaiinass saanbaansssian Faasis {asnssoq aseasnatibresvs issasn 102
gy Cotton hosiery, undershirts, etc.....ccccvieerarrnns 8,00
Castil 5O ' v
A dosg z?a m salts 30 By Mills bill .
gmt‘::ﬁw er . 32 Window-glass 2,00
Commonest window-glass for houses ST S ey By MlS DIl sssmnses s s oo
Paiinl- (white lead) for the farm-hot g Starch 4.00
e acesionr & By Milis bill
L]
:I"mce-chn.u?sm 5; Rice ; 10.00
A hand-saw. 40 Hy BEls Dl E
Speriiiaa &
POoo - Total cost under present tariff ..............| 50100 |...
Sk b for- gl » Under Mills bil
Combs and brusi o
A pipe 80
50
45
42
94
20
a8
30
25
20
55

Value. Duty.  Igaving
| I 3
Per cent.
One cook-stove wanee  §35,00 47= §16.45
2y DR e s e RS R R e VR 3l= 10.%5
£5.60
One set crocke 12.00 = 6.60
By Mills bil BH= 4.2 e
One set cheap EIASS-WATE....ccmmmmmmmimsionen| 4,00 | 56= 2,94 :
h g L ) | EEers e rh ROt e ] 41= L64
.60
One set cheap cul.Icry 2.00 = L.00
By Mills bill.... ok 5= .70
.30
Two u.ﬁaels. $12 and $15.... 27.00 7= 1200
R B e T e = 8.0
4.00
Sugar 20,00 60= 12.00
B A Y 50= 10.00
2,00

XTX——230

¢ , ¥et an analysis of the bill would present many other features
as favorable to the farmers of the country as this.

Mr. Chairman, what is the bill that we present for your considera-
tion? It isa billwhich proposesto take $878,000 off of chemicals; §1,-
756,000 off of earthen and glass ware; $11, 480 000 off of sugar; $11 000
off of tobaceo; $331,000 off of provisions; $’27 000 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 oﬂ' of sundries. It
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is also proposed to add to your free-list flax, hemp, jute, chemicals, and
galt, tin-plate,wool, and other things, amounting to $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 total of tax
reduction from tariff and internal-revenue sources of $78,176,000—
more than a dollar and a quarter to every individual, or $ﬁ 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 unshackled or will we keep it
hampered? Will we continue to hoard up a corrupting surplus or will
we leave the money in the pockets of the people, where it justly be-
Iongs? These are the grave questions which confront us, and these are

the suhjects npon which we are to act:
Per (:e“{‘.iJ

Prcscmaw on dn:iﬁsblﬁl_, d
Propo rate on dutiable goods
Present rate on articles affected by bill
Proposed rate on articles affected by bill Sdeiven

Beveral of the schedules of the more luxurious m-t{cles are not touched.

It would ‘seem that it ought to demand the consideration as well as
meet the approval of every true patriot in this conntry. It is based
upon the principle that the necessaries of life shonld bear lightly the
burdens of Government and that luxuries are the proper suhjects of
taxation. It will also be ohserved 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 and consumption.

While in a short speech but little can besaid as to what the present
bill contains, yet I herewith submit a statement of some articles in
common’ use which are placed on the free-list, and many more might
be inclnded:

Lumber, planks, sawed, ete.; hubs for wheels, laths and shingles;
salt; wool, unmanufactured; flax, straw, and hemp; soap, potash, soda;
log-wood and dye stufls, spirits of turpentine, tin-plates, bricks, veg-
etables, needles, etc., figs, eggs, rough marble, tallow, feathers, and
human hair,

If this bill is nof 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
are confronted with’the accumulation of surplus in the Treasury—a
policy which if continued will break down the great business interests
of the country—yet our Republican friends content themselves by rising
to the high plane of dignified patriotism and with emphasis say, ** 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, douhﬂeas 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
eountry are wiser than they think, and the cry of ** free trade’’ will not
ghield them before the bar of the American people. If they defeat the
purpose to reduee the surplus by a reduction on the necessaries of life,
the consequences of such a defeat will lie at their own door.

The surplus as shown by the receipts and expenditures of the Gov-
ernment will appear by the following table:

Slatement showing the expendilures of the Government fmm July 1, 1887,
to March 31, 1888; {the estimated expenditures for April, May, and Jun.e,
1888; the mifablc balance in the Treasury March 31, 1888, and the es-
timaled available balanee for June 30, 1888.

Expenditum from July 1, 1887, to March 31,1888 . $244, 068,137, 00

Estimated expenditure for A May, and June,
1888 2,2 prl, May, . 64,981,803.00

Total for twelve months ending June 30
1538 " 309,000,000.00
Avwailable balance in the Treasury March 31,1888 ....cveeuieeenssnneenee S104, 573, 980, 34
Add estimated receipts for—
April 32, 597, 661,13
Siay 34, 788, 626, 56
June : 83,709, 624, 62

101, 095, 912. 31
Less estimated expenditure for April, May,

and June 64, 931, 563. 00
36,164, 049, 31
Estimated available balance June 30, 1838.............ccccooneeenee. 140, 737, 979,65

Deducting the expenditures from the receipts, we find that there will
have been collected from the people, for public purposes, during the
fiscal year ending the 30th day of June, 1838, $75,156,611.31 more
than was necessary to meet the demands of the Government. But there
was on the 31st day of last month an available balanee, a portion of
which came over from preceding years, of §104,573,930.34, and, if the
estimated receipts for April, May, and June, Tess the estimated ex-

penditures for the same months be added, weshould have in the Treas-
g_rrg 3? the 30th day of next June an available balance of $140,737,~

So great is the surplus, and sp strongly it threatens the business in-
terest of the country, that the President deemed it proper to devote his
entire message, at the opening session of Congress, to this subjéct. And
the country is to be congratulated that we have a President who is
alive to the business interest of the conntry, 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 convie-
tions, and, unmoved by flattery and undaunted by fear, maintains the
rights of the people.

He has placed the snccess of hisadministration 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
Iabor for the maintenance of free govemment A

One of the fruits or evil consequences of high protective tariff is the
formation of trusts, which to-day seeks to control the material interests
of this great country in its '* Briarean 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 over
the amount they pay in wages. Not one of these trusts could live were
it not for the war tariff:

n&e
8100

product

pe

in

n each §100
product amount-

»  Name of trust.

Adjusted to guaranty
of

& bonus {

ernging, per cent,—
of

Protected by duties av-
Their whole ex
for labor

worth
being—

ing to—

Salt trust
Earthenware trust
B steel trust
Pluw—staei trust.

1 steel trust
}\m] trust -
General iron trust .
Copper trust.
Zine trust
Tin trust
Lead trust
Glass trust
%ap lru.ui.
Ti ...l lrrl‘l*
Rubber-shoe trust..
Envelope trust. =
Paper-bag trust.
Cordage trust

Ay |
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The above table, which is taken from a pamphlet entitled Tariff
Chats, by Henry J. Philpot, of Des Moines, Towa, well illustrates the
glaring hypocrisy of the claim that the war tariff must 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 §100 of their product,
while their whole expense for labor amounts to only $24 upon every
$100 produced, leaving $6 tariff bonus over and above the entire labor
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 laber in this country and the cost of labor in
Earope. In thisconnectionitshould 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. Thisaffected mannfactures and was repealed. We Iaid a
tax on the receipts of railrond 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 were
repealed. Now, with a surplus in the Treasury, is it not high 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 favorites of the
Government as those who with hoarded wealth by combinesand 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 question?

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Yes, sir,

Mr. EERR. Wotwwhswnding thoe-e ;o 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 mean when
he says ‘* before the tariff?”’

Mr. KERR. Beforethe tariffof1861. Notwithstandingthe *‘trusts,’”
is there a single article which to-day is as high as it was before that act
went into effect?

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I willsay to my friend that the vaecil-
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.

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Well, my theory or my opinion is based
upon facts. Now I want to ask yon a question.

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir.

Mr. STEWART, 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
“ trusta P00 |

Mr. KERR. No, sir; I am opposed to *‘ trusts;’’ and that is why

I am in favor of the tariff—because if you take it away you will have’

no protection at all against foreign ** trusts;’’ youn can not control them
becanse they are not within the operation of your law.

A MEMBER. Are there any foreign *‘trusts?”’

Mr. KERR. There always have been and always will be.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEWART] is
entitled to the floor.

Mr. S’{‘EWART, of Georgia. These interruptions do not disconcert
me at all.

The morning papers contain a statement, worthy of consideration in
this connection, concerning the formation of trusts. It is as follows:

IROX MANUFACTURERS ORGANIZED.
PrrrssrraH, PA., May 1.

The iron manufacturers of Pittsburgh and the Ohio Valley are hereafler 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 commissioner, to set-
tle all points of disput The intion will deal with the prices and produc-
tion, and will also have a commitlee to look afler freight rates. A meeting will
be held in Youngstown to-morrow and arrangements completed.

The country has witnessed with more or less alarm the details of
* strikes,” in many instances destroying property and sometimes human
life; but so long as eapital, under the name of trost, seeks by strong
hand to oppress the people, what hope have we that strikeés will not be
continued ?

Our Republican friends on the other side of this 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 onr
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 consideration. 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, twenty-seven by their constitutions pro-
vide in terms that taxes shall be ad valorem and nniform. Now, I de-
sire my friend who is to follow me to-night [Mr. Davis] to tell me, if
* taxes are to be ad valorem and uniform, how can we tax adollar’s worth
of whisky in Georgia or Tennessee 50 cents, and a dollar’s worth of corn
or & dollar’s worth of wheat only one-half 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. STEWART, of Georgia. Certainly.

Mr. DAVIS. I will, shortly after I commence my remarks, refer the
gentleman to the viewsof the last Democratic President on that subject.

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I am asking yon the guestion—not
any Democratic President. I want you to answer according to the prin-
ciples of law.

Mr. DAVIS. T agree with the Democratic President on that point;
he states the matter much better than I can. !

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. IfI am right, the gentleman will fol-
low the Demoeratic President in his views on this question.

Now, I answer, Mr. Chairman, if we repeal these laws we will create
a 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 ereate a deficiency in this way—to take the tax off
whisky, to make free whisky, to make more orphans, more eriminals,
1o 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. ]

Mr. KERR. With the permission of the gentleman, I will ask him
another question. Isit not a fact that there are more ardent spirits
consumed in this couniry to-day, notwithstanding the high tax, than
‘ever before?

* Mr. STEWART, of Georgin. I do not know. Thank God, I do not
drink the article; I do not buy it. I have no feeling akin to it in any
way. DBut I do know that there are more people in the country than at
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any previous time, so that there are more consumers than there ever
were before, [Applause. ]

Mr. KERR. Yes; and there is more ardent spirits consumed in pro-
portion to the population than ever before.

Mr. SPRINGER. That is so in Iowa, no doubf, where they have a
prohibitory law. [Applause on the Democratic side. ]

Mr. KERR. There is not any of it consumed in Towa; and so far as
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. T want to say as a witness on this subject thatin
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
eriminal 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 has 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.

Mr. KERR, Amen.

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Now, Mr. Chairman, tuorning aside
from the argument I had prepared, I wish tosay thatif our Republican
friends have discovered that the taxation on spirits isa 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
from acting as the laws of the States may allow. ;

It will be remembered that at first the tax 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 reflects
the views of somebody on the other side, proposes to reduce the tax to
50 cents a gallon.

Well, then, if it has been already reduced fiom $2 a gallon to 90 cents,
why not, withont changing this law, let the States fax it now if they
want to, and if they have the constitutional anthority to doso? The
point I wish to make is this: Thatin those States where the authority
now exists 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 stand as a preventive of such legislation. -
That being so, let the States continue to tax it. But let us analyze
that for a moment.

Let us say that the State of Georgia faxes it at the rate of 50 cents &
gallon. My friend over there in Tennessee and his friends probably
will not tax it but half that amonnt, or perhaps 10 cents on the gallon.
What will be the result? Georgia must levy the tax in order to geb
the revenue in order to help out State institutions, fo carry on the
State government. The inevitable result of such a state of things
would bg that Georgin 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
simiple statement of the proposition, the simple suggestion of the ques-
tion, is to argue it. There is nothing in it. Anotherargnment in fuvor
of the continunation of the internal-revenue tax for the present is this:
Of the $118,000,000 raised, the North and West puy about $111,000,000,
and the South abount §7,000,000. 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 not equity in requiring those who reap the benefit of a tax to raise
and pay it? Take as an illustration Georgia and Illinois. The first
pays abont $300,000 and the latter about $23,000,000 internal taxes.
‘What reply can be made to this argument; and is not this a matter
worthy of consideration by those who are nrging 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 fallaciouns, 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 annnal 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 diree-
tion no one can foretell.

I sometimes have been madeto rejoice inmy heart 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
realize the fact that with free whisky. or with whisky at 25 cents a

gallon, any man, be he white or colored, couldset up from three 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 wonld 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 ohjec-
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.

Baut, sir, I desire, and I repeat now, I want to know where'is the
philanthropist, where is the believer in eternal truth, who loves his
home and gis country, who has a mind to think and a heart to feel,
and who is in favor of Christian civilization, who is capable of rising
lo the plane of patriotism, that can say, “‘I want free whisky, more
of it, whether better ormeaner, and in order to get it will favora 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
arguament that I have heard for the reduction of this tax by our Repub-
lican friends.

Why, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that he who loves his race and
loves his kind, the man who loves his home, who loves his wife and
loves his children and his conntry, would rather look into their faces
and say, ‘‘Cheaper food, cheaper blankets, cheaper dry goods, cheaper
necessaries of life for youn, cheaper coal, when the shivering cold winds
of the winter's blast come, cheaper books, cheaper the things that main-
tain human existence; aye, all of these rather than cheaper whisky."’
That is my view of patriotism and love of country and love of home.
[Applause. ]

And, sir, as the distingnished gentleman from Pennsylvania adver-
tises on the other side of the House, that he will at the proper time
offer an amendment and put us to the test and see whether 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 and
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 a heart to feel and an arm to strike,
I shall vote for the cheaper necessaries of life and let whisky stay un-
der the ban it is under to-day. [Applause.]

But, say my friends on the other side,we have heard even in the Sen-
ate and in the House that this law isoppressive. 'Why isitoppressive?
Why, Mr. Chairman, do we not all remember; is it not fresh in onr
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 connty; making it the duty of the party making the arrest
to issne a warrant and in everything, as far as human thought and abil-
ity could do it, placing the administration of this law just as the State
laws are administered? And do not all remember that this bill passed
this House without a dissenting voice?

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; and in 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
theenforcementof this law. Then, sir, if the law, as has been gpgaested,
is not perfect, why not come forward like lawyers, as statesmen, as wise
legislators and make it what it ought to be? Why stand stubbornly
in the path of legislation and say only, in response to every 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 fo the people of this great country to repeal this
tax rather than give them cheaper clothing, cheaper food, cheaper
shelter, to lighten the taxes bearing so heavily upon their shoulders.
Will we refuse these demands and say, ‘‘No, we will give you frce
whisky ?”’ But our Republican friends need not take encourage-
ment from such a sitnation, for in my opinion there is a constituened
hehind them, should they vote for such a measure, that will by any
by rise in its majesty and go forthlike the storm, like the cyclone, and
by its votes and patriotic endeavors sweep from place and pswer 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 tax it now as they need it, but simply see
that it is uniform. Whisky is a luxury that men can live withont.
God has given man the power and capacity 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, rather say cheaper food and raiment, and let this tax
remain as it is. Iwant to say here and now, I would I had the voice to
make the country feel and know thaton thisside of the Chamber, with
all our force of hand, of mind, of purpcse, 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 iniguitons, oppressive taxation called
high tariff. And, Mr. 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 couniry, and taking charge of this question, let us
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 aguressiveness of capital; that we
reduce it standing in the broad daylight as patriots; that we reduce it
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 especially from the
mother's heart, from the father’s strong arm, and the people will say
*“Yea, amen,’’ when we pass that act. [Applause.]

Mr, Chairman, there is possibly more truth than poetry in the words
of Pope when he said:

As for forms of government, 1et fools contest—
That which is administercd 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 isa
menace against the peace and prosperity of the country; its tendencies
areevil, It tends to reckless ifnot to corrupt legislation; to correct this
evil calls for the exerciseof good judgment, influenced alone by patriotie
motives. Let us remember that we are American citizens, born to a
common heri and destined to a grander triumph than has ever
marked the civilization of any age or people.

If we do this we will but do our duty; if we fail to do this the historian
of to-day should hand us down to coming ages as both wanting in wis-
dom and too cowardly to do right. [Applaunse.]

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. 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 advoeated.
In former time the Demoeratic party has not been so pronomnced. Its
last President, preceded by an unbroken line of predecessors, advocated
discriminating duties for the protection of our industries, and urged
specific instead of ad valorem duties for the purpose.

In my deliberate judgment, specific dulies are the best, if not the only, means
of securing the revenue against false and fraudulent invuices. and such has been
the Elﬂlcllce_ adopted for this purpose by other commercial nations. Besides,
specifie duties would afford to the American manufacturer the incidental ad-
vantages to which he is fairl

The present system is a sliding scale to his disadvantage. Under it, when
[;r]ces are high and Lusiness prosperous, the duties rise in amount when he

east requires their aid. On the contrary, when prices full and he is struggling
ﬂig;lii::‘?;::’i\'ermty. the duties are diminished in t © same proportion, greatly to

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 and South, except that ex-
treme element which has always wanted the cheapest possible lahor
and cared nothing for diversifiedd industries. The Republican party
still maintains this policy, believing it to be a beneficent one for every
class, interest, and section of our conntry. '

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. Indeed, 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 everything bears witness
to the benign inflnence 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
thal to prostrate another section is the way to elevate itself—I say
when even the South is beginning to respond to this mew influence,
when manufactures are being established, her mines are being opened,
her 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 products 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 Britdin 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 injuns-
tice, and attacks the Middle and Eastern States, which it elaims 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.

entitled under a revenue tarifl.




1888,

CONGRESSIONAT, RECORD—HOUSE.

3669

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 American 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 self. 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 npon
retaining the most obnoxious feature of the protective system—the duty
only slightly reduced npon sugar, which will compel our people to pay
$36,000,000 annually to protect the Lonisiana 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 iniguity of a protective tariff with a bag of
protected rice upon each shoulder. Itisunderstood 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 dnty upon salt
and lumber because free trade in those articles will not suit the voters
of the Saginaw 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 has a
pretty good prospect of success? All these gentlemen appear to be will-
ing to sacrifice other interestsupon 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 rank with Artemus Ward’s patriot, 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 system.

But I do not wish fo 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 Mas achusetts, had grown rich at the expense
of the agricultural States of te West and South, and that meantime
the manufacturer, while accunulating wealth (and this charge was
pointedly applied to Massachus:tts), was paying the laborer wages which
were slightly if at all above ths European standard. Now, sir, I admit
that Massachusetts has been fairly prosperous. She is an old State,
and her prosperity has been fiirly achieved by the industry, energy,
thrift, and intelligence of her p:ople exerted through many generations.

Through her long history she has had many vicissitudes, and it isto
her credit that she has triumphel over them all, and occupies to-day
a position which I need not describe or enlogize, for it is known to the
people of this country and to mankind. In the early part of the cen-
tury her people were engaged in commercial pursnits, but the em
and the war of 1812-'15 greatly impaired and nearly destroyed her
commerce. But she did not despair or rail at her sister States or per-
sistently donounce the policy which caused her stately ships to rot in
port and reduced her seamen to poverty.

She adapted herself to the new conditions which had been created,
and which were alternately fostered and discouraged by the National
Government. But on the whole she has prospered, and is a striking
example of the benefits of a protective system. What she has done
other States have done and are doing to their own advantage and to
that of the gencral welfare of the country, and to the disadvantage of
no State or section. Massachusetts is the third manufacturing State
in the value of her industrial products. The great manufacturing as
well as agricultural State of Illinois is the fourth, and Ohio the fifth.
And these and other Western States are rapidly forging ahead, and
will soon rival the Eastern and Middle States in the extent and variety
of their manufactures. .

. It has, however, been so often charged upon this floor that Massa-
chusetts was accumulating ill-gotten wealth, and that the Western
States were suffering from the results of an unjust protective system,
that I desire to make a comparison in order to test its truth. I will
take the total valuation of Massachusetts and of Michigan, Wisconsin,
Minnesota, and Towa, asshown by the official returns in 1880 and 1887.
This is done in order to bring the results, as nearly as may be, to the
present time, and show the relative progress and wealth during the
first seven years of the present decade.

During this period Massachusetts has increased her total valuation
$262,774,620, or 16} per cent.; Iowa, $202,698,493, being 50 per cent.—
about 200 per cent. more than Massachusetts; Wisconsin, $142,292,998,
32 per cent.; Michigan, $332,254,704, or 62 per cent., and Minnesota
the extraordinary increase of $211,551,035, being 77 per cent.—more
than four times that of Massachusetts. I hope my friend from Min-
nesota will not hereafter be so much alarmed at the wretched condi-

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, but it has poured 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
develop the resources 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,
All 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 common 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 chief 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 rates of wages paid in that State
and Great Britain.

He employed personal agents of the burean to make the necessary
investigations, and after considerable difficulty in securing information
in Great Britain, while he had none in Massachusetts, hesecured reliable
data upon which his comparison is based.

He gives the rate of wages paid 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 establish the complete representative character of
these statistics.

He states that he has 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,

14. Hats: Fur, wool, and silk.
15. Hosiery.
16. Liquors: Malt and distilled.

4. Brick. 17. Machines and machinery.

5. Building trades. 18. Metals and metallic goods.

6. Carpetings, 19. Printing and publishing.
7.Carriages and wagons, 20, Printing, dyeing, bleaching, and
8. Clothing. finishing cotton textiles.

9. Colton goods,
10. Flax and jute
11. Food preparations.
12. Furniture,
13. Glass.

2L Stone,

22, Wooden goods.
23, Woolen goods,
24, Worsted goods,

. He first gives the highest average weekly wages of men, women,
young persons, and children, and the percentage of difference, and a
summary of the average highest weekly wages; then a similar state-
ment of the lowest average weekly wages, and of the average weekly

As the resulf of his extremely careful analysis and classification of
the tables of figures which he has prepared, he arrives at the following
conclusion:

GRAND RESULT.

1. If Massachusetts is credited with theaverage wages paid and Great Britain
is credited with the high wages paid—the Massachusetts wages are higher in
twenty-three out of the twenty-four industries idered, the per t in
favor of Massachusetts, in all tge industries, being 48.28.

2. If both Massachusetts and Great Britain are credited with the average
wages paid—the w:gcs in Massachusetts are higher in each of the twenty-four
industries id , the p ge in favor of Massachusetts, in all indus-
tries, being 75.94.

3. On an industry basis, the average percentage in favor of Massachusetts, in
23 industries, is 65.05.

4. Taking the wages paid per hour as the basis, the average in Massachusetts
is higher in each of the 24 industries, the percentage in favor of Massachusetts,
in all the industries, being 70.88.

5. On the basis of establishment pay-rolls, the percentage in favor of Massa-
chusetts is 97.39,

The percentage that will truly and fairly indicate the higher rate of wages
paid in Massachusetts in the industries considered, as eomc{xlred with the wages
paid in the same industries in Great Britain, must be found somewhere between
the extremes here given, namely : 45.25 per cent. and 97.39 per cent. The re-
sults shown in sections 4 and 5 are not based upon as complete data as those
shown in sections 1, 2, and 3, and neither percentage can be fairly used in de-
termining the grand result.

The mean of 48.28 per cent. and 75.94 per cent., as we have previously shown,
is 62.11 per cent., and this approximates so closely to the general average 65.05,
as shown in section 3, that we state as the grand result of the comparative
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weekly wages investigation in Massachuseiis and Great Britain for the year

1853:

That the general average weekly wage of the employés in twenty-four indus-
tries in Massachusetts is 62 plus cent, higher than the g«ml average
weekly wage of the employés in same industries in Great

He also finds—

‘That wages by the hour in Massachuseits exceed those of Great Britain by 70,88
per cent., and the excess is shown to exist in every industry considered,

He then compares the wages paid in Massachusettsand Great Britain
from 1860 to 1883, with the following resnlt:

In the ninety industries, in Massachusetts and Great Britain, sup tatis-
“tics of av e weekly wages for the period between the years 1860 and 1883 the
m&d at least one and a quarter millions (1,250,000) of employés are repre-
Ber

in the ninety industries considered, ‘rmm 1860 to 1833, the 1 average
weekly wage was 75.40 per cent. higher in Massachusetts than g:(imt Britain,

If we examine the manufacturing and mechanical industries by themselves,
£4 in Massachusetts and 35 in Great Britain, we find, in these indnstries, that the

oral average weekly wage, from 1860 to 1 was 73.02 per cemt. higher in
ﬁn assachusetts than in Great Britain. If we our comparison to the 87in-
dustries which supply an exact comparison, that is, an average figure in both
* countrics for the same mduatrv we diamm that the general average weckly
in these 57 industries in A ts, from 1860 to 1883, was §10.17, while
in Great Britain it was §5.57, or, the general average weekly wage w, por
cent, higher in Massachusetis than in Great Britain, A further examination of
these 37 fully eomparsative indgstries shows that in 8 the percentage in favor of
Massachusetts was less than 60, in 7 from 60 to 80, in 11 from $0 to 100, and in 11
over 100 per cent., reaching as ‘high as 19L.6 per cont.

By the indn,su-y presentation, the percentage in favor of Massachuseits in
ninety industries from 1860 to 1883 was shown to be 75. g&;er cent.; by the yearly
consolidation (on nine yearly bases instead of ninety ustry bases) we find it
to result in 79.57 per eent. in faver of Massachusetts, The mean of these two
percentages is 77.49 per cent. The result of the comparative wages investign-
uun from 1860 to 1883 is—

That the average
sidered was 77.49 per cent. higher in Massachusetts than in Great Britain.
GRAND RESULT.

1. The number of employés whose average weekly wages are ted in

the comparisons from 1850 to 1593 is at least one and a qlm.rter millions,
2, In the comparisons, 83 industriesin Massachusetts and 39 in Great Britain
were represenl.ed The Massachusetis wages were higher in all the industries
pared, the per in favorofl l[sssuchmel.l.s on an induastry basis, boing

weekly wage of the mpkryﬁa in the industriescon- |

Tmly manufacturing indostries entering into this comparison nom-
Massachusetts and 37 in Great Britain. In these industries the per-
oentngs in favor of Massachusetts was 73.02,

4, Complete comparisons were possible in the ease of 37 industries having
wwagze statisties for both countries. In these industries the percentage in favor
of Massachusetts was 82,59,

5, On the yaarly basis, Massachusetts from 1860 to 1883, and Great Britain from
1872 (o 1883, the percentage in favor of Massachusetts is 79.57.

6. Wages in Massachunsetts are 28.36 per cent. higher than they were in 1860,

7. Wages in Great Britain are 9.74 per cent. higher than they were in 1872,

The mean of percentages shown on the industry basis in section 2 (75.40)
and on thergzarly basiain section B

mns from 1860 to 1883, is result not only verifies beyond ques-
tion ihe result obtained in Part 11, namely, per-cent., but it also shows that
the extreme figure, for 1883 nlone found in Part LI, namely, 75.94 per cent.
(see pafa 119) is less than the average per cent. in faver of Massachusetts from

The grand result of the comparative wages investigation in M

.57) is 77.49, which figure is the result of |

tion is thesame as the ratio between M; husetts and Great Britain as regards
size of family and persons at werk.)

‘Of this 4841 per cent. 5.50 per-cent. is paid extra for articles which could be
purchased 5,80 per eent. cheaper in Great Britain; 11.49 per cent. is extra
Lo secure more gl T rooms-and more air space than the workingman in
Great Britain enjoys, whilethe remainder, 81,12 per cent., indicates alsoan extra
nmotmnt expended by the Massachesetts work.i.ngman to secure beﬂ.erhomem
Tou and tomaintain th igher of livin wn for rent,
as regards other expenses, which standard is hkhel' than that secured by the

¥ isthiguiehin G&“‘m”{ dicating the diture for lvi

gulshing the n ng the greater expen iving in
Massachusetts (45,41 P«rm‘.) from those indieating the higher cost of living
{17.29 per cent.), we find, as a grand result, that the higher prices in Massachu-
setts are represented by 5.80 per cent.; that increased accommodations in hous-
ing and the general highm- mnd.nrd maintained by Massachusetts
as compared with living of workingmen in Great

Britain is represented by 42.61 (11.19—;—31 12) vFm'm-m.. out of the totalfrum
cost of 48,41 per cent.; or, stated as a divect ratio, the slandard of living of Mas=a;
ehusetts workingmen is to that of the workmg-man of Great Britainjas 1.42isto l.

I will also quote from House Executive Docament No. 54, 183485,
the report of Consul Lathrop on factory labor in the west of England:

Comsul Lathrop selects Trowbridge,n !hel.nryinwn of 12,000 inhabitants in his
district, as a place which shows factory life in England in its most favorable
light. It is entirely a manufacturing town, in the middle of u fertile agricult-
ural country. It has given many opomuws to American mills, and in all its
}:bm- Itf: may be repr itative of the best phases of English

The average wages of the men in the Trowbridge woolen factories are esti-
mated at §5.44 per weak. The average wages paid to 418 women in one leading
factory are given as $2.86 per week, and in another at $5.02 per week. These
wages, adds the consul, would not life unaided; but, generally, these
women are the wives or daughters of the male opﬁruives- neither could the
male wages alone sustain the average English families, and so the children in
their turn contribute to the general fund by nl.sowurk‘!'rlg inthe factories.
and girls, when employed, earn from $2.25 to $2.40 weels, Thus, to enable
aTro family to live, every member—h ‘wife, and children—works
in the mills,

Tt will, therefore, be seen that the conditions which surround labor in this
representative factory town are mot much differont conditions which
prevail in similar townsin France and Germany. “ Notwithstanding the favor-
able agricultural conditions which surround Trowbﬂdm“ adds the consul,
“giving the werking-people cheap and wholesome food products, aided by
flourishing co-operative stores, the combined earnings of the family are barely
sufficient for its support.”” The operatives are steady and law-abiding, and
R Senenng thirthen ftarviews With rpose

n reporting thirteen interviews wit operatives, pu ly se-
lected for their steadiness and trostworthiness, representing the best element
of factory life, Consul Lathrop says that only two were able to save anything.
One of these has a weekly income, earned by himself and three children,of
$8.03 per week, the other a weekly income, enrned by himselfand wife, of §7.20,
Without the labor of the wife the family resources are insufficient, and when

:.he t:l‘usbsnd and wife both work the home suffers and the children are neg-
ecte
Consul Lathrop concludes his report with the following comparisons between

Itbor in his district and in the Un
‘1, No

ted States:
classoflaborerisas intelligentas the corresponding class in the United

o s msequmne of this the laborer here ’In 'ncl. sovaluable to his empla;’u'
as inthe United States. He is less recep ideas,
more oversight and direction, and aecomplislnu leu in a d.ay

**8, His wages are less than in the United States.

“4. There is not a corresponding cheapness in the price of oomToglties. Rent

and Great Britain for the years 1860 to 1843 is, that the general average weekiy

wage of the employés in the industries considered in Massachusetta was 77--

i::r cent, higher than the general average weekly wage of the employés in the
dustries considered in Great Britain,

He then makes a careful comparison of the cost of living, and ar-
rives at the following results:

Comparisons for 1588 between Massachusetts and Great Britsin enable us to
secure the following results: Grooeries were 16.18 per cent. higher in Massa-
chusetts; provisions were 23.08 per eent, higher in Great Britain, while foel was
101.96 per cent. higher in Massachusetts,

Dry goods.—From the high, medinm high, medium, medium low, and low

ices fur dr{ngoads, we sectre TWo perce! both in faver of Great Britain.
E all grades are compared we find that dry g were 13.26 per
cent. higher in Massachusetts in 1883 than in Great Bri If the comparison
is made on the basis of u.l.lgtmda'ln the medivm, medinm low, and Iowgmdus
from which workingmen obtain their 'u'pplics. the figure in favor of Great
Britain is .9, or less than 1 per cent.

Boots, shoes, and slippers.—In 1883, if all goods in al! are included,

bunta. shoes, and sltppars were 62,59 per cent, h! chusetts than in
eat Britain, the comparison isconfined to the meditnn, mwedium low,and

grades, t.hen these articles were 42.75 per cent. higher in Massachusetts

e othn Grenl'i’z‘l‘igoodmin- inall grades tl ified articles of clot!

i 9.— sinal are d, the specified articles of cloth-

ingm 45.06 per cent. higher in in 1883 than in Great Britain.

the comparison covers only the medinum, medium low, and low grades, then

themwl-es considered were 27.36 cent, higher in usetts, The low

e alone shows that prices in N usetts wero 18 cemt. higher, while

S&B;Jlgh .ndl.mhig::;-? h?gh grades indicate that prices in Massachusetts were
cen

anu.ﬂ——A very full showing of rents for Massachusetts and Great Britain in
m supplies the following result: Rents were, onthe average, 89.62 per cent.

n Massachusetts than in Great Britain. The average rent of one room

1

in usetts was 66 cents per week, §2.86 per month, and $34.38 per yvear.
The a rent for various sized tenements can be.ensﬂymu on this
basis. In mmmnlhmmtfwmemmwuﬁunhmwaek

for t ts can bemade

£1.51 per month, and £18.02 per year. Comp
25 in the case of Massachusetts,

I give his conclusions:

That on any basis of yearly expenditure the prices
the cost of living were on the ave: 17.29 per cent. higher in Massachusetts
in 1833 than in Great Britain, that of this figure 11.49 per cent. was due to higher
rents in Massachuseits, huviug 5.80 per cent. as indicative of the higher

in Massachusetts, as compared with Great Britain, as regards the remain-

151, ante, that the Massachusetts ngman nds
sq:po’rt ni:[&'eut

of articles entering into

ina_ ements ofexpense.
e

have seen. on workd
oentl, more of his i‘mi!y than the workin
(The w EnniHu to (page 151) are virt of same
size, for the slightly increased size of the average Great Britain hmﬂy is com-
pensated for by a greater proportion at work in Great Britain, propor-

eost of

iscl but if the laborer less here in ai
does without or buys inferior articles, and not b the g riw
of life are cheaper here than in the United States,

*“5. The employment of women is more general than in the United States,
There is some femnle member contributing towards the support-of almost every
laberer's family.

6, The lnbomcla.nmm not so self-respeeting or r
United States.”

Consul Shaw writes respecting the manner of living in Manchester,
as follows:

American work-people, ns a whole, would not live under the conditions in
force here among operatives, nor could they be indoced to adaopt the lish
system. Here whole families live in the mills and are satisfied to do so. iere
the children are compelled to help pay the family expense.

Great numbers of houses vis by me contained each tmly one living room,
and this served as kitchen, dining-room, sitting-room, and in some instances
also bed-room. Imto some of these small houmhrgo fumilies are crowded,
and the manner of life is almost necessarily demoralizing and unfortunate,

I will now read a statement just received showing the average rate
of wages now paid in a Fall River mill, and for the accuracy of which
I vouch, and would add that the same wages are paid in all the mills
of the city, and I have no doubt represent fairly the rate of wages paid
elsewhere in the State.

pected here as in the

Average Ppay per week of-
Mule sg §11.00
Weavers..... 7.75
Carders (men) 7.50
%rdem women) 17.00
er tenders. 0. 00
‘Children (ring spinning) e L O

These wages, as shown by data in my ion, are 50 per cent.
higher than in 1860, before the passage of the Morrill bill.

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will explain also the dif-
ference between the wages of labor in free-trade England and protect-
ive Germany.

Mr. DAVIS. I haveconfined my statement strictly to Great Britain.

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the object of citing these statistics?

Mr. DAVIS, My object is simply to show the difference between
Massachusetts and Great Dritain; Great Dritain being a free-trade
country and Massachusetts a protective State. Now, if the gentleman
[Mr. SpriNGER] has an argument on the other side, of course he can
make. it, but not in my time.

" Mr. SPRINGER. But do not you know that in Germany, which is
a protective country, the difference is just as great the other way ?
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Mr. DAVIS. There may be other canses affecting wages there, 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 better condition than the workingman
in Great Britain, and it is to show the error of that statement that I
have produced these fizures,

Mr. SPRINGER. 1If it were true—

Mr, DAVIS. I can not permit further interruption, becanse my re-
marks will occupy the whole of-my time.

Mr. SPRINGER. We will give you all the time you want.

Mr. DAVIS. I will say, however, in passing, that I believe it is well
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 trne of France. That may go some distance
toward answering the gentleman’s question.

Mr. SPRINGER. Baut in all the protective countries of the world,
except the United States, labor is cheaper than in Great Britain.

Mr. DAVIS., I wish also to correct the impression that enormons
profits have heen 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 fora
number of years:

Dividends paid by fifty-two corporations, having 853,182,000 eapital stock,

manufacturing cotton goods in Maine, New Hampshire, and Massachusetts have
averiged during fourteen years, 1574 to 1887, inclusive, 6.149 per cent. per an-

num.
Dividends paid by seventy-five corporations, having §70,681,000 capital stock,
in Maine, New H hire, and M h ts,

manufacturing cotton ¥
have averaged during six years, 1852 to 1857, inclusive, 5.952 per cent. per an-

num,
Mills in Fall River, having a capital stock of §13,351,330, have paid annual

dividends averaging cim-ing ourteen 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 made in the cotton business of Mas-
sachusetts. ‘The average 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 perfeet 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 have
furnished the best of markets for the products of other industries in
every portion of our country.

There are in my own district two cities numbering 100,000 people
and employing more than 2,000,000 of spindles in thisindustry, and con-
suming one-twentieth of the entirecotton product of theSouth. Ineed
hardly snggest the importance of these communitiesas consumers of the
various products of all the sections of our country. Let me also say
ihat in the city of my residence, the Manchester of Ameriea, 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 moderate subscriptions of individnal stockholders are
aggregated into the eapital stock of the corporations, many of which
have hundreds of stockholders.

But we are a fairly prosperous community, and the eleven millions
and a half of deposits in our savings banks prove that our workingmen
have their full share in our prosperity. Sir, I bave listened with some
impatience to the attacks which have repeatedly been made upon the
State 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 has been luminous in the
pathway of history, and would grace and illustrate a distinet nation-
ality of a thousand years. Within her limits are the historic spots
which the stranger visits to renew his love of liberty, and to awaken
inspiring recollections of an heroic epoch. Thesimple shaft which rises
from Bunker's Height tells its mute but glorious story of courage, de-
votion, and patriotism to evéry coming generation. The 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 of letters the literature of our and
her system 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 thenation,
and as such should be valued and cherished by every American. But,
sir, this theme istoo lofty to treat here and now, and I would not have
ventured to ntter 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. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now
rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McMILLIN having resumed

the Chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, from the
Committee of the Whole, reported that they had 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.

Mr., MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 9 o’clock
and 43 minufes p. m.) adjourned.

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND EEFERRED.,

Under the rule private hills of the following 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 aityof Tusealoosa, in the State of Alabama, all the
right, title, and interest of the United States to fractional sections 22
and 15 lying sounth 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 V.
Geddes—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LAIDLAW: A bill (H. R. 9792) to increase the pension of
Charles 8. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. 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 Daniel J. 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 bill (H. 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 lientenant in the United States Navy—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

By Mr. 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
%‘I‘H}J. H. Walker to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War

ms,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9801) to refer the claim against the United States
of 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—to 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.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

By Mr. BARRY: Petition of citizens of Kemper County, Mississippi,
for pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of G. W. 8. Davidson, of Yalobusha County, Missis-
sippi, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee
on War Claims,

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Lizzie Lanford, heir
at law of Jesse Martin, deceased, of Monroe County, Arkansas, for ref~
glegca of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War

aims. £one

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of William H. Vaughan, of
Caroline County, Virginia, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. 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 Mr. CLARDY: Petition of J. T. Bugg and 40 others, citizens of
‘Washington 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 Assembly of Iowa, for the passage of House bill 6897—to the Com-
mittee on the Publie Lands.

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the General Assembly of Iowa, for
the passage of Honse bill 6897—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. GEAR: Resolution of the General Assembly of Iowa, for tha
passage of House bill 6897 in regard toindemnity swamp lands—to the
Committee on the Public Lands.
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Also, petition of Gravewig & Scharcey, of Council Bluffs, Towa, 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 the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of Assembly No. 4192,
Knights of Labor, of Dubuque, Towa, favoring Hounse bill 8716—to the
Committes on Labor.

Also, concarrent resolution of the General Assembly of Towa, in re-
ll-::]i]can to swamp-land indemnity—to the Committee on the Public

s,

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of the railroad commissioners of Iowa
for legislation relative to coupling and uncoupling cars, ete.—to the

Committee on Commerce.

; By Mr. HOUK: Petition in favor of House bill 7339—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

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 favor 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 3

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Trenton, N. J., against
;etluction of duty on pottery—to the Committee on Ways and

Teans.

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of estate 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.

Also, petition of estate of Franklin Swisher, of Adams County, Penn-
sylvinin, for reference of claim to the Court 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. PERKINE: Petitionof B. F. Prather and others, ex-soldiers
of Montgomery County, Kansas—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

}y Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of heirs of John R. Williams, of
Amite 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
Public Lands.

By Mr. TAULBEE: For the relief of Benjamin F. Young—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. 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 Mr. VOORHEES: Affidavit and other papers of C. O. Bean, city
surveyor 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. 8329, 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 and Means:

By Mr. DAVIS: Of 8. T. Davis, M. D., and 22 others, citizens of
Orleans; of Bradford Dunbar, of Fall River, and of Davis & Chase, of
Orleans, Mass.

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of Topping & Son, of Pomona, Kans.

By Mr. LODGE: Of J. D. Mansfield, M. D., of Wakefield, Mass.

By Mr, LONG: Of A. G. Dargin, of Quincy, Mass,

By Mr. OATES: Of Dr. A. C. Crymes, of Midway, Ala.

By Mr. 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 Mr. PETERS: Of A. T. Livingston and 17 others, citizens of Bar-
ion and Rush Counties, Kansas.

By Mr. 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 agricalt-
ure, by the means of certain import duties, were received and severally
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means:

By Mr. CROUSE: Of Krnmroy, Summit County, Ohio.

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Richmond, Kans.

v By Mr. GROUT: Of E.W. Whitford and 27 others, of Chimney Point,
 t

By Mr. NUTTING: Of citizens of Owasco, N. Y.

By Mr. VANDEVER: Of citizens of Lodi, Cal.

The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law to estabx
lish 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 Post-Office
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 payingall 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 Invalid
Pensions:

By Mr. BELDEN: Of Thomas Saile and 20 others, and of Richard
Dunn 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. Jamisonand 125 others, and of Samuel Hedges
and 50 others, citizens of Ohio.

By Mr. LYMAN: 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 basis of
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education:

By Mr. HIRES: Of 98 citizens of Salem County, New Jersey.

By Mr. KETCHAM: Of 140 citizens of Putnam and Columbia Coun-
ties, 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: Of 121 citizens of Montgomery County, Penn-
sylvania.

The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class
]l:toat‘rll;a.stera was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

oads:

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 g?r. DAWES, was, with the accompany-
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered
to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore presented a petition of ex-Union sol-
diers and sailors, citizens of Kansas, praying for the 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, praying for the
passage of the House bill appropriating $50,000 for the erection of' a
monament at Fort Greene, in Brooklyn, N. Y., to the memory of the
prison-ship martyrs; 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 in
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia. <

He also presented the petition of J. M. 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 was 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. 5. Neitleton, Alva Adams,
Henry Lee, and H. A. W. Tabor, committee, praying Government aid
in the construction of reservoirs in that State; which was referred to the
Committee on Public Lands.
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